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Executive Summary
Canadian Kraft Paper’s Sustainable Forest Management (SFM) Plan for the Defined Forest Area
(DFA) – Manitoba’s Forest Management Licence (FML) Area No.2 – first received Canadian
Standards Association (CSA) certification in October 2004 under the Z809-02 standard. The
SFM Plan was revised in 2014 to meet the updated Z809-08 standard and again revised in 2018
to meet the Z809-16 standard. Reporting on the 2017 indicators was completed in 2018 following
completion of the 2018 SFM Plan and therefore was evaluated against the requirements of the
current Z809-16 standard.
Forest management on the FML Area No. 2 is authorized under the Manitoba Environment Act
- Environment Act Licence No. 2302 E R (extended to December 31, 2019). Under that Licence,
the existing Forest Management Plan (Repap Manitoba Inc. 1997-2009 Forest Management
Plan) has been extended to December 31, 2024. Additional forest management activities and
obligations are outlined under the Forest Management Licence Agreement for FML Area No. 2,
and the Forest Act.
A key component of the SFM Plan is the Environmental Management System (EMS). The EMS
ensures activities on the FML adhere to the “plan-do-check-act” model, which drives continual
improvement. The CKP EMS Committee met five times during 2017 to review incidents and
opportunities for improvement to the EMS.
The Sustainable Forest Management Committee (SFMC) met four times in 2017 to discuss
different aspects of the SFM Plan, and undertake educational presentations and tours. Progress
of the SFM plan is reviewed with the SFMC and reported annually in this report. The SFMC is
satisfied with the content and conduct of meetings as evidenced in the SFMC feedback surveys.
The CSA Z809-16 certification requires a periodic third-party external re-certification audit with
annual external surveillance audits. The SFM plan was audited by SAI Global in May-June of
2018 as part of the registration audit for the Z809-16 standard.
Highlights from the 2018 audit were:
• EMS Guide-980: Nesting Bird Protection Operational Guideline, updated April 2018 is
comprehensive regarding bird protection and management.
• #3 – Excellent retention of standing trees both in-block and at the edge of the block.
Retained trees included single trees, clumps including merchantable trees, stubs, and
advanced regeneration.
• #26/27 – Comprehensive documentation package for these indicators (e.g. Indicator #26
- 2017 Contractor meeting package with detailed agenda, minutes, meeting attendee list
/ Indicator #27 – Aboriginal Issues and Concerns Table, Public Concerns Table, Training
Session Tracking).
Issues from the 2018 audit were:
• Relating to #26 – CKPI Woodlands EMS Manual, Section 7.0 – Support, states the
company has developed a matrix summarizing job categories regarding environmental
training needs of woodlands staff and for relevant contractors. The matrix is in place for
CKPI staff but not relevant contractors at this point.
Corrective action is being undertaken to correct this issue.
Documents relating to the SFM activities on the DFA, including this SFM Annual Report, are
available on the website at www.canadiankraftpaper.com.
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Introduction
The purpose of this 2017 Sustainable Forest Management (SFM) Annual Report is to document
the processes and activities undertaken in fulfillment of commitments made in the SFM Plan for
the Defined Forest Area (DFA) – Forest Management Licence (FML) Area No. 2. The SFM
Annual Report provides an overall review of progress made, successes achieved, shortcomings
identified, emerging issues, future plans and corrective actions as required.
The SFM Plan and ongoing implementation processes have been developed by Canadian Kraft
Paper Industries Ltd. (also referenced as CKP or the Company) to demonstrate to the public,
government regulators and to its customers, the Company’s commitment to SFM and to public
participation in its forest management processes.
The Company’s SFM Plan was originally created in 2004 to meet the requirements of the
Canadian Standards Association (CSA) Z809-02 Standard. In 2012 the SFM Plan was revised
to meet the Z809-08 Standard. In March of 2018 the SFM Plan was revised to meet the Z80916 Standard.
The SFM Plan includes implementation of a SFM system to evaluate and improve the SFM
performance framework. The SFM performance framework, as detailed in section 5.4 of the SFM
Plan, is comprised of a total of 38 Company indicators. Each Company indicator takes the format
of a “fact sheet” stating applicable CSA-SFM Element(s), CSA-SFM Core Indicator(s), and a
locally-derived value, objective, and target. The Company indicators were developed through
the Company’s SFM public participation process of the Sustainable Forest Management
Committee (SFMC). The SFMC, as described in Sections 4.3 and 4.4 of the SFM Plan, is a
public advisory group with representation from various backgrounds across the DFA.
Each Company indicator target of the performance framework is measured and evaluated
annually and is referred to as an indicator report. The individual indicator reports are detailed in
Appendix I.
For a description of the DFA – FML Area No. 2 – to which this SFM Annual Report pertains, and
for details on the SFM system being utilized by the Company on the DFA, refer to the SFM Plan
which is available on the website at www.canadiankraftpaper.com. Other reports and
publications pertaining to the SFM system and forest management processes on the DFA are
also available at the website.
As the sole Forest Management Licence holder for FML Area No. 2 DFA, Canadian Kraft Paper
continues to take responsibility for the lead role in maintaining the SFM system for the DFA. The
Company continues to work closely on an ongoing basis with the various interested parties in
planning and implementing sustainable forest management on the DFA. This continues to build
on past experiences and developed partnerships, including the development process for the
SFM Plan itself.
In addition to this SFM Annual Report, the Company is responsible to prepare and submit a
Forest Management Annual Report to Manitoba Sustainable Development (SD) to follow-up on
all forest management activities undertaken on the DFA as compared to the proposals of the
related Operating Plan (OP). These annual reports are also available on the Company’s website.
As reported in the SFM Plan, the SFM system for the DFA is closely aligned with the Company’s
ISO-14001 registered Environmental Management System (EMS) for forest management
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activities on the DFA. The EMS was originally registered in January of 2003 and has continued
its ISO registration to date. As part of the process improvement and adaptive management
process the Company undertook a review and update of the EMS to more closely integrate the
requirements of the CSA Z809 standard within the EMS.
The EMS provides supporting infrastructure for the SFM system for the DFA. The roles and
responsibilities of the Company and its staff in terms of implementing and maintenance of the
EMS is outlined in the Company’s EMS Manual as well as Standard Operating Procedures
(SOPs).
The Company Forestry Superintendent is the EMS and the SFM Champion responsible for
implementation and maintenance of the EMS and SFM systems. The Forestry Superintendent
has coordination responsibilities, particularly relating to liaison with the SFMC, in fulfilment of
maintaining the SFM system.
The Forestry Superintendent is also the EMS Committee chairperson. The EMS committee
reviews SOPs annually, develops action plans to address corrective action for any identified nonconformances, schedules training sessions, reviews and makes recommendations to top
management of any suggestions for process improvement brought forward and provides for
follow-up with appropriate staff on any outstanding tasks for corrective action identified in the
EMS. The scope of the EMS Committee at CKP also includes ongoing review requirements for
the SFM process. In 2017 the EMS Committee met five times
All Canadian Kraft Paper employees take part in fulfillment of responsibilities to ensure that all
legislation and regulations are followed and that Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs)
contained within the EMS are adhered to. All employees are responsible to actively participate
in environmental management in the fulfillment of the Company’s Environmental and
Sustainable Forest Management Policies. This work has included roles in the monitoring and
reporting of indicators as reported in this SFM Annual Report.
As described in the SFM Plan, CKP contractors and DFA workers, Manitoba Government staff,
timber sale operators on the DFA, and other stakeholders continue to play a role in the
implementation of SFM for the DFA.
This SFM Annual Report will be made available to the public via the Canadian Kraft Paper
website at www.canadiankraftpaper.com.
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Sustainable Forest Management Committee (SFMC)
The primary role of the SFMC is the review of the company’s performance to the SFM Plan as
reported through the SFM Plan indicators. It also has a significant role in making
recommendations on ways and means to improve the plan for the DFA. This is an adaptive
management and continual improvement model for the area. At the same time, it is useful for
this same committee to be involved in the other tasks of FMP and OP review and other public
participation roles in forest management on the DFA in order to assist in discussion and
resolution of any issues relevant to SFM on the DFA and to maximize the learning and
effectiveness of the committee.
The SFM Committee met four times in 2017:
• March 2
• May 25
• September 14
• November 9
On March 2, the SFMC received an Operating Plan presentation from the Company Operations
Forester and Forestry Superintendent. On May 25, the SFMC received a field tour of the
Opaskwayak Hydroponic Garden. On September 14, the SFMC received a field tour of the CKP
paper mill shutdown and superheater replacement.
No review of the 2016 indicator reports took place in 2017. This was due to the late timing of
development of the 2016 SFM Indicator Report in November of 2017. Committee review of the
2016 Indicator Report, this 2017 SFM Annual Report, and the updated SFM Plan (2018) will take
place in 2018 and will be documented in the 2018 SFM Annual Report.
Revisions to the Company’s SFM Plan in 2017 include:
• Indicator 1.2.2.2.1 (CKPI Indicator #6) to update title of act from Manitoba Endangered
Species Act (MESA) to Manitoba Endangered Species and Ecosystems Act (MESEA).
• Indicator 1.1.4.1.2/3.1.2.1.1 (CKPI Indicator #3) changed target to remove requirement
of conducting post-harvest ground surveys to determine the quantity of coarse woody as
measured in volume/hectare. The new target includes a coarse woody debris
management strategy for each harvest block as documented on the EMS tailgate form.
Tailgate discussions will take place with harvesting, chipping, scarification and debris
burning contractors. Monitoring of the debris management strategy takes place during
operations inspections as documented on the EMS Operations Inspection Form.
Corresponding with the revision of this indicator is the development of a new EMS
Operational Guideline – Selecting Leave Trees and Coarse Woody Debris – to assists
the contractors with the importance and practice of leaving coarse woody debris. The
new indicator aims to provide better contractor awareness of coarse woody debris and
therefore more effective management. Committee discussions took place at May 25,
September 14 and November 9 meetings with committee acceptance of the changes at
the November 9 meeting.
More information on involvement of the SFMC can be found in Appendix 1.
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SFM Performance Framework
Updates to SFM Plan Indicators
Resulting from the scheduled revision of the CSA-SFM Standard to Z809-16, a major update of
the SFM Plan was undertaken and finalized in 2018. The update included evaluating the existing
indicators which resulting in some indicators being moved or amalgamated. The most
noteworthy change in the updated plan is re-organization of the SFM performance framework to
include the creation of “CKPI indicators” which in turn reference the core indicators in the CSASFM standard, as indicated in section 5.4 of the SFM Plan. The change was made as an
opportunity to more-efficiently complete the annual reporting requirements with removal of
duplication of indicator reports.

Review of 2017 Performance Framework
The performance framework for the SFM System being implemented for the DFA consists of
values, objectives, indicators and targets to address each of the CSA-SFM Elements associated
with the CSA SFM Z809-16 Standard. Updates to the performance framework are noted above.
This framework was developed through the public participation process associated with the
development of the SFM Plan, led by the work of the SFMC for the values in place across the
DFA (described in further detail in the SFM Plan).
For each of the performance indicators in the performance framework, a Woodlands staff
member, namely a “Champion”, was assigned responsibility to oversee follow-up and to ensure
that monitoring, measurement and reporting is undertaken as required. Table 1 lists the
indicators and the associated Champion.

Table 1: CSA SFM Performance Indicator Staff Champions
CKPI
Indicator
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10A
10B

Indicator
Champion
Jeanne Besaw
Matthew Forbes
Erik Quiring
Paul Chapman
Mike Paddock
Matthew Forbes
Jeanne Besaw
Jeanne Besaw
Matthew Forbes
Matthew Forbes
Matthew Forbes

11

Mike Paddock

12A
12B
12C
13A
13B
14
15
16
17

Shayne Elliott
Jeanne Besaw
Erik Quiring
Shayne Elliott
Shayne Elliott
Jeanne Besaw
Jeanne Besaw
Shayne Elliott
Jeanne Besaw

18

Erik Quiring

CKPI Indicator Title
Forest cover composition of reforested cutover areas
Harvest levels in cubic metres as compared to the AAC
Abundance of residual stand structure
Amount and distribution of coarse woody debris
Woodland caribou habitat for priority herds
Staff awareness of current SARA and MESEA lists for DFA
Proportion of regeneration comprised of native species
Percentage of areas planted with stock from the same or approved government seed zone
Percentage of harvest blocks subject to Pre-harvest Forest Investigation (PHFI) surveys
Protected Areas and ASIs recognized in forest management plans (FMP and OP)
Protected Areas and ASIs recognized in forest management plans (FMP and OP)
Proposed all-weather roads reviewed for the potential for the occurrence of heritage
resources
Limit extent and duration of in-block seasonal roads and landings (%)
Limit extent and duration of in-block seasonal roads and landings (renewal)
Limit extent and duration of in-block seasonal roads and landings (road closure)
Amount of area in all-weather roads (Categories 1 & 2) in place at any given time (%)
Amount of area in all-weather roads (Categories 1 & 2) in place at any given time (closure)
Harvest blocks are regenerated as soon as possible
Provision of information on insects and disease to SD for the DFA
Company caused forest fires
Recurrence mistletoe infections in regenerating stands
Adherence to work permit conditions and the Company’s EPPs/SOPs guiding the
Company’s and contractor forestry operations on the DFA including those pertaining to
rutting, protection of non-timber values, and for operations adjacent to watercourses
including buffers and the handling and storage of fuels, lubricants and herbicides

Page 7 of 51

CKPI
Indicator

Indicator
Champion

19

Matthew Forbes

20
21
22

Shayne Elliott
Paul Chapman
Tony Catalano

23

Wally Quiring

24

Joyce Totte

25

Paul Chapman

26
27

Joyce Totte
Joyce Totte

28A

Matthew Forbes

28B

Matthew Forbes

29

Joyce Totte

30
31A
31B
31C
31D
32

Paul Chapman
Matthew Forbes
Paul Chapman
Matthew Forbes
Matthew Forbes
Paul Chapman

33

Wally Quiring

34

Wally Quiring

35A

Wally Quiring

35B

Wally Quiring

36A

Matthew Forbes

36B

Paul Chapman

36C

Matthew Forbes

36D

Matthew Forbes

37A

Mike Paddock

37B

Joyce Totte

38

Matthew Forbes

CKPI Indicator Title
Proportion of watershed or water management areas with recent stand-replacing
disturbance
Condition of stream crossings and roadways in terms of erosion control
Net carbon uptake
Level of awareness of Woodlands staff of effects of unnecessary vehicle idling
Evidence the organization has co-operated with other forest-dependent businesses, forest
users, and the local community to strengthen and diversify the local economy
Extent of local involvement in forest operations in the DFA
The Company’s understanding and practices based upon current and emerging knowledge
and recommended practices
Training and awareness opportunities for contractors on the DFA
Level of investment in training and skills development
Training members of the Forest Resource Advisory Committees (FRAC) and the SFM
Committee
Training members of the Forest Resource Advisory Committees (FRAC) and the SFM
Committee
Access of the broad public to information on SFM, FMP and OP plans and related public
participation processes
Degree of satisfaction with the public participation component of the planning process
Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation in general
Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation in general
Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation in general
Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation in general
Availability of summary information on issues of concern to the public
Evidence of co-operation with DFA-related workers and their unions to improve and
enhance safety standards, procedures, and outcomes in all DFA-related workplaces and
affected communities (Truck haul safety program)
Evidence of co-operation with DFA-related workers and their unions to improve and
enhance safety standards, procedures, and outcomes in all DFA-related workplaces and
affected communities. (Safety topics at annual meeting)
Evidence that a worker safety program has been implemented and is periodically reviewed
and improved (Contractors safety plans)
Evidence that a worker safety program has been implemented and is periodically reviewed
and improved (Staff safety program)
Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation for
Aboriginal communities
Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation for
Aboriginal communities
Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation for
Aboriginal communities
Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation for
Aboriginal communities
Documentation of public participation process followed, community meetings, concerns
raised and strategies/mitigation developed to address concerns of local Aboriginal and other
communities and non-timber resource users within forest management plans for the DFA
(FMP, OP, Forest Road Development Plans)
Documentation of public participation process followed, community meetings, concerns
raised and strategies/mitigation developed to address concerns of local Aboriginal and other
communities and non-timber resource users within forest management plans for the DFA
(FMP, OP, Forest Road Development Plans)
Percentage of Woodlands staff who have participated in Aboriginal, treaty rights and cultural
awareness sessions

Total: 51
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Summary of Performance Framework Assessment
This 2017 SFM Annual Report provides the opportunity for the Company to communicate how
the SFM Policy and Plan commitments are being implemented and how continual improvement
is being made relating the SFM System. From the assessment of the performance indicators
the following discussion summarizes findings in terms of: emerging issues being encountered;
future plans; corrective actions required; and, management commitments for moving forward.
The indicator assessments are based on the calendar year (January 1-December 31, 2017) with
the exception of the following:
•

Assessed from April 1, 2017 to March 31, 2018
o #3 – Abundance of residual stand structure – individual standing tree surveys
• Assessed from April 1, 2016 to March 31, 2017
o # 2 – Harvest levels in cubic metres as compared to the AAC.
o # 3 – Abundance of residual stand structure – residual patches
o # 9 – Percentage of harvest blocks subject to Pre-harvest Forest Investigation
(PHFI) surveys
o #10 – Protected Areas and ASIs recognized in forest management plans (FMP
and OP)
o #12 – Limit extent and duration of in-block seasonal roads and landings
• Assessment based on a seven-year reporting period
o #19 – Proportion of watershed or water management areas with recent standreplacing disturbance
Of the 51 targets (including sub-targets):
• 0 were not met
• 5 were met using the variance
• 1 was considered on track to being met
• 1 was not active during 2017
• 44 were met outright
Highlights from the 2018 audit were:
• EMS Guide-980: Nesting Bird Protection Operational Guideline, updated April 2018 is
comprehensive regarding bird protection and management.
• #3 – Excellent retention of standing trees both in-block and at the edge of the block.
Retained trees included single trees, clumps including merchantable trees, stubs, and
advanced regeneration.
• #26/27 – Comprehensive documentation package for these indicators (e.g. Indicator #26
- 2017 Contractor meeting package with detailed agenda, minutes, meeting attendee list
/ Indicator #27 – Aboriginal Issues and Concerns Table, Public Concerns Table, Training
Session Tracking).
Issues from the 2018 audit were:
• Relating to #26 – CKPI Woodlands EMS Manual, Section 7.0 – Support, states the
company has developed a matrix summarizing job categories regarding environmental
training needs of woodlands staff and for relevant contractors. The matrix is in place for
CKPI staff but not relevant contractors at this point.
Corrective action is being undertaken to correct this issue.
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Appendix I
DFA Indicator Performance Reports for 2017
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CKPI Indicator

#1. Forest cover composition of reforested cutover areas

CSA Core Indicator(s)

1.1.1 Ecosystem area by type
1.1.2 Forest area by type or species composition
1.2.3 and 2.1.2 Proportion of regeneration comprised of native species
2.1.1 and 4.1.2 Reforestation success
5.1.1 Documentation of the diversity of timber and non-timber resources including products and
services produced in the DFA
100% of all harvested areas to be reforested to the standards set in the SD FRA requirements.

Target
2017 Status
2017 Progress

On Track
In 2017 the company hired two contractors, Forsite Consultants Ltd. and Kaskittaw Construction
Company, to do free to grow surveys to the provincial standard. All workers on the program were
tested by Manitoba Sustainable Development and received certification to conduct FTG surveys.
10641.6 ha were surveyed in 2017, of which 9419 ha achieved FTG-softwood, and 450.7 ha were
FTG-mixedwood standard.
A further 655.8 ha met the NFTG-mixedwood or softwood standard which indicates a reduction in
the density of hardwood stems will result in a FTG block. Herbicide treatments were scheduled for
all of those blocks.
Zero ha met the N standard (hardwood dominated mixed wood).
116.1 ha were NSR. These are scheduled for follow up assessments for determining appropriate
treatment. This may include re-surveying, planting, and/or herbicide release over a period of years.
4.6 ha is scheduled for re-plant in 2018.
In 2017, the company applied herbicide to portions of blocks with significant hardwood competition
identified in previous surveys or other assessments in order to ensure FTG status. Glyphosate was
sprayed by helicopter on 1883 ha.
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CKPI Indicator

#2. Harvest levels in cubic metres as compared to the AAC

CSA Core Indicator(s)

1.1.3 Forest area by Seral stage or age class
2.1.4 Proportion of the calculated long term sustainable harvest level that is actually harvested
Harvest levels do not exceed Government approved AAC based on 5-year cut control policy.

Target
2017 Status
2017 Progress

Met
None of the 2015-20 cut control volumes were exceeded at the close of the 2016-17
operating year. No AAC levels were exceeded in the 2016-17 operating year. The closest
FMU to exceeding the AAC was 59 at 89% of the AAC.

FMU

2016-17
Harvest

50
53
58
59
67
68
69
83
84
85
87
89

0
17,054
19,156
83,292
59,314
0
0
34,233
1,492
517
1,452
0

2016-17
AAC
26,809
103,990
131,910
93,488
379,371
62,206
168,132
195,550
180,330
129,610
130,900
38,920

% of
AAC
0%
16%
15%
89%
16%
0%
0%
18%
1%
0%
1%
0%

2015-20 Cut
Control
Harvest
0
34,279
32,460
138,904
144,509
0
0
82,210
4,510
5,191
3,684
0

2015-20 Cut
Control
134,045
519,950
659,550
467,440
1,896,855
311,030
840,660
977,750
901,650
648,050
654,500
194,600

% 2015-20
Cut Control
0%
7%
5%
30%
8%
0%
0%
8%
1%
1%
1%
0%
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CKPI Indicator

#3. Abundance of residual stand structure

CSA Core Indicator(s)

1.1.4 Degree of within stand structure retention

Target

At least 5 standing trees (alive and dead) per hectare retained across harvested areas on a forest
section basis. Harvest modifications for insect or disease management requirements potentially
impacting retention results will be documented.
Met

2017 Status
2017 Progress

CKPI Indicator
CSA Core Indicator(s)
Target
2017 Status
2017 Progress

Standing tree surveys Operating year 2017/2018- 100% of DFA blocks surveyed
DFA average = 30.4 trees per hectare
all blocks were on the Saskatchewan River Forest Section
Patches Operating year 2016/2017
DFA average =79.6 patches per block
all blocks were on the Saskatchewan River Forest Section

#4. Amount and distribution of coarse woody debris
1.1.4 Degree of within stand structural retention
3.1.2 Level of downed woody debris
Document the communication and monitoring of a coarse woody debris management plan for all
harvest blocks. 100% of harvest blocks on the DFA will have a documented plan.
2018 new indicator, this was not active in 2017
This indicator was rolled out to contractors in 2018 and will be reported on next year.
The new target includes a coarse woody debris management strategy for each harvest block as
documented on the EMS tailgate form. Tailgate discussions will take place with harvesting,
chipping, scarification and debris burning contractors. Monitoring of the debris management
strategy takes place during operations inspections as documented on the EMS Operations
Inspection Form. Corresponding with the revision of this indicator is the development of a new
EMS Operational Guideline – Selecting Leave Trees and Coarse Woody Debris – to assists the
contractors with the importance and practice of leaving coarse woody debris. The new indicator
aims to provide better contractor awareness of coarse woody debris and therefore more effective
management. Committee discussions took place at May 25, September 14 and November 9
meetings with committee acceptance of the changes at the November 9 meeting.

CKPI Indicator
CSA Core Indicator(s)

Target
2017 Status
2017 Progress

#5. Woodland caribou habitat for priority herds
1.2.1 Degree of habitat protection for selected focal species, including species at risk
1.2.2 Degree of suitable habitat in the long term for selected focal species, including species at
risk
Develop and Implement a forest management strategy for one or more operating areas within
priority woodland caribou range within the DFA.
Met
The Woodland Caribou (Boreal population) is listed as a threatened species under Schedule 1 of
the federal Species At Risk Act (SARA) as well as the Manitoba Endangered Species and
Ecosystems Act (MESEA).
Canadian Kraft Paper and Manitoba Sustainable Development staff continued to meet every 2 to 3
months in “pre-mitigation” during which general discussion occurred around several potential
operating areas that are known to be used by caribou and, in many cases, have collared individuals
generating data. The goal of these discussions is to reach agreement on a forest management
strategy within the caribou range and that would come in the form of a Forest Road Development
Plan (FRDP). Discussions during 2017 included the Duval Road (Kississing and Naosap-Reed
ranges) and Dickstone Road (mainly Wheadon range but some overlapping portions of
Wimapedi-Wapisu and Naosap-Reed) areas. Discussions on the Mossy Portage (Bog range)
Operating Area progressed to the point of signing a FRDP and agreeing to a mosaic of harvest and
leave areas.
There were no harvest operations in DFA areas being managed for caribou during the 2016-17
year. Harvest records for 2016-17 operating year were compared to harvest deferral areas in
Hobbit, Naosap and Mossy Portage Operating Areas. No timber harvest occurred in any of the
deferral areas.
In 2017 Canadian Kraft Paper continued to be a member of the Northwest Region Caribou
Management Committee however no annual meeting was held and no Annual Report has been
made available by the Regional Wildlife staff.
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CKPI Indicator

#6. Staff awareness of current SARA and MESEA lists for DFA

CSA Core Indicator(s)

1.2.1 Degree of habitat protection for selected focal species, including species at risk

Target

100% of the Company’s Woodlands staff to undertake review of SARA and MESEA lists annually
2017 Status

2017 Progress

Met
Eight of eleven full-time staff reviewed the SARA-MESEA list as well as training materials for
species added to the list in a July training session. The other three full-time staff who missed initial
training completed training through self-study in either September or November of 2017. All
eleven full-time staff completed training in 2017.
One Harvesting Technician (term) hired late in November 2017 did not receive formal training
but did review the FOREST MANAGEMENT PLANNING AND OPERATING PRACTICES –
OPERATORS GUIDE dated September 12, 2017 which had the current list of Species at Risk list.
The company did not hire any term staff for the completion of summer field data collection.
Alternatively, full-time staff who received SARA-MESEA training completed this work.

CKPI Indicator

#7. Proportion of regeneration comprised of native species.

CSA Core Indicator(s)

1.2.3 Proportion of regeneration comprised of native species.
2.1.1 Reforestation success

Target

100% of planted areas utilize non-genetically modified stock from the same or approved seed zone
2017 Status

2017 Progress

Met
Canadian Kraft Paper is responsible for seed collection and all seeds to date have been collected
from wild stands or conventional (NON-GMO) seed orchards.
All seedlings planted in 2017 were either from the same seed zone that the seed came from or had
approval from Manitoba SD to plant seedlings from another seed zone.
Load slips from the nursery were reviewed at the time of delivery to ensure that all blocks planted
in 2017 were planted with seedlings of the correct/approved seed zone.
DO-210 and DO-214 (Zone 5) – planted 25.9 hectares with Black Spruce Zone 6 seedlings in Zone
5 (Estimated at 45,695 seedlings). The company received approval from SD before planting these
blocks.

CKPI Indicator

#8. Percentage of areas planted with stock from the same or approved government seed
zone

CSA Element(s)

1.3 Genetic Diversity

CSA Core Indicator

n/a
100% of planted areas utilize non-genetically modified stock from the same or approved seed zone

Target
2017 Status
2017 Progress

Met
Canadian Kraft Paper is responsible for seed collection and all seeds to date have been collected from wild
stands or conventional (NON-GMO) seed orchards.
All seedlings planted in 2017 were either from the same seed zone that the seed came from or had approval
from Manitoba SD to plant seedlings from another seed zone.
Load slips from the nursery were reviewed at the time of delivery to ensure that all blocks planted in 2017
were planted with seedlings of the correct/approved seed zone.
DO-210 and DO-214 (Zone 5) – planted 25.9 hectares with Black Spruce Zone 6 seedlings in Zone 5
(Estimated at 45,695 seedlings). The company received approval from SD before planting these blocks.
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CKPI Indicator

#9. Percentage of harvest blocks subject to Pre-harvest Forest Investigation (PHFI) surveys

CSA Core Indicator(s)

1.4.1 Protection of sites of special significance
1.4.2 Protection of identified sites with implemented management strategies
5.1.1 Documentation of the diversity of timber and non-timber resources including products and services
produced in the DFA
All harvest blocks will be subject to a PHFI survey prior to commencement of harvest

Target
Variance
2017 Status
2017 Progress

Blocks may be harvested without a PHFI if approved by the IRMT.
Met within Variance
Eleven softwood blocks were harvested on the DFA by either company contactors or quota holders. All blocks
were subject to a PHFI survey. However, one block – HY-33 – had a significant increase in harvest area over
the PHFI survey area. This block was reviewed by IRMT and approved prior to harvest.
LOCATION_DESC
BT-3-2016-HARV
HY-14-2016-HARV
HY-15-2016-HARV
HY-23-2016-HARV
HY-28-2016-HARV
HY-29-2016-HARV
HY-30-2016-HARV
HY-31-2016-HARV
HY-33-2016-HARV
LK-20-2016-HARV*
LK-22-2016-HARV*
*Softwood Quota

ACTUAL_YEAR
2016
2016
2016
2016
2016
2016
2016
2016
2016
2016
2016

AREA
160
70
62
57
22
48
70
65
61
3
15

PHFI
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

PHFI Area
334
83
57
55
41
60
99
90
17
118
108

Difference
174
13
-5
-2
19
12
29
25
-44
115
93

CKPI Indicator

#10. Protected Areas and ASIs recognized in forest management plans (FMP
and OP)

CSA Core Indicator(s)

1.4.2 Proportion of identified sites with implemented management strategies
5.1.1 Documentation of the diversity of timber and non-timber resources including products and
services produced in the DFA
(A) No harvesting proposed in recognized Protected Areas
(B) Any harvesting proposed for ASIs to require specific approval of OP and/or work permits
for the proposed harvest area from the IRMT
Met

Target

2017 Status
2017 Progress

All ASI and Protected Area boundaries are provided by Manitoba Sustainable Development (SD)
via the Manitoba Land Initiative (MLI) website. These boundaries will be indicated on the
Operating Plan (OP) maps. The current OP maps show boundaries of all Protected Areas and ASIs
including Provincial Parks, Park Reserves, Ecological Reserves and proposed Ecological Reserves
on the DFA.
(A)

Review of the 2017-2019 OP indicated no harvest was proposed on the DFA in any
recognized Park, Protected Area or Proposed Protected Area.

(B)

Review of the 2016-17 harvest (11 blocks) on the DFA indicated no harvesting
occurred in any ASI, Park or Protected Area.
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CKPI Indicator

#11. Proposed all-weather roads reviewed for the potential for the occurrence of
heritage resources

CSA Core Indicator(s)

1.4.1 Protection of sites of special significance
1.4.2 Proportion of identified sites with implemented management strategies
5.1.2 Evidence of open and respectful communications with forest dependent businesses, forest
users and local communities to integrate non-timber resources into forest management
planning. When significant disagreement occurs, efforts towards conflict resolution are
documented.
7.2.2 Evidence of understanding and use of Aboriginal knowledge through the engagement of
willing Aboriginal communities, using a process that identifies and manages culturally
important resources and values
100% of new all-weather roads to be reviewed for the potential for the presence of heritage
resources
Met

Target
2017 Status
2017 Progress

No new all-weather roads were constructed in 2017.
The Bignell Road project was looked at by an archaeological consultant for heritage resource
potential in 2017 and determined there was no need to investigate further given the assessment from
Historic Resources Branch (HRB). HRB also provided feedback on the Crow Lake Road requiring
a post impact assessment and recommending a pre-project heritage resource impact assessment
(HRIA). Neither was performed in 2017 due to the uncertain timing of the project.
Five draft FRDPs were submitted to MB in 2017, Bignell Road Phase I and Phase II (all-weather),
Pothier Lake Winter Road, Mossy Portage Winter Road and Frog Creek Winter Road. Three
FRDPs were signed off in 2017, Bignell Road Phase I, Pothier Lake Winter Road and Mossy
Portage Winter Road.
There were no heritage resources encountered during 2017 PHFI surveys. No blocks which had a
heritage site noted in the PHFI survey were harvested during the 2016-17 operating year.
The Heritage Sites GIS layer was updated in 2017
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CKPI Indicator

#12 Limit extent and duration of in-block seasonal roads and landings

CSA Core Indicator(s)

2.1.3 & 4.2.1 - Additions and deletions to the forest area
3.1.1 Level of soil disturbance

Target(s)

(A) Limit extent of in-block roads and bulldozed landings and campsites to less than 5% of total
harvested area each year
(B) Reduce duration of in-block roads and bulldozed landings and campsites by actively
prescribing and conducting a renewal action to compliment the block renewal strategy.
(C) Reduce disturbance to regenerating and re-vegetating in-block roads through access control
on class two roads leading in to them. Once harvest and renewal operations are completed in
operating areas. Road closure to occur within three years following final harvest.
(A) No variance from the target of less than 5% of total harvested area to be occupied by inblock roads and bulldozed landings and campsites on a forest section and DFA basis. Variation
on an individual cutblock basis is expected to occur, particularly related to the placement of any
campsites within a given cutblock area.
(B) All renewal strategies will consider road regeneration and at least 50% of roads and
landings will be planted or scarified for natural regeneration each year.
(C) Once harvest and renewal operations are completed in operating areas. Additional two
years if needed for completion of silvicultural activities. Government approval is required

Variance

2017 Status

2017 Progress

(A)Met
(B) Met
(C) Met- within variance
(A)% Areas occupied by Roads & Landings: (2016/2017 operating year)
Saskatchewan River 2.91%
DFA Total= 2.91%
(B) 29 cutblocks were treated in the renewal program in 2017. 29 were planted, 0 were scarified.
All blocks had a renewal strategy that addressed roads and landings. In all cases, roads that were
not required for future operations were planned for planting or scarification. In some cases, only
shoulders and edges of roads were able to be planted because of compression of road bed soils.
(C) One road was decommissioned in 2017 – Davidson.
At the end of 2017 there were 3 roads not listed as decommissioned on the ledger that the
harvest is complete on:
•

•

•

Little Atik – partial closure, 1.2 km open, last harvested 2006/07, was an
additional block there but a large portion of it was included in a more recent
TLE selection and the remainder not worth accessing, have been discussing
closure location with the Province over the last couple of years but haven’t
settled on it yet, limited use, not high priority
Talbot – harvest complete in 2004, road has been re-vegetating naturally, there
are no high risk (from safety or environmental perspective) crossings on this
road, some commercial activity (outfitting) taking place, mixed response from
the community on road decommissioning, no permit from the Province
Spruce – harvest complete in 1996, tertiary road off Talbot Road, has been revegetating naturally, there are no high risk (from safety or environmental
perspective) crossings on this road, potentially mis-categorized as Class 2 road,
should have been a Class 3 road, would be effectively cut off with
decommissioning of the Talbot Road
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CKPI Indicator

#13. Amount of area in all-weather roads (Categories 1 & 2) in place at any
given time

CSA Core Indicator(s)

2.1.3 & 4.2.1 -Additions and deletions to the forest area
3.1.1 Level of soil disturbance

Target (s)

(A) Total amount of Company Category 1 and 2 all-weather roadbed across the DFA not to exceed
half of one percent (0.5%) of the total productive forest land base
(B) Road closure to occur within three years following final harvest

Variance

2017 Status
2017 Progress

(A) No variance is acceptable in limiting Company all-weather roadbed to not exceed half of
one percent (0.5%)
(B) Additional two years if needed for completion of silvicultural activities. Government
approval is required
(A)
(B)
(A)
(B)

Met
Met- within variance
Class 1 & 2 roads occupy 0.0200 % of the total productive forest landbase in 2017
One road was decommissioned in 2017: 2017: Davidson – harvest completed in 2003
decommissioning has been discussed for several years but there are community issues
with Moose Lake and Grand Rapids. A permit was finally issued in 2017.

At the end of 2017 there were 3 roads not listed as decommissioned on the ledger that the
harvest is complete on:
•

•

•

Little Atik – partial closure, 1.2 km open, last harvested 2006/07, was an
additional block there but a large portion of it was included in a more recent
TLE selection and the remainder not worth accessing, have been discussing
closure location with the Province over the last couple of years but haven’t
settled on it yet, limited use, not high priority
Talbot – harvest complete in 2004, road has been re-vegetating naturally, there
are no high risk (from safety or environmental perspective) crossings on this
road, some commercial activity (outfitting) taking place, mixed response from
the community on road decommissioning, no permit from the Province
Spruce – harvest complete in 1996, tertiary road off Talbot Road, has been revegetating naturally, there are no high risk (from safety or environmental
perspective) crossings on this road, potentially mis-categorized as Class 2 road,
should have been a Class 3 road, would be effectively cut off with
decommissioning of the Talbot Road

CKPI Indicator

#14. Harvest blocks are regenerated as soon as possible

CSA Core Indicator(s)

2.1.3 & 4.2.1 -Additions and deletions to the forest area
3.1.1 Level of soil disturbance
5.1.1 Documentation of the diversity of timber and non-timber resources, including products and
services produced in the DFA
100% of all harvest blocks, for which the Company has renewal responsibility, receive a forest
renewal treatment within 3 years of harvest

Target
Variance

2017 Status
2017 Progress

Minor variances may occur in scheduling of initial renewal treatments for small areas to be
combined for treatment or for areas with limited access. No areas will be left beyond 5 years
without receiving initial prescribed treatment.
Met within Variance.
On the FML, 25 cutblocks were harvested in 2014 that were the responsibility of the company
for renewal. 3 blocks (AB-14, OF-1, and OF-4), did not meet the three year standard but have
not exceeded the 5 year variance. These blocks are scheduled for assessment in 2018 and
renewal in the spring of 2019 which will meet the 5 year requirement. These cutblocks total 224
ha.
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CKPI Indicator

#15. Provision of information on insects and disease to SD for the DFA

CSA Core Indicator(s)

2.1.3 Additions and deletions to the forest area

Target

Provide information annually to SD on insects and disease compiled from PHFI and FRA
surveys
2017 Status

2017 Progress

Met
PHFI survey reports are submitted with all harvest work permit requests. The 2016 PHFI health
data was forwarded to the Forest Health Branch of SD on March 30th, 2017. The 2017 PHFI
health data was collected but not submitted as of the end of 2017.
FTG Surveys were conducted on 146 complete blocks for a total of 10641.6 ha during 2017. The
two Free to Grow contractors, Forsite Consultants Ltd. And Kaskittaw Construction collected
forest health concerns as per the Manitoba Free To Grow Survey Manual 2014 by certified
surveyors. The 2017 FTG Ledger was sent to the Forestry Branch on November 15 th, 2017.

CKPI Indicator

#16. Company caused forest fires

CSA Core Indicator(s)

2.1.3 Additions and deletions to the forest area

Target

No forest fires occurring as a result of company operations.
2017 Status

2017 Progress

Met
The company had two machine fires start last summer. They were extinguished by the operator
and reported to the company. There was no loss of equipment nor forest.

CKPI Indicator

#17. Recurrence mistletoe infections in regenerating stands

CSA Core Indicator(s)

2.1.3 Additions and deletions to the forest area
Prevent re-infection of regenerating jack pine stands to achieve FRA certification status.

Target
2017 Status
2017 Progress

Met.
No mistletoe problems requiring special treatment were identified in blocks treated in 2017.
No blocks surveyed in 2017 were prevented from meeting Free to Grow status due to mistletoe
infection.

CKPI Indicator

#18. Adherence to work permit conditions and the Company’s EPPs/SOPs
guiding the Company’s and contractor forestry operations on the DFA
including those pertaining to rutting, protection of non-timber values, and
for operations adjacent to watercourses including buffers and the handling
and storage of fuels, lubricants and herbicides

CSA Core Indicator(s)

3.1.1 Level of soil disturbance
3.2.1 Proportion of watershed or water management areas with recent stand-replacing
disturbance
3.2.2 Proportion of forest management activities, consistent with prescriptions to protect
identified water features
5.1.1-Documentation of the diversity of timber and non-timber resources, including products
and services produced in the DFA
No major non-compliances, pertaining to rutting, protection of non-timber values, and for
operations adjacent to watercourses including buffers and the handling and storage of fuels,
lubricants and herbicides, with government work permit conditions for the Company’s and
contractor operations (major non-compliances are those that result in issuing of a “Summary
Procedure” or an “Indictment Notification” by SD)

Target

2017 Status
2017 Progress

Met
No major non-compliance occurred in 2017.
One soil disturbance occurred in 2017 but was caught and migrated before it exceeded the
tolerances of provincial guideline due to relatively small size of impacted area. This incident
occurred off the DFA.
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CKPI Indicator

#19. Proportion of watershed or water management areas with recent standreplacing disturbance

CSA Core Indicator)s)

3.2.1 Proportion of watershed or water management areas with recent stand-replacing
disturbance
3.2.2 Proportion of forest management activities, consistent with prescriptions to protect
identified water features
Monitor the percentage of productive Manitoba crown forest land in any watershed to have a
stand replacing event (fire or harvest) within the last 7 years.
Develop and implement an action plan within one year to protect watershed if stand replacing
events exceed 30% of productive Manitoba crown forest land.
Met

Target

2017 Status
2017 Progress

GIS analysis was completed to calculate percentage of disturbance from harvesting and fire on
all watersheds intersecting the DFA.
The most current data sets used were 2010-2016 for harvest and 2011-2017 for fire.
No watersheds reached the disturbance level of 30% of productive land so no action plans were
required. The watershed with highest disturbance level was 05KJ001 (Saskatchewan River at
The Pas), which covers the portion of the Saskatchewan River watershed downstream of The
Pas to Cedar Lake. The disturbance level was 26.8%, with over 93% of the disturbance due to
forest fire. The majority of the disturbance area is accredited to two fires both burning in 2015
– a 1180 ha fire on the MB-SK border and a 8480 ha fire south of Kelsey Lake.
For the 7 year period 2010-2016 the total percentage of productive forest land harvested was
0.49%.
The maximum disturbance from harvesting in any single watershed for that period was 3.53%.

Watershed
Code
04AFXXX

05KG001

05KH002

05KJ001
05KKF02
05KL001
05LC003A

05LD001

05LFS09
05SGS05
05SHWW
W
05TAF03
05TBF05
05TCXXX
05TDXXX

Watershed Name
FOX RIVER AT
MOUTH
STURGEON-WEIR
RIVER AT
PELICAN
NARROWS
CUMBERLAND
LAKE NEAR
CUMBERLAND
HOUSE
SASKATCHEWAN
RIVER AT THE
PAS
COWAN RIVER
SASKATCHEWAN
RIVER AT GRAND
RAPIDS
RED DEER LAKE
NEAR BARROWS
OVERFLOWING
RIVER AT
OVERFLOWING
RIVER
LAKE
WINNIPEGOSIS
SHORELINE
LAKE WINNIPEG
SHORELINE
WILLIAM RIVER
AT MOUTH
ELBOW LAKE
WUSKATASKO
RIVER
GRASS RIVER
BELOW
HALFWAY RIVER
GRASS RIVER AT
THE MOUTH

Total Inside
Manitoba
(Ha)

Productive
Land of
Watershed
Area (Ha)

Productive
Land 20102016 Harvest
Area (Ha)

Productive
Land 20112017 Fire
Area (Ha)

Burned
Harvest
Area
(Ha)

Total
Disturbed
Area
(Ha)

Disturbed
Percent
of Total

Disturbed
Percent of
Productive

1,665,404

511,266

-

38,462

-

38,462

2.3%

7.5%

229,143

108,998

2,429

111

9

2,531

1.1%

2.3%

211,459

59,634

2,107

5

-

2,112

1.0%

3.5%

268,280

38,640

775

9,709

111

10,373

3.9%

26.8%

919,455

313,659

5,582

4,147

73

9,656

1.1%

3.1%

610,753

163,113

967

933

-

1,900

0.3%

1.2%

152,033

92,414

706

94

-

800

0.5%

0.9%

247,246

41,449

110

246

-

356

0.1%

0.9%

515,968

272,536

1,379

5,494

-

6,872

1.3%

2.5%

212,604

84,929

884

1,552

-

2,436

1.1%

2.9%

234,520

110,631

252

8

-

260

0.1%

0.2%

325,607

148,120

200

13

0

213

0.1%

0.1%

492,969

174,566

1,392

556

0

1,948

0.4%

1.1%

352,396

115,527

88

452

0

540

0.2%

0.5%

451,312

215,577

540

44

-

584

0.1%

0.3%

05TEF01

APEGANAU LAKE

692,094

373,338

-

2,999

-

2,999

0.4%

0.8%

05TFF07

ISSETT LAKE

979,376

483,496

-

15,706

-

15,706

1.6%

3.2%
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05TGF06
CrossF03
05UCXXX
05UDF01

05UE005

06EAF12
06EBF18
05LD002

05UB003

MERIDIAN RIVER
NELSON RIVER
AT INLET TO
CROSS LAKE
MINAGO RIVER
AT THE MOUTH
DEVIL BROOK
NELSON RIVER
AT KELSEY
GENERATING
STATION
KAMUCHAWIE
LAKE
HUGHES RIVER
UPPER REGION
LAKE
WINNIPEGOSIS
AT DAWSON BAY
NELSON RIVER
AT WARREN
LANDING

924,822

422,673

209

13,653

-

13,862

1.5%

3.3%

699,642

169,275

-

426

-

426

0.1%

0.3%

385,566

105,913

144

34

-

177

0.0%

0.2%

904,099

364,004

519

1,439

-

1,959

0.2%

0.5%

453,131

171,399

-

22,056

-

22,056

4.9%

12.9%

1,246,089

682,836

3,437

42,566

2

46,002

3.7%

6.7%

1,781,439

883,581

-

99,834

-

99,834

5.6%

11.3%

2,075,833

561,192

-

347

-

347

0.0%

0.1%

3,652,690

457,659

-

7

-

7

0.0%

0.0%

20,683,931

7,126,427

21,719

260,893

195

282,417

1.4%

4.0%
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CKPI Indicator

#20. Condition of stream crossings and roadways in terms of erosion control

CSA Core Indicator(s)

3.2.2 Proportion of forest management activities, consistent with prescriptions to protect
identified water features
Construct and maintain stream crossings and roadways in a condition that prevents siltation and
blockage that results in serious impacts to commercial or recreational fish bearing water courses.

Target
2017 Status
2017 Progress

Met
All active roads (28 roads) were inspected in 2017. One road was closed in 2016 and one in
2017.
Road maintenance work was done on: Crossing Bay, Namew Mine/Sturgeon Landing,
Landry Lake and Halfway roads. This included repair, brush clearing, sign replacement,
culvert clearing and beaver trapping.

CKPI Indicator

#21. Net carbon uptake

CSA Core Indicator(s)

4.1.1 Net carbon uptake

Target

Track the volume of hog fuel produced on the DFA in the field for use in the manufacturing
plant and report annually on amount of fossil fuel displaced by its use.
2017 Status

2017 Progress

Met
Two separate power systems are used at the Kraft Paper mill – a power boiler and a lime kiln.
The power boiler is capable of generating heat using a combination of hog fuel, waste oil and
bunker C. KP estimate a maximum volume of 150,000 tonnes/year can be used in the boiler, a
minimum of 7.5 million l of waste oil (or bunker C) is required as well. Limitations in the hog
burning capabilities of the boiler and during high steam loads on the boiler, require the plant to
use fossil fuels to supplement. In addition, the grates of the boiler are not automated and need to
be raked, usually twice per day, at which time the hog fuel flow is stopped and replaced with
either fossil fuel. KP has a contract supply for up to 14 million litres of waste oil, after which
would have to consider burning bunker C.
The lime kiln is not able to burn biomass and requires about 7-8 million litres of bunker C
annually. It is a separate process from the power boiler.
150,000 tonnes of hog fuel would offset 36 million litres of waste oil or 31.5 million litres of
bunker C. This volume of fossil fuel (bunker C) would release 98,650,000 kg of CO2
Hog fuel production from hardwood sourced on the FML was 25,416 green tonnes. An
additional 5,133 green tonnes was produced from the DEAL processor from pulp logs sourced
from the FML. This is equivalent to 6,415,427 litres of bunker C which would have generated
19,888 tonnes of CO2 if burned.
In 2017 the power boiler burned 123,519 green tonnes of hog, 13,154,793 litres waste oil and
2,710,543 litres bunker C. Based on replacing green hog with bunker C, the power boiler used
renewable energy that otherwise would have caused 80,410 tonnes of CO2 to be released (from
burning 25,938,990 litres of bunker C).
The three year average for hog production on the FML is 48,436 green tonnes.
Assumptions
•
Hog fuel: 1 green tonne displaces 240 litres of waste oil or 210 litres of bunker C
•
1 litre of bunker C produces 3.1 kg of CO2 when burned
•
If hog fuel was unavailable bunker C would have been required. In reality some
additional waste oil might have been available for purchase

CKPI Indicator

#22. Level of awareness of Woodlands staff of effects of unnecessary vehicle
idling

CSA Core Indicator(s)

4.1.1 Net carbon uptake

Target

Increase level of awareness of Woodlands staff of the importance of reducing unnecessary
vehicle idling
2017 Status

2017 Progress

Met
A link was sent to all staff in September 2017 to view a video on unnecessary vehicle idling.
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CKPI Indicator

#23. Evidence the organization has co-operated with other forest-dependent
businesses, forest users, and the local community to strengthen and
diversify the local economy

CSA Core Indicator(s)

5.2.1 Level of participation and support in initiatives that contribute to community stability

Target

Have meaningful discussion with at least one local and one regional development organization
towards an economical opportunity (in the first year) and have at least one agreement in place
within five years.
Met

2017 Status
2017 Progress

The company held a tender for hauling hog from Weyerhaueser (Hudson Bay) to The Pas. There
was interest from three contractors, two from the FML and one from Saskatchewan. The
contractor from Saskatchewan won the tender.
The company had discussions in 2017 with a regional organization about forestry contracts
resulting in a letter to 7 communities asking for lists of potentially qualified contractors
interested in work with CKP. Concurrent with that we tendered out silviculture surveys,
awarding a contract to a local contractor.

CKPI Indicator

#24. Extent of local involvement in forest operations in the DFA

CSA Core Indicator(s)

5.2.1-Level of participation and support in initiatives that contribute to community sustainability
5.2.3 Level of direct and indirect employment
7.2.1 Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation for Aboriginal
individuals, communities and forest-based companies.
To have at least 75% of the financial value of signed contracts to be conducted on the DFA, held by local
contractors
A 15% variance of the value of signed contracts to be conducted in the DFA, held by local contractors,
provided that local contractors’ are cost competitive and possess the capabilities and capacity to conduct the
work. Where a DFA based contractor is not available to meet this target a Manitoba base contractor will be
considered local.
Met within variance

Target
Variance

2017 Status
2017 Progress

During 2017 36 signed agreements on the DFA were acted on. Of the 36 agreements, 23 were held by
resident contractors, 7 by Manitoba based contractors and 6 by non-residents to the province. Of the 23
agreements held by resident contractors, 8 were held by Aboriginal contractors/individuals. Two of the
Manitoba based agreements were held by an Aboriginal contractor.
The value of the 2017 contracts/purchase orders on the DFA was $7,575,339 with the distribution of the
value as follows:
Local DFA origin
MB based operations
Combined Local/MB

$2,902,216
$3,482,348
$6,384,563

38%
46%
84%

Nonresident to province

$1,190,776

16%

The MB based operations all provided services that local contractors on the DFA did not possess the
capability or capacity to conduct the work.
The target to have at least 75% of the financial value of signed contracts to be conducted on the DFA,
held by local / Manitoba base contractors was met.
The level of employment within the Company was 310 as at December 31, 2017
Initiatives to encourage local contractors:
March 2017 –Request for Quotation (RFQ#:W-CKP-RFQ-001) inviting submissions for bids for the
2017 Free to Grow Ground Survey contract was emailed to interested parties. Included on the
distribution were two local contractors from the DFA.
During 2017 the Company continued to work with contractors to improve efficiencies through
installation of Geo Tab units in trucks and expanded program to create further efficiencies through
installation of FP Dat units in harvest equipment.
The Company’s need for hog material continued to provide Quota Holders on the DFA with the
opportunity to diversity operations to include the harvest of hardwood (Poplar) in their operations.
During 2017 the Company continued to work with a local contractor from Sherridon to develop his ability
to provide contract services. This experience enabled him to provide contract services in 2017.
Trade show/schools – November 16/17 company representative gave a Forest Management presentation
to Grade 10 Geography class at MBCI. February 15/17 company representative gave a cutblock design
presentation to UCN NRMT class and September 13/17 provided Forestry skills instruction at Fall Camp.
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CKPI Indicator

#25. The Company’s understanding and practices based upon current and
emerging knowledge and recommended practices

CSA Core Indicator(s)

5.2.2 Level of participation and support in training and skills development

Target

Representatives of Woodlands staff will attend conferences, workshops and field trips related to
current and emerging knowledge and recommended practices and bring forward any relevant
recommendations for process improvement
2017 Status

2017 Progress

Met
As documented in the staff training records the following courses or training opportunities were
attended by members of woodlands.
•
UAV certification (Drone ground school)
•
ROC-A training and license (Aeronautical radio license)
•
Excellence and innovation in operational block planning workshop
•
Resource road and wetland workshop
•
Location is power: changing role of GIS in organizations
•
Past and future of climate change effects on forest ecosystems
•
Invasive pests and firewood movement

CKPI Indicator

#26. Training and awareness opportunities for contractors on the DFA

CSA Core Indicator(s)

5.2.2-Level of participation and support in training and skills development

Target

Provide annual information sessions to 100% of all contractors on the DFA
2017 Status

2017 Progress

Met
The 2017 Contractor meeting was held September 13, 2017 at the Wescana Inn in The Pas.
35 people signed the attendance sheet of which 11 were CKP staff.
A letter of invitation to the meeting was emailed to all contractors on August 10, 2017. A
follow-up letter was mailed August 30, 2017 to those contractors that had not sent their RSVP. A
final reminder was emailed to all contractors September 11/17. Of the contractors required to
attend only one was unable to attend. When the minutes were available a copy was emailed to the
respective CKP supervisor to review with the contractor.
Topics on the agenda included: CKP update/challenges, Jackpine Budworm Update, Safety
Program, WS&H presentation, EMS/CSA review, Woodlands Innovation and Information on
Water Management Techniques for Resource Roads in Wetlands workshop Oct 3/17.
A minute’s package, including the minutes, attendance, and copies of presentations were mailed
October 26/17 to all contractors and WS&H representative.
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CKPI Indicator

#27. Level of investment in training and skills development

CSA Core Indicator(s)

5.2.1 Level of participation and support in initiatives that contribute to community sustainability
5.2.2-Level of participation and support in training and skills development
Document actual economic and administrative efforts to promote economic development and
meaningful participation for communities in the forest industry.
Met

Target
2017 Status
2017 Progress

• Contractor employees received training and skill development through training sessions held by
contractors and/or CKP representatives as evidenced on the training records. Examples of topics
include: EMS awareness, CKP SOP’s, forest fire training, WHIMIS refresher, spill training, fire
extinguisher use, safe work procedures, emergency response.
• The Sustainable Forest Management Committee (SFMC) is a community advisory group that
meets quarterly, usually at the CKP office in The Pas. In 2017 the SFMC met on March 2nd,
May 25th, September 14th, and November 9th. The company provided support to members to
participate in the group by paying the travel expenses for out-of-town members to attend.
• CKP works to contribute to community sustainability by sharing job postings for the mill with
SCTC to distribute to bands to provide opportunities for direct employing in the DFA. CKP
also provided contact information to Nekote Limited Partnership about potential opportunities
for tree planting employment with Outland Reforestation.
In addition, CKP works with other stakeholders on the DFA such as trappers, outfitters and
ricers when concerns that could impact their livelihood are brought to our attention. Concerns
are documented on the Public Concerns or Aboriginal Concerns table as applicable along with
any plan modification or operations direction provided. We have responded by implementing
buffers/leave areas around bear bait locations, modified or delayed road decommissioning plans
for access to specific areas. We have also assisted trappers by providing maps when requested.
• CKP staff members provided training and skill development in the community as follows:
Feb 15 – cutblock design presentation NRMT class at UCN
April 26 – MB Envirothon 2017 training worships and regional competition
Sept 13 – operations field tour, NRMT Class UCN
Sept 18 – PHFI/FTG Survey training UCN NRMT Fall Field Practicum
Community Sustainability:
March 2/17 SFMC meeting CKP supervisor demonstrated drone use in forestry to the SFMC
committee members. Included was a demonstration of the drone’s flight and its capabilities. A
fascinating technological advancement with future expected use in the forest industry.
Sept 19 – Operable vs Non-Operable timber UCN NRMT Fall Field Practicum
Nov 16 –forest industry presentation to Grad 10 Geography class at Margaret Barbour
Collegiate.
During 2017 there were 36 contracts with companies on the DFA with a value of $7,575,339.
The level of employment within the Company was 310 as at December 31, 2017.

CKPI Indicator

#28. Training members of the Forest Resource Advisory Committees (FRAC) and the SFM
Committee

CSA Core Indicator(s)

6.1.2 Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation in general

Target

(A) SFMC members will receive forest management presentations and information updates from the
Company at least 3 times per year
(B) SFMC will be provided with the opportunity to place a representative on SFM audits for the DFA
(A) Met (B) Met

2017 Status
2017 Progress

(A) SFMC met 4 times in 2017. On March 2, the SFMC received an Operating Plan presentation from
the company Operations Forester and Forestry Superintendent. On May 25, the SFMC received a
field tour of the Opaskwayak Hydroponic Garden. On September 14, the SFMC received a field
tour of the CKP paper mill shutdown and superheater replacement. No Aboriginal Awareness
Workshops were held in 2017 for training of company staff.
(B) At both the September 14 and November 9 meetings the Company mentioned to the SFMC
members in attendance the upcoming external ISO/CSA audit starting November 20 and a call for
participation as an observer. One SFMC member indicated interest at the November 9 meeting and
attended one of the field audit days as recorded in the January 24, 2018 meeting minutes.
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CKPI Indicator

#29. Access of the broad public to information on SFM, FMP and OP plans and related
public participation processes

CSA Core Indicator(s)

6.1.2 Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation in general

Target

Sufficient information sharing mechanisms so the broad public will have access to the recent SFM Plan,
FMP and OPs and SFM Annual Report
2017 Status
2017 Progress

Met
The following material was mailed and/or emailed in 2017 to members of the Sustainable Forest
Management Committee (SFMC):
• Meeting, notifications, agendas, minutes of SFMC meetings (March 2, May 25, Sept 14, Nov 9).
• Members attending meetings are invited to compete SFM Committee satisfaction surveys.
• Jan 9/17 Email community information meetings invitation including a link to
www.canadiankraftpaper.com for viewing preliminary draft maps and meeting agendas.
• May/17 Email SFMC Ground Rules; including information on objectives, goals, public participation,
communication, roles and responsibilities of company and members and decision-making process.
• November: SFMC Email to members sharing information on Nov 30/17 meeting hosted by OCN for
public and industry stakeholders who are impacted by the current road conditions between MB and
SK.
• Information on the SFMC and participation in the committee were emailed:
- Jan 12/17 to SFMC and Interested Citizens contacts
- Jan 25/17 to Chief and Councils and community councils
To promote and enable participation in SFMC meetings, out-of-town members submit travel expenses to
CKP to assist with the cost of attending meetings.
Public Access available at www.canadiankraftpaper.com :
• Company Info
• Woodlands tab that includes information on Woodlands contacts, operating plan (agendas, various
maps, Forest Management Annual reports), SFM plan (plan, audit reports, environment policy, SFM
policy), public participation (meeting dates, minutes, survey results) and public awareness
(newsletters/links).
• Resources tab that includes information on Kraft Paper as well as links to Manitoba Model Forest
Inc, Manitoba Forestry Association – Canada, Canadian Council of Forest Ministers (CCFM), MB
Sustainable Development, and Forest Products Association of Canada (FPAC).
Public community meetings on the preparation of the 2017-2019 two-year harvest and renewal plan covering
the period of June 1, 2017 to May 31, 2019 were held in January and February 2017. Communities visited
were: Cormorant, Cranberry Portage, Cross Lake, Easterville, Flin Flon, Grand Rapids, Moose Lake, Nelson
House, Opaskwayak CN/The Pas, Sherridon, Snow Lake, Thompson, Wabowden, Wanless,
Sapotaweyak/Pelican Rapids, and Wuskwi Sipihk/Indian Birch. The meetings were advertised on NCI
Radio, Arctic Radio (The Pas and Flin Flon) and in publications of the OCN Newsletter, Opasquia Times,
Snow Lake Underground Press, and Thompson Nickel Belt News. Invitations were mailed to 67 various
individuals, organizations, businesses, councils and government offices. Invitations were emailed to
community councils, towns, chiefs and councils, contractors, Swampy Cree Tribal Council, SFM
Committee, and Interested Citizens.

CKPI Indicator

#30. Degree of satisfaction with the public participation component of the
planning process

CSA Core Indicator(s)

6.1.1 Level of participant satisfaction with the public participation process
6.1.3 Availability of summary information on issues of concern to the public

Target

The majority of the SFMC members responding to the survey indicate being satisfied (or better)
with the public participation process of the SFMC.
2017 Stats

2017 Progress

Met
Four SFMC meetings were held in 2017. March 2, May 25, September 14 and November 9. 37
out of a possible 41 respondents completed a survey following the meetings. 100% of these
respondents indicated they were satisfied or very satisfied with the public participation process
of the SFMC.
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CKPI Indicator

#31. Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation in general

CSA Core
Indicator(s)

6.1.2 Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation in general
6.1.3 Availability of summary information on issues of concern to the public

Target

(A) Woodlands employees will provide at least three days of forest education annually in an effort to inform and
educate groups or individuals.
(B)Make available summary documents on topics that are identified by stakeholder groups.
(C) SFMC members will receive forest management presentations and information updates from the Company at least
3 times per year and the opportunity to participate in at least one field tour per year
(D) SFMC will be provided with the opportunity to place a representative on SFM audits for the DFA
(A) (B) (C) (D) Met

2017 Status
2017 Progress

(A) CKP Woodlands staff provided a total of 11.5 education days in 2017.

Date

15-Feb
15-Mar
26-Apr

Event
Cutblock Design Presentation, NRMT
Class University College of the North
(UCN), The Pas
Young Women's Conference, UCN,
The Pas
Manitoba Envirothon - 2017 Training
Workshops and Regional Competition
UCN, The Pas

11-May
12-May

Trade Show, Roy H. Johnson Arena,
The Pas

13-May

13-Sep

18-Sep

19-Sep

15-Nov
16-Nov

Operations Field Tour - JB-Blocks
(Interlake Region), NRMT Class, UCN
UCN NRMT Fall Field Practicum
(Tramping Lake) - PHFI/FTG Survey
Training
UCN NRMT Fall Field Practicum
(Tramping Lake) - Operable vs NonOperable Timber
Forest Technologies Discussion and
Demonstration - SVRSS Students,
CKP Office
Forest Industry Presentation - Grade 10
Geography Class, MBCI, The Pas
TOTAL 9 Events

Est. # of
Participants

Est. # of
Aboriginal
Participants

# Staff
Involved

Duration
(days)

Staff
Time
Days

8

2

1

0.25

0.25

59

40

1

1

1

11

5

1

3

3

60

30

1

0.25

0.25

150

75

3

0.33

1.0

100

50

2

0.375

0.75

16

3

2

1

2

15

2

1

2

2

15

2

1

0.5

0.5

11

4

2

0.25

0.5

28

8

1

.25

.25

473

221

11.5

(B) a newsletter was produced about the Envirothon program and CKPIs sponsorship of a local team in this
international competition
(C) SFMC met 4 times in 2017. On March 2, the SFMC received an Operating Plan presentation from the
company Operations Forester and Forestry Superintendent. On May 25, the SFMC received a field tour of the
Opaskwayak Hydroponic Garden. On September 14, the SFMC received a field tour of the CKP paper mill
shutdown and superheater replacement. No Aboriginal Awareness Workshops were held in 2017 for training of
company staff.
(D) At both the September 14 and November 9 meetings the Company mentioned to the SFMC members in
attendance the upcoming external ISO/CSA audit starting November 20 and a call for participation as an
observer. One SFMC member indicated interest at the November 9 meeting and attended one of the field audit
days as recorded in the January 24, 2018 meeting minutes.

CKPI Indicator

#32. Availability of summary information on issues of concern to the public

CSA Core Indicator(s)

6.1.3 Availability of summary information on issues of concern to the public

Target

Make available summary documents on topics that are identified by stakeholder groups.
2017 Status

2017 Progress

Met
a newsletter was produced about the Envirothon program and CKPIs sponsorship of a local team
in this international competition
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CKPI Indicator

#33. Evidence of co-operation with DFA-related workers and their unions to
improve and enhance safety standards, procedures, and outcomes in all
DFA-related workplaces and affected communities (Public Safety)

CSA Core Indicator(s)

6.2.1 Evidence of co-operation with DFA-related workers to improve and enhance safety
standards, procedures, and outcomes in all DFA-related workplaces and affected communities
Review and update annually the Haul Safety Program with contractors

Target
2017 Status
2017 Progress

Met
During 2017 Contractors’ Meeting:
Truck Haul Safety Guidelines - We are working to update load securement, load checks and
refresh yard procedures. We are working with Brad and Wayne to finish and roll out.

CKPI Indicator

#34. Evidence of co-operation with DFA-related workers and their unions to
improve and enhance safety standards, procedures, and outcomes in all
DFA-related workplaces and affected communities (Worker Safety)

Core Indicator

6.2.1 Evidence of co-operation with DFA-related workers and their unions to improve and
enhance safety standards, procedures, and outcomes in all DFA-related workplaces and affected
communities
6.2.2 Evidence that a worker safety program has been implemented and is periodically reviewed
and improved
Safety issues will be dealt with at least as frequently as annually at an all-contractor meeting.

Target
2017 Status
2017 Progress

Met
During 2017 Annual Contractors meeting, safety issues were discussed. Bert Linfitt, regional
Safety and Health Officer, also gave a presentation at the Contractors’ meeting.

CKPI Indicator

#35. Evidence that a worker safety program has been implemented and is
periodically reviewed and improved.

CSA Core Indicator(s)

6.2.2 Evidence that a worker safety program has been implemented and is periodically reviewed
and improved.
(A) 100% of woodlands contractors have a workplace safety and health plans.
(B) 100% of the Company’s Woodland employees involved in annual review of workplace
safety and health plan.

Target

2017 Status

2017 Progress

(A) Met
(B) Met
(A) All contractors are required to have a safety plan as a contractual requirement. Also
reviewed during COR meetings.
At the September 13, 2017 Annual Contractor Meeting Contractors were reminded WS&H
requires safety plans to be reviewed every three years. 2016 is year three so plans will
need to be reviewed and changes made as applicable and a copy provided to Canadian
Kraft Paper. Letter & emails were also sent December 1, 2017. Must be submitted by
June 1, 2018. As of January 30, 2018, all active contractors had updated their safety plans.
All contractors working for Canadian Kraft Paper submitted a Safety Plan. Refer to the
Contractor files for copies of Safety Inspections.
(B) 100% of the Company’s Woodland employees involved in an overview of the company’s
workplace safety and health plan. 92% attendance for March 27, 2017 overview of
Workplace safety & health plan. The one person that missed the meeting reviewed the
plan April 28,2017
There was not 100% attendance for review of the Safe work practices during monthly
safety meetings and staff training did not include SWP review.
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CKPI Indicator

#36. Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation for
Aboriginal communities

CSA Core
Indicator(s)

7.1.2- Evidence of ongoing open and respectful communications with Aboriginal communities to foster meaningful
engagement, and consideration of the information gained about their Aboriginal title and rights through this process.
Where there is communicated disagreement regarding the organization’s forest management activities, this evidence
would include documentation of efforts towards conflict resolution
7.2.1 Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation for Aboriginal individuals,
communities, and forest-based companies
(A)Woodlands employees will provide at least three days of forest education annually in an effort to inform and
educate groups or individuals.
(B) Make available summary documents on topics that are identified by stakeholder groups.
(C) SFMC members will receive forest management presentations and information updates from the Company at
least 3 times per year and the opportunity to participate in at least one field tour per year
(D) SFMC will be provided with the opportunity to place a representative on SFM audits for the DFA

Target(s)

2017 Status
2017 Progress

(A) (B) (C) (D) Met
(A) CKP Woodlands staff provided a total of 9 education days in 2017 to programs that promote Aboriginal
capacity development.

Date

15-Feb
15-Mar
26-Apr

13-Sep

18-Sep

19-Sep
16-Nov

Event

Est. # of
Participants

Est. # of
Aboriginal
Participants

# Staff
Involved

Duration
(days)

Staff
Time
Days

Cutblock Design Presentation, NRMT
Class University College of the North
(UCN), The Pas
Young Women's Conference, UCN,
The Pas
Manitoba Envirothon - 2017 Training
Workshops and Regional Competition
UCN, The Pas

8

2

1

0.25

0.25

59

40

1

1

1

11

5

1

3

3

Operations Field Tour - JB-Blocks
(Interlake Region), NRMT Class, UCN

16

3

2

1

2

15

2

1

2

2

15

2

1

0.5

0.5

28

8

1

.25

.25

141

58

UCN NRMT Fall Field Practicum
(Tramping Lake) - PHFI/FTG Survey
Training
UCN NRMT Fall Field Practicum
(Tramping Lake) - Operable vs NonOperable Timber
Forest Industry Presentation - Grade 10
Geography Class, MBCI, The Pas
TOTAL 9 Events

9

In addition to the above public education events, CKP helped promote capacity development and meaningful
participation for Aboriginal individuals and in communities including:
•
Volunteering for two days at the Sherridon canoe races and providing financial sponsorship for the
event
•
Providing two end dump truck loads of firewood to Misipawistik Cree Nation (Grand Rapids)
•
Invited representatives from Chemawawin Cree Nation (Easterville) and Misipawistik Cree Nation to
participate in a field tour of the jack pine budworm salvage area to which one representative from
Chemawawin Cree Nation attended
(B) A newsletter was produced about the Envirothon program and CKPIs sponsorship of a local team in this
international competition
(C) SFMC met 4 times in 2017. On March 2, the SFMC received an Operating Plan presentation from the
company Operations Forester and Forestry Superintendent. On May 25, the SFMC received a field tour of the
Opaskwayak Hydroponic Garden. On September 14, the SFMC received a field tour of the CKP paper mill
shutdown and superheater replacement. No Aboriginal Awareness Workshops were held in 2017 for training
of company staff.
(D) At both the September 14 and November 9 meetings the Company mentioned to the SFMC members in
attendance the upcoming external ISO/CSA audit starting November 20 and a call for participation as an
observer. One SFMC member indicated interest at the November 9 meeting and attended one of the field
audit days as recorded in the January 24, 2018 meeting minutes.
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CKPI Indicator

#37. Documentation of public participation process followed, community
meetings, concerns raised and strategies/mitigation developed to address
concerns of local Aboriginal and other communities and non-timber
resource users within forest management plans for the DFA (FMP, OP,
Forest Road Development Plans)

CSA Core Indicator(s)

5.1.2-Evidence of open and respectful communications with forest dependent businesses, forest
users and local communities to integrate non-timber resources into forest management planning.
When significant disagreement occurs, efforts towards conflict resolution are documented.
7.1.1 Evidence of a good understanding of the nature of Aboriginal title and rights
7.1.2 Evidence of ongoing open and respectful communications with Aboriginal communities to
foster meaningful engagement, and consideration of the information gained about their
Aboriginal title and rights through this process. Where there is communicated disagreement
regarding the organization’s forest management activities, this evidence would include
documentation of efforts towards conflict resolution
7.2.1 Evidence of efforts to promote capacity development and meaningful participation for
Aboriginal individuals, communities, and forest-based companies
7.2.2 Evidence of understanding and use of Aboriginal knowledge through the engagement of
willing Aboriginal communities, using a process that identifies and manages culturally important
resources and values
7.2.3 Level of management and/or protection of areas where culturally important practices and
activities occur
(A) Forest management planning will take into account Aboriginal and other Community
and stakeholder interests and concerns for development of SFM Plans, FMPs, OPs
and FRDPs
(B) Document actual economic and administrative efforts to promote economic
development and meaningful participation for communities, including Aboriginal
communities, in the forest industry.

Target

2017 Status
2017 Progress

(A) (B) Met
(A) Public community information meetings on the 2017-19 Operating Plan (OP) covering the
period of June 1, 2017 to May 31, 2019 occurred between January 30 and April 20 of 2017 in 16
communities. Eleven of these communities likely had Aboriginal representation at the meeting.
Invitation packages were sent out to organizations, groups and individuals on the Company’s
mailing list including First Nations. An open invitation was extended to all members of the general
public through local newspaper and radio ads, the Company website and posters put up in the
communities. See L:\Annual Operating Plans\2017-2019 OP for records. Provincial government
foresters are advised of meeting dates and normally have representation present at the meetings to
observe the meetings, hear the questions and concerns and often participate in the discussion when
questions are addressed to them.
Opportunity to raise concerns or make comments privately is accommodated through a meeting
questionnaire available at every meeting. Attendance and meeting minutes are recorded
(L:\Annual Operating Plans\2017-2019 OP) and included with the OP submission to the Province.
Where issues are raised that require more than a clarification answer and would result in further
meetings, discussions, field trips and potential modification of plans or operating directions, such
issues are then noted in the issues and concerns table for follow-up, a summary of the issues and
concerns that have been documented throughout 2017 are listed in the Summary of Public Issues
and Concerns Table January 1 to December 31, 2017 (Appendix II).
Numerous other activities, meetings, discussions, inquiries occurred throughout the year, some of
which resulted in modification of plans or operating directions. See below.
Many of these communications are noted in the issues and concerns table for follow-up, a summary
of the issues and concerns that have been documented throughout 2017 are listed in the Summary
of Public Issues and Concerns Table January 1 to December 31, 2017 (Appendix II). Instances
where plans were modified as a result of these communications are indicated in the table and totaled
19 in number.
In 2017, Company staff meetings with individual or group to discuss concerns or provide
information included the following:
•
Had multiple conversations and e-mail communications with leadership of Kelsey
Trail Sno-Riders (KTSR) discussing CKP operations near snowmobile trails
organizing signage and keeping informed of the status of each other’s activities
•
Had email communication with mining exploration representative about road closures
•
Provided maps to Snow Lake snowmobile club for the purpose of locating new trails
and later did photo work to identify potential trail locations
•
Had email and phone conversation with Snow Lake area outfitter about proposed road
decommissioning
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•

•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Had phone conversation with trapper/commercial fisherman concerned about
proposed road decommissioning
Emailed representative of MB Indigenous and Municipal Relations Department
detailed road decommissioning plans for roads he was concerned about
Gave presentation on cutblock design to UCN Natural Resources Management
Technology (NRMT) class
Mailed map to Snow Lake area trapper
Mailed map to Snow Lake area trapper
Had phone conversation with Duval area trapper about potential future harvest
operations
Had phone and email communication with Pothier Lake cottager about proposed
operations
Had phone, personal and email communication with Pothier Lake cottager about
proposed operations
Had phone communication with Pothier Lake area retired trapper about proposed
operations and mailed him a map
Had phone and email communication with Pothier Lake outfitter about proposed
operations
Had phone communication with current Pothier Lake area trapper and mailed him a
map and letter explaining the proposed operations
Had many personal communications with individuals and small groups at The Pas and
District Trade Show
Participated in Young Women’s Conference
Had phone conversation and provided maps for Wabowden area bear outfitter
Had personal and phone communication with Davidson area bear outfitter on pending
road closure
Had phone conversation with Flin Flon city councillor about future employment
opportunities with CKP
Had email communication with OCN Lands rep on proposed road construction
Had meeting with individuals doing birch tapping about vegetation management near
their operation
Produced banners for, and represented CKP at Sherridon Cultural Days
Followup with Snow Lake Trapper to advise that there would not be vegetation
management activities on his trapline during the current season
Had phone conversation with Grand Rapids outdoorsman requesting delay of
Davidson Road decommissioning to allow for a planned Canadian Ranger training
exercise to take place in the area
Had phone conversation with Grand Rapids trapper requesting delay of Davidson
Road decommissioning to allow for a trapper’s cabin to be moved into the area on the
road
Had phone conversation with Misipawistik Band Councillor about Davidson Road
decommissioning
Had phone and email communication with Halfway area bear outfitter about
temporary road closure and assisted with mitigation of a bait location in a hardwood
allocation block
Had phone communication with Halfway area bear outfitter about temporary road
closure
Personal communication with Fly-In Lake outfitter about proposed operations
Gave a training session to UCN NRMT class on PHFI and FTG surveys
Gave a training session to UCN NRMT class on timber operability
Toured UCN NRMT class through active forest harvest operation
Gave a forest industry presentation to Grade 10 Geography class at Margaret Barbour
Collegiate
Work with Misipawistik Band Councillor to facilitate donation of firewood to the
community
Had phone and email communication with KTSR rep about upcoming winter
operations and sent him a map
Demonstrated forest technologies to a group of Swan Valley students
Had phone conversation with Hobbit area wild ricer about our debris disposal plans
Identified potential trail location through map and photo work for a Sickle Lake
outfitter
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•

Phone conversation, meeting and maps provided to Namew area trapper about
potential harvest on his line
Minutes from meetings with users generally took the form of entries in the Public Concerns
tables unless the meeting is of a more formal nature
(B) Minutes were recorded at SFMC meetings throughout the year (4 meetings in 2017) and have
been linked to I:\SHARE-CKPI-WOODLANDS\CSA\SFM Indicator Reporting\#37 Public
Participation\2017\SFMC. An invitation to participate in the SFMC was included with invitation
to the OP Community Meetings that was sent out to the entire mailing list including Chiefs and
Councils.
The Company website www.canadiankraft paper.com was accessible throughout 2017.
There were several training/educational events throughout the year that included Aboriginal
people but none that were exclusively for Aboriginal groups.
During 2017, 12 agreements were held with Aboriginal contractors working on the DFA. The
value paid to the Aboriginal contractors was $2,874,717.
There were no meetings with Resource Management Boards in 2017.

CKPI Indicator
CSA Core Indicator(s)
Target
2017 Status
2017 Progress

#38. Percentage of Woodlands staff who have participated in Aboriginal, treaty
rights and cultural awareness sessions
7.1.1 — Evidence of a good understanding of the nature of Aboriginal title and rights
100% of all Woodlands staff will receive Aboriginal title and rights, treaty rights and cultural
awareness training
Met
No Aboriginal, treaty rights and cultural awareness sessions were held in 2017. However, all
current full-time staff were part of the sessions taking place on either November 28th or 29th of
2016. Therefore, this staff training is valid until November 2019.
There were no new hires in 2017 that would’ve required interim training on Aboriginal, treaty
rights and cultural awareness between training sessions.
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Appendix II
2017 Public Concerns Table
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PUBLIC CONCERNS TABLE
January 1 to December 31, 2017

Month
January

Venue
January 17/17
phone call
January 19/17 email

February

Issue or Question
Woodlands Assistant received call
from UCN staff person inquiring if we
were hauling on the Sherridon road.
E-mail from mining rep through MSD
wondering if the Talbot Road was
going to be closed in short order as
they are currently using the road for
mining activities

Feb 8, 2017
phone message
from Snow Lake
area outfitter

Concerned about plans to
decommission the Dolomite Road as
he has some bear baits in the area
that he accesses using the road –
when and how will we be
decommissioning the road?

Thursday,
February 16

Trapper had previously made a
comment at 2017-19 OP public
meeting in Wabowden concerning
spray at km 14 on South Jonas
Road. Did comment of why the sign
was placed closer to the start of the
road.

Received call
back from
Wabowden
trapper following
phone message
left on Feb 14,
2017

Company Response
No there is no hauling at this time on the
Sherridon road.
Responded by e-mail with map attached
asking for clarification if they were
referring to Talbot or East Talbot Road,
neither one will be decommissioned
before breakup this winter but possibly
this coming summer, have harvest
proposed on East Talbot so if approved
would remain open for a few more years
We don’t have a firm date in mind, we can
let him know when we have a date in
mind and can design the closures such
that ATV traffic can safely pass (no berm
or flatter berm, reduce the slope on the
excavation), copied the Province on the email dialogue and copied the e-mail string
into the folder with Dolomite Decom Plan
In conversation explained the spray did
not start until km 21 on the road. This was
not a concern to him. Explained that
sometimes the sign is put further down
the road to ensure all possible routes of
entry are notified of the spray program.
Indicated sign placement is something we
could improve on to reduce confusion.
Discussed future spray plans in his
trapline area. Indicated he had little
concern about areas east of the Bipole III
ROW. Some areas west of the line require
spray and will have to be mitigated. Was
adamant about receiving a map. Will work
to supply map in future.

Plan Modification or Operational
Direction Provided
N/A

N/A

No Decom activity on this road in 2017

N/A
Carryover
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Map was sent, notes were recorded in
WTS for modification of future plans and
communication has been ongoing
He also inquired about the timing of
tree plant. Asked if we just harvest all
the way down the road and plant on
the way back.
Request for maps from 2 Snow Lake
area trappers at public meeting

I explained trees are generally planted the
summer after harvest. At the latest they
have to be planted in the second summer.

N/A

Mailed out hard copy maps to 2
individuals

N/A

February phone
calls, face-to-face
and e-mails, 2017

Snoman/Sno-Drifters representatives
working at establishing a trail to
connect Snow Lake area with
Cranberry Portage – Flin Flon area

N/A

March 17 phone
call from Hobbit
area trapper

Had heard that we were planning to
re-open the decommissioned portion
of the Duval Road for harvesting
operations in the near future

Provided area maps and suggestions for
determining trail location, offered our
assistance with our GIS mapping tools to
locate potential trail options, we did end
up doing the mapwork to locate a
potential location for trail
Nothing imminent, blocks were included in
the proposed operating plan as
contingency, focusing on JP budworm
salvage areas south of Grand Rapids in
the near future and some winter areas
closer to The Pas around Pothier Lake
and Namew Lake, will let him know before
we open the road to access these blocks
– added Issue statement in Planner for
each planned block in this trapper’s area

May 1 telephone
call from City of
Flin Flon
councillor

Heard we were tripling our line
capacity at the mill

No, we are taking a 30 day shutdown this
fall to install a new super heater but that is
for reliability improvement not production
increase

N/A

Feb 24, 2017

March

April - None
May

N/A
Carryover

June - None
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July

August

September

July 27 Phone
Call

Aug 1 Personal
Communication

Phone call from
Provincial
politician

Resident of the Flin Flon area called
to let us know that some of the
planted spruce trees in the Westarm
area are turning orange, not sure if
it’s a bug or stress of some kind,
seems to be mainly on the new
growth, not infecting jack pine,
natural spruce or hardwoods
Bear outfitter asked if we were going
to be decommissioning the Davidson
Road this year?

Thanked the individual for the information,
mentioned we had crews in there
surveying the regeneration this summer
and would see if they noted anything like
this in their surveys. Update: SD
representative indicated that this is
Spruce Needle Rust.

N/A

Yes planning to do the work before the
middle of September

Modified the road decommissioning
plan to accommodate ATV traffic

Will he be able to access the area
with ATVs?

Should be able to, there are things we
could do to ensure ATV passage but
Province has to sign the permit so should
let the Province know your concerns as
well – gave him SD Northwest Region
Regional Forester’s name and phone
number

Expressed concern raised by a
constituent about herbicide use in
Flin Flon area

Called the outfitter on Aug 28 to advise
that we had permission from the Province
to maintain ATV access through the
closure and we planned to perform the
work between Sept 5 and 8
Forestry superintendent explained
purpose and permitting requirements of
vegetation management program.
Application in Flin Flon area had been
completed prior to the concern being
raised.

N/A

October - None
November None
December None
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Concerns Raised at OP Community Meetings
Cranberry
Portage
Cranberry
Portage

Rocky Lake – are you guys leaving a
buffer around those blocks?
What about the AACs in that area
(FMU 59)? Did you get approval?

Cranberry
Portage

There are cabins on the south side of
Pothier Lake (near proposed PT
blocks)

Cranberry
Portage

What is the carbon footprint of the
mill?

Cranberry
Portage

The Wild Rice Association has
concerns with some of the road
closures. We’ve sent letters
formalizing our concerns

January 30

Minimum of 100 m buffer
We carried an undercut from the last cut
control period. We have requested
permission to exceed the AAC but we do
not have approval yet from the province.
We have not yet exceeded the AAC in
that area and will gain approval before
doing so
Approval was received to exceed the AAC
in FMU 59
We are aware of the cabins there and
we’ll work to mitigate concerns
Turns out there was only 1 cabin, an
outfitters’ outcamp on the south shore, we
shared our plan with the outfitter, the
trapper, snowmobile club and a couple of
the cottagers and there were no concerns
identified
A carbon lifecycle study was done on the
mill a couple years back but the results of
the study were not very conclusive
At the time of the closure announcement
we had discussions with many affected
stakeholders. We forward those concerns
to the province. From our standpoint,
when we’re done with forest operations,
we don’t have any reason to keep the
road open. We don’t want to maintain the
environmental and legal obligations
associated with keeping the road open.
Our hope is for these affected stakeholder
groups to discuss with the province a plan
to maintain the road and designate it as a
resource road

N/A

Widen and sign the road for safety of
all users, construct parking area near
the lake for safer access by lake users

N/A

N/A

Page 38 of 51

Cranberry
Portage

There are sawlogs in the salvage
area. Are they going to a better home
or are they just being used at the
pulp mill?

Yes. There are two Reimers cutting in the
area. One of them has a sawmill.
However he has limited capacity so some
sawlogs are being used at the pulp mill. A
lot of the salvage wood we’re currently
cutting is scrappy, short and limby and
does not make for a good sawlog

Off DFA, we did initiate a wood
exchange with Edgewood taking some
sawlog material from CKP harvest
areas

Flin Flon

When do we get an opportunity to
know when they (quota holders) are
cutting? As a stakeholder how do I
know? I represent the ManitobaSaskatchewan Prospector’s
Association. We have mining claims
in that area (Albert’s Lake)

N/A

Flin Flon

Concerned about Company closing
the Chisel Railbed

These meetings serve as an opportunity
to express concerns. These blocks are
not cut by the company but we have an
obligation to still show them in our plan. If
you give us locations, GPS coordinates,
of these areas of concern and tell us how
much to buffer them we can incorporate
them into our plans so when it comes time
to harvest that block we’ll know to avoid
those areas. Otherwise, MSD is here to
discuss in more detail
Now that we’re operating again we’ll
retain ownership and keep it intact

Flin Flon

We’ve had some concerns
expressed with people accessing the
Burntwood River using the Limestone
Road. You guys are planning on
closing that road. These guys are
currently maintaining the road on
their own. They’ve sent letters to the
Legislature wanting to keep the road
open

Limestone Road was not closed in
2017 (duplicate)

Flin Flon

There’s a big area right before the
Sherridon turnoff with some chipper
debris
Is it (glyphosate) dangerous to
humans? What if I’m eating blueberry
plants in a block after it has been
sprayed?

During the mill closure process we had
communication from these affected
stakeholder groups, we are aware of
them. The road is a concern with road
maintenance. The Batty and Limestone
Creek bridges are in bad shape with large
holes in the decking. Unless someone can
come up with a proposal to take
ownership of the road we’ll have to close
it
That would be the Blueberry stockpile

Yes, it can be. It is no different than what
farmers use in their fields for fruits and
vegetables. So no different than washing
vegetables you buy at the store you
should wash blueberries if you know there
has been herbicide spray. Again, use is

N/A

January 30

January 30

Flin Flon

N/A

Chipper debris was spread in the Fall
of 2017
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Flin Flon

Can it (glyphosate) harm fish?

Opaskwayak/The
Pas

Is that not the exact trail the Sno-Man
Flin Flon group uses (Athapap Winter
Road)?

January 30

highly regulated and most of the spray is
captured in the poplar canopy and not the
ground cover like blueberries. One year
after spray I would not expect to find any
traces of glyphosate in the block
We spray in the early fall which ensures
the poplar are better absorbing the
herbicide and less is reaching the ground.
They’ve done some studies and about
70% is captured by the hardwood canopy,
20% is captured by shrubby vegetation,
and 10% is captured in the soil. When it
reaches the soil it binds really tightly to
the soil particles and becomes inert
quickly – it has little chance of running off
or leaching into water. We buffer water
bodies, the chances of spray drift
reaching a water body are highly unlikely.
Yes, we had some communication with
the group last summer through Mee-Toos.
Our plan would be to push an adjacent
trail for the snowmobile club and we’d use
the existing road

N/A

No additional communication took
place with the snowmobile club on this
issue in 2017, no work took place on
the road,
Carryover

So they (road and snowmobile trail)
won’t be right together?

January 31

Opaskwayak/The
Pas

Does that road go on top of the
snowmobile trail? That is just a
proposed location (Bignell Road)?

It goes all the way up to the Lesko
Road?

They would be parallel but not on the
same road as the trucks. We looked at a
few options. We are definitely aware of
their use of the trail
It crosses the trail and there is one stretch
where we will need to create a new
location for the trail. No right-of-way has
been cut or road developed yet

No work on the road took place in
2017
Carryover

Yes, showed the Forest Road
Development Plan map and explained the
location of the road, points where the road
intersects the snowmobile trail, and
continued to explain the plan for
managing use with the snowmobile club
including cutting a new adjacent trail on
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Sherridon/Cold
Lake

Sherridon/Cold
Lake
February 2

Sherridon/Cold
Lake

We should be ok with you taking out
those two bridges. We can still get to
Fishing Lake and all of that area if
the bridge at Walton Creek is left.
How are you going to decommission
the Batty Road? You’re going to have
to do a lot of work to get the
equipment up there. There are many
dips and ruts on the road that need to
be filled to lowbed equipment. That’s
far to walk equipment. You have lots
to think about.
Herbicide only kills the hardwood?
Not the ground plants and
blueberries?

Thompson

What is changing for the company?
You talk about these concessions
that have been made. But what is
really changing to make your mill a
profitable business? People in this
room represent different business.

Wabowden

If it (jack pine budworm salvage
wood) is dead will you still take it?

February 6

February 7

You’re removing the Limestone
Road?

the south portion of the road for the
snowmobile club to use
We’re proposing to take out the two
Acrow bridges on the road – Batty Creek
and Limestone Creek.

N/A

We plan on keeping the Walton Creek
Bridge open for now.

N/A

Yes, we know it will be difficult. There’s
lots of work on the Transit Road too.
Maybe someone will come up with a
proposal to take over the road before we
have to decommission it.

N/A

It doesn’t kill the spruce or pine. It will kill
the undergrowth but most of the spray is
captured by the hardwood canopy.
Generally the areas of dense hardwood
where we spray don’t have a lot of
blueberries. Generally people pick
blueberries in the more open areas where
we don’t spray.
For one we believe this new parent
company believes in the operation.
They’ve worked to see these conditions
met in order to purchase the operation.
They’re investing capital into the mill
which Tolko didn’t want to do. They have
committed to forming a partnership in
forest management with Swampy Cree
Tribal Council. We don’t believe they
would’ve purchased the operation if they
weren’t intent on seeing it being
successful.
There’s a timeframe where after a point
the wood is no good. Not sure how long it

N/A

N/A

N/A
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You’re planning on closing the South
Jonas at km 35? But there is a gate
at the edge of Hwy 6? Today it is
closed because of pressure from
residents of Setting Lake and
Wabowden.
That’s misleading. You’re saying
you’re closing the road at km 35
when there’s a gate at the start.

Wabowden
February 7

So you guys don’t restore the road
back to its original condition? Is that
not a requirement?

So it’s not very safe to put a berm up
in your mind?

is. Once it’s dead for too long it dries out
and just turns to sawdust in the chippers.
It takes 3 years of repeated budworm
attacks on pine to kill it so we still have
some time in that area. We’ve been
saying as a guess one year after it’s dead
is the limit.
The front of the road won’t be
decommissioned as Manitoba Hydro is
currently using it. Manitoba Hydro is
required to establish a temporary closure
when they’re not using it.

(MSD) Manitoba Hydro has requested a
general permit for portions of the Thicket,
South Jonas and Buckingham roads for
future maintenance of the Bipole III
transmission line. I will contact Manitoba
Hydro to determine what their intent is for
managing road use and I’ll write you a
letter answering your questions.
No it’s not a requirement. We do not
excavate the entire roadbed. We pick
strategic locations along the road to
decommission. We do not just put up a
vertical berm at the start of the road. We’ll
decommission the road at stream /
muskeg crossings with a bridge or culvert.
We’ll slope the excavation and seed it to
help prevent erosion. We won’t put a big
mound in front of these areas.
It’s safer than letting the road washout
and having a vertical drop. A berm
catches the eye of someone driving the
road. We don’t want to tear-up the entire
road as eventually those harvested stands
will grow back and be able to be cut
again. Generally, roads will regenerate

N/A

N/A

N/A
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naturally well.

Wabowden

Wabowden

February 7

The work (road decommissioning)
you’ve done recently is better (no
berms). It’s safer on a snowmobile to
drive. People who don’t know the
road can hit the road and go for a ski
jump otherwise
Are you going into the new
regeneration and destroying it to cut
that hardwood (Thicket Road)?

Good to hear.

N/A

Road decom discussions seem to be
leaning more to no berms in the last few
years
Don’t think so. These areas are hardwood
stands that were not cut before. We won’t
be targeting the hardwood left in the
regenerating softwood stands. We might
use an old in-block road through the
softwood stands to access the mature
hardwood.
(MSD) We’ll look at the site-specific detail
from CKP’s plan when they finish it in
June/July. We’ll contact you and have the
discussion in Wabowden. Then, we can
go back to the company with your
concerns.

N/A

I appreciate it. August and
September when these guys are
spraying is right when we pick
blueberries. Is there a sign saying
these areas have been sprayed?

Yes, we put signs up at the start of the
road where we’re planning on spraying.

N/A

You guys say you need spray. Yet
you say you need hardwood for the
mill?

We won’t argue that poplar will eventually
die and the softwood will overtake. But,
we want to maintain the amount of

N/A

It’s (herbicide) a huge concern. What
people should understand is this stuff
is really bad. They use the excuse
that farmers spray it on our food.
Well farmers using it is wrong. When
you guys are spraying the forest
you’re spraying our food. It’s
Roundup. I go down these bush trails
and everything is orange and dead.
How can the animals eat that? You
guys in Sustainable Development –
how do you know it’s healthy? There
have been no studies by you on what
it does to earthworms, the soil… It
kills these things.

No spraying took place in the area of
interest during 2017
Carryover
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softwood forest there is at the Free-toGrow stage. We have a provincial
standard to meet. Other provinces have
banned herbicide and are now regretting it
because they are unable to manage their
softwood renewal responsibilities. They’re
looking to reverse these decisions to ban
herbicide. We are trying to renew the
forest to the same species composition
that was there before.
If you’re cutting a spruce forest then
why does poplar grow back?

In most spruce stands we cut there is a
small amount of poplar existing. When we
harvest the spruce it creates openings for
the poplar to sucker. For every poplar
harvested it suckers 20 stems.

N/A

When you guys spray we’re picking
rose hips, blueberries, cranberries.

We spray the really dense hardwood
areas which generally have less berries.
There have been studies done on the
spray capture. 70% is captured in the
canopy, 20% in the shrubby part that’s 3’
tall, and 10% makes it to the ground
(blueberries).

N/A

Last time you were here I requested
you guys not spray an area. You
sprayed it last summer. At km 14
there is a sign there.

That shouldn’t have happened.
Sometimes the sign is at the start of the
road and not exactly where they sprayed.
We’ll get you to show us on a map
afterward and see if that area was indeed
sprayed.
This issue was followed up on and is
included above as a Public Concern in
February – the area in question was not
sprayed, the sign placement created
some confusion.

N/A

Where was the wind blowing from
that day?

We are not allowed to spray in greater
than 10 km/h winds.

N/A

February 7
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Wabowden

February 7

Snow Lake

February 7

That’s still pretty high wind and that
stuff can drift a long ways.
The studies these guys talk about are
sponsored by Monsanto. Of course
they’re going to be biased. If they’re
sponsoring it they’re going to make
sure it says what they want. That
binder you brought last time with all
the studies had Monsanto right on
the cover.
The Rangers need access to
Dolomite. We cut a trail there as one
of our exercises.

Snow Lake

When Hudbay used to own it we
were allowed to use it. Why don’t you
just put the gate a little bit further
down the road so we can have
access to those better fishing areas?

Snow Lake

I had a key to the (Chisel Railbed)
gate. I had to pay 50 dollars for it. I
was cutting trail on my trapline the
first day and was planning on going
back. Before I was able to go back I
was told to give the key back by the
harvesting superintendent. I had the
key for 3 days and the worst part was
he still kept my money.
There may be a road into there (Buzz
Lake) yet this winter for drilling. This
is the contact person. See this is why
the government departments need to
communicate. You’re talking about
wanting the winter road. They’re
talking about building the winter road.

Snow Lake

The helicopters fly as low to the canopy
as possible to reduce likelihood of drift.
Some studies in that binder were
sponsored by Natural Resources Canada
and other provincial/federal departments.

N/A

The closure we’re proposing is at km 4.
Discussed location of Dolomite trail and
determined it is north of the km 4 closure
and will not be impacted.
Hudbay must have had a different
insurance policy that allowed the public to
use the road. Our insurance doesn’t
protect us for that. Our procedures work
for small resource user groups but not the
general public. That’s why it has to be this
way with having a gate. Perhaps the best
thing would be for you guys collectively as
a group to write a proposal for use of the
road and railbed.
We never heard what the situation was on
our end about that. We’ll look into it.

N/A

If they’re looking at building the winter
road and indecisive based on the cost
we’d be willing to cost share as that’ll
save us money as well. But we agree
some more communication would be nice.

N/A

N/A

N/A
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Snow Lake

February 7

Snow Lake

Wanless

Wanless

February 8

Wanless

You’re both applying for permits.
Why isn’t Manitoba Conservation
communicating this between
industries?
I will be on my trapline in late August
and early September clearing trail.
About the time where it starts not
being too hot and not too many bugs.
If you’re planning to spray let me
know.
You cut most of his trapline. Why
can’t you at least leave some debris
piles for him? After you cut it’s the
only place for these critters to go.

We will be in touch before then to inform
you of our plans.
Recorded request in WTS.
Left message for trapper that there would
be no spraying in the Buzz-Wekusko Lake
area in 2017
We are open to leaving some debris piles.
We have a renewal standard to meet and
leaving too many debris piles reduces
your plantable area. We can discuss
between the trapper and MSD to leave
some piles behind.
Recorded in WTS
We would likely propose to use the East
Shore Road.

N/A
Carryover

I have a concern about the size of
the harvest and the weight of the
trucks on the road. They’ll push the
clay off the road. The community
pays for the maintenance of the road.
Do you have to get a special permit
to cut the last standing white spruce
stand? You’re cutting the pulpwood
and everything?

We would maintain the road for the
duration of the haul. When we look to use
someone else’s road the general
agreement is to leave the road in as good
or better condition than originally found.
We harvest within the levels set by the
province to ensure we’re harvesting
sustainably.

N/A

A few years ago I noticed you were
cutting all the fringe areas and
smaller wood. Now this winter I see
every truck has big white spruce on
it.

Not sure which trucks you saw but they
might be sorting the big stuff in the block
and hauling it for log exchange with SPL.

N/A

It is an old unit but as long as they keep
up with the maintenance on it, it should be

N/A

How would you access that RK-6
block?

That’s a good idea, make better use
of sawlogs than just chipping them.
What’s the rumour I hear about the
power boiler? Are they (AIAC) just

Carryover

N/A

N/A
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here until that thing goes? Is there
actually an issue with it?

Wanless

Wanless

This new company should have
better PR. You guys are investing all
this money. They should show that.
We should not just be informed at
these public meetings. Everyone
here is concerned about the longterm of this company.
How much jack pine is there north of
Cedar Lake? Is there potential for the
budworm to make it west to The
Pas?

Wanless

So the cones from salvage cut areas
are still good? You just treat it like
regular harvest for renewal?

Wanless

Will the moths follow the trucks?

Wanless

Are you guys looking to
decommission the Mitchell Lake
Road?

February 8

There still is a sign up on Mitchell
Lake Road that’s says it’s scheduled
for closure. It says Tolko on it.
Wanless

There’s a trapline back in that block
(RK-6). I’m not sure whose it is or
how active it is. It’s around the
reserve land.

good. The new company wouldn’t invest
as much as they have into the
superheater if they were planning on
walking away.
We hope this new company will allow for
us to get better at those things.

N/A
Carryover

Communicated to CKP Communications
Coordinator

That carpet of jack pine does go west to
The Pas. Generally prevailing winds are
from the west which will limit the spread of
the insect this way.
(MSD) We will be monitoring the situation.
We will be doing another aerial survey
next summer.
(MSD) Yes we have renewal responsibility
on those blocks. We will scarify the
ground to spread the cones to allow for
natural regeneration.
Not likely. They’re predicting next summer
that it won’t be a big spread year but will
be a big damage year
We had the road identified for
decommissioning in previous plans. There
was lots of opposition and currently there
is a TLE selection down the road so we’re
not looking at closing it at this time.

N/A

That would be from the closure
announcement. We thought the guys went
out and collected them all but I guess that
one was missed. We’ll get it removed.
Ok we’ll make a note of that.
Recorded in WTS

Sign was removed

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A
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Wanless

You’re coming here again proposing
to cut those blocks (RT-7/10 highway
buffers). I run a tourist business. I
don’t want that to look like the cuts
down the Sturgeon Landing Road.
There is wildlife living in those blocks.
Driving past those cuts along the
highway you did before – it looked
devastating, ugly. Why would you
want that kind of negativity for 1 day
of harvest? As a new company to
drive back here and bring this up
again.

February 8

There’s no environmental or ecological
reason not to cut these stands. The
guidelines speak to distance to cover for
wildlife. The stands in behind them that
were cut in the 70s are tall enough now to
support that same wildlife habitat. The
message that clearcutting is bad or ugly is
one that we don’t agree with. We want an
opportunity to showcase that these stands
have the ability to regrow back into a
healthy forest again. We have a SFM
committee that helps up create guidelines
for sustainably managing the forest. They
meet four times a year. We’re happy to
educate anyone who would like to join.
Our current chairperson on the SFM
committee was someone who was very
upset with those older highway cuts so
much that he decided to join. Now he
sees the ecological benefit of harvesting.

Harvest proposal was modified to
implement a variable width buffer
(minimum 70 m) along the highway in
RT-10 and to remove RT-7 from the
harvest proposal

I understand the forest industry is a
good thing and we’ve got to support
it. I notice the cuts around Rocky
Lake have more wildlife in them. But
this is about aesthetics.
Will those blocks be targeted to tree
plant?

Yes. One year (next summer) after
harvest.

Today you’re proposing to cut a road
buffer. Next you’ll be cutting lake
buffer.

We would never cut a lake buffer. A lake
buffer serves an important
environmental/ecological purpose. It help
protects water quality and provide riparian
habitat.

People from out of this country visit
our lodges. I took a group from the
states up a couple years back and
they commented on how bad it

It looks like you missed an opportunity to
educate them on how forestry is a
renewable industry and that stand will
renew back to its original stand type.
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looked and how could a company be
able to do that?
There’s nothing wrong with what
you’re doing. But for 288 truck loads
why do you want all this negativity?
You guys can cut elsewhere.

February 8

Your argument is that little strip is
worth it. You mitigate the trapper’s
concerns but no one else’s. We own
lodges that will be impacted

We felt that the mitigation for the trapper
would also help mitigate the concerns of
others.

Is there a SOP for cutting buffers? Is
there no legal obligation to leave a
buffer when you cut (along a hwy)?

(MSD) Unless there is an overriding forest
health issues which there is in this case,
no. Because there is a forest health issue
we’d authorize an exemption.

If you didn’t cut those buffers it’d
make good firewood for community
members. We could cut the dead
trees and still have a beautiful forest
standing and not have the new
company “flatten” the forest.

(MSD) We have issued permits for that in
other areas and we could look at doing
that here.

It is unrealistic to expect to cut the
dead trees and still have a beautiful
forest. What happens when the forest
gets old? You get balsam fir – a
climax species. It’ll end up burning. If
it is logged, it is an opportunity to
renew the forest. This is a way to
educate.
Around Mafeking MB Hydro cut a
small strip and skidded it to a
landing. They did a nice job and it
looks good. Why can’t the company
do that?

It is difficult when you’re taking out a 30 m
wide to make it worth it economically to
skid and haul
General consensus from the community
that they did not want these buffers cut
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Wanless

For your tree plant where do you get
your seedlings?
But the seeds they’re grown from are
from here?

Wanless

I’ve heard of some unsuccessful tree
plant over the years.

Wanless

Those older east shore cuts have
more poplar in them than they had
originally.

February 8

That area was previously a white
spruce stand. White spruce stands
generally are mixed with poplar to
begin with as was this stand. White
spruce are a nurse crop tree and like
to grow under some shade that
poplar provide. Once the white
spruce are established they’ll
eventually outgrow the poplar. Where
the poplar is so vigorous, that’s
where they’ll use herbicide.

primarily for aesthetic reasons. Aesthetics
of a clearcut will impact the local tourism
industry. Some concerns regarding loss of
wildlife habitat and vulnerability of wildlife
when exposed to the highway.
We source them from Pineland Nursery
east of Winnipeg.
Yes. We have different seed zones.
Saskatchewan River Forest Section is
seed zone 5. We will pick cones from in
the block or get them from a seed orchard
within the forest section to be taken to the
nursery to grow.
We have a Free-to-Grow standard that we
are obligated to achieve for every block.
That standard specifies how many stems
per hectare you must have depending on
the tree species. Sometimes influences
such as heavy hardwood competition or
shallow soils prevent us from achieving
that standard. If there aren’t enough
softwoods as determined in the Free-toGrow survey we are required to go back
and fill plant.

N/A
N/A

N/A

N/A

Yes. If it was old harvest it would have
had a different renewal standard. Tree
planting didn’t start until ’85. Before then
areas were generally left to regenerate
naturally.
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Appendix III
Environmental Incident Reports

None in 2017.
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