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Fort St. John Pilot Project 2006-2007 Annual Report-Final

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Highlights of 2006-2007

e Commencement of harvesting on Pulpwood Agreement 12 to supply deciduous fibre to
Canfor'sTaylor Pulp mill and the Peace Valley OSB plant.

e Commencement of harvesting on FL A56771, a coniferous forest licence jointly held by
West Moberly First Nation (Dunne-za LP) and Canfor.

» Coordinated effort between BCTS and the licencee participants to complete the timely
salvage logging of 643 hectares of timber damaged by fire in 2006 in the Wonowon and
North Blueberry Operating Areas.

e Initial detection in the Fort St. John TSA of the Mountain Pine Beetle occurred during the
summer of 2006. An aggressive survey program identified approximately 38,768 trees in
425 sites. Approximately 4,276 infested trees in 365 small sites were felled and burnt
during the winter of 2006/07. In the heaviest hit area (Farrell Creek), with the
cooperation of the MOFR, four small-scale salvage blocks on crown land were
harvested in March. This removed 14 sites ( 40.4 ha) having an estimated 23,309
infested trees. The remaining identified infestations(46 sites) from 2006 are planned for
pheromone trapping in the spring of 2007 to hold the beetles in the stands, followed by
harvesting in the fall and winter of 2007-2008.

o CSA recertification of the Defined Forest Area on October 17, 2006.

Summary of Participants Consistency with the Landscape Level Strategies

The participants’ progress in implementing the landscape level strategies contained in the
SFMP, as measured by the degree of achievement of the target or acceptable variance of the
regulatory indicators, is detailed in Section 11 (page 80-88), and summarized as follows:

Timber Harvesting Strategy- Activities were consistent with the targets or acceptable variances
on 100% (7 of 7) of the FSJPPR Section 42 performance indicators, and 91% (10 of 11) of all
SFMP indicators (regulatory and CSA indicators) linked to the Timber Harvesting Strategy. The
non-conformance related to 100% conventional harvest systems being utilized (indicator # 49)
falling outside the target range of 95-99%.

Access Management Strategy- Activities were consistent with the targets or acceptable
variances on 100% (1 of 1) of the Section 42 performance indicators, and 100% (3 of 3) of all
SFMP indicators (regulatory and CSA indicators) linked to the Access Management Strategy.
Patch Size, Seral Stage and Adjacency Strategy- Activities were consistent with the targets or
acceptable variances on 100% (3 of 3) of the Section 42 performance indicators, and 100% (2
of 2) of the Section 35 (6) performance standard indicators linked to the Patchsize, Seral Stage
and Adjacency Strategy.

Riparian Management Strategy- Activities were consistent with the targets or acceptable
variances on 100% (5 of 5) of the Section 42 performance indicators linked to the Riparian
Management Strategy

Visual Quality Management Strategy- Activities were consistent with the targets or acceptable
variance for the Section 42 performance indicator linked to the Visual Quality Strategy.

Forest Health Management Strategy- Activities were consistent with the targets or acceptable
variances on 100% (4 of 4) of the Section 42 performance indicators, and 100% (5 of 5) of all
SFMP indicators linked to the Forest Health Management Strategy.

Range and Forage Management Strategy- Activities were consistent with the targets or
acceptable variances on 100% (2 of 2) of the Section 42 performance indicators, and 100% (3
of 3) of all SFMP indicators linked to the Range and Forage Management Strategy.

10/30/2007 ii



Reforestation Strategy (conifer)- Activities were consistent with the targets or acceptable
variances on 100% (1 of 1) Section 42 performance indicators, and 100% (3 of 3) of all SFMP
indicators linked to the Reforestation Strategy.

Summary of Changes to the Indicator’s or their Status

The following table summarizes non-conformances to indicators, and proposed revisions to
indicator statements, targets, or monitoring methodology noted in the Annual Report (note that
indicators in red text refer to those related to regulatory requirements under the FSJPPR). The
page number of the indicator writeup is shown in paranthesis following the indicator’s title:

6 Coarse Woody Debris (pg 19)

Minor revision to the Monitoring Procedure to
clarify the timing of monitoring. CWD plots were
measured on five blocks logged under the
FSJPPR, up to the end of the reporting period.
Data collected to this date shows the participants
are consistent with this indicator.

12 Caribou (pg 25)

While there are currently no proposed revisions to
this indicator or the target at this time, the
participants are working with the government on
the UWR and WHA projects for the northern
ecotype caribou, and the associated General
Wildlife Measures for the areas. The participants
will review the indicator to determine if revisions
are required following the approval of the GWM's.

Ungulate Winter Ranges, Wildlife

16 Habitat Areas,& MKMA (pg 28)

One revision necessary to both the indicator and
target statement in order to be consistent with the
latest policy direction of government. There are
no specific “objectives” for UWR areas. Forest
management practices will be guided by the
general wildlife measures, when they have been
developed and approved. General wildlife
measures are results-based measures. General
wildlife measures for UWRs are developed
specifically for a regional area (eg. the Fort St.
John T.S.A)). Also a minor revison to the
Acceptable Variance to remove reference to
MWLAP and add MOE.

19 Graham Merch Area (pg 32)

April 31,2007 marked the completion of Harvest
Perid # 1 (June 1998-April 2007) for initial
assessment of conformance to this indicator. The
total area harvested was 3,515.6 ha, which is less
than the maximum allowable area of 3,638 ha.

22 River Corridors (pg 36)

Minor revision to the Acceptable Variance to allow
for exceptions for forest health treatment plans in
these areas.
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25 Forest Health (pg 39)

Minor changes to the wording of the indicator
statement, target and acceptable variance to
clarify intent and allow for changes to treatment
plans. 2006 was the first year of significant forest
health management efforts in the TSA, with
aggressive detection and treatment plans
developed and implemented to address the influx
of mountain pine beetle into the Fort St. John
TSA.

28 Species Composition (pg 42)

No changes are proposed to the indicator or
target. However, revisions to the monitoring
procedures for this indicator will now compare the
planted species percentages to the cruise species
percentage estimates rather than the scaled
species percentage estimates.

34 Peak Flow Index (pg 49)

A detailed watershed assessment was completed
on one BC Timber Sales License block (TSL
A63404) that had harvest initiation within the
reporting period.

Water Quality Concern Rating

35
(pg 54)

Non-conformance noted. While the WQCR met
the target for inactive roads, on active roads the
target was exceeded. A training workshop was
held in the fall of 2007 for Canfor staff and
contractor foremen, to improve awareness.
Another workshop is tentatively planned for the
spring of 2008, for equipment operators and
foreman.

49 Harvest Systems (pg 64)

Non-conformance noted. 100% of the area
harvested by the participants was harvested using
ground-based harvesting equipment. The variance
range for this indicator is 85% to 99%.

Value and Number of of Contracts

55
(pg 71)

Non-conformance noted. Only 30% of the total
value of contracts was tendered during the
reporting period, partly due to the urgency to
complete expedited salvage of fire damaged
timber and mountain pine beetle infestations.

56 Conformance to Elements Pertinent
to Treaty Rights (pg 72)

Non-conformance noted due to non-conformance
related to indicator 35- Water Quality Concern
Rating.

For the period of April 1, 2006 to March 31, 2007, the participants achieved the
performance indicator objectives on 27of 27 legal landscape level strategy indicators
(Section 42 of the FSJPPR, or affecting Part 3 Division 5 of the FSJPPR-see page 80).

Overall, the participants were consistent withthe performance indicator objectives or
variances on 57 of 61 CSA SFM indicators.
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