
PRISM Meeting Summary March 11 2010 

Canfor and BCTS SFM Plan Public Advisory Group 
(PRISM) Meeting 

March 11, 2010 
Bear Pit, Northern Rockies Regional District, Fort Nelson 

1 Present 

1.1 Public Advisory Group 
Crumblin, Cheryl – Geoterra  
Davidson, Paul – Kledo Construction 
Mathias, Tyler - Northern Rockies Regional Municipality 
Starr, Aliso - Northern Lights College 
Tofte, Doug – Northern Rockies Regional Municipality 
White, Angela, Encana (to 6:00 )pm 

1.2 Defined Forest Area Participants 
Bock, Kristine – Canadian Forest Products Ltd. 
Regimbald, Darrell - Canadian Forest Products Ltd. (via phone for SFM 
Update) 
Smith, Jason – BC Timber Sales 
Smith, Stephanie-BC Timber Sales 

1.3 Facilitation and Support 
Perry, Jane – J. Perry Resource Communications 

1.4 Advisors 

1.5 Absent with Notice 
Brian Wolfe 
Lyle Mortenson 
Rod Backmeyer 
Sonya Leverkus 
Chastity Kerr 

1.6 Observers 
Mary Viszlai-Beale- Ministry of Forests and Range 

 

2 Introduction 
Jane Perry called the meeting to order at 5:00 pm and welcomed those in 
attendance and she encouraged everyone to think about how the PRISM could 
keep all members engaged, especially PAG members and how to keep the 
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meeting meaningful to all members.  
 
Jane reviewed the agenda with group, requesting that the discussion on the 
SFMP be moved to before the dinner break, as Darrell was calling into the office, 
and the Terms of Reference Review be moved to where the SFMP discussion 
was to be held.  Jane then opened the floor for any discussion on the agenda 
items or if there were any additions that needed to be made to the meeting 
summary.  The amended agenda was accepted by the group 

3 Review of November 19, 2009 Meeting Minutes  
The meeting minutes from the November meeting were reviewed.  Kristine stated 
that the song bird study was recently received, but she had not yet reviewed it.  
Kristine suggested that the song bird study presentation be tabled.  Action item 3 
regarding the local business measure was a difficult measure to develop.  Jason 
commented that the measure should be something that the Participants impact, 
which, for local businesses, can be difficult to measure.  

4 Review of Action Items 
Jane reviewed action items set out at the November 20th, 2009 PRISM meeting 
and outlined the progression of each. All action items had been completed with 
no conserns from PAG members. PAG accepted the completion of actions items 
and no changes were made to the meeting summary.   
 
ACTION #1: Find out when the next audit will take place.  

The off site office audit was completed February 9-11, the summer audit is 
to occur July 26-27th. 

 
ACTION #2: To prepare a document outlining SFI and CSA certification 
 Completed and e mailed on February 17 2010 
 
ACTION #3: Contact Holly and Danny regarding further direction on this matter, 
and contact Darrell about the TSR.-  

Completed Nov 23rd.  Holly and Danny have no recollection of the intent. 
 
ACTION #4: Jason to send out email to confirm best date for next meeting to 
PAG.  Completed Feb 10 2010 
 
ACTION #5: Jason to look at PDF of the original presentation by Anne Wong – 
Jason Smith, BCTS-  completed February 17 2010 

5 Introduction to the new updated SFM Plan and 
Measures 

Jason Smith and Darrell Regimbald (via phone line) discussed the creation of the 
new Sustainable Forest Development Plan and measures.  The Z809-08 CSA 
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standard is available, but has not been officially implemented.  It is not officially 
implemented because a French version of the document has not been made 
available.  Once this document has been made available, the participants will has 
3 years to move to the new standard. 
 
During the 2009 audit programs, the BCTS auditor strongly suggested that, 
considering we are re-writing the plan, the participants move the SFM Plan to the 
new standard,.  Canfor had their internal auditor complete a summary of the 
deficiencies in the current plan in comparison to the new standard.  
 
The last draft of the SFMP was completed in March 2009.  This next draft is 
forming the basis of the updated plan.  A number of new core indicators have 
been identified as listed within the Standard.  Canfor has created a suite of 
common standards that will be implemented corporately to fulfill the requirements 
of the new 2008 standard.  The new standards identified as elements, indicators, 
and targets versus the older standard identifying indicators, measures, and 
targets.  In light of the new elements and indicators, some of the measures from 
the old SFM Plan may be dropped if they are no longer be relevant for the new 
standard.   
 
Any changes to the measures and targets will be discussed with the PAG.  There 
are less deliverables in the new SFMP. The new standard requires discussions to 
be held with the PAG on certain topics.  Many of the discussions were held with 
the creation of the initial plan.  There may not need to be a large number of 
measures created, but discussions held with the PAG regarding how the PAG 
feels the topic should be developed and managed.  
 
ACTION 1: Jason to send out a copy of the 08 CSA Standards 
ACTION 2: Jason to send out the summary of changes between the 02 and 08 
CSA standards that was presented in the May 5, 2009 meeting. 
 
Jason expects that he will have the SFMP drafted and ready for presentation in 
June.  Any measures the PAG feels are necessary from the previous meeting, let 
Jason know.  It was suggested that a summary of the changes in the SFMP 
measures be compiled so the PAG is aware of the history of changes to the 
original document. 
 
ACTION 3: Compile a summary of the changes to the measures and indicators 
that have been added, deleted or rewritten. (Jason Smith as part of the new 
SFMP) 
 
Darrell recognized the PAG for their dedication to the SFMP process and BCTS 
for keeping the PRISM active.  At that time, Darrell left the meeting.  With 
agreement from the attendees, the next item discussed was the meeting dates 
and location. 
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6 Discussion of Proposed dates for the upcoming year. 
Jane asked the PAG if the venue was meeting everyone’s needs.  No concerns 
were raised about continuing to meet at the Bear Pit (NRRM office).  The timing 
of the meetings was discussed.  Alison indicated that the first Thursday of the 
month caused a conflict for her.  Tyler indicated the second Thursday as the best 
date for his schedule. Jason suggested Thursday meetings in June, September, 
November and December.  Questions were raised about having the meetings 
sooner, as it would be easier for the PAG members to remember the items 
discussed in the last meeting.  No meetings were scheduled during the summer 
because of people taking holidays during that time. 
 
The following dates are suggested: 
June 10- review of the SFMP and criteria 
September 9 (tentative) 
October 14 (tentative) 
November (tentative) 
February 2011- Final review and acceptance of the SFM Plan. 
 
The need to have new PAG members including additional members of the Oil 
and Gas Producers and First Nations was suggested.  Jason stated the Horn 
River Producers group (HRPG) was invited to join PRISM.  Half of HRPG 
invitations had no response, the remaining responses requested updates from 
PRISM, but no active participation.  The First Nations have been invited.  Doug 
suggested that the PRISM send letters to the Councils of the First Nations 
groups, inviting attendance of the groups. Prophet River and Fort Nelson were 
invited to this meeting.  Prophet River suggested that there would be a 
representative at this meeting.  Lower Post was invited, but no response was 
provided.  
 
A suggestion was made to have a field tour.  PAG members were asked what 
time would be best- during the week or on the weekend.  It was agreed that a 
Saturday was best, and was most successful in the past.  It was suggested that 
the June 10th meeting be advertised as an open meeting for the public, and the 
Saturday field day be open to the public.  Jane reminded that PAG that all the 
meetings are open to the public.  It was agreed that the PAG would hold a 
meeting on the Thursday evening, and based on that meeting, the participants 
would finalize the field tour locations on Friday, and hold the field tour on 
Saturday.  The audience for the tour will need to be confirmed (i.e. PRISM 
members and family versus the general public), as the scope of the tour will be 
different for the general public versus the PAG members. 

7 Break for Dinner 
A dinner break was taken from 6:00 to 6:30. 
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8 Presentation on Mountain Pine Beetle in the Fort 
Nelson Forest District 

Mary Viszlai- Beale, Stewardship Officer with the MOFR, made a presentation on 
the mountain pine beetle outbreak in the Fort Nelson District.  The outbreak 
maps for 2009 are based on the forest health flights completed in 2008.  The Fort 
Nelson District extends into the Fort St John Timber Supply Area (TSA), where 
the beetle has been identified  Mary discussed the life cycle of the beetle, and 
how it over winters in trees as larvae, with live trees as the preferred host.  The 
blue stain that is characteristic of beetle wood is caused by a fungus on the 
outside of the beetle.  The fungus is introduced into the wood when the adult 
beetle migrate, and bore into the trees.  The fungus can impact the water 
transport in trees, which makes the trees more stressed.  The beetle also will 
feed on the fungus.   
 
Mary showed examples of significant red attack appearing in stands within 11 
months.  The Mountain Pine beetle attack has occurred for a variety of reasons.  
They include; lots of host stands in the province, forest fire suppression activities, 
moderate spring and summer weather causing low mortality, warmer winters ( no 
extended cold snap of -40 or greater) and no early ( September- October) cold 
weather.  The cold weather impacts the beetle the most during the fall when the 
beetle has not built up it’s “anti freeze”.   
 
The attack could possibly eventually be extended to Nova Scotia, as the beetle 
will attack jack pine as well as lodgepole pine. Alberta is no longer accepting any 
BC pine with bark as an attempt to slow the spread of the beetle infestation.  
Questions were asked about how other provinces were handling the beetle 
outbreak.  Mary wasn’t aware of how other provinces were dealing with the 
infestation.   
 
Woodpeckers were identified as natural predators for the beetle.  No specific 
species were identified.  Woodpeckers are territorial, so their effectiveness as 
natural predators in this outbreak is not significant. 
 
Treatment options for pine beetle includes pheromones, verbenone (similar to 
pheromones) snip and skid ( falling single trees), blocks (limited use, harvesting 
areas under 1 hectare in size), and heli burn (heli logged sites with the materials 
removed and piled at a mill site and burned- rarely used) . 
 
The beetle that have burrowed into the tree below the snow level in the winter 
experience an increased level of thermal cover so the colder winter temperatures 
are not as effective at killing them.  The best time for a period of -40 weather is 
early season before their anti-freeze levels have built up (realistically October). 
 
The Emergency Bark Beetle Management Area (EBBMA) has been discussed by 
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the Mountain Pine Beetle Working Group.  The Mountain Pine Beetle working 
group for the Fort Nelson District held its first meeting on January 27th.  A website 
has been developed and is located here:  
http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/dfn/MPB/index.htm 
 
Doug asked about the red pine that local airplane pilots have reported in the 
Toad and Red Fern Lake areas.  Mary said that these areas were reviewed in 
2009, and that the cause of the red trees was red belt.  Red belt is caused when 
the weather warms up, causing the trees to transpire when the ground is still 
frozen, and water is unavailable for the trees.  This lack of water causes the trees 
to become stressed, dry out and turn red.  The characteristic of red belt is usually 
in a band along a slope. 
 
The question was posed about when the infestation is no longer a natural 
phenomenon and considered an epidemic.  Jason and Mary responded to the 
question.  It depends on the expansion rate of the attack- the number of trees 
that have red attack versus the number of trees that have green attack.  Once the 
infestation reaches a certain level, it cannot be stopped by human management 
activities, a large forest fire is the one effective method.  Management activities 
such as baiting, fall and burn and prescribed burn could be used to slow the 
infestation.  When the population is high and there are strong winds that could 
move the beetle beyond its normal movement, the removal of bridge stands is an 
option.  Bridge stands are those stands that would be the uninfected candidate 
stands the beetle would potentially infect in the near future.  The removal of these 
stands would impact the ability of the beetle to spread. 
 
The Muskwa-Kechika has an area that can be impacted, but treatment is not an 
option.  The cost of treatment is prohibitive at this time.  Mary suggested that 
coordinating burns with the Range Tenure holders is an option.  Jason observed 
that the infestation appears to be spreading along the river corridors and 
associated ridges. 
 

9 Review of the Terms of Reference 
Jason and Jane reviewed the Terms of Reference (TOR) earlier in the day, and 
highlighted what changes were suggested, as well as discussion points for the 
group.  The TOR were reviewed at this meeting, with the agreed upon changes 
made, and then presented for approval at the next meeting. 
   

• The background will be updated to remove early references to the 
process, as we are now using the CSA standards and not the Framework.  

• The goals of the PAG were reviewed, and no changes were required 
• The specific goals of the PRISM will be updated to reflect the 2008 CSA 

standards. 
 

http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/dfn/MPB/index.htm�
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• Jane pointed out that the only change between the 07 and 08 TOR was 
the rewording of 2(b)  of the operating rules. 
 

The PAG was asked if the quorum number of 3 was satisfactory.  The PAG felt 
that given the agendas and meeting requests were sent out well ahead of the 
meeting, the quorum should remain the same.  If members were interested in a 
topic on the agenda, there should be an effort made for the PAG member to 
attend.   

 
• Tyler suggested that the bi-annual survey be done as an on line survey, as 

an option to the paper format.   
 
ACTION 4: Explore the use of survey monkey as an option for the bi annual 
survey.  Add “on line” as an option for the bi annual survey. 
 

• The roles and responsibilities were discussed.  Under Section 1- Public 
Advisory Group the following Discussions were held:  

• It was decided to add the Muskwa- Kechika Board under Environment/ 
Conservation.   

 
ACTION 5: Check on the Land Reserve Commission title, does it manage the 
Agriculture Land Reserves?(1b(vi) of the roles and responsibilities) 
 
Discussion was held on what groups should be identified as advisors.  Although 
the OGC has indicated that they do not have an advisory role, the PAG members 
wanted the organization added.  It was decided that the MOTSA, OGC and 
MEMPR should be added as advisors, before the “others as required 
 
Update:  Add “MOTSA, OGC and MEMPR as advisors, before the “others as 
required” 
 

• The selection of PAG members was reviewed.  Members felt the wording 
on the title should be “ new PAG members” in the title.  Remove the word 
“initials , and add when required” to d (i)), delete d(ii) and d(iii), update iv to 
state PAG members. 

 
• Under section 2 of Roles and Responsibilities, PAG members, it was 

decided to strike specific names from 2(e), and change it to “a Participant 
representative”, given the mount of change that has happened in the last 
couple of years.  The statement in 2(h) “There should be flexibility to bring 
new groups into the process” will be removed. 

 
• Under section 5 (b) Participants will be changed to all members. 

 
• Under Section 7, the last line regarding the PAG requests for clarification 
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will be re-worded to indicate that the participants must forward all advisor 
information requests from PAG members to the appropriate advisors. 

 
• The Timeline (Section E) will be updated to reflect the updating of the plan 

to the new standards. 
 

• The Meeting Expenses and Logistics was discussed.  It was felt that it 
should be left in, as participation in the PRISM is voluntary for the PAG 
members, and should not have any costs associated with the attendance..  
The participants will have to review their budgets internally to see if this 
can be done. 

 

10 VerbaI PAG survey 
All attendees were asked how they felt about the meeting.  Responses were 
positive.  Alison is looking forward to the June field trip.  Doug requested that 
First Nations Councils be contacted by PRISM, requesting participation.  Kristine 
suggested that the Mountain Pine Beetle Working Group update could be a 
standing item on the agenda.  Upcoming technical topics that can be discussed 
at the meetings include, VRI (Vegetation Resource Inventory), Archaeological 
Overview Assessment( AOA) and the Songbird study. 
 

11 Action Summary 
 
ACTION 1: Jason to send out a copy of the 08 CSA Standards 
 
ACTION 2: Jason to send out the summary of changes between the 02 and 06 
CSA standards that was presented in the May 5, 2009 meeting. 
 
ACTION 3: Compile a summary of the changes to the measures and indicators 
that have been added, deleted or rewritten. 
 
ACTION 4: Explore the use of survey monkey as an option for the bi annual 
survey.  Add “on line” as an option for the bi-annual survey. 
 
ACTION 5: Check on the Land Reserve Commission title and if it manages the 
Agriculture Land Reserves? (1b(vi) of the roles and responsibilities) 
 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 8:15 pm. 
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