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A. Executive Summary 
 
The LSC established a Public Advisory Group (PAG) in the fall of 2004 to assist with 
developing a Sustainable Forest Management Plan (SFMP) for the Defined Forest 
Area in the Prince George Forest District.   The SFMP’s values, objectives, indicators, 
targets, and variances (that is, the Performance Matrix) were completed in late April 
2005.  Since that time, the LSC has continued to promote participation in the PAG 
by inviting local First Nations and the public.  
 
Between April 1, 2006 and March 31, 2007, the PAG met four times, with an average 
of twelve public members at each meeting.  The PAG continued to monitor and 
develop the SFMP’s Criteria and Elements Performance Matrix and participated in 
two PAG subcommittees to address items of high priority on the Continuous 
Improvement Matrix, Access and Quality Old Forest.  These subcommittees met a 
total of four times.  They were provided with information on their topics and are 
responsible for developing indicators for the PAG to consider.  PAG members also 
participated in a field meeting designed to provide information and an additional 
forum for discussion on indicators and topics of interest to the PAG.  
 
PAG meetings, including the field meeting, continued to be evaluated using a 
standard evaluation form.  PAG members continue to consistently rate the meeting 
and PAG process, facilitator, and meeting logistics at or above 78%.   
 
Over the upcoming twelve months, the PAG will continue to monitor and 
continuously improve the SFMP.  This will include continuing work on the two 
subcommittees.  The PAG will also need to meet to review its Terms of Reference. 
The LSC is hoping to provide PAG members with another opportunity to participate 
in a field meeting to further the public’s understanding of current and new forest 
management practices.  
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B. LICENSEE STEERING COMMITTEE 

 
1. Membership – The LSC (LSC) consists of British Columbia Timber Sales (Prince 

George Business Area) and a group of forest licensees: Winton Global Ltd., 
Lakeland Mills Ltd., Carrier Lumber Ltd., and Canadian Forest Products Ltd. - 
Prince George Operations.  The LSC offered membership to local First Nations 
and other forest license holders in the Prince George Forest District.  Carrier 
Lumber’s Shane Neukomm served as chair for 2006-7. 

 
2. Mandate – The LSC formed to develop a Sustainable Forest Management Plan 

(SFMP) for the Defined Forest Area in the Prince George Forest District.   All of 
its members have now been certified to the Canadian Standards Association’s 
standards for Sustainable Forest Management. 

 
3. Accomplishments – The LSC established a Public Advisory Group (PAG) in 

November 2004 to assist with developing the SFMP for the Prince George Forest 
District.  The SFMP’s values, objectives, indicators, targets, and variances (that is, 
the Performance Matrix) were completed in late April 2005.   Between April 
2006 and the end of March 2007, the LSC and PAG met four times to monitor 
the SFMP’s implementation and to revise the Terms of Reference.  In addition, 
the LSC continued to use a Continuous Improvement Matrix to assist itself and 
the PAG in tracking issues needing to be addressed at a future date.   The PAG 
identified three items of priority and two of these, Access and Old Forest Quality, 
are currently being addressed through two newly established subcommittees.  
Each subcommittee is responsible for developing and recommending indicators 
on their topic to the PAG.  Additional experts and government advisors were 
invited to attend the subcommittee meetings.  To date, the Old Forest Quality 
subcommittee has met three times and the Access subcommittee has met once.  
In response to feedback on the meeting evaluations and during meetings 
requesting additional information regarding various indicators, the LSC hosted a 
PAG meeting at various forestry sites and provided experts to provide 
information on current planning, harvesting, and silviculture practices.  

 

C. SFMP PUBLIC ADVISORY GROUP  

 
1. PAG Member Recruitment (See Tab 1 – Invitations) - Letters of invitation to 

participate in the PAG were sent to those First Nation bands who have expanded 
their claims of traditional to include the Prince George Forest District or to re-
invite those who have not attended: Kluskus (Lhoosk’uz) First Nation, the North 
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Thompson (Simpcw) First Nation, and Saik’uz (Stoney Creek) First Nation.  In 
additional, verbal invitations to reconsider participating in the PAG were 
extended during meetings to representatives of the remaining bands: McLeod 
Lake Band, Lheidli T’enneh (Lheit-Lit’en) First Nation, Nazko First Nation, and 
Nak’azdli Band, Red Bluff Band.  As part of an ongoing effort to make the SFMP 
PAG process open to any member of the public, invitational letters were also sent 
or telephone calls made to various members of the public who might have been 
interested in participating in the PAG process.  The LSC also hosted an open 
house in October 2006 to increase public awareness of and participation in the 
PG SFMP PAG. 
 

2. Terms of Reference (see Tab 2 – SFMP Documents):  The PAG renewed their 
Terms of Reference at the November 2nd, 2006 meeting as per the Canadian 
Standards Association’s Sustainable Forest Management: Requirements and 
Guidance (Z809-02).  No substantial changes were made to the Terms of 
Reference. 

 
3. Attendance:  Four PG SFMP PAG meetings, one field meeting and four sub-

committee meetings were held in Prince George (or near Prince George, as with 
the field meeting) between early April 2005 and the end of March 2006.  For the 
PAG meetings, attendance varied from eight to thirteen, with an average of 
twelve members of the public (that is, PAG members and observers) at each 
meeting.  For the PG PAG subcommittee meetings and the field meeting, 
attendance varied from four to eleven, with an average of eight members of the 
public at each meeting.  (A list of the meetings and key topics covered located at 
Tab 3– PG PAG Meeting Documents.)  Listed below are the attendance figures by 
each PG PAG meeting: 
 

Meeting Date PAG Reps 
& Alts 

Observers Advisors LSC Total 

June 8, 2006 10 3 1 5 19 

November 2, 2006 8 0 1 5 14 

January 18, 2007 12 0 4 5 21 

March 1, 2007 9 4 4 5 22 
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Listed below are the attendance figures for the field meeting and each PG PAG 
subcommittee meeting: 
 

 
4. Meeting structure (see Tab 3 – PAG Meeting Minutes):  All of the meetings, with 

the exception of the day-long field meeting in September 2006, were held on 
Thursday evenings, beginning at 5:30 PM with supper and ending at 9:00 PM.   
Meetings generally began and ended on time.  The chair of the Licensee Steering 
Committee, Shane Neukomm (Carrier Lumber Ltd.), welcomed members to the 
meeting, introduced the facilitator, and closed the meeting.  Names tags were 
provided to facilitate communication and relationship building.  All those 
attending each meeting were asked to sign in at each meeting (see Tab 3 – PAG 
Meeting Documents).  A scribe was sometimes retained to record and draft the 
meeting minutes.  The agenda typically included reviewing the agenda, reviewing, 
correcting, and adopting the minutes of the previous meeting, presentations and 
discussions on the Performance Matrix and/or items identified as priorities from 
the Continuous Improvement Matrix, and reporting on action items from 
previous meetings.  While the subcommittee meetings were focused specifically 
on two topics, Old Growth Quality and Access, these meetings followed the same 
format as the main meetings.   

 
5. Meeting Evaluations  

• Evaluation forms - Meeting evaluations continued to be used for the PG PAG 
meetings, as well as the field meeting and some of the PG PAG subcommittee 
meetings (see sample evaluations and evaluation results at Tab 4 - PAG 
Meeting Evaluations.  The completed evaluation forms are available for 
viewing upon request.)  The evaluation forms provided a Likert scale of 1 (very 
poor) to 5 (very good) for a series of questions on three general areas:  

Meeting Date PAG Reps 
& Alts 

Observers Advisors LSC Total 

September 23, 2006 

(Field meeting) 

7 0 3 5 15 

November 23, 2006 

(Old Growth Subcommittee) 

5 0 5 2 12 

December 7, 2006 

(Old Growth Subcommittee) 

4 0 10 4 18 

February 8, 2007 

(Access Subcommittee 

11 0 7 4 22 

March 29, 2007 

(Old Growth Subcommittee) 

8 3 3 5 19 
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“Meeting and PAG process”, “Facilitator,” and “Meeting Logistics.”  The form 
included space for comments under “Suggestions” and “General Comments.”  
Because of the unique setting and format for the field meeting (for example, 
the minutes of the previous PAG meeting were note reviewed, etc.), a separate 
evaluation form was developed (the form and evaluation results are located at 
Tab 4 – PAG Meeting Evaluations). 

• Evaluation Logistics – All PAG representatives, alternates, observers, First 
Nation representatives, and advisors were asked to complete a meeting 
evaluation form at the end of each PAG meeting.  Information from the 
completed evaluations was made available as a poster at the following PAG 
meeting.  The poster showed a bar graph comparing the results of each 
meeting and a document with the comments from the previous meeting.  (The 
cumulative bar graph and the comments from each meeting’s evaluation are 
available at Tab 4 - PAG Meeting Evaluations.)   

• Evaluation results (Likert Scale) – In general, PAG members consistently 
rated the meeting and PAG process, facilitator, and meeting logistics at or 
above least 78%.  The results, averaged from all responses for each question 
from each meeting, range from a low of 3.9 to a high of 5.0 (on a scale of 
1=very poor to 5=very good).   

• Evaluation results (Comments) – In general, the comments reflected PAG 
members’ satisfaction with the meetings.  One PAG member expressed 
concern that the LSC controlled the PAG meetings.  Some PAG members 
requested additional time and information to address specific indicators and 
topics noted in the Continuous Improvement Matrix.  In general, these 
comments were consistent with the verbal feedback PAG members provided 
to the facilitator, scribe, and Licensee Steering Committee.   

• Responses to Evaluation results – The LSC and facilitator considered 
comments from the completed evaluation forms as well as verbal feedback 
and, where possible, implemented the PAG members’ suggestions.  For 
example, in response to the concerns and request for more information and 
time to discuss certain indicators, the LSC provided a field meeting with 
experts in attendance to provide more information and time for discussion.   

 

D.  SFMP  (see Tab 2 – SFMP Documents) 

 
1. Terms of Reference – The PAG revised their Terms of Reference as per the 

Canadian Standards Association’s Sustainable Forest Management: 
Requirements and Guidance (Z809-02) at the November 2nd, 2006 meeting.  No 
substantial changes were made. 
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2. SFMP Performance Matrix - The PAG and LSC continued to monitor the SFMP.  
In January 2007, the LSC presented the PAG with an updated draft of the SFMP 
and invited their comments.  The two PAG steering committees are currently 
working at developing additional indicators for the PAG to consider for inclusion 
in the SFMP.   

 
3. SFMP Continuous Improvement Matrix – When they first began developing the 

SFMP, the LSC created a Continuous Improvement Matrix to assist in tracking 
issues needing to be addressed at a future date.  The PAG ranked several items as 
priorities.  In response to the PAG’s selection of two items, Access and Old Forest 
Quality, as having the highest priority, the LSC set up two PAG subcommittees 
and invited experts to provide assistance to the PAG and LSC in developing 
appropriate indicators for the PAG to consider.     
 

E. FUTURE DIRECTIONS 
 

The PAG will continue to develop the SFMP and monitor how the Licensees and 
BCTS implement it.  They will also need to continue to meet to review the Terms of 
Reference and continue the work of the two subcommittees.  The LSC is also hoping 
to provide PAG members with another opportunity to participate in a field meeting 
to further the public’s understanding of current and new forestry practices.  



 
 
Lakeland Mills Ltd.      Prince George 

 
 
 
June 16, 2006 
 
Chief Lillian Squinas  
Lhoosk’uz First Nation (Kluskus) 
6 - 423 Elliott St., 
Quesnel, BC  V2J 1Y6 
 
Dear Chief Squinas; 
 
Recently, a number of licensees and British Columbia Timber Sales (Prince George Business Area) 
working together with various public and First Nation members completed the Prince George Sustainable 
Forest Management Plan (SFMP).   The licensees consisted of Winton Global (formerly The Pas), 
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. (Canfor), Lakeland Mills Ltd, and Carrier Lumber Ltd.   The defined forest 
area for the SFMP is the Prince George Forest District, excluding Indian Reserves, Treaty 8, private land, 
woodlots, agricultural land, and Tree Farm Licenses 30 and 53.  All of the licensees and BCTS have 
successfully completed their registration audit for Canadian Standards Association (CSA). 
 
The Public Advisory Group (PAG) volunteered a great deal of time and effort to see that the SFMP was 
completed on time.   As the SFMP process now moves into its monitoring and Continuous Improvement 
phase, the PAG will continue to be involved.    
 
The PAG, BCTS, and licensees involved in the Prince George SFMP would like to invite you and 
members of your First Nation to learn more about our SFMP and participate in the PAG process.   If they 
have not already done so, a member of the Licensees and/or BCTS Sales (Prince George Business 
Area) would like to meet with you to answer any question you might have about discuss the SFMP 
process, our PAG, or the certification process. 
 
If you would like further information or if your band is interested in being represented on the PAG, please 
feel free to contact me at 250-562-3361.  Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
Winton Global Lumber Ltd.   

 
 
David Jewesson, R.P.F. 
Corporate Resources Manager 
 

 



 
Lakeland Mills Ltd.      Prince George 

 
 
 
April 26, 2006 
 
Chief Nathan Matthew  
P.O. Box 220 
Barriere, B.C. 
V0E 1E0 
 
Dear Chief Matthew; 
 
Recently, a number of licensees and British Columbia Timber Sales (Prince George Business Area) 
working together with various public and First Nation members completed the Prince George Sustainable 
Forest Management Plan (SFMP).   The licensees consisted of Winton Global (formerly The Pas), 
Canadian Forest Products Ltd. (Canfor), Lakeland Mills Ltd, and Carrier Lumber Ltd.   The defined forest 
area for the SFMP is the Prince George Forest District, excluding Indian Reserves, Treaty 8, private land, 
woodlots, agricultural land, and Tree Farm Licenses 30 and 53.  All of the licensees and BCTS have 
successfully completed their registration audit for Canadian Standards Association (CSA). 
 
The Public Advisory Group (PAG) volunteered a great deal of time and effort to see that the SFMP was 
completed on time.   As the SFMP process now moves into its monitoring and Continuous Improvement 
phase, the PAG will continue to be involved.    
 
The PAG, BCTS, and licensees involved in the Prince George SFMP would like to invite you and 
members of your First Nation to learn more about our SFMP and participate in the PAG process.   If they 
have not already done so, a member of the Licensees and/or BCTS Sales (Prince George Business 
Area) would like to meet with you to answer any question you might have about discuss the SFMP 
process, our PAG, or the certification process. 
 
If you would like further information or your band is interested in being represented on the PAG, please 
feel free to contact me at 250-562-3361.  Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
Winton Global Lumber Ltd.   

 
 
David Jewesson, R.P.F. 
Corporate Resources Manager 
 

 



  

 
Lakeland Mills Ltd.      Prince George 

 
 
 
November 23, 2006 
 
Dear Peter Scharf, 
 
You have been invited to participate in developing the Prince George Sustainable Forest 
Management Plan (SFMP).  Several forest licensees and British Columbia Timber Sales (BCTS) 
in the Prince George Forest District are working together to develop a SFMP over a defined 
forest area, with help from a wide range of public interest groups.  This process is an integral part 
of the licensees’ plan to become certified by the Canadian Standards Association (CSA). 
 
The Licensee Team for the Prince George SFMP presently consists of representatives from 
Winton Global (formerly The Pas), Canadian Forest Products Ltd. (Canfor), Lakeland Mills Ltd, 
Carrier Lumber Ltd., and BCTS.  Other licensees may participate in this SFMP at a later date. 
 
At present, the defined forest area for the SFMP is the Prince George Forest District, excluding 
Indian Reserves, Treaty 8, private land, woodlots, agricultural land, and Tree Farm Licenses 30 
and 53.  The exact boundaries of the defined forest area are still being determined. 
 
Sustainable Forest Management is about sustaining viable ecosystems, being economically 
sustainable on public land, and respecting the social needs of the public.  It supports the needs of 
the people today, the needs of future generations, and the needs of the forest itself. 
 
Developing a SFMP requires a high degree of public involvement through the use of a Public 
Advisory Group (PAG).  The PAG ensures that sustainable forest management decisions are 
made as a result of informed, inclusive, and fair consultation with local people and First Nations 
who are directly affected by, or have an interest in sustainable forest management.  The PAG 
will help to develop and monitor the SFMP.  The first stage of developing the SFMP will have 
the PAG developing essential details for each of the following criterion this fall and winter: 
 

1. Conservation of Biological Diversity (ecosystems, species and genetic diversity, 
protected areas, and sites of special biological significance) 

2. Maintenance and Enhancement of Forest Ecosystem Condition and Productivity (forest 
ecosystem resilience and productivity) 

3. Conservation of Soil and Water Resources (soil and water quality and quantity) 
4. Forest Ecosystem Contributions to Global Ecological Cycles (carbon uptake and storage, 

forest land conservation) 
5. Multiple Benefits to Society (timber and non-timber benefits, communities and 

sustainability, fair distribution of benefits and costs) 



 

6. Accepting Society’s Responsibility for Sustainable Development (aboriginal and treaty 
rights, respect for aboriginal forest values, knowledge, and uses, public participation, 
information for decision-making) 

 
Meetings are generally scheduled 3 to 4 times a year on Thursday evenings at the Prince George 
Civic Centre.  Reasonable mileage expenses will be reimbursed and meals during meetings will 
be provided. 
 
Your representation of the Non-renewable Resource Extraction Sector would be an excellent 
opportunity for you to network with other resource users for the purpose of resource planning. 
 
If you would like further information, please feel free to contact Roxanne at 250-563-1365 or 
PGPAG@telus.net.  Thank you for your consideration. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chair, Prince George Licensee Team  

          

 
David F. Jewesson, R.P.F. 
Winton Global 
Planning Forester / Environmental Coordinator 
1850 River Road, Prince George BC, V2L 5S8 
Phone: (250) 960-3911; Fax (250) 562-3361 
 
 
 



  

 
Lakeland Mills Ltd.      Prince George 

 
 
 
November 23, 2006 
 
Dear Tom Leach, 
 
You have been invited to participate in developing the Prince George Sustainable Forest 
Management Plan (SFMP).  Several forest licensees and British Columbia Timber Sales (BCTS) 
in the Prince George Forest District are working together to develop a SFMP over a defined 
forest area, with help from a wide range of public interest groups.  This process is an integral part 
of the licensees’ plan to become certified by the Canadian Standards Association (CSA). 
 
The Licensee Team for the Prince George SFMP presently consists of representatives from 
Winton Global (formerly The Pas), Canadian Forest Products Ltd. (Canfor), Lakeland Mills Ltd, 
Carrier Lumber Ltd., and BCTS.  Other licensees may participate in this SFMP at a later date. 
 
At present, the defined forest area for the SFMP is the Prince George Forest District, excluding 
Indian Reserves, Treaty 8, private land, woodlots, agricultural land, and Tree Farm Licenses 30 
and 53.  The exact boundaries of the defined forest area are still being determined. 
 
Sustainable Forest Management is about sustaining viable ecosystems, being economically 
sustainable on public land, and respecting the social needs of the public.  It supports the needs of 
the people today, the needs of future generations, and the needs of the forest itself. 
 
Developing a SFMP requires a high degree of public involvement through the use of a Public 
Advisory Group (PAG).  The PAG ensures that sustainable forest management decisions are 
made as a result of informed, inclusive, and fair consultation with local people and First Nations 
who are directly affected by, or have an interest in sustainable forest management.  The PAG 
will help to develop and monitor the SFMP.  The first stage of developing the SFMP will have 
the PAG developing essential details for each of the following criterion this fall and winter: 
 

1. Conservation of Biological Diversity (ecosystems, species and genetic diversity, 
protected areas, and sites of special biological significance) 

2. Maintenance and Enhancement of Forest Ecosystem Condition and Productivity (forest 
ecosystem resilience and productivity) 

3. Conservation of Soil and Water Resources (soil and water quality and quantity) 
4. Forest Ecosystem Contributions to Global Ecological Cycles (carbon uptake and storage, 

forest land conservation) 
5. Multiple Benefits to Society (timber and non-timber benefits, communities and 

sustainability, fair distribution of benefits and costs) 



 

6. Accepting Society’s Responsibility for Sustainable Development (aboriginal and treaty 
rights, respect for aboriginal forest values, knowledge, and uses, public participation, 
information for decision-making) 

 
Meetings are generally scheduled 3 to 4 times a year on Thursday evenings at the Prince George 
Civic Centre.  Reasonable mileage expenses will be reimbursed and meals during meetings will 
be provided. 
 
Your representation of the Non-renewable Resource Extraction Sector would be an excellent 
opportunity for you to network with other resource users for the purpose of land and resource 
planning. 
 
If you would like further information, please feel free to contact Roxanne at 250-563-1365 or 
PGPAG@telus.net.  Thank you for your consideration. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Chair, Prince George Licensee Team  

          

 
David F. Jewesson, R.P.F. 
Winton Global 
Planning Forester / Environmental Coordinator 
1850 River Road, Prince George BC, V2L 5S8 
Phone: (250) 960-3911; Fax (250) 562-3361 
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1. Background 

1.1 Purpose of Sustainable Forest Management Plan 

As society has been increasingly affirming a wider set of values that forests can provide, the forest industry has 
witnessed a distinct change in the philosophy of forest management.  Though timber may still be the primary 
economic value from the forests, a wider range of economic, environmental and social values is being demanded.   
 
Forest management now involves the sustainable management of a much larger spectrum of values and at the same 
time ensuring that the benefits we enjoy from the forests today do not impact on the ability of subsequent generations 
to enjoy benefits from the forests in the future.  This concept is commonly referred to as “Sustainable Forest 
Management” (SFM) and has gained acceptance at the international, national, and local levels.  Furthermore, SFM 
has attracted the attention of buyers of forest products who are increasingly demanding that the industry demonstrate 
that products are derived from forests managed on a sustainable basis.  As a result, forest certification has emerged 
as a dominant factor in the forest industry in order to provide assurances to buyers of wood products that the 
management of forests meets identified standards that are considered critical for SFM.  As British Columbia forest 
companies have evolved and have become dependent on the global marketplace for the export of forest products, 
the issues of sustainable forest management and forest certification have become paramount. 
 
The primary purposes of the forest licensees and BC Timber Sales are to: 
 

a. Maintain the Prince George Sustainable Forest Management Plan (SFMP) covering the geographic area of 
the Prince George Forest District to meet the SFM standard requirements (Z809-02) developed by the Canadian 
Standards Association (CSA) 

b. Support a public advisory process to: 
• Refine existing and create new values, objectives, indicators and targets, based on the CSA SFM 

elements and any other elements of relevance to the DFA; 
• Develop alternative strategies to be assessed; 
• Assess alternative strategies and select the preferred one; 
• Review the SFMP; 
• Design monitoring programs, evaluate results and recommend improvement; and 
• Discuss and resolve any issues relevant to SFM in the DFA. 

c. Work together to fulfill the SFMP commitments including data collection and monitoring, participating in 
public processes, producing public reports, and continuous improvement. 

 
The SFMP may be used by licensees and BC Timber Sales to prepare for eventual certification under the Canadian 
Standards Association’s (CSA) SFM Standard (Z809-02). 
 
This SFMP is intended to be consistent with all existing legislation and other strategic plans. 
 
Sustainable forest management (SFM) refers to being economically sustainable on public land, respecting the social 
needs of the public, and sustaining viable ecosystems.  The objective of SFM is to concurrently balance the 
sustainability of forestry-related ecological, social and economic values for a defined area.  
 



PG SFMP PAG ToR November 2006 3 
 

 

1.2 PG SFMP Steering Committee 

The current PG SFMP Steering Committee consists of representatives from Winton Global, Lakeland Mills Ltd., 
Carrier Lumber Ltd., BC Timber Sales Prince George Business Area (BCTS-PG), TRC Cedar Ltd., and Canadian 
Forest Products Ltd. (Canfor). 

1.3 Defined Forest Area 

The SFMP applies to only the Defined Forest Area (DFA).  A DFA is a specified area of forest, including land and 
water.  The DFA for this SFMP is within the Prince George Forest District, excluding areas such as private lands, 
woodlots, Indian reserves, Treaty 8 Lands, and Tree Farm Licenses 30 and 53.  The DFA boundaries are shown on 
the map provided in Appendix A.   

1.4 Public Advisory Group 

The Public Advisory Group (PAG) for the Prince George SFMP is comprised of individuals representing the interests 
listed in section 6.1.1. who voluntarily participate in the PAG process.  

1.5 Aboriginal Participation 

The PG SFMP Steering Committee and the PAG recognize and agree that Aboriginal participation in the public 
participation process will not prejudice Aboriginal and Treaty rights. 

1.6 Legislation 

The PG SFMP Steering Committee and the PAG shall ensure that the indicators, measures and targets are 
consistent with current relevant government legislation, regulations and policies. 

1.7 Progress to date   

The PG SFMP Steering Committee invited the Public and Aboriginal peoples to participate in a PAG in October 2004.  
Between November 2004 and May 2005, a series of PAG meetings were held to develop the values, objectives, 
indicators and targets comprising the initial SFMP.  The PAG review of the initial SFMP was completed in October 
2005.  By the end of February 2006, Winton Global, Lakeland Mills Ltd., Carrier Lumber Ltd., BC Timber Sales Prince 
George Business Area (BCTS-PG), and Canadian Forest Products Ltd. (Canfor) underwent registration audits and 
were recommended for certification to the CSA Z809-02 standards. 

2. Defined Goal 
The goal of the Prince George SFMP is to demonstrate commitment to sustainable forest management principles for 
the DFA.  The PG SFMP Steering Committee, with input from the PAG, will be responsible for developing and 
implementing the SFMP. 
 
The Public Advisory Group will have the opportunity to work with the PG SFMP Steering Committee to: 

a. Refine existing and create new values, objectives, indicators, and targets, based on the CSA SFM elements 
and any other elements relevant to the DFA; 

b. Address items recorded in the Continuous Improvement Matrix;  
c. Review the annual SFM report and changes to the SFM plan, 
d. Design monitoring programs, evaluate results, and recommend improvements; and 
e. Discuss and resolve any issues relevant to SFM in the DFA. 
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3. Annual Schedule 
Field Meetings/Tour  September 
Open House/Access Viewing October 
Annual Report   June 
 

4. Communication 

4.1 Between the PAG and PG SFMP Steering Committee 

a. The PG SFMP Steering Committee will ensure that the minutes are distributed to the PAG within one week 
of the previous meeting.  

b. The PG SFMP Steering Committee will strive to provide background and technical information to the PAG 
as related to the PAG’s defined role, including information related to the DFA and SFM requirements.  
Confidential business information of the PG SFMP Steering Committee such as financial or human resource 
information may be deemed sensitive or proprietary and may not be released. 

c. The PG SFMP Steering Committee will respond to all recommendations from the PAG.  The PG SFMP 
Steering Committee will indicate how they applied the recommendations or provide reasons for not applying 
them. 

d. The PG SFMP Steering Committee will provide a copy of the SFMP and annual reports to the PAG. 
e. The PG SFMP Steering Committee may caucus prior to responding to the PAG. 

4.2 With the Public 

a. The PG SFMP Steering Committee will make copies of the SFMP and annual reports available to the public. 
b. When communicating to the media and external parties about the SFMP and PAG process, the PAG and 

the PG SFMP Steering Committee will be respectful of each other. 
c. The PAG and PG SFMP Steering Committee may invite the media to attend meetings as observers with 

advance notification to the PAG.  
 

5. Resources 

5.1 Travel Expenses 

a. Mileage to and from PAG meetings for those PAG representatives and alternates traveling more than 50 
kilometers each way to the meeting site will be reimbursed at $0.50 per kilometer.   PAG representatives 
and alternates traveling from outside the Prince George Forest District must obtain approval for travel 
expenses from the PG SFMP Steering Committee before the meeting. 

b. Overnight accommodation for PAG representatives and alternates traveling to PAG meetings will be 
reimbursed if pre-approved by the PG SFMP Steering Committee.  As a general principle, accommodation 
should be economical. 

c. Expense forms with copies of receipts for the above must be submitted to the facilitator within two weeks 
following the PAG meeting.   
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5.2 Meeting Expenses 

a. The PG SFMP Steering Committee will provide meeting rooms, meals, refreshments, and a facilitator. 
b. The PG SFMP Steering Committee will provide material to assist the PAG in understanding the relevant 

concepts.  
 

6. Roles & Responsibilities 

6.1 Public Advisory Group 

6.1.1 Membership Structure 
The PAG reflects a range of interests in the DFA.  Members of each identified sector will select one representative 
and one alternate to participate in the PAG.  Each representative and alternate will be allowed to represent only one 
of the following sectors: 
 
Aboriginal peoples  
Commercial wildlife interest (guides, trappers, 

outfitters) 
Cultural Conservation 
Forestry Workers and Contractors 
Hunters and Fishers 
Local Government 
Métis 
Naturalists 
Natural Conservation 
Private Landowners 

Ranching & Farming 
Recreation (commercial, motorized) 
Recreation (non-motorized) 
Recreation (non-commercial, motorized) 
Research & Education 
Non-Renewable Resource Extraction (mining, 

prospecting, & oil and gas) 
Small Business 
Small Timber Tenures 
Tourism

 
In addition to members of the public participating in the PAG, Aboriginal peoples have a unique legal status and may 
possess special knowledge concerning Sustainable Forest Management based on their traditional practices and 
experience.  Each of the following local First Nations will be encouraged to have a representative and alternate 
participate in the PAG: 

• Lheidli T’enneh (Lheit-Lit’en) First Nation 
• Lhoosk'uz Dene Nation (Kluskus First Nation) 
• McLeod Lake Indian Band  
• Nak’azdli Band 
• Nazko First Nation 
• Red Bluff First Nation  
• Saik’uz First Nation 
• Simpcw First Nation (North Thompson Indian Band) 
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6.1.2 Selection of the PAG  
a. The PG Committee will recruit potential local PAG representatives and alternates through mailed invitations 

to individuals, an open house, and advertisements in local newspapers.  
b. Members of the public and the PG SFMP Steering Committee will review the potential membership at the 

initial PAG meetings.  The PG SFMP Steering Committee will compile all names of potential 
representatives.  Potential representatives for each interest area will discuss and agree as to who will stand 
as representative(s) and alternate(s).  If the potential representatives cannot select a representative or 
alternate for the interest area, then the existing PAG will make a recommendation to the PG SFMP Steering 
Committee. 

c. Once the PAG is established, the PAG and the PG SFMP Steering Committee can recommend changes in 
PAG structure, list of interests, and potential members.  

d. The PG SFMP Steering Committee, in consultation with the PAG, approves appointments and replacement 
of PAG representatives and alternates. 

 

6.1.3 Role of PAG Representatives 
The role of PAG representatives is to: 

a. Provide input related to the Defined Goal and objectives (defined in Section 2); 
b. Be prepared, informed and ready for meetings; 
c. Request of the PG SFMP Steering Committee an advisor to provide information when the PAG considers 

this necessary; 
d. Act as a liaison between PAG and others from the interest area they are representing; 
e. Assume responsibility towards reaching consensus on recommendations to the PG SFMP Steering 

Committee; 
f. Attend meetings.  It is recognized that PAG representatives may miss some meetings due to the nature of 

their work or other activities.   
g. Inform her/his alternate and the facilitator if unable to attend a PAG meeting.  If a PAG representative 

misses more than two consecutive meetings without a valid reason and without notifying his/her alternate 
and the facilitator, the PG SFMP Steering Committee may, based on consultation with the PAG, replace or 
remove that representative; and 

h. Ensure that the alternate is informed, up-to-date and prepared prior to the alternate participating in a PAG 
meeting.  This includes providing the alternate with a past meeting summary in a timely, effective fashion. 

 

6.1.4 Role of PAG Alternates 
An alternate may be appointed for each PAG representative.  The role of the PAG alternate is to: 

a) Attend PAG meetings on behalf of the representative.  When doing so, the alternate agrees to work 
according to the Terms of Reference; and 

b) When attending on behalf of the representative, come informed, up-to-date, and prepared for discussions 
based on briefings by the representative. 

 
The alternate and representative may both attend the same PAG meeting but only the representative will participate.  
The alternate may participate in discussions, with agreement by the group or the PG SFMP Steering Committee. 
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6.2 PG SFMP Steering Committee 

The role of the PG SFMP Steering Committee is to: 
a. Provide information to the PAG as related to the Defined Goal and objectives.  Where possible, this material 

will be provided in advance of the meeting;  
b. Provide the PAG with necessary and reasonable human, physical, financial, information and technological 

resources; 
c. Where possible, inform the PAG via the agenda of any advisor attending a meeting; 
d. Avoid participating in reaching consensus on recommendations by the PAG;  
e. Consider and respond to the recommendations of the PAG; 
f. Make decisions regarding sustainable forest management and certification; 
g. Draft agendas; and 
h. Ensure the circulation of meeting minutes and agendas. 

 

6.3 Advisors 

The PG SFMP Steering Committee will invite advisors, as required, to provide technical information and advice to the 
PAG.  These advisors could be from government agencies, professional organizations, academia, consulting firms, 
or other sources.  The role of advisors is to: 

a. Provide and/or clarify technical or legal information and participate in discussions as requested; and 
b. Avoid participating in reaching consensus on recommendations by the PAG. 
 

6.4 Observers 

The public is welcome to observe PAG meetings.  The public may not participate in: 
a. Discussions unless agreed to by the PAG, facilitator, and PG SFMP Steering Committee; and 
b. Reaching consensus on recommendations by the PAG. 
 

6.5 Facilitator 

The role of the PAG facilitator is to: 
a. Ensure that PAG meetings address the agreed-upon agenda items; 
b. Start and end meetings at the times stated in the agenda; 
c. Manage and implement the Terms of Reference, including the appropriate participation of the PAG, the PG 

SFMP Steering Committee, advisors, and observers; 
d. Enable equitable opportunity by all PAG representatives (or their alternates) to participate in the meetings; 
e. Work to clarify interests and issues, and help the PAG build recommendations;  
f. Avoid participating in reaching consensus on recommendations by the PAG;  
g. Distribute the agenda prior to each meeting; and 
h. Prepare and distribute the minutes following each meeting. 
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7. Conflict of Interest 
The PAG recognizes that a conflict of interest could occur if there is a potential for a representative (or his or her 
alternate) to personally and directly benefit from specific recommendations from the PAG.  Therefore, if a PAG 
representative or alternate has a perceived or real conflict of interest that could result in a potential exclusive 
personal economic benefit in relation to his or her input to the Defined Goal and objectives, that representative or 
alternate, other PAG representatives and alternates, or a member of the PG SFMP Steering Committee must state 
the potential conflict.  The PAG and the PG SFMP Steering Committee will then decide on what actions are needed. 
 
Potential actions could include asking the representative or alternate to: 

a. Serve as an observer for the relevant specific issue(s) and recommendation(s); 
b. Take a leave from the PAG (length of term to be defined); or  
c. Carry on with normal participation. 
 

8. Operating Guidelines 

8.1 Meetings Guidelines 

All participants in this process agree to: 
a. Arrive on time; 
b. Be prepared for each meeting; 
c. Follow the speakers list; 
d. Be respectful; 
e. Stay on topic;  
f. Not revisit past decisions unless the group agrees to do so; and 
g. Participate in an open, transparent, and accountable process.  
 

8.2 Meeting Agenda and Dates 

The meeting agenda and schedule may change if agreed to by the PAG and PG SFMP Steering Committee. 

8.2.1 Meeting Agenda  
a. Meeting agendas will address the needs of the SFMP and CSA requirements. 
b. The PAG may provide input to meeting agendas during each meeting. 
c. The agenda will include proposed objectives for the meeting. 

8.2.2 Meeting Schedule 
a. The PAG and PG SFMP Steering Committee will agree upon meeting dates. 
b. PAG meetings will be held on Thursday evenings or Saturdays.   
c. The PAG will meet at least three times per year.   
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9. Decision Making and Methodology 
The PAG agrees to work by consensus.  Consensus is defined as no representative substantially disagreeing on an 
issue and being willing to proceed to the next step.  Every effort shall be made to achieve consensus.  Where an 
impasse is reached, the person with the outstanding issue shall offer solutions or options for resolution.  
 

10. Dispute Resolution Mechanism 

10.1 Process Issues 

The facilitator will resolve process issues. 

10.2 Technical Issues 

a. The PAG will work to identify the underlying issues and work towards a solution in a positive and respectful 
manner. 

b. The PAG will seek to compromise, identify alternatives, and clarify information. 
c. The PAG will commit to arriving at the best solution possible. 
d. If no consensus solution can be reached, then the outstanding issues will be summarized by the PAG and 

provided to the PG SFMP Steering Committee for its consideration and response. 
 

11. Review and Revisions 
The PAG and PG SFMP Steering Committee will, at least annually, review and agree upon the Terms of Reference. 
 
 
 
Originally Approved: 
 

Public Advisory Group   Date: December 9, 2004 

PG SFMP Steering Committee   Date: December 9, 2004 

 

Current Approval: 
 

Public Advisory Group   Date: November 2, 2006 
 
PG SFMP Steering Committee   Date: November 2, 2006 
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PRINCE GEORGE SUSTAINABLE FOREST MANAGEMENT PLAN 
CRITERIA, ELEMENTS and VOIT PERFORMANCE TABLE 

Version 2006.3 
REVISION TABLE 

Date Item Previous Description Revised Description 
 

Rational PAG Consensus / 
Agreement Date 

January 15, 2006 6.3.A.a.i Variance is -30% Variance is -20% To be consistent with PAG satisfaction chart February 9, 2006 
February 7, 2006 4.2.A.a.ii New The total percent of forested land within the 

Timber Harvesting Landbase that is converted 
to non-forested land. 

As per auditor recommendation. February 9, 2006 

June 8, 2006 3.2.A.a.iv. 
 

Natural Drainage 
 
Variance is -5.0% 

Variance is 0.0% This is a legal requirement.  No variance is 
allowed. 

June 8, 2006 

June 8, 2006 6.3.A.a.iii 
# PAG 

meetings 

Target is >1 
Variance is 0 

Target is > 3 
Variance is -1 

More than one PAG meet is being scheduled 
throughout the year 

June 8, 2006 

June 8, 2006 5.1.A.b.i 
5.1.A.b.ii 
5.1.A.b.iii 
5.1.A.b.iv 
5.1.A.b.v 
5.1.A.b.vi 

These are separate indicators for the following 
requirements: visual, cultural, range, riparian, 
recreation and lakeshore requirements.  For 
example: 
 
The percentage of forest operations consistent 
with visual quality requirements as identified in 
operational plans. 

5.1.A.b.i. –  Non-Timber Benefits 
 
The percentage of forest operations consistent 
with visual, cultural heritage, range, riparian, 
recreation and lakeshore requirements as 
identified in operational plans. 

Combining these 6 indicators into one indicator 
would streamline the reporting of these indicators 
and reduce the space they take in the annual 
report. 

June 8, 2006 

June 8, 2006 1.2.A.a.i 
1.2.A.a.ii 
1.2.A.a.iii 
1.2.A.a.iv 

These are separate indicators for the following 
requirements: Caribou UWR, Mule Deer UWR, 
Species at Risk Notice/Orders, Riparian Reserve 
Requirements.  For example: 
 
The percentage of forest operations consistent 
with approved provincial Caribou Ungulate 
Winter Range requirements as identified in 
operational plans. 

1.2.A.a.i – Species Diversity and Ecosystem 
Productivity 
 
The percentage of forest operations consistent 
with approved Caribou UWR, Mule Deer UWR, 
Species at Risk Notice/Orders and Riparian 
Reserve requirements as identified in 
operational plans. 

Combining these 4 indicators into one indicator 
would streamline the reporting of these indicators 
and reduce the space they take in the annual 
report. 

June 8, 2006 

June 8, 2006 2.2.A.a.i, 
2.2.A.a.ii, 
2.2.A.a.iii, 
2.2.A.a.iv 

These are separate indicators for the following 
requirements: Caribou UWR, Mule Deer UWR, 
Species at Risk Notice/Orders, Riparian Reserve 
Requirements.  For example: 
 
The percentage of forest operations consistent 
with approved provincial Caribou Ungulate 
Winter Range requirements as identified in 
operational plans. 

2.2.A.a.i – Species Diversity and Ecosystem 
Productivity 
 
The percentage of forest operations consistent 
with approved Caribou UWR, Mule Deer UWR, 
Species at Risk Notice/Orders and Riparian 
Reserve requirements as identified in 
operational plans. 

Combining these 4 indicators into one indicator 
would streamline the reporting of these indicators 
and reduce the space they take in the annual 
report. 

June 8, 2006 

June 8, 2006 All Alpha numeric numbering system. 
Eg. 1.2.A.a.i, 5.1.A.b.ii, etc. 

Maintain numbering system  
e.g.  1,2,3,4,5,6,7,etc. and  
Alpha numeric numbering system. 
Eg. 1.2.A.a.i, 5.1.A.b.ii, etc. 

To make referencing indicators much easier. June 8, 2006 

June 8, 2006 4.2.A.a.ii 
 

THLB Conversion Add wording to comments – show amount of 
permanent access structures constructed during 
reporting year to the annual report. 

This is intended to address mid-term THLB 
conversion. 

June 8, 2006 

Nov 2, 2006 4.2.A.a.ii None Example calculation 
Road widths  
FSR=25Meters, Road permit= 15M, On block= 
10 M, Non-status= 13 meters 
If Road lengths are FSR= 200 km, RP=300 km, 

Requested by PAG November 2, 2006 
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Date Item Previous Description Revised Description 
 

Rational PAG Consensus / 
Agreement Date 

On block = 400km, non status= 500 km 
and if THLB = 50,000 ha. 
Then %  roads is  
(200,000 X 25 + 300,000 X 15 + 400,000 X 10 
+ 500,000 X 13) / 10,000= 2000 ha. 
Road % is 2,000 / 50,000 = 4.0% 

Nov 2, 2006 4.2.A.a.ii Target = < 5.0% (variance of +0.0%) Target = < 4.0% (variance of + 0.5%)  November 2, 2006 
January 18, 2007 3.2.A.a.v. Measure the regenerated area (ha) and compare 

it to the previous areas (ha) harvested. 
Percent of net area regenerated within 3-years 
after the commencement of harvesting 
 
Target 100% 
Variance –10% 

As suggest by auditors January 18, 2007 

January 18, 2007 4.1.A.a.i Percent of net area regenerated within 3-
years after the completion of harvesting 

Percent of net area regenerated within 3-years 
after the commencement of harvesting 
 
Target 100% 
Variance –10% 

As suggest by auditors January 18, 2007 

January 18, 2007 5.1.A.a.ii Measure the regenerated area (ha) and compare 
it to the previous areas (ha) harvested. 

Percent of net area regenerated within 3-years 
after the commencement of harvesting 
 
Target 100% 
Variance –10% 

As suggest by auditors January 18, 2007 

January 18, 2007 1.1.A.a.v 
1.3.A.b.i 

 Add to comments section: 
 
>7.0 % is averaged over all blocks harvested in 
each reporting period. 
Minimum 3.5% applies to blocks > 15.0 ha 
harvested in each reporting period. 
Licensees and BCTS to report out on retention 
in all blocks less than 15ha. 

Rationale provided at PAG Meeting January 18, 2007 

 
PERFORMANCE TABLE 

Row 
No. 

CCFM 
Criterion 

CSA SFM 
Element 

Value Objective Indicator Target Variance Comments 

1.  1.0 Conservation of 
Biological 
Diversity 

1.1  
Ecosystem 
Diversity 

A.  
Well 
balanced and 
functioning 
ecosystems 
that support 
natural 
processes 

a.   
Maintain 
landscapes that 
support the natural 
diversity, variety 
and pattern of 
ecosystems 

i.   
The amount of old 
forest by NDU/ merged 
BEC within the DFA. 

Targets set as per the 
“Landscape Biodiversity 

Objectives for the PG 
TSA” 

 
 

0% Landscape Biodiversity Order (LBO) for the PGTSA can 
be found at the following website: 
 
ftp://ftpprg.env.gov.bc.ca/pub/outgoing/requests/Oct2004
_PG%20TSA_Biodiversity_Order 
 
Report back annually on the current status of the objective 
(tables and maps showing locations of old forest and old 
interior forest areas). 
 
Members of the public who want to provide input on high 
quality old forest should inform the respective licensee for 
documentation. 
 
PAG Consensus 

ftp://ftpprg.env.gov.bc.ca/pub/outgoing/requests/Oct2004_PG TSA_Biodiversity_Order
ftp://ftpprg.env.gov.bc.ca/pub/outgoing/requests/Oct2004_PG TSA_Biodiversity_Order
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Row 
No. 

CCFM 
Criterion 

CSA SFM 
Element 

Value Objective Indicator Target Variance Comments 

2.      ii.   
The amount of interior 
old forest by 
NDU/merged BEC 
within the DFA. 

Targets set as per the 
“Landscape Biodiversity 

Objectives for the PG 
TSA” 

0% Ensure that large patches are designed to ensure that 
patch/landscape retains values that are required by species 
that are dependent on that patch. 
 
PAG Consensus 
 
Comment Suggestion from Dave King - Ensure large 
patches are designed to retain values required by species 
dependent on large patches   
 

3.      iii.   
The young patch size 
distribution by NDU 
within the DFA. 

Targets set as per the 
“Landscape Biodiversity 

Objectives for the PG 
TSA” 

+15% PAG Recommendation: In the Wet Trench and 
Wet Valley NDU’s limit 60% of patch sizes to range of 
101 to 500 ha size category.  Licensees to refer to regional 
ecologist for further input.  
 
PAG Consensus  
 
Comment Suggestion from Dave King 
… of patch sizes 101- 500 ha. 
 

4.      iv.  
The amount of 
landscape-level 
biodiversity reserves 
within the DFA. 
 

Area set aside to maintain 
natural forest conditions 

across the DFA as per the 
latest PG TSR 

-1% Refers to OGMA’s, and areas not managed by MOF 
(parks, recreation areas, new protected areas, Herrick Old 
Growth Reserve). Is intended to remain constant over 
time. – PAG consensus to change 
 
224,879.57 ha – Recreation, Parks,  
    4,480.59 ha – Herrick Old Growth Reserve 
123,577.00 ha – OGMA’s (Dome, Slim & Humbug) 
  44,908.56 ha – New Protected Areas 
397845.72 ha – Total 
 
Show total area of DFA, PG Forest District, and Forest 
Harvesting Land base.  
 
PAG Consensus 
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Row 
No. 

CCFM 
Criterion 

CSA SFM 
Element 

Value Objective Indicator Target Variance Comments 

5.      v.  
The average percentage 
of stand level retention 
in harvested areas 
within the DFA. 

Target: > 7% 
Annually within the DFA 

(minimum of 3.5% by 
block, no maximum %) 

0% Process for monitoring and tracking will be identified in 
the SFMP. 
 
In the SFMP, provide comments on the process for 
maintaining the representativeness of what was in the 
stand and priorities for other values. 
 
PAG Agreement with one objection 
 
>7.0 % is averaged over all blocks harvested in each 
reporting period. 
Minimum 3.5% applies to blocks > 15.0 ha harvested in 
each reporting period. 
Licensees and BCTS to report out on retention in all 
blocks less than 15ha. 
PAG Agreement with one objection. 
 

6.      vi.  
Trend towards the 
percentage of area of 
patches in 101-500ha 
range within the Wet 
Trench and Wet 
Mountain of the young 
patch size distribution 
class 101-1000ha. 

75% -5% Wet Trench includes Valley and Mountain. 
 
PAG Consensus 
 
Comment Suggestion from Dave King 
Refer to 1.1.A.a.iii (Young Patch size distribution) 

7.      vii.   
Percentage of cut 
blocks consistent with 
coarse woody debris 
requirements in 
operational plans. 

100% of blocks will be 
consistent with coarse 

woody debris requirements 
contained in operational 

plans 

0% Efforts should be made to ensure that operational plans 
are based on research by ecosystem within the DFA to 
accommodate fauna, flora and soil dynamics. 
 
PAG Consensus 

8.   1.2  
Species 
Diversity 

A.   
Sustainable 
populations 
of flora and 
fauna native 
to the DFA  

a.   
Maintain habitat to 
support flora and 
fauna native to the 
DFA 

i.  
The percentage of 
forest operations 
consistent with 
approved Caribou 
UWR, Mule Deer 
UWR, Species at Risk 
Notice/Orders and 
Riparian Reserve 
requirements as 
identified in 
operational plans. 

100% 
Annually 

0% To be reviewed upon pending government direction 
regarding species at risk. 
 
PAG Consensus  

9.      ii.   (v.) 
Percent of appropriate 
personnel trained to 
identify Species at 
Risk. 

100% -10% Appropriate personnel refer to key staff and consultants 
that are directly involved in operational forest 
management activities. 
 
PAG Consensus 
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Row 
No. 

CCFM 
Criterion 

CSA SFM 
Element 

Value Objective Indicator Target Variance Comments 

10.      iii.   (vi) 
Percent of Species at 
Risk that have 
management strategies 
developed by April 
2006. 

100% 0% PAG Consensus 

11.      iv.   (vii) 
Percentage of forest 
operations consistent 
with Species at Risk 
management strategies 
as identified in 
operational plans. 

100% annually 
commencing after April 

2006 

-5% Variance will be re-evaluated once management strategies 
are developed. 
 
PAG Consensus 

12.      v.   (viii) 
Percent of site plans 
reviewed by a person 
trained in Species at 
Risk. 

100% 0% PAG Recommendation: Licensees and BCTS to 
develop an indicator: percent of site plans reviewed by 
personnel who has appropriate species at risk training. 
 
Part of the review is to ensure that the person on site has 
the appropriate training in Species at Risk. 
 
PAG Consensus 

13.      vi.   (ix) 
Percent of site plans 
with identified Species 
at Risk that have 
appropriate 
management strategies. 

100% 0% 
 

Until mgt strategies are developed qualified professionals 
will be consulted and thereafter, as required 
 
PAG Consensus 

14.   1.3 
Genetic 
Diversity 

A.   
Genetic 
Diversity 

a.   
Maintain natural 
genetic diversity 
 
 

i.  
The amount of 
landscape-level 
biodiversity reserves 
within the DFA. 

Area set aside to maintain 
natural forest conditions 

across the DFA as per the 
latest PG TSR 

-1% Refers to OGMA’s, and areas not managed by MOF 
(parks, recreation areas, new protected areas, Herrick Old 
Growth Reserve). Is intended to remain constant over 
time. – PAG consensus to change 
 
224,879.57 ha – Recreation, Parks,  
    4,480.59 ha – Herrick Old Growth Reserve 
123,577.00 ha – OGMA’s (Dome, Slim & Humbug) 
  44,908.56 ha – New Protected Areas 
397845.72 ha – Total 
 
Show total area of DFA, PG Forest District, and Forest 
Harvesting Land base.  
 
PAG Consensus (repeat indicator) 
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Row 
No. 

CCFM 
Criterion 

CSA SFM 
Element 

Value Objective Indicator Target Variance Comments 

15.     b.  
Sustain natural 
genetic diversity 
on harvested 
Areas 

i.  
The average percentage 
of stand-level retention 
in harvested areas 
within the DFA. 

> 7% 
Annually within the DFA 

(minimum of 3.5% by 
block, no maximum %) 

 

0% Process for monitoring and tracking will be identified in 
the SFMP. 
 
In the SFMP, provide comments on the process for 
maintaining the representativeness of what was in the 
stand and priorities for other values. 
 
PAG Agreement with one objection 
 
>7.0 % is averaged over all blocks harvested in each 
reporting period. 
Minimum 3.5% applies to blocks > 15.0 ha. harvested in 
each reporting period. 
Licensees and BCTS to report out on retention in all 
blocks less than 15ha. 
PAG Agreement with one objection. 
 

16.      ii.  
Percent compliance 
with Chief Forester’s 
Standards for Seed 
Use. 

100% 0% In the SFMP identify the process for assuring seed for 
seedlings  
 
Add to the CI matrix the issue of climate change and 
planting of the same mix of species or monocultures. 
 
PAG Consensus 

17.   1.4   
Protected Areas 
and Sites of 
Special 
Biological 
Significance 

A.   
Appropriate 
Management 
to Conserve 
Identified 
Sites of 
Special 
Biological 
Significance 

a.   
Sites of special 
biological 
significance are 
identified and 
appropriately 
managed 

i.  
Percent of appropriate 
personnel trained to 
identify sites of special 
biological significance. 

100% -10% Key staff and consultants that are directly involved in 
operational forest management activities. 
 
See definition in CSA standard for protected area and add 
definition to glossary 
 
Sites of biological significance which support red & blue 
listed plant communities and rare ecosystems. 
 
Include feature such as bald eagle or osprey nests, mineral 
licks, species at risk habitats and others provided by 
government 
 
PAG Consensus on V,O,I,T 
PAG Agreement on variance (with three 
objections) 

18.      ii.  
Percent of sites of 
biological significance 
that have management 
strategies developed by 
April 2006. 

100% 0% PAG Consensus 
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Row 
No. 

CCFM 
Criterion 

CSA SFM 
Element 

Value Objective Indicator Target Variance Comments 

19.      iii.  
Percentage of forest 
operations consistent 
with sites of biological 
significance 
management strategies 
as identified in 
operational plans. 

100% annually 
commencing after April 

2006 

-5% PAG member noted the following: 
Consider reporting out on plans that address identified 
sites. 
 
PAG Consensus on I,T 
PAG Agreement on variance (with two 
objections) 

20.    B. 
Protected 
Areas 

a. 
Protected Areas 
are identified and 
appropriately 
managed  

i. 
Hectares of 
unauthorized forestry 
related harvesting or 
road construction 
within landscape-level 
biodiversity reserves. 

0 ha 0 ha Refers to OGMA’s, and areas not managed by MOF 
(parks, recreation areas, new protected areas, Herrick Old 
Growth Reserve). Is intended to remain constant over 
time. – PAG consensus to change 
 
224,879.57 ha – Recreation, Parks,  
    4,480.59 ha – Herrick Old Growth Reserve 
123,577.00 ha – OGMA’s (Dome, Slim & Humbug) 
  44,908.56 ha – New Protected Areas 
397845.72 ha – Total 
 
Show total area of DFA, PG Forest District, and Forest 
Harvesting Land base.  
 
PAG Consensus 

21.  2.0 Maintenance 
and Enhancement 
of Forest 
Ecosystem 
Conditions and 
Productivity 

2.1  
Forest 
Ecosystem 
Resilience 

A.   
Resilient 
Forest 
Ecosystems 

a.   
Well-balanced 
ecosystems that 
support natural 
processes 
 
 

i.   
The amount of old 
forest by NDU/ merged 
BEC within the DFA. 

Targets set as per the 
“Landscape Biodiversity 

Objectives for the PG 
TSA” 

0% Landscape Biodiversity Order (LBO) for the PGTSA can 
be found at the following website: 
 
ftp://ftpprg.env.gov.bc.ca/pub/outgoing/requests/Oct2004
_PG%20TSA_Biodiversity_Order 
 
Report back annually on the current status of the objective 
(tables and maps showing locations of old forest and old 
interior forest areas). 
 
Members of the public who want to provide input on high 
quality old forest should inform the respective licensee for 
documentation. 
 
PAG Consensus 

22.      ii.   
The amount of interior 
old forest by 
NDU/merged BEC 
within the DFA. 

Targets set as per the 
“Landscape Biodiversity 

Objectives for the PG 
TSA” 

0% Ensure that large patches are designed to ensure that 
patch/landscape retains values that are required by species 
that are dependent on that patch. 
 
PAG Consensus 
 
Comment Suggestion from Dave King - Ensure large 
patches are designed to retain values required by species 
dependent on large patches   
 

ftp://ftpprg.env.gov.bc.ca/pub/outgoing/requests/Oct2004_PG TSA_Biodiversity_Order
ftp://ftpprg.env.gov.bc.ca/pub/outgoing/requests/Oct2004_PG TSA_Biodiversity_Order
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23.      iii.   
The young patch size 
distribution by NDU 
within the DFA. 

Targets set as per the 
“Landscape Biodiversity 

Objectives for the PG 
TSA” 

+15% PAG Recommendation: In the Wet Trench and 
Wet Valley NDU’s limit 60% of patch sizes to range of 
101 to 500 ha size category.  Licensees to refer to regional 
ecologist for further input.  
 
PAG Consensus  
 
Comment Suggestion from Dave King 
… of patch sizes 101- 500 ha. 

24.      iv. 
Percent of areas 
planted consistent with 
operational plans. 

100% -5% Operational plans identify ecologically suitable species. 
 
PAG Consensus 

25.      v.  
Trend towards the 
percentage of area of 
patches in 101-500ha 
range within the Wet 
Trench and Wet 
Mountain of the young 
patch size distribution 
class 101-1000ha. 

75% -5% Wet Trench includes Valley and Mountain. 
 
PAG Consensus 
 
Comment Suggestion from Dave King 
Refer to 1.1.A.a.iii (Young Patch size distribution)  
 

26.   2.2  
Forest 
Ecosystem 
Productivity 

A.   
Productive 
Ecosystems 

a.  
Maintain 
ecosystem 
conditions that are 
capable of 
supporting 
naturally occurring 
species. 

i.  
The percentage of 
forest operations 
consistent with 
approved Caribou 
UWR, Mule Deer 
UWR, Species at Risk 
Notice/Orders and 
Riparian Reserve 
requirements as 
identified in 
operational plans. 

100% 
Annually 

0% To be reviewed upon government direction regarding 
species at risk 
 
PAG Consensus 

27.      ii.   (v) 
The amount of 
landscape-level 
biodiversity reserves 
within the DFA. 
 

Area set aside to maintain 
natural forest conditions 

across the DFA as per the 
latest PG TSR 

-1% Refers to OGMA’s, and areas not managed by MOF 
(parks, recreation areas, new protected areas, Herrick Old 
Growth Reserve). Is intended to remain constant over 
time. – PAG consensus to change 
 
224,879.57 ha – Recreation, Parks,  
    4,480.59 ha – Herrick Old Growth Reserve 
123,577.00 ha – OGMA’s (Dome, Slim & Humbug) 
  44,908.56 ha – New Protected Areas 
397845.72 ha – Total 
 
Show total area of DFA, PG Forest District, and Forest 
Harvesting Land base.  
 
PAG Consensus 
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28.  3.0 Conservation of 
Soil and Water 
Resources 

3.1  
Soil Quality 
and Quantity 

A. 
Soil 
Conservation 

a.   
The productive 
capacity of forest 
soils within the 
Timber Harvesting 
Land Base 
(THLB) is 
sustained 

i.   
The percentage of 
forest operations 
consistent with soil 
conservation standards 
as identified in 
operational plans. 

100% 
Annually 

0% Consistent with Forest Stewardship Plan (FSP). 
 
PAG Consensus 

29.      ii.   
The percentage of 
cutblock area occupied 
by total permanent 
access structures. 

<5% 
Averaged Annually 

+1% Show percent of area in permanent access structures in 
cutblocks. 
 
Includes Road Permit access adjacent to the cutblock. 
 
Report out the cumulative percent of permanent access 
structures in the THLB annually. 
 
PAG Consensus 

30.      iii.   
The percentage of 
forest operations 
consistent with terrain 
management 
requirements as 
identified in 
operational plans.  

100% 
Annually 

0% PAG Consensus 

31.      iv.   
The number of 
“legally” reportable 
spills. 

0 
Annually 

< 5 
Annually 

PAG Consensus 

32.   3.2  
Water Quality 
and Quantity 

A.  
Water 
Conservation 

a.   
Maintain water 
quality and water 
quantity in the 
Defined Forest 
Area (DFA)  

i.   
The percentage of 
forest operations 
consistent with riparian 
management 
requirements as 
identified in 
operational plans.  

100% 
Annually 

0% Consistent with Forest Stewardship Plan (FSP). 
 
PAG Consensus 

33.      ii.   
The percentage of 
stream crossings that 
are installed or 
removed consistent 
with erosion control 
plans or procedures. 

100% 
Annually 

- 5% Applies to all stream crossings.  Qualified professional 
will assess when an erosion and sediment control plan is 
required. 
PAG Consensus 

34.      iii.   
The percentage of 
unnatural known 
sediment occurrences 
where mitigating 
actions were taken. 

100% 
Annually 

- 5% PAG Consensus 
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35.      iv.   
The percentage of new 
stream crossings that 
maintain natural stream 
flow. 

100% 
Annually 

0% This indicator is to ensure the proper size structure does 
not constrict water flow. 
 
PAG Consensus 

36.      v.   
Percent of net area 
regenerated within 3-
years after the 
commencement of 
harvesting 
 

100% 
Annually 

-10% To address reforestation / forest continuity.  This is 
intended to measure regeneration performance 3 years 
from the commencement of harvesting. 
 
Will not include any Bark Beetle Regulation (BBR) 
blocks. 
 
PAG is concerned about the Small Scale Salvage harvest 
impact on this indicator. 
 
PAG Consensus - January 18, 2007 

37.      vi. 
Percent of watersheds 
with Peak Flow Index 
calculations completed 

100% 
by Jun 2006 

+7 months Once PFI calculations complete, report back to PAG and 
establish PFI targets for watersheds. 
 
PAG Consensus 

38.  4.0  
Forest Ecosystem 
Contributions to 
Global Ecological 
Cycles 

4.1  
Carbon Uptake 
and Storage 

A.   
Uptake and 
storage of 
carbon in 
forest 
ecosystems  

a.   
Facilitate carbon 
uptake and storage 
within harvested 
areas  
 

i.   
Percent of net area 
regenerated within 3-
years after the 
commencement of 
harvesting 
 

100% 
 

-10% 
 

To address reforestation / forest continuity.  This is 
intended to measure regeneration performance 3 years 
from the commencement of harvesting. 
 
Will not include any Bark Beetle Regulation (BBR) 
blocks. 
 
PAG is concerned about the Small Scale Salvage harvest 
impact on this indicator. 
 
PAG Consensus - January 18, 2007 

39.      ii. 
Percent of cut block 
area that meets Free 
Growing requirements 
as identified in site 
plans (SP). 

100% 
 
 
 
 

0% 
 
 
 
 

PAG Consensus 

40.      iii.   
Areas with stand 
damaging agents will 
be prioritized for 
treatment. 

100% 
Annually 

-10% Treatment may include no action. 
 
PAG Consensus 

41.   4.2  
Forest Land 
Conversion 

A.   
Forest Land 

a.   
Minimize the 
conversion of 
forest land to non-
forest land 

i.   
The percentage of 
cutblock area occupied 
by total permanent 
access structures. 

<5% 
Averaged Annually 

+1% Show percent of area in permanent access structures in 
cutblocks. 
 
Includes Road Permit access adjacent to the cutblock. 
 
Report out the cumulative percent of permanent access 
structures in the THLB annually. 
 
PAG Consensus 
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42.      ii. 
The total percent of 
forested land within the 
Timber Harvesting 
Landbase that is 
converted to non-
forested land. 

<= 4% + 0.5% Cumulative % measured annually 
Number will either grow each year as more 
roads/landings are constructed or reduce each year as 
areas are rehabilitated. 
 
Non-forested land includes unsuccessfully regenerated 
areas (not meeting regeneration targets).  This includes 
roads, landings, gravel pits, pipelines and any other 
conversions from the timber harvesting land base (THLB) 
not accounted for in the THLB. 
 
Report out in % and hectares. 
 
Show amount of permanent access structures constructed 
during reporting year to the annual report. 
 
Example calculation 
Road widths  
FSR=25Meters, Road permit= 15M, On block= 10 M, 
Non-status= 13 meters 
If Road lengths are FSR= 200 km, RP=300 km, On block 
= 400km, non status= 500 km 
and if THLB = 50,000 ha. 
Then %  roads is  
(200000 X 25 + 300000 X 15 + 400000 X 10 + 500000 X 
13) / 10,000= 2000 ha. 
Road % is 2,000 / 50,000 = 4.0% 
 
PAG Consensus 

43.  5.0  
Multiple Benefits to 
Society 

5.1  
Timber and 
Non-Timber 
Benefits 

A.   
Short and 
Long term 
benefits 
 

a.   
Maintaining a 
flow of timber 
benefits 

i.   
The cut level volumes 
compared to the 
apportionment across 
the Timber Supply 
Area (TSA). 

<100% 
(Over each 5 year cut 

control period) 

+10 Legal requirement.  
 
These will be measured over a 5-year period.  There is no 
minimum target.  An upper variance of 10% is allowed 
(All major licensees and BCTS included). 
 
PAG Consensus 

44.      ii. 
Percent of net area 
regenerated within 3-
years after the 
commencement of 
harvesting 
 

100% 
Annually 

-10% To address reforestation / forest continuity.  This is 
intended to measure regeneration performance 3 years 
from the commencement of harvesting. 
 
Will not include any Bark Beetle Regulation (BBR) 
blocks. 
 
PAG is concerned about the Small Scale Salvage harvest 
impact on this indicator. 
 
PAG Consensus - January 18, 2007 

45.      iii.   
Areas with stand 
damaging agents will 
be prioritized for 
treatment. 

100% 
Annually 

-10% Treatment may include no action. 
 
PAG Consensus 
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46.      iv.   
Number of hectares 
(area) damaged by 
accidental forestry 
related industrial fires.  

<100 ha 
Annually 

5 ha LSC will report to the PAG on the number of accidental 
forestry related industrial fires and size annually. 
 
PAG Consensus 

47.     b.   
Maintaining a 
flow of non-timber 
benefits 

i.   
The percentage of 
forest operations 
consistent with visual, 
cultural heritage, range, 
riparian, recreation and 
lakeshore requirements 
as identified in 
operational plans. 

100% 
Annually 

0% Notify all range tenure holders of all known forest 
development activities.  (Strategy a) in FSP include “and 
range tenure holders”). 
 
Notify commercial recreation tenure holders of forest 
development activities. 
 
Intent to protect non-timber values in riparian areas and 
lakeshore management areas (i.e., wildlife habitat, 
wetlands, and fisheries). 
 
PAG Consensus 

48.      ii  (vii. ) 
The number of first 
order wood products 
produced from trees 
harvested from the 
DFA. 

> 12 types of products 
(Annually) 

-3 Example of first order wood products; trees to lumber, 
trees to veneer, trees to chips, trees to guitars, etc.  
Doesn’t include trees to logs to lumber to houses. 
 
First order products includes raw logs, lumber, custom cut 
lumber, remanufactured lumber, pulp chips, OSB chips, 
hog fuel, plywood veneer, house logs, poles, railways ties, 
wood shavings (note, this is a draft list only).  Report out 
on unit volume of all first order products produced each 
year and report out on where these products are being sold 
in order to ensure that the indicator addresses socio-
economic criterion.  
 
 PAG Consensus 

49.      iii   (viii.) 
The percentage of DFA 
volume advertised for 
sale through open 
competitive bid. 

>20% 
Annually 

-5% Report out annually on actual volume sold.  If possible, 
report out on locations of first scale of volume sold. 
 
 
PAG Consensus 

50.      iv   (ix.) 
The number of 
opportunities given to 
the public and 
stakeholders to express 
forestry related 
concerns and be 
involved in our 
planning processes. 

>15 
Annually 

-3 Examples: FSP, FSP amendments, letters to stakeholders, 
Pesticide Management Plan, PAG meetings, field tours, 
CNRC meetings, news letters etc. 
 
Counted by each licensee and totaled by the DFA. 
Intended to address all forestry related public inquiries. 
 
PAG Consensus 

51.      v   (x.) 
Annually provide a 
viewing of BCTS and 
Licensee current access 
plans of the DFA. 

On or before 
October 1 

+1 month Intent is to provide an opportunity for the public to view 
and provide input into Licensee and BCTS access plans. 
 
PAG Consensus 
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52.      vi   (xi.) 
Percentage of timely 
responses to written 
public enquiries. 

100% 
Annually 

-5% Timely response is to be made within 30 days of written 
inquiry. 
 
PAG Consensus  

53.      vii   (xii.) 
Percentage of 
communication 
strategy requirements 
met. 

100% 
Annually 

-5% Licensees and BCTS maintain list of interested parties 
and notify people on list when operations/developments 
are to occur.  
 
Communication strategy must be mutually agreed upon 
by private landowner and licensee / BCTS.  
 
Forest health concerns around and adjacent to private land 
will be discussed during communication with private 
landowners. 
  
PAG Agreement (three objections) 

54.   5.2 
Community 
and 
Sustainability 

A.  
Community 
well-being 
 

a.  
Support 
opportunities for 
maintaining a 
resilient and stable 
community 

i.  
Percent of money spent 
on forest operations 
and management on the 
DFA provided from 
North Central Interior 
Suppliers\Contractors 

75% -5% North Central Interior = From McBride to Smithers and 
100 Mile House to Mackenzie. 
 
Target applies to all licensees but will be reported out by 
licensee 
 
PAG Consensus 

55.      ii.  
The percentage of DFA 
volume advertised for 
sale through open 
competitive bid. 

>20% 
Annually 

-5% Report out annually on actual volume sold.  If possible, 
report out on locations of first scale of volume sold. 
 
PAG Consensus 

56.   5.3  
Fair 
Distribution of 
Benefits and 
Costs 

A.  
Fair 
Distribution 
of Benefits 
and Costs 
  

a.   
Maintain the 
Distribution of 
Benefits and Costs 

i.  
Taxes paid on time to 
Governments 

100% 0% This includes all Federal, Provincial and Local 
Government taxes. 
 
PAG Consensus 

57.      ii. 
Stumpage paid on time 
to Government 

100% 0% PAG Consensus 

58.      iii. 
Number of loss time 
accidents (days) in 
Woodland Operations. 

0 0 Licensees and BCTS will report out on all lost time 
forestry accidents in the DFA  
 
After data are collected for one year, modify the indicator 
to show improvement. 
 
PAG Consensus 

59.  6.0   
Accepting Society’s 
Responsibility for 
Sustainable 
Development  

6.1 
Aboriginal and 
Treaty Rights 

A. 
Aboriginal 
and Treaty 
Rights 

a.  
Recognition and 
respect for 
Aboriginal and 
treaty rights 

i.  
No unauthorized 
forestry activities 
within legally 
recognized (Province 
and Federal) treaty 
areas. 

100% 0% PAG Consensus 
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60.      ii.   
All FSP and associated 
major amendments are 
referred to affected 
aboriginal bands. 

100% 0% Major amendments require government approval. 
 
PAG Consensus 

61.      iii.   
Pesticide Management 
Plans and associated 
major amendments are 
referred to affected 
aboriginal bands. 

100% 0% PAG Consensus 

62.   6.2  
Respect for 
Aboriginal 
Forest Values, 
Knowledge, 
and Uses 

A.  
Aboriginal 
Forest 
Values, 
Knowledge, 
and Uses 

a.   
Incorporation of 
Aboriginal Forest 
Values, 
Knowledge, and 
Uses in Forest 
Management 

i.  
Percentage of forest 
operations consistent 
with cultural heritage 
requirements as 
identified in 
operational plans. 

100% 
Annually 

0% PAG Consensus 

63.      ii.  
Percentage of forest 
operations consistent 
with the Heritage 
Conservation Act. 

100% 0% PAG Consensus 

64.   6.3  
Public 
Participation 

A.   
Public 
participation 
in decision 
making 
processes 

a.   
A clear process for 
a wide public 
participation in 
SFM 

i.   
Percentage of PAG 
satisfaction with public 
participation process. 

100% -20% Refer to detailed survey cards from PAG Meetings. 
 
PAG Consensus 

65.      ii.   
PAG Terms of 
Reference reviewed per 
year. 

> 1 0 Part of the review would be to ensure a diverse range of 
interests can participate in the process. 
 
PAG Consensus 

66.      iii.   
Number of PAG 
meetings per year. 

> 3 -1 PAG Consensus 

67.      iv. 
Percentage of the 
public sectors as 
defined in the ToR 
invited to participate in 
the PAG process. 

100% 
Annually 

0% Report out on attendance of public sectors. 
 
PAG Consensus 

68.   6.4  
Information for 
Decision 
Making 

A.   
Informed, fair 
and inclusive 
decision 
making 

a.   
Adaptive forest 
management that 
is responsive to 
research, 
experience and 
public input 

i.   
Percentage of PAG 
satisfaction with 
amount and timing of 
information presented 
for informed decision-
making. 

100% -20% Refer to detailed survey cards. Includes minutes, agendas, 
background information, and sources of additional 
information (amount, quality and content of the 
information). 
 
PAG Consensus 
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The purpose of this matrix is to capture issues presented by PAG members that can contribute to the continuous improvement of sustainable forest management but are either 
outside the scope of the PAG process or cannot be addressed by the Licensee Steering Committee at the present time.   These issues are to be reviewed at annual PAG meetings 
for further discussion and prioritization. 

No. Performance 
Matrix Ref. Description of Issue Suggested Strategies Suggested Dates 

1. Develop a work plan and circulate to PAG members. 
 September 30, 2005 

2. Develop old forest quality strategies within the DFA. December 30, 2006 

3. 

1.1.A.a.ii. 
Although old forest (>140 years) and old interior forest are stratified across the 
landscape, a strategy is needed to identify and conserve representative types of 
old forest. 

Schedule the implementation of old forest quality strategies December 30, 2007 

4. Licensees commit to report out to the PAG actual retention levels 
by patch size range each year. June 1, 2006 

5. 
1.1.A.a.v. Retention levels across the landscape will vary by patch size, patch shape and 

patch location.  The amount of retention can be monitored on an annual basis. Government/Licensee working group to be formed to propose 
best management practices regarding stand level retention. June 1, 2005 

6. 5.1.A.b. 
The management of access across the DFA affects all public roads and public 
road users.  Since roads are a public resource, Government must be instrumental 
in organizing and addressing public access concerns. 

? ? 

7. 5.1.A.b.vii Attempt to track chain of custody past first order products.   
8. 1.1.A.a.vii The amount of CWD retained after harvesting on cut blocks. Assemble knowledge (i.e. – literature review, other research, etc.) 2006? 

9. 1.2.A.a.vi Access information on animal populations and how they are being tracked. Assemble knowledge (i.e. – different information sources 
available). 2006? 

10. 1.1.A.a.vi Continuous improvement for patch size distribution within the Wet Trench and 
Wet Mountain NDU’s. 

Continue to work within the scope of Landscape Objective 
Working Group to address this issue. 2010? 

11. 1.3.A.b.ii Climate change and planting of the same mix of species or monocultures. 
In the SFMP identify the process for assuring seed for seedlings is 
adequate before logging starts.  Add issue of climate change and planting 
of the same mix of species or monocultures. 

Sept 2005 

12. 5.3.A.a 

Licensees and BCTS participate in long-term strategic sustainability community 
planning in the DFA.  For example: supporting small business, and educational 
opportunities, relocation opportunities, aboriginal business and current capital 
investments. 

 2006? 

13. 2.2.A.a Licensees and BCTS to explore ideas to present to the PAG for opportunities to 
enhance ecosystem productivity beyond Free Growing obligations. Licensees will review and discuss with MoF about productivity. March 2006 

14. 3.2.A.a Licensees and BCTS to evaluate the effectiveness of erosion and sediment 
control procedures around stream crossings.  Licensees to report back to PAG 2006 

15. 6.1.A.a 
Licensees and BCTS to evaluate opportunities for reducing the use of herbicide 
in forestry operations (for example increased manual brushing, planting larger 
stock, etc) 

Licensees to report back to PAG 2006 

16. 5.3 
Explore opportunities for developing strategies/ indicators regarding levels of 
skilled human resources required to maintain and manage forest resources for 
SFM. 

Licensees to report back to PAG 2007 

17. N/A Explore opportunities for developing strategies/ indicators regarding levels of 
skilled human resources required to maintain and manage forest resources for Licensees to report back to PAG May 2007 
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SFM. (From March 1, 2007 PAG Meeting with reference to Education) 
 
 



Prince George SFMP Public Advisory Group 
Schedule of Meetings (2006-7) 

 
 
(All meetings were located at the Prince George Civic Centre) 
Date Time Key Agenda Items 

June 8, 2006 5:30 PM – 9:00 PM Annual Report 2005-6 
Changes to Performance Matrix  
Audit reports:  Canfor, Carrier 
CI Matrix 

September 23, 2006 
(Field meeting) 

 Field Meeting: 
Site 1: Bridge construction 

Site 2: Bridge removal 

Site 3: Mature Forest 

Site 4: Active Harvesting  

Site 5: Inactive Harvesting  

Site 6: Planting  

Site 7: Free to Grow 
November 2, 2006 5:30 PM – 9:00 PM Annual Report 2005-6 

Terms of Reference revised 
Changes to Performance Matrix  
Audit reports: BCTS, Winton Global, Lakeland Mills 

November 23, 2006 
(Old Forest Quality 
Subcommittee) 

5:30 PM – 9:00 PM Review current Old Forest status in Prince George 
Develop criteria and strategies to identify “quality” 

December 7, 2006  
(Old Forest Quality 
Subcommittee) 

5:30 PM – 9:00 PM Develop criteria and strategies to identify “quality” 

January 18, 2007 5:30 PM – 9:00 PM Changes to Performance Matrix  
Reviewed Draft of SFMP 
Sub Committee Updates: Access Management, Old 
Forest Sub Committee, Community 

February 8, 2007  
(Access 
Subcommittee) 

5:30 PM – 9:00 PM Presentations on Access Management Perspectives 
Group Discussion to Identify Access Issues or Concerns 

March 1, 2007 5:30 PM – 9:00 PM SFM Awareness & Communication Project Update 
Access Sub-committee Results (assessment of issues 
and prioritization) 

March 29, 2007 
(Old Forest Quality 
Subcommittee) 

5:30 PM – 9:00 PM Presentation of Consultant’s Report on “Prince George 
Forest District Old Forest Quality” 
Develop Recommendations for consideration by PG 
SFM PAG 
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 Prince George SFMP Public Advisory Group 
5:30 – 9:00 PM, June 8, 2006 

Civic Centre (Room 208), Prince George, BC 
 

MINUTES 
 
In Attendance: 
 
Public & First Nations: 
Mark Clark 
Pirie Elliot 
Joseph Gagne 
Virginia Karr 

Dave King 
Anne Migvar 
Mike Morris 
Esther Perry 
Ken Pickering 

Jim Reid 
Lee Sexsmith 
Len Shankel 
Dwight Scott Wolfe 

 
Observers: 
Shane Bressette -TRC 

 
 

 
Licensee Steering Committee: 
Chair: David Jewesson - Winton Global 
Kerry Deschamps - Canfor 
Cecil Gray - Lakeland 
Shane Neukomm - Carrier 
Tim Sproule - BCTS 
 
Advisors: 
Shannon Carson - ILMB 
 
Facilitator: Roxanne Yanishewski (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
Scribe: Gretchen Prystawik (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
 
 
 

1. Welcome & Introductions  

a. Welcome by chair of Licensee Steering Committee. 

b. Reviewed PAG February 9th, 2006 meeting evaluation results 

 

2. Reviewed Agenda - Agenda accepted with addition of Canfor audit results 
presentation. 

 

3. Reviewed Minutes - PAG adopted February 9th minutes as written with one change:  
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a. Action Feb 09 – 01 to read “Provide information on indicator 4.2.A.a 
(permanent access structures)”.   

 

4. Audit Results:   

a. Carrier:  

i. Registration audit summary reviewed.  

ii. Handouts: 

1. Registration audit summary. 

2. “List of PAG groups in the Prince George TSA.” 

3. “Sustainable Forest Management Network.” 

4. “Forrex.” 

b. Canfor:  

i. KPMG Surveillance Audit Report reviewed. 

ii. KPMG Surveillance Audit Report. 

 

5. Annual Report: 

a. Annual Report Draft distributed to PAG members. 

b. Completed Annual Report will be distributed to PAG members and posted on 
a website under development.  

c. Comments from PAG members on Annual Report: 

i. PAG members like current format where everything is contained in one 
place.   

ii. Avoid excessive abbreviations.   

iii. Consider adding executive summary.   

iv. Provide more detail on why non-conformances occurred and how they 
will be addressed.   

v. Provide cross-referencing (for example, indicator 6.2.A.a.i cultural 
heritage requirements repeated in 5.1.A.b.ii). 

vi. An impressive amount of information collected and reported out on. 

vii. Add hyperlinks in summary table.    

viii. Provide photographs to help illustrate (for example, old forest). 

ix. Adjust formatting to make report more visually appealing (for example, 
add charts to vary reporting).   

x. In the future, display trends with results over multiple years.   
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xi. Use “draft” background watermark on copies that are not final 
versions. 

xii. For Indicator 4.2.A.a.ii, “The total percent of forested land within the 
Timber Harvesting Land Base converted to non-forested land,” road 
class and default widths will be added to the PG SFMP Annual Report 
and an example of the calculation method will be provided.   

6. Performance Matrix:  

a. Review of the Prince George SFMP’s Performance Matrix indicators, targets, 
variances, and comments. 

b. Discussion on the Prince George SFMP’s Performance Matrix indicators, 
targets, variances, and comments. 

i. Create column with indicator identifier to assist in referencing in 
Performance Table and summary table in Annual Report.   

c. Consensus of PAG Representatives on the Prince George SFMP’s 
Performance Matrix indicators, targets, variances, and comments: 

i. Reduction to Indicator 3.2.A.a.iv’s variance accepted: Variance: 0%. 

ii. Increase in Indicator 6.3.A.a.iii’s variance accepted:  Target: >3 PAG 
meetings per year; Variance: -1.  

iii. Amalgamation of Indicators 5.1.A.b.i to .vi accepted with one 
abstinence: The percentage of forest operations consistent with visual, 
cultural heritage, range, riparian, recreation and lakeshore 
requirements as identified in operational plans; Comments: [Remove 
comment from indicator 5.1.A.b.iv].   

iv. Amalgamation of Indicators 1.2.A.a.i to .iv accepted: The percentage of 
operations consistent with approved caribou UWR, mule deer UWR, 
species at risk notice/orders and riparian reserve requirements as 
identified in operational plans. 

v. Changes to Indicator4.2.A.a.i.i accepted: Show amount of permanent 
access structures constructed during reporting year to the annual 
report. 

7. Continuous Improvement Matrix - Working group reports: 

a. Access Management (Shannon Carson): [see handout: “Road Access Data 
Collection and Modified Recreation Opportunity Spectrum”] 

i. Reviewed maps on Recreation Opportunities Spectrum 

ii. Discussion:   

1. Government response from December 2006 Forest Practices 
Board special report on access: lack of clear direction for 
managing access, stakeholder vs. tenure holder interests and 
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information sharing, other tenure holders should be identified 
and considered in local plans.   

2. Three general recommendations from report – Ministry of 
Agriculture and Lands is responsible for one while the Ministry of 
Forests and Range is responsible for two.  

b. Quality Old Forest (Kerry Deschamps): 

i. Currently assembling information and attributes.  Will use new data 
currently being analyzed around old forest and information on quality 
attribute descriptions. 

ii. Meetings planned for fall 2006 – notify Roxanne if interested in 
participating.  Likely three focus group meetings in afternoon or 
evening to consider possible enhancing existing indicators in the PG 
SFMP.   

c. Community Stability (Kerry Deschamps):  
i. McGregor Model Forest is examining this issue.  Several meetings have 

been held to date and the PAG Meeting minutes have been presented at 
these meetings.  No additional meetings have occurred since Kerry last 
reported.   

ii. The Omineca Beetle Action Coalition [mayors and the government] has 
been holding higher-level meetings.  Their goal is to predict changes 
anticipated in communities from the effects of the Mountain Pine 
Beetle and gather funding to provide community diversification 
opportunities.  

 
8. Other: 

a. BCTS’ audit in scheduled for the Fall 2006.  The auditors may be interested in 
obtaining feedback from PAG members. 

b. Winton Global and Lakeland are scheduled to be audited in Sept 18th, 2006.  
c. An annual schedule of re-registration audits will be provided to PAG 

members. 
 

9. Evaluation forms distributed, completed, and collected. 
 
10.  Next PAG meeting:  
 

a. Fall field trip: “Indicators in Action” 
i. Saturday, September 23, 2006.   

ii. Itinerary to be announced - will be based on suggestions made by PAG 
members. 

iii. Travel by bus.   
b. Open house – access plan viewing 

i. Pine Centre Mall 
ii. Date to be announced. 

 
11.  Actions 
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ID# ACTION WHO DEADLINE STATUS 

Feb 9 – 01 Provide information on indicator 
4.2.A.a (permanent access 
structures).   

Steering 
Committee 

June 2006 Completed 

Feb 9 – 02 Send hard copy of Forest 
Practices Board road report to 
Virginia Karr, Sandra Kinsey, 
and Anne Migvar. 

Shannon 
Carson 

February 28, 2006  

Feb 9 – 03 Find a new chair for the Access 
Management Subcommittee for 
at the MoFR.  Steering 
Committee to speak with MoFR 
District Manger to find chair 
sub-group. 

Shannon 
Carson 

March 31, 2006 Steering Committee will attempt 
to find a chair. 

Feb 9 – 04 Invite PAG members to join 
Quality Old Forest 
Subcommittee. 

Roxanne 
Yanishewski 

February 28, 2006 Completed. 

Feb 9 – 05 Notify PAG about theme and 
date of workshop concerning 
community stability to be held in 
May 2006. 

Kerry 
Deschamps 

April 2006 Completed. 

Feb 9 – 06 Invitation to be sent to all PAG 
members interested in speaking 
to auditors of Carrier’s SFMP to 
be conducted February 21 to 23, 
2006. 

Roxanne 
Yanishewski 

February 13, 2006 Completed. 

June 8 -01 Add road class and default 
widths reporting with example 
calculation to indicator 4.2.A.a.ii.  

Steering 
Committee 

July 2006  

June 8 - 02 Provide PAG members with audit 
schedule, fall tour information, 
and final Annual Report for 
2005-6. 

Steering 
Committee 

Summer 2006  

 

 
 
 
 



 Prince George SFMP Public Advisory Group 
Field Meeting, Prince George Forest District  

8:00 – 5:00 PM, September 23, 2006 
 

Leaving from the Prince George Forest District parking lot  
(2000 South Ospika Boulevard - across from the CN Centre) 

 
 

AGENDA 

 

1. Welcome & Introductions* 

2. Review Agenda 

3. Leave on tour east of Prince George** 

4. Site 1: Bridge construction 

5. Site 2: Bridge removal 

6. Site 3: Mature Forest 

a. Guest speakers: Gilbert Proulx, Ph.D., R.P.Bio., C.W.B.& Brian Aitken, RPBio, 

PAg, CPESC 

 

~ Lunch at the Willow River picnic site ~  

 

7. Site 4: Active Harvesting  

8. Site 5: Inactive Harvesting  

9. Site 6: Planting  

10. Site 7: Free to Grow 

11. Return to Prince George  

12. Evaluation forms 

 

*Please remember to wear appropriate footwear (e.g., hiking boots) and clothing.   

**The Licensee Steering Committee will be providing transportation as well as 

refreshments and lunch.   
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 Prince George SFMP Public Advisory Group 
5:30 – 9:00 PM, November 2, 2006 

Civic Centre (Room 205-6), Prince George, BC 
 

MINUTES 
 
In Attendance: 
 
Public & First Nations: 
Gerald Bird 
Jocelyn Campbell  
Pirie Elliot 

 
Dave King 
Sandra Kinsey 
Anne Migvar 

 
Ken Pickering 
Lee Sexsmith

Licensee Steering Committee: 
Chair: David Jewesson - Winton Global 
Kerry Deschamps - Canfor 
Cecil Gray - Lakeland 
Shane Neukomm - Carrier 
Tim Sproule - BCTS 
 
Advisors: 
Rhonda Thibeault - ILMB 
 
Facilitator: Roxanne Yanishewski (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
Scribe: Gretchen Prystawik (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
 
 
 

1. Welcome & Introductions  

a. Welcome by chair of Steering Committee. 

b. Reviewed evaluation results of PAG June 8th, 2006 meeting and September 23rd 
field tour. 

2. Reviewed Agenda - Agenda accepted. 

3. Reviewed Minutes - PAG adopted June 8th minutes as written.  

4. Field tour and Rivers Day photo presentation. 

5. Audit Results:   

a. Handouts: 

i.  “Winton Global Lumber Ltd. Sustainable Forest Management System Audit 
Report Summary.” 
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ii. “Lakeland Mills Ltd. Sustainable Forest Management System Audit Report 
Summary.” 

iii. “BC Timber Sales, Prince George Business Area – Periodic Assessment 1 Audit 
Report (September 19 – 22, 2006)”  

b. Some highlights from the Audit Reports: 

i. Winton Global:  Auditors findings on the Annual Report: 

• Recommended combining some indicators. 

• Positive findings in record keeping and attempts to engage First Nations, 
as well as the Continuous Improvement Matrix.  

• Weakness identified in that some indicators and targets are reported as 
not met or pending because not all licensees have provided the required 
information by the deadline date.   

ii. Lakeland Mills: 

• Areas for improvement around fire and testing procedures, information 
sharing with other licensees within the operating area, and EMS (one spill 
kit lacking). 

• Positive findings in lakeshore and riparian area management. 

iii. BCTS: 

• Areas for improvement around internal and external training of 
staff/operators, record keeping, incident tracking, and use of internal 
audit protocol. 

 

6. Annual Report: 

a. The Annual Report was mailed to PAG members.  An amendment will be 
provided once all information has been received. 

b. The Landscape biodiversity indicator reporting includes the TRC data as well as 
information from Gateway Forest Products and Dunkley Lumber Ltd (operations 
outside of their Tree Farm License) and Small Scale Salvage harvesting. 

c. Licensees reviewed highlights from the Annual Report, including indicators 
pending and not met. 

d. Discussion on indicators pending and not met. 

e. Comments from PAG members on Annual Report for improving future Annual 
Reports: 

i. Put Biogeoclimatic Ecosystem Classification (BEC) units beside Natural 
Disturbance Zone (NDZ) in Summary Table.    

ii. Include table at beginning of report listing acronyms used.   
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iii. Include a map showing locations of NDZ.  

iv. Reasonably happy with report overall. 

v. Keep reporting on all indicators, rather than just those that were not met or 
are pending. 

vi. Retain explanation of indicators in body of report. 

 

7. Annual Review of Terms of Reference:   

a. The Terms of Reference were approved by the PAG and Licensee Steering 
Committee with the following changes: 

b. Title Page:  Add “For maintaining the current SFMP” to the Title Page. 

c. Section 1. Background:    

i. Paragraph “a”:  Replace “Jointly develop an” with “Maintain the Prince 
George” Sustainable Forest Management Plan… 

ii. Subsection 1.2:  Add “TRC Cedar Ltd.” to the list of companies represented on 
the PG SFMP Steering Committee.   TRC Cedar Ltd. is now part of the 
Steering Committee and will contribute information for the next Annual 
Report; however, they are not pursuing certification at this time.   

iii. Add subsection, “Aboriginal Participation” and move the following sentence 
from “Public Advisory Group” into this new section:  “The PG SFMP Steering 
Committee and the PAG recognize and agree that Aboriginal participation in 
the public participation process will not prejudice Aboriginal and Treaty 
rights.” 

iv. Add subsection, “Progress to Date,” and the following paragraph, “The PG 
SFMP Steering Committee invited the Public and Aboriginal peoples to 
participate in a PAG in October 2004.  Between November 2004 and May 
2005, a series of PAG meetings were held to develop the values, objectives, 
indicators and targets comprising the initial SFMP.  The PAG review of the 
initial SFMP was completed in October 2005.  By the end of February 2006, 
Winton Global, Lakeland Mills Ltd., Carrier Lumber Ltd., British Columbia 
Timber Sales Prince George Business Area (BCTS-PG), and Canadian Forest 
Products Ltd. (Canfor) underwent registration audits and were recommended 
for certification to the CSA Z809-02 standards.” 

d. Section 2. Defined Goal:   

i. Paragraph “a”:  Replace “Identify and select” with “Refine existing and create” 
new values… 

ii. Paragraph “b”: Replace “Develop, assess, and select alternative strategies” 
with “Address items recorded in the Continuous Improvement Matrix” 



PAG Meeting Minutes November 2, 2006 Page 4 of 6   

iii. Paragraph “c”: Replace “Review the SFM plan” with “Review the annual SFM 
report and changes to the SFM plan” 

e. Section 3. Timelines:   

i. Rename Section 3 “Annual Schedule” 

ii. List the following:  

• Field Meetings/Tour:  September 

• Open House/Access Viewing:  October 

• Annual Report:  June 

f. Section 4. Communication:  No recommended changes. 

g. Section 5. Resources (5.1) - Mileage is increased from $0.41 to $0.50 per 
kilometre. 

h. Section 6. Roles and Responsibilities (6.1.1):   

i. Remove “Recreation (non-commercial, non-motorized)” from the list of 
sectors.  (To be combined with “Recreation [commercial, non-motorized]”.)  

ii. Modify “Recreation (commercial, non-motorized)” to read “Recreation (non-
motorized).” 

iii. Continue to include “Non-Renewable Resource Extraction (mining, 
prospecting, & oil and gas)” due to its increasing importance in the area.  
Continue to seek representation. 

iv. Add the following to the list of First Nations: 

• Lhoosk'uz Dene Nation (Kluskus First Nation) 

• Simpcw First Nation (North Thompson Indian Band) 

i. Section 7. Conflict of Interest:  No recommended changes. 

j. Section 8. Operating Guidelines:   

i. Subsection 8.1:  Add the following paragraph: “g. Participate in an open, 
transparent and accountable process.” 

ii. Subsection 8.2.b:  Change from “Meeting frequency will be every two to three 
weeks on Thursday evenings or Saturdays until the completion of the SFMP” 
to “PAG meetings will be held on Thursday evenings or Saturdays.” 

iii. Subsection 8.2.c:  Change from “After the SFMP is completed, meetings will 
be held as needed to monitor and review the SFMP” to “The PAG will meet at 
least three times per year.” 

k. Section 9. Decision Making:  No recommended changes.  

l. Section 10. Dispute Resolution Mechanism:  No recommended changes.  

m. Section 11. Review and Revisions:  No recommended changes. 
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n. “Approved” Section - Modify “Approved” to “Current Approval:” 

 

8. Performance Matrix 

a. Forest Ecosystems Contributions to Global Ecological Cycles (Element 4.2 - 
Forest Land Conversion). 

i. Review of and discussion on Indicator 4.2.A.a.ii: “The total percent of forested 
land within the Timber Harvesting Landbase converted to non-forested land” 

• Presented example calculation (action items), plus road widths used: 
Forest Service Roads - 25 m, Road Permit Roads 15 m, on-block roads - 
10m, and non-status roads - 13 m.   

ii. Consensus of PAG Representatives to reduce target from 5 % +/- 0.o % to 4 % 
+0.5 %.  

b. Indicator numbering format 

i. Consensus of PAG Representatives to correct the wording of the numbering 
format in the Performance Matrix. 

 

9. Updated version of the SFMP – the Steering Committee is preparing to provide an 
updated version of the SFMP to the PAG in early 2007.  

 

10. Updated Actions– see updated Action Table 

 

11. Other – The next LRMP meeting is scheduled for January 25th 2007 at the Civic 
Centre. 

 

12. Evaluation forms distributed, completed, and collected. 

 

13. Next Meeting: 

a. Old Growth Sub-Committee Meeting: 

i. Agenda:  Subcommittee’s mandate, updating the work plan, reviewing the 
current old forest status in Prince George (number and maps), and developing 
criteria and strategies to identify "quality." 

ii. Time:  5:30 – 9:00 PM 

iii. Date:  November 23, 2006  

iv. Prince George Civic Center (Room 202-3) 

b. PAG Meeting: 
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i. Agenda: Indicator Refinement 

ii. Time:  5:30 – 9:00 PM 

iii. Date:  January 11, 2006  

iv. Prince George Civic Center 

  

14. Actions 

ID# ACTION WHO DEADLINE STATUS 

Feb 9 – 02 Send hard copy of Forest 
Practices Board road report to 
Virginia Karr, Sandra Kinsey, 
and Anne Migvar. 

Shannon 
Carson 

February 28, 2006 Completed. 

Feb 9 – 03 Find a new chair for the Access 
Management Subcommittee for 
at the MoFR.  Steering 
Committee to speak with MoFR 
District Manger to find chair 
sub-group. 

Shannon 
Carson 

March 31, 2006 Completed.  Steering Committee 
sent letter to District Manager 
(MoFR) and Regional Executive 
Director (ILMB) highlighting 
concern of PAG over access 
management. (Letter was 
distributed to the PAG.)  Letter 
received and Regional Exec 
Director is drafting response. 

June 8 -01 Add road class and default 
widths reporting with example 
calculation to indicator 4.2.A.a.ii.  

Steering 
Committee 

July 2006 Completed. 

June 8 – 02 Provide PAG members with audit 
schedule, fall tour information, 
and final Annual Report for 
2005-6. 

Steering 
Committee 

Summer 2006 Completed. 

Nov 2 - 01 Provide information on the Doug 
Little Memorial Lecture to the 
PAG. 

Roxanne 
Yanishewski 

November 3, 2006 7:30 PM on November 16, 2006 
at UNBC’s Canfor Theatre (room 
6-213);  “Sustainable Forest 
Policy Development in the Global 
Era; What Role Ought British 
Columbia to Play?" 

Nov 2 – 02 Provide updated Summary Table 
to PAG with updated reporting of 
indicators in Summary Table. 

Steering 
Committee 

December 2006  

Nov 2 – 03 Provide update on attempts to 
recruit representation for Non-
Renewable Resource Extraction.  

Steering 
Committee 

December 2006  
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 Prince George SFMP PAG Subcommittee meeting 
5:30 – 9:00 PM, November 23, 2006 

Civic Centre (Room 202-3), Prince George, BC 
 

MINUTES  
 
In Attendance: 
 
Public & First Nations: 
Virginia Karr  
Dave King 

 
Mike Nash  
Ken Pickering 

 
Dave Stevenson

   
Steering Committee: 
Subcommittee Chair: Kerry Deschamps - Canfor 
David Jewesson - Winton Global 
 
Advisors & Observers: 
Karl Bachmann 
Aaron Deans 
Gilbert Proulx 
Darwin Coxson 
Rhonda Thibeault  
 
Facilitator: Roxanne Yanishewski (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
Scribe: Gretchen Prystawik (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
 
 
 

1. Welcome & Introductions  

a. Welcome by Kerry Deschamps 

 

2. Reviewed Agenda - Agenda accepted. 

 

3. PAG Old Forest Quality Subcommittee Mandate 

a. Discuss and develop indicators for quality of old forest to be retained.  

b. Identify options for stratifying the Defined Forest Area (DFA) and identifying old 
forest within those units. 

c. Collect data/knowledge and brainstorm strategies and indicators to take back to 
full PAG.  PAG will then decide whether to add indicators for Old Forest Quality 
to SFMP.  
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4. Old Forest Quality work plan – see handout “Old Forest Quality” 

a. Consensus of PAG to reverse order of Steps 1 and 2 of work plan (see Action 
items). 

 

5. Review of and discussion on current Old Forest status in Prince George 

a. Maps of Old Forest and Interior Old Forest (roads and cutblocks buffered by 200 
m to eliminate edge effects) provided for viewing.  

 

6. Old Forest Quality Presentations: 

a. Presentation: Assessing Old Growth Quality using Lichens as a Primary Indicator 
- Dr. Darwyn Coxson: 

i. See handout. 

ii. Discussion on Assessing Old Forest Quality. 

iii. Invitation extended to presenter to provide information on areas having high 
old forest values (i.e., specific areas, maps with circles, GPS coordinates, 
UTMs or latitudes and longitudes). 

b. Presentation: Old Forest Considerations – Dr. Gilbert Proulx  

i. See handout. 

ii. Discussion on biological processes (ecosystems, animals, etc.) for establishing 
criteria for identifying quality Old Forest. 

 

7. Brainstorming of categories for setting strategies for Old Forest Quality 
Management: 

a. Suggestions on how to manage old forest quality landscape stratification:  

i. North, south, east, west;  

ii. BEC zones (ICH, ESSF, SBS);  

iii. Natural disturbance unit and merged BEC; major watershed level – (between 
8 and 20, may be connected to riparian management zones);  

iv. Slope, aspect and elevation;  

v. Physiographic units (i.e., Fraser Basin, Nechako Plateau, McGregor – Rocky 
Mountain complexes, Rocky Mountain Trench, Caribou Mountains complex, 
Hart Ranges);  

vi. Species (tree); and  

vii. Eco-sections.   
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b. Consensus of Sub-committee to try using BEC, physiographic, and eco-section 
approach (nested) in scenarios as bases for stratification of management units for 
indicators of old forest quality.   Scenarios will be brought back to PAG as 
options. 

 

8. Evaluation forms distributed, completed, and collected. 

 

9. Next Meeting: 

a. Old Growth Sub-Committee Meeting: 

i. Agenda:  Develop criteria and strategies to identify Old Forest “quality” 

ii. Time:  5:30 – 9:00 PM 

iii. Date:  December 7, 2006  

iv. Prince George Civic Center (Room 205-6) 

 

10. Actions 

ID# ACTION WHO DEADLINE STATUS 

Nov 23 – 01 Update Old Forest Quality 
Work Plan by reversing order 
of 1 and 2. 

Roxanne 
Yanishewski 

Dec 7, 2006  

Nov 23 - 02 Provide paper on bird species 
associated with late 
successional forests to 
subcommittee group.  

Kerry 
Deschamps 

Dec 7, 2006  

Nov 23 - 03 Review eco-section 
methodology and provide to 
Roxanne Yanishewski. 

Dave King Dec 7, 2006  

 

 



PG PAG Meeting Minutes December 7, 2006 Page 1 of 6   

 Prince George SFMP PAG Subcommittee meeting 
5:30 – 9:00 PM, December 7, 2006 

Civic Centre (Room 202-3), Prince George, BC 
 

MINUTES 
 
In Attendance: 
 
Public & First Nations: 
Jocelyn Campbell 
Anne Migvar 

Dave King 
Dave Stevenson 
 

 

   
Steering Committee: 
Subcommittee Chair: Kerry Deschamps – Canfor 
Shane Neukomm – Carrier 
Tim Sproule – BCTS 
Cecil Gray – Lakeland Mills 
 
Advisors & Observers: 
Shannon Carson 
Karl Bachmann 
Darwin Coxson 
Rhonda Thibeault  

Nathan Hentze 
Leanne Kaupp 
Patience Rakochy 
Ryan Zapisocki 

Angie Gignac 
Matthew Feagan

 
Facilitator: Roxanne Yanishewski (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
Scribe: Dwight Scott Wolfe (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
 
 

1. Welcome & Introductions  

a. Welcome by the chair of the PAG Subcommittee 

b. Reviewed evaluation results of PAG November 23rd, 2006 meeting. 

2. Reviewed Agenda - Agenda accepted. 

3. Reviewed Minutes – PAG Subcommittee adopted November 23rd, 2006 
Subcommittee minutes as written. 

4. Develop criteria and strategies to identify “quality” 

a. Attendees were spilt into three table groups and asked to discuss the following 
statement: “List the Attributes that you would use to determine “quality” in old 
forest.”  Each table group brainstormed a list of attributes and then presented 
their results to the other groups.   
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b. Table 1: L = Landscape level; S = Site level; M = Metrics 

• Time since stand initiating event (M/S) 

• Diverse stand structure (S) 

• Stands contributing to other values (S/L) 

• Level of connectivity to similar stands in Ecozone (L) 

• Proximity to legislated reserves (L) 

• Species diversity (S) 

• Amount of interior old forest (S/L) 

• Mosses and lichen diversity (S/L) 

• Good stand structure (S/M) 

• Presence/ability to supply habitat for any “listed” species (S/L/ M) 

• Site productivity (S) 

• Intact suite of naturally occurring habitat elements (S) 

• Known habitat of Old Growth dependent species (S/L) 

• Water / moisture (L/S) 

• Living / live forest (S/M) 

• Ability to provide benchmark data for species composition / age distributions 
and landscapes (M) 

• Macro-aspects that relate to site productivity (aspect/elevation) (S) 

• Edge to area ratios (M) 

• Relative amounts of wildlife trees and snags (S) 

• Large trees (S) 

• Larger contiguous patches (L) 

• Adjacency/proximity to natural or man-made disturbances (L) 

• Understory regeneration (S) 

• High quality wildlife habitat (L/S) 

• Rare Ecosystems (L) 

• Diversity of Coarse Woody Debris by decay class (S) 

• Current protection status in Management Plans (S) 

• Presence of Animals using Habitat (L/S) 

• Presence of Cultural Identifiers (S) 
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• Diversity of Snags by size class (S) 

• Presence of rare and old growth indicator lichens (S) 

• BEC zone classes (L) 

• Diversity of topography (L) 

• Anecdotal Information (L/S) 

c. Table 2: M = Montane-specific; P = Plateau-specific 

• Lack of stand destroying events (P/M) 

• Existence of stand veterans (P) 

• Site productivity is high (M) 

• Old, Woody (CWD), Layered canopies, Snags. aka OWLS (M) 

• Connectivity with other old stands (M/P) 

• Horizontal and vertical structural complexity (M) 

• Well-developed A horizon (M) 

• Mixed age classes with oldest trees being near their age limit. (M/P) 

• Abundance of coarse woody debris (M/P) 

• High numbers of snags (M/P) 

• Interior forest condition (M/P) 

• Large canopy stature (M) 

• Well-developed shrub layer (M/P) 

• Rare forest type (M/P) 

• Supports a good variety of Old Growth wildlife species (M/P) 

• Lichen and moss species (old growth indicator species (M/P) 

• Potential for long-term survival (M/P) 

• Features of topography that promote old growth. Montane – toe slope, bench. 
Plateau – isolated by water features. 

• Climax old forest (M/P) 

• Soils characteristics (M/P) 

d. Table 3 

• Species diversity (richness) 

• Structural diversity (alive, dead, vertical, horizontal) 

• Under-story shrubs / plants 
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• Douglas-fir on the plateau 

• Standing dead and dying tree component 

• Rare ecosystems (uncommon, uniqueness to the area) 

• Unique attributes (large trees, oldest) 

• Ecosystem health (natural range of variation) 

• Wind firmness 

• Wildlife habitat – old seral dependent species 

• Adjacency to recruitment areas (age class, movement, interior condition) 

• Coarse woody debris (except for pine) 

• Size and shape (shape index) 

• Natural range of variation regarding disturbance for ecosystem 

• Represented in different BEC zones 

• Mosses and lichens (Pine- terrestrial lichen; The Rest – arboreal lichen) 

• Representative portion of slope, aspect, elevation, position, cross-valley 
continuity 

• Number of cavities in trees (for species needing them) 

• Recreational value / tourism / cultural / spiritual / viewing ( WOW factor – 
educational value) 

• Ancient forests 

• Old fire jumps 

• Connectedness to protected areas / parks 

• Representative of leading species and contribution to the stand 

• Large Organic Debris (LOD) providing stream stability (healthy riparian 
structure) 

• Healthy mychorizae 

• Tall, straight, knot-free trees 

• Mean annual increment (MAI) reduced for 80 years (i.e. after MAI leveled off) 

e. Attendees were asked to discuss the following question: “What criteria should be 
used to determine which attributes to use?”  Each table group brainstormed a list 
of criteria and then presented their results to the other groups.   

f. Table 1: 

• Measurable 
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• Cost effective 

• Legal requirements 

• Operationally Feasible 

• Clarity / Meaningful / Relevant 

• Meets the needs of other species 

• Data availability 

• Stand versus Landscape 

g. Table 2: 

• Measurable  

• Stand Type 

• Stand Age 

• Is the data available 

• Stand age 

• Topographic Features 

• GPS 

• Matrices of several attributes 

• Supportive research / data 

• Cost 

• Plateau vs. Montane 

• Landscape vs. Stand-level 

• Risk to survivability 

h. Table 3: 

• Should be in an inventory 

• Easily identified through aerial photography / satellite imagery 

• Track/ monitor 

• Measurable 

• Science-based information or ability to organize into something useable 

• Feasible / usability 

• Realistic / effective – relates to the value to e used / desired 

• Able to map 
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5. Next steps:  Manning, Cooper & Associates will work with the information provided 
by the PG PAG Subcommittee and provide a draft report in mid-March 2007. 

 

6. Evaluation forms distributed, completed, and collected. 

 

7. Next Meeting: 

a. Old Growth Sub-Committee Meeting: Mid-March 

 

8. Actions 

 

ID# ACTION WHO DEADLINE STATUS 

Nov 23 – 01 Update Old Forest Quality 
Work Plan by reversing order 
of 1 and 2. 

Roxanne 
Yanishewski 

Dec 7, 2006  

Nov 23 - 02 Provide paper on bird species 
associated with late 
successional forests to 
subcommittee group.  

Kerry 
Deschamps 

Dec 7, 2006 Completed. 

Nov 23 - 03 Review eco-section 
methodology and provide to 
Roxanne Yanishewski. 

Dave King Dec 7, 2006 Completed. 
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 Prince George SFMP PAG Meeting 
5:30 – 9:00 PM, January 18, 2007 

Civic Centre (Room 205-6), Prince George, BC 
 

MINUTES  
 
In Attendance: 
 
Public & First Nations: 
Chris Andreschefski 
Gerald Bird 
Jocelyn Campbell 
Pirie Elliot 
 

 
Jo Graber 
Sandra Kinsey 
Dave King 
Anne Migvar 
 

 
Mike Morris 
Esther Perry  
Len Shankel 
Lee Sexsmith

  
Steering Committee: 
Chair: David Jewesson - Winton Global 
Kerry Deschamps – Canfor 
Shane Neukomm - Carrier 
Cecil Gray – Lakeland 
Tim Sproule - BCTS 
 
Advisors & Observers: 
Matt Feagan – MOFR 
Morgan Kennah – Canfor 
Glenn Goymer – BCTS 
Rhonda Thibeault - ILMB 
 
Facilitator: Dwight Scott Wolfe (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
Scribe: Gretchen Prystawik (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
 
 

1. Welcome & Introductions  

a. Welcome by Chair of Steering Committee. 

b. Reviewed evaluation results for November 2, 2006 PAG meeting. 

c. Dwight Scott Wolfe will be replacing Roxanne as the facilitator for the PAG as 
Roxanne is retiring from the position. 

2. Reviewed Agenda – Agenda accepted with update of “Carrier Audit” to “Licensee & 
BCTS Audit Update.” 

3. Reviewed Minutes – PAG adopted November 2, 2006 PAG minutes as written.  
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4. Performance Matrix 

a. Review of Indicators 3.2.A.a.v, 4.1.A.a.i, and 5.1.A.a.ii (Regeneration) 

b. Discussion on Indicators 3.2.A.a.v, 4.1.A.a.i, and 5.1.A.a.ii (Regeneration) 

c. Consensus of PAG Representatives on Indicators 3.2.A.a.v, 4.1.A.a.i, and 5.1.A.a.ii 
(Regeneration) , target, variance, and comments: 

• Indicators 3.2.A.a.v, 4.1.A.a.i, and 5.1.A.a.ii changed to “Percent of net area 
regenerated within 3 years after commencement of harvesting;  Target: 
100%: Variance: -10%: Comment: To address reforestation / forest 
continuity.  This is intended to measure regeneration performance 3 years 
from the commencement of harvesting.  Will not include any Bark Beetle 
Regulation (BBR) blocks.  PAG is concerned about Small Scale Salvage 
harvest impact on this indicator.” 

d. Review of Indicators 1.1.A.a.v and 1.3.A.b.i (Stand Level Retention) 

i. See attachment “Attachment to comments for indicator 1.1.A.a.v and 
1.3.A.b.i” 

e. Discussion on Indicators 1.1.A.a.v and 1.3.A.b.i (Stand Level Retention) 

f. General Agreement (with one dissention) of PAG Representatives on revisions to 
Indicators 1.1.A.a.v and 1.3.A.b.i (Stand Level Retention) comments: 

i. Addition to Indicators 1.1.A.a.v and 1.3.A.b.i ‘s comments: “> 7.0% is averaged 
over all blocks harvested in each reporting period.  Minimum 3.5% applies to 
blocks > 15.0 ha harvested in each reporting period.  Licensees and BCTS to 
report out on retention in all blocks < 15.0 ha.”   

• Dissension #1: No block should be exempt from retention, unless it is under 
the BBR, regardless of block size.   

5. Next Draft of SFMP 

a. Review and Comment: PAG representative asked for update to Table 4 – addition 
of column listing BEC zones in Annual Report as requested.  Completed. 

6. Subcommittee Updates  

a. Access Management  

i. Licensees proposed a PAG subcommittee to gather information from PAG 
representatives on Access Management issues in the DFA.   

ii. Meeting on February 8th, 2007 (see Actions). 

b. Old Forest 

i. See www.sfmpgtsa.com for links to Subcommittee meeting documentation, as 
well as documentation for all past PAG meetings.  

c. Community 

i. Reviewed participating organizations and initiatives.  
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7. Licensee & BCTS Audit Update  

a. Carrier – QMI will audit on June 27th, 2007. 

b. Winton Global – audit to be conducted in first week in July 2007.  

c. Lakeland – audit to be conducted in September 2007. 

d. Canfor – KPMG will audit from July 23 to 26, 2007. 

e. BCTS – KPMG will audit in June 2007. 

8. Updated Actions 

9. Other 

a. The next LRMP meeting is scheduled for 5:00 to 9:30 PM on January 25, 2007 in 
room 208 at the Prince George Civic Centre.  Please notify Rhonda Thibeault  if 
attending. 

10. Evaluation forms 

11. Next PAG meeting  

a. Agenda: To be announced. 

b. Time: 5:30 to 9:00 PM 

c. Date: March 1st, 2007 

d. Prince George Civic Centre  

 

Actions 

ID# ACTION WHO DEADLINE STATUS 

Nov 2 - 02 Provide updated Summary 
Table to PAG with updated 
reporting of indicators. 

Steering 
Committee 

Dec 2006 Completed 

Nov 2 - 03 Provide updates on attempts to 
recruit representation for Non-
Renewable Resource 
Extraction. 

Steering 
Committee 

Dec 2006 In progress: positive responses 
received from Enbridge, PMG, 
and BC Hydro.  

Jan 18 - 01 Send invitation to PAG for 
Access Management 
Subcommittee Meeting. 

Dwight Scott 
Wolfe 

Jan 2007  

Jan 18 – 02 Update www.sfmpgtsa.com 
with size of files and 
facilitator’s name. 

Kerry 
Deschamps 

Jan 2007  

Jan 18 - 03 Provide PAG with new PAG 
email address for 
correspondence. 

Dwight Scott 
Wolfe 

Jan 2007  
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ID# ACTION WHO DEADLINE STATUS 

Jan 18 - 04 Update Terms of Reference 
with formal details around Sub 
Committees. 

Steering 
Committee 

Dec 2007  
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Prince George SFMP PAG Access Subcommittee 
Meeting 

5:30 – 9:00 PM, February 8, 2007 
Civic Centre (Room 202-3), Prince George, BC 

 

MINUTES 
 
In Attendance: 
 
Public & First Nations: 
Betty Abbs  
Chris Andreschefski 
Gerald Bird 
Pirie Elliot 

Dave King 
Sandra Kinsey 
Anne Migvar 
Esther Perry 
Ken Pickering  

 
Lee Sexsmith 
Len Shankel 

 
Steering Committee: 
Chair: Shane Neukomm – Carrier 
David Jewesson - Winton Global 
Kerry Deschamps - Canfor 
Tim Sproule - BCTS 
 
Advisors & Observers: 
Troy Atyeo - Winton Global  
Romona Blackwell - ILMB 
Daniel Burri - MoFR 
Jeff Burrows - MoFR 
Shannon Carson - ILMB 
Ralph Hausot - Winton Global 
Mike Peterson - MoE 
 
Facilitator: Dwight Scott Wolfe (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
Scribe: Gretchen Prystawik (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
 
 
 

1. Welcome & Introductions  

a. Welcome by Shane Neukomm of Steering Committee. 

2. Reviewed Agenda 

3. PAG Access Management Subcommittee Objective – Shane Neukomm 

a. During the PAG meetings the topic of access management was raised so it was 
agreed by PAG members that a subcommittee meeting be held to draw out PAG 
members’ access issues / concerns in the DFA.  
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4. Presentations on Access Management Responsibilities 

a. Licensee Responsibilities - David Jewesson, Troy Atyeo, & Ralph Hausot  

• Description of road categories and responsibilities 

• Rationale for deactivation 

• Environmental liability and risk ranking 

b. Ministry of Forests and Range Responsibilities- Jeff Burrows (presentation 
provided) 

• Roles and responsibilities 

• Legislative requirements 

5. Group discussion to identify access issues or concerns of the PAG.  Concerns have 
been classified as strategic (S), policy (P), or operational (O) issues. 

1. Private tenure-holders (range and trapping) should have same rights as forest 
licensees. (S) 

2. Tenure holders should have access into the areas covered by their tenures, 
and paid for by their licensing fees.  (P) 

3. Damage of existing roads by other tenure holders (i.e., woodlot licensees) and 
maintenance responsibilities.  (P) 

4. Prince George Forest District should have and should develop access 
management plan where all interests can be considered, priorized, and 
managed – as in Vanderhoof Forest District under LRMP. (S) 

5. Comprehensive and coordinated access management planning required is to 
address timber supply fall down.   (S/P) 

6. Public’s lack of involvement in planning deactivation and access management.  
(O/P) 

7. Consideration of other interests in deactivation planning (i.e., recreation).  (S) 

8. Lack of coordination between road users and lack of “big picture.”  
Coordinated access management planning with all stakeholders and tenure 
holders, not just PAG and licensees/BCTS under the SFMP. (O) 

9. Should distinguish between forest tenures during access discussions (i.e., area 
vs. volume based).   (P) 

10. Research/education (UNBC) should be represented during PAG and access 
discussions.  (S) 

11. Notification and consultation of other tenure holders (range, trappers, 
guide/outfitters) during road construction and deactivation.  (P) 
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12. Lack of standards and planning requirements on roads and associated safety 
concerns.  (O)   

13. Safety aspects of road use and maintenance for public and forest workers.  (O)   

14. Conflicting and overlapping agencies and jurisdictions of roads and 
maintenance, and effects on safety.  (P/S) 

15. Improved and more specific standards/guidelines for road use and 
maintenance.  (P)   

16. Legislation to prevent access on young (green) roads to prevent damage until 
they have settled and are appropriate for traffic.  (P) 

17. Clear standards of deactivation are required and should be variable depending 
on objectives.  (P) 

18. Seed road right of way to control erosion and provide benefits to grazers 
(especially in grazing license areas).  (O) 

19. Lack of access to areas available in the past due to road deactivation (i.e., for 
recreation).  (O/S)  

20. Inadequate deactivation and closures of specific areas, especially newer areas 
that have not yet been impacted as heavily as those areas with longer access 
histories.  Deactivation based on pattern of use.  (S) 

21. Deactivation for water and environmental protection objectives instead of 
access prevention.  (O)  

22. Road deactivation should be for the “right interests” (i.e., water quality, 
wildlife habitat, etc) and by the “right means” (i.e., maintaining spirit of 
certification).  (P/S/O) 

23. In past, licensees had budget for recreation mandate to allow for access to 
recreational areas.  Budgets don’t seem to exist anymore and access has been 
eliminated.  In the past, licensees had flexibility in writing off some of the 
expenses of managing other forest values, such as access.  (S) 

24. Recreation under jurisdiction of MoTSA and access under MoFR.  Do 
protocols exist between the two ministries to deal with responsibilities and 
budgets for recreation access.  (P) 

25. Too much transfer of liability and responsibilities for roads.  Split/fractured 
jurisdiction and responsibilities of road and access management.  (P) 

26. All roads should have assigned responsibility (i.e., no more non-status roads 
should be created).  (P) 
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6. Wrap-up: - Shane Neukomm 

a. The PAG members were thanked for the high quality of the participation. 

b. Next steps include: 

1. Categorizing of issues by Steering Committee and presentation to PAG for 
ranking. 

2. Any other ideas should be passed to PGPAG@tesera.com  

7. Actions 

ID# ACTION WHO DEADLINE STATUS 

Feb -8 - 01 Pass other access issues or 
concerns to PGPAG@tesera.com   

PAG ASAP Completed 

Feb – 8 - 02 Categorize issues and present to 
PAG for ranking 

Steering 
Committee 

March 1, 2007 To be presented at PAG meeting 
on March 1, 2007 
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Prince George SFMP PAG Meeting 
5:30 – 9:00 PM, March 1, 2007 

Civic Centre (Room 205-6), Prince George, BC 
 

MINUTES  
 
In Attendance: 
 
Public & First Nations: 
Betty Abbs 
Pirie Elliot 
Jo Graber 

Virginia Karr 
Dave King 
Sandra Kinsey 
Anne Migvar 
 

Esther Perry 
Lee Sexsmith 
 

Steering Committee: 
Chair: Shane Neukomm - Carrier 
David Jewesson - Winton Global 
Kerry Deschamps – Canfor 
Cecil Gray – Lakeland 
Tim Sproule - BCTS 
 
Advisors & Observers: 
Justin Calof - CIF 
Diana Croes – Dome Creek 
Howie Harshaw – UBC 
Marty Hiemstra - Canfor 

Kathy Juncker – Dome Creek 
 Kim Menounos – City of PG 
Hugh Perkins – Dome Creek 
Rhonda Thibeault – ILMB

 
Facilitator: Roxanne Yanishewski  (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
Scribe: Gretchen Prystawik (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
 
 
 

1. Welcome & Introductions  

a. Welcome by chair of steering committee.   

b. Reviewed evaluation results for January 18, 2007 PAG meeting.  Chair of steering 
committee noted that there was one evaluation that expressed concerns around 
the PAG process and the comments are available on the chart for everyone to 
review.  Roxanne reminded PAG members that any concerns related to the PAG 
process can be directed to the facilitator. 

 

2. Reviewed Agenda – Agenda accepted with addition of “Access Sub-Committee” after 
supper and additions under “Other” of peak flow index calculations and education. 
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3. Reviewed Minutes – PAG adopted January 18, 2007 PAG minutes as written with 
one correction:  Dates for deadlines in Action Table from the January 18, 2007 
meeting to be changed from “2006” to “2007.”  

 

4. Access Sub-Committee (assessment of issues and prioritization) – Tim Sproule 

a. “Prince George SFMP – Access Management Subcommittee Access Issues or 
Concerns PAG Ranking Survey” provided to PAG representatives and alternates.   

b. PG PAG ranked concerns by priority.  

 

5. UBC SFM Survey Results – Howard Harshaw  

a. See attached presentation. 

b. Full data and future publications available at www.sfm-pos.ca  

c. Comments: 

i. Methodology for collecting data and reporting out data can impact on the 
results and their interpretation.  

ii. Clarity of questions will also impact the data, results, and interpretation. 

iii. Results will be compared between public and forest managers. 

 

6. SFM Awareness & Communication Project Update – Gretchen Prystawik  

a. See attached presentation. 

b. PAG members invited to provide additional suggestions for SFM awareness and 
communication with the public and various stakeholders. 

c. PAG members surveyed to determine preferred communication and awareness 
methods within their sectors and communities.   

 

7. Access Sub-Committee Results – Kerry Deschamps 

a. Reported results back to PAG. See attachment of ranked access issues and 
concerns. 

b. Any additional concerns that were not on the survey can be forwarded to the 
facilitator. 

c. Next steps include Steering Committee to see what can be done about high 
priority access issues. 

 

8. Updated Actions (see Action Table). 
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9. Other 

a. Review peak flow index indicator – Shane Neukomm: 

i. Calculations in progress with watershed delineation and corrections about 
90% completed. 

ii. Report to be provided at next PAG meeting. 

b. Education – Pirie Elliot: 

i. Future shortages of qualified staff for planning and implementing SFM. 

ii. Low enrollment at and closure of forestry schools in BC.  

iii. Lack of future foresters should be a concern for licensees and government. 

iv. Consensus of PAG representatives to add the following action to the 
Continuous Improvement Matrix (see Action Items): “Explore opportunities 
for developing strategies/ indicators regarding levels of skilled human 
resources required to maintain and manage forest resources for SFM.” 

 

10. Evaluation forms completed. 

 

11. Next PAG meeting:  

a. Agenda: Old Forest Subcommittee 

b. Time: 5:30 to 9:00 PM 

c. Date: March 29, 2007 

d. Location:  Room 205-205, Prince George Civic Centre 

 

Actions 

ID# ACTION WHO DEADLINE STATUS 

Nov 2 - 03 Provide updates on attempts to 
recruit representation for Non-
Renewable Resource 
Extraction. 

Steering 
Committee 

Dec 2006 In progress: positive responses 
received from Enbridge, PMG, 
and BC Hydro.  

Jan 18 - 01 Send invitation to PAG for 
Access Management 
Subcommittee Meeting. 

Dwight Scott 
Wolfe 

Jan 2007 Completed 

Jan 18 – 02 Update www.sfmpgtsa.com 
with size of files and 
facilitator’s name. 

Kerry 
Deschamps 

Jan 2007 In progress 

Jan 18 - 03 Provide PAG with new PAG 
email address for 

Dwight Scott 
Wolfe 

Jan 2007 Completed: PGPAG@tesera.com 
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correspondence. Wolfe  

Jan 18 - 04 Update Terms of Reference 
with formal details around Sub 
Committees. 

Steering 
Committee 

Dec 2007  

Mar 1 - 01 Update January 18, 2007 
Minutes – Action Item dates 
(from 2006 to 2007). 

Dwight Scott 
Wolfe 

May 2007  

Mar 1 - 02 Review peak flow index 
calculations at next PAG 
meeting. 

Steering 
Committee 

May 2007  

Mar 1 - 03 Add following to Continuous 
Improvement Matrix: “Explore 
opportunities for developing 
strategies/ indicators 
regarding levels of skilled 
human resources required to 
maintain and manage forest 
resources for SFM.” 

Dwight Scott 
Wolfe 

May 2007  
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 Prince George SFMP PAG Subcommittee meeting 
5:30 – 9:00 PM, March 29, 2007 

Civic Centre (Room 205-6), Prince George, BC 
 

MINUTES - DRAFT 
 
In Attendance: 
 
Public & First Nations: 
Betty Abbs 
Gerald Bird 
Jocelyn Campbell 

Dave King 
Anne Migvar 
Ken Pickering 
Len Shankel 

Dave Stevenson 
 
 

   
Steering Committee: 
Subcommittee Chair: Kerry Deschamps – Canfor 
Shane Neukomm – Carrier 
Tim Sproule – BCTS 
Cecil Gray – Lakeland Mills 
David Jewesson - Winton Global 
 
Advisors & Observers: 
Karl Bachmann 
Aaron Deans 
Rachael Holt 
Kathy Juncker 
Janine Larmand 
Hugh Perkins 
 
Facilitator & Scribe: Dwight Scott Wolfe (Roxanne Yanishewski & Associates) 
 
 

1. Welcome & Introductions  

a. Welcome by the chair of the PAG Subcommittee 

2. Reviewed Agenda - Agenda accepted. 

3. Reviewed Minutes – PAG Subcommittee adopted December 7, 2006 Subcommittee 
minutes as written. 

4. Presentation by Manning, Cooper & Associates on “Old Forest Quality Indicators in 
the Prince George Forest District” 

a. See attached presentation. 

b. Discussion: 

1. Concerns about the resolution – too broad 
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2. Concern that model does not adequately address quality old forest greater 
that 250 years of age  

3. Questions regarding reasons for using the identified suite of “Additive” 
Indicators. 

4. Discussion of whether other indicators would be more useful as “Intrinsic” 
indicators 

5. Discussion about the identified suite of “Intrinsic” indicators and the potential 
for bias in the model. 

6. Concerns about the small amount of high quality old forest identified in the 
Plateau given the input parameters used. 

7. Acknowledgement that the approach and framework are relevant and that 
more detailed spatial analysis is required. 

c. Recommendations to Licensee Committee 

1. Change “Patch” to “Polygon” in MCA report 

2. Add Ecosystem Rarity and Site Series as “Intrinsic” indicators. 

3. Small Scale: Needs to be broken down to smaller scale with a different set of 

“Intrinsic” indicators tailored to the Natural Disturbance Unit / 

Biogeoclimatic Ecosystem Classification (BEC) scale 

4. Aesthetic and Economic Values – can a similar formula be identified and 

assessed? 

5. In the Plateau, explore relative value of uncommon old patches of species 

other than Pine (additive indicator). 

6. The system (model) works and the process for fine tuning is good – needs 

more detail. 

7. Take recommendations from sub-committee and revise model inputs and 

report back to sub-committee. 

8. A good approach to identify “Old Growth”. Not as good for identifying 

“Antique” forest. 

9. In the wetter BEC subzones, the model may need to be run at the sub-zone 

level. 

5. Next steps:  Licensee Steering Committee will take recommendations from the PAG 
sub-committee and work with Manning, Cooper & Associates to refine the model and 
results: 
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a. Model is currently running on too broad of a scale for Indicator and Strategy 
development. 

b. Need to identify a “final” scale that can be user to provide information for 
Indicator and Strategy development. 

c. Look at developing focused Indicators and Strategies in the quality old growth 
areas of the wetter BEC subzones. 

6. Next Meeting: 

a. Old Growth Sub-Committee Meeting: TBD 

7. Actions 

 

ID# ACTION WHO DEADLINE STATUS 

     

     

     

 



PG SFMP Public Advisory Group  
March 1, 2007 Meeting Evaluation 

 

Please evaluate the PG SFMP Public Advisory Group process 
using the following scale of 1-5:  
 

1=very poor, 2=poor, 3=average, 4=good, 5=very good 
 
Meetings and PAG process    
1. Was an agenda pre-published?     
2. Were most members involved?    
3. Were advisors prepared?     
4. Were PAG Terms of Reference followed?   
5. Were actions updated?     
6. Was time allocated wisely?     
7. Were decisions summarized?    
8. Was focus on consensus decision making?   
9. Was there a positive atmosphere?    
10. Were you satisfied with the meeting?    
11. Are you satisfied with the PAG process?   
12. How timely was the information?    
13. How satisfied are you with the  
  information provided ?     
 

Comments:       
        
         
 
Facilitator 
The facilitator:  
1. strived for consensus decision-making?   
2. kept the meeting focused?     
3. kept the meeting moving?     
4. remained neutral on content issues?    
5. encouraged open communication?    
6. tolerated and smoothed conflict?    
7. obtained technical expertise (when needed)?  
8. captured documentation?     
9. actively listened?      
10. came prepared and organized?    
 

Comments:       
        
         
 
Meeting Logistics 
1. Was the Civic Centre location convenient?   
2. Was the timing of the meeting convenient?   
3. Was the meeting room adequate?    
4. Was the food and beverage good?    
 

Comments:       
        
         
 
Your Suggestions 
Please list three ways the PG SFMP Advisory Committee 
can improve subsequent PAG meetings: 
  

1.         
         
 

2.         
         
 

3.         
         
 
General Comments 
        
        
         
        
         
 
Please indicate who you are: 
 

 PAG Member   Observer             Other 
 Advisor    First Nation  
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 PAG Member   Observer             Other 
 Advisor    First Nation  
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8-Jun-06 4.6 3.9 4.6 4.6 4.9 4.6 4.5 4.5 4.7 4.6 4.5 4.4 4.7 4.8 4.6 4.5 4.8 4.8 4.8 4.8 4.8 4.8 4.7 4.7 4.6 4.8 4.9

2-Nov-06 4.7 4.1 4.6 4.4 4.6 4.4 4.4 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.1 4.4 4.1 4.3 4.4 4.8 4.3 4.4 4.7 4.3 4.7 4.3 4.6 4.7 4.4 4.7 4.7

23-Nov-06 4.6 4.5 5.0 4.4 4.0 4.6 4.0 4.2 4.6 4.7 4.1 4.5 4.7 4.6 4.6 4.7 4.6 4.6 4.9 4.8 4.6 4.8 5.0 4.4 4.3 4.8 4.6

7-Dec-06 5.0 4.8 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.8 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.8 5.0 4.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.7 5.0 4.7

18-Jan-07 5.0 4.3 4.0 4.0 4.6 4.0 4.5 4.1 4.5 4.0 4.2 4.2 4.6 4.6 4.4 4.2 4.8 4.8 4.8 4.7 4.7 4.8 4.8 4.9 4.9 4.9 4.9

1-Mar-07 4.9 4.8 5.0 4.9 5.0 4.6 4.6 4.8 5.0 4.7 4.6 4.7 4.6 4.9 4.9 4.8 4.9 4.9 4.9 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.9 5.0 4.9 5.0 5.0

MQ1 MQ2 MQ3 MQ4 MQ5 MQ6 MQ7 MQ8 MQ9 MQ10 MQ11 MQ12 MQ13 FQ1 FQ2 FQ3 FQ4 FQ5 FQ6 FQ7 FQ8 FQ9 FQ10 PQ1 PQ2 PQ3 PQ4
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