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The date of submission of the original replacement Forest Stewardship Plan (FSP) is, for the 
purposes of Forest Planning and Practices Regulation (FPPR) Sections 7, 14 and 26 and Forest 
and Range Practices Act (FRPA) Section 196(3), August 24, 2021 (the “Date of Submission”). 
 
2.0 ABBREVIATIONS 
 
“AIA” means Archaeological Impact Assessment 
“BA” means basal area (m²) 
“BEC” means Biogeoclimatic Ecosystems Classification 
“CMT” means Culturally Modified Tree 
“CP” means Cutting Permit 
“DDM” means Designated Decision Maker 
“FDU” means Forest Development Unit 
“FLNRO” means the Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations 
“FPC” means Forest Practices Code (rescinded) 
“FRPA” means the Forest and Range Practices Act 
“FPPR” means the Forest Planning and Practices Regulation 
“FVIPC” means the Fraser Valley Invasive Plant Council 
“GAR” means the Government Actions Regulation 
“GWM” means General Wildlife Measure 
“IAPP” means the provincial Invasive Alien Plant Program 
“LU” means “Landscape Unit”, which are as established in the LUO, Schedule 1 
“LUO” means the Land Use Objectives Order 
 “NAR” means Net Areas to be Reforested 
“PAS” means Permanent Access Structure 
“PRRO” means People of the River Referral Office 
“Qualified Professional” means a qualified person who possesses the specified knowledge, skills, training, experience and 
other requirements to perform a specified type of work as: set out in legislation; set out in Provincial Government policy; or 
required by an organization satisfactory to the Provincial Government that has the responsibility for specifying the 
requirements. 
“RMA” means Riparian Management Area 
“RMZ” means Riparian Management Zone/“RRZ” means Riparian Reserve Zone 
“RP” means Road Permit 
 “rVQC” means recommended Visual Quality Class 
“SEA” means Strategic Engagement Agreement 
“VIA” means Visual Impact Assessment 
“VQO” means Visual Quality Objectives 
“TFL” means Tree Farm Licence” 
 “WHA” means Wildlife Habitat Area 
“WTP” means Wildlife Tree Patch 
“WTRA” means Wildlife Tree Retention Area 
 
Species Acronyms:   
Ba – amabalis fir    Bg – grand fir 
Cw – western red cedar   Fd – Douglas-fir 
Hm – mountain hemlock   Hw – western hemlock 
Se – Engleman spruce   Ss – sitka spruce 
Pw – western white pine   Yc – yellow cedar 
 
3.0 APPLICATION OF THIS FOREST STEWARDSHIP PLAN  

 
The Forest Stewardship Plan (FSP) is a requirement under Section 3 of the Forest and Range 
Practices Act (FRPA), which came into effect on January 31, 2004.  This FSP has been drafted to 
be consistent and in accordance with the FRPA, the associated regulatory framework, provincial 
legislation, federal legislation as well as higher level plans and ploy as described by the Province. 

 
The purpose of the FSP is to outline objectives set for by the Government of BC related to forest 
management activities proposed on crown lands.  The achievement of the objectives established 
within the FSP, is measured through results, strategies and/or measures.  The intention of the 
objectives is to identify the strategic issues by describing a desired future condition for a particular 
resource or resource use, while results, strategies and/or measures describe how the desired 
outcome will be achieved. 
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3.1 Licensee and Licence 
This Forest Stewardship Plan (FSP) applies to all of the City of Mission Tree Farm Licence 
26 (TFL 26). TFL26 is 10,935 hectares within the municipal boundaries and comprised of 
88% crown land and 12% municipally owned forest.  7,289 hectares (or 67%) is considered 
available for timber harvesting (Management Plan 10). The current allowable annual cut 
(AAC) for TFL 26 is 60,000 cubic metres, of which 1,602 cubic metres is available annually 
within the BC Timber Sales program.  The net AAC for Mission is 58,398m³.  TFL26 is 
wholly located with the Chilliwack Natural Resource District. 
 
3.2 Relationship of the FSP and Management Plan 10 
Management Plan 10 was approved by the Chief Forester Diane Nichol in July 2020.  The 
purpose of the management plan is to establish an annual allowable cut (AAC) for TFL26 
based on the resource management goals and objectives, community values, and social 
and economic objectives for the community.  It defines the timber and non-timber values 
and takes into account the 11 resources values managed under the Forest and Range 
Practices Act and how they will apply to timber supply. 
 
Both Management Plan 10 and this Forest Stewardship Plan work in concert to guide the 
broad management activities and the legal requirements as set by government. 
 
3.3 Cutblocks and Roads to Which the Forest Practices Code (FPC) will 
Continue to Apply (FRPA s. 197(4)(5)(7) 
There are no cutting permits remaining in effect under the provision of the FPC as of the 
submission date of this FSP.  All cutting permits and road permit applications after the 
Effective Date of this FSP will be subject to this plan.  
 

4.0 TERM OF THIS FSP 
 
The term of this FSP commences on the date of FSP approval by the Designated Decision Maker 
(DDM) and expires 5 years after the date of approval, or another date specified in writing by the 
Minister or DDM.  
 
This FSP may be: 

• Terminated earlier if the City of Mission elects to replace it with another approved FSP; or 
• Extended by the minister pursuant to applicable Acts and Regulations 

 
5.0 FOREST DEVELOPMENT UNITS (FDUs) 

 
5.1 Map 
The overview FSP map (Figure 1 and Appendix 1) shows the boundaries of TFL 26 and 
other relevant features and a 1:20,000 scale map is also available. 
 
5.2 FDUs in Effect as of Date of Submission of this FSP (FPPR S. 14(1)(b)) 
FDUs indicate areas that will contain forest development activities and that will have a 
common set of objectives, results and strategies.  
 
FDUs in effect as of the Date of Submission area: FDU #1–City of Mission TFL26.  There 
is a change in the FDU boundary from the previous 2017-2022 Forest Stewardship Plan 
as a result of a land area swap with the adjacent Katzie-Kwantlen First Nations Woodland 
Licence (#N2Z) to the east. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Chris Gruenwald
Is this section still required?

Kelly Kitsch (Cameron)
Yes, I have seen it in 2020 FSPs.
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Figure 1:  Forest Development Unit within TFL26 

 
 

 
5.3 Protection of Cutblocks and Roads to Which s.196(1) and s.196(2) of FRPA 
or FPPR s.110 Apply 
In accordance with FRPA S. 196, there are no cutblocks and roads remaining to be 
harvested in Category ‘A’ in this Forest Stewardship Plan. 
 
5.4 Designations in Effect Four Months Prior to the Date of Submission of this 
FSP (FPPR s. 14(2)(3)) 
The FSP map and Appendix 2 show the designations and other requirements listed in 
s.14(3) of the FPPR that were in effect four months before the submission of this FSP.  
There are no designations under s.14(2) of the FPPR. 
 
5.5 How Site Plans Apply to an FSP 
FRPA s.10 and FPPR s.34 require the holder of an FSP to prepare a site plan in 
accordance with the prescribed requirements for any cutblock or road prior to the 
commencement of timber harvesting or road construction.  The site plan must identify the 
location of cutblocks and roads and must describe how the results and strategies contained 
within this FSP will apply to the areas.  It also outlines the standard units, soil disturbance 
limits and the stocking standards required to establish a free growing stand.  The stocking 
standards are presented in Appendix 1.   
 
 
 
 

6.0 STOCKING STANDARDS 
 

FDU #1 
 

ie:  13 
Private Land 
(Schedule A) 
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6.1 Current Stocking Standards 
Stocking standards are the stocking and free growing standards developed by Mission 
and approved by MFLNRO.  These standards apply when establishing a free growing 
stand and are described for each Standards Unit.  
 
The Licensee will apply FPPR s.44 on all areas where a Free Growing Stand is required 
to be established under FRPA s.29.  The stocking standards to be used in this FSP are 
listed in Appendix 1. 

 
6.2 Projected Climate Scenarios on Stocking Standards 
While not a legal requirement, the following information regarding elk management and 
actions to address climate change are provided to demonstration that these factors have 
been taken into account in the development of the Current Stocking Standards. 

From “Updates to the Reference Guide for FSP Stocking Standards (2014): Climate-
Change Related Stocking Standards”, it is projected that CWHvm1 ecosystems will have 
similar climate through to 2080 (>75%).  The majority of the FDU(s) are comprised of 
CWHdm and CWHvm1, with transitional bands between the two ecosystems.  Preferred 
and acceptable species remain much the same for the next rotation, and as FSPs get 
replaced, this will continue to be monitored utilizing the best information available.  Close 
and continual monitoring of the Climate-Based Seed Transfer information continues. 

6.3 Elk Standards 
At the time of this FSP preparation, there are no elk populations present within the FDU(s) 
in TFL26, nor any reports of populations adjacent.  The closest known populations are 
located in the upper Stave River Valley. There are no elk standards included for 
consideration. 

6.4 Actions To Address Climate Change 
The Licensee monitors  forest stand health (biotic and abiotic) and species form and vigour 
during silviculture surveys, stand monitoring, and in the course of completing other forest 
management activities on a year-round basis. In “Adapting Natural Resource Management 
to Climate Change in the West and South Coast Regions”, the province states that 
ecosystems will likely undergo both predictable and unpredictable ecological shifts. 

In Appendix 1, the Licensee has added western white pine (Pw) as a suitable species to 
the existing standards in the CWHdm and CWHvm1 biogeoclimatic zones (specific to the 
01, 03, 04, 05 site series only).  For the ‘05’ site series  Pw will be considered on south 
aspects , if soil depths are assessed as suitable.. 

6.4.1  Health and Disease Management 
Swiss needle cast is present in most young forest stands (<20 years) and MFNRLO has 
been conducting research and monitoring since 2012 into the cause, rates of spread, and 
ongoing impact.  It is suspected that successive years of cool wet springs may be the cause 
of the current outbreak and spread ofthe disease. Continual monitoring is required in order 
to establish conclusive evidence of whether climate change is accelerating the disease.  

From surveys completed in 2012, most Douglas-fir still appear to be growing with normal, 
consistent growth height increments. As a general summary, it appears that when the trees 
reach layer 1 in size (>12.5cm dbh) the effects of Swiss Needle cast became less obvious 
and most Fdc appear to be growing as well as the site indexes for their particular 
biogeoclimatic series predict. However some stands are showing loss of growth calipers 
around age 15, and mature Douglas-fir  are showing long term signs of needle loss, as 
evidenced by thinning crowns and increased forest floor needle litter. 

The licensee has adjusted the preferred planting species composition in its reforestation 
practices by increasing the amount of cedar planted throughout the licence area, in hopes 
to promote resilience by increasing species diversity.  This adjustment will not only lessen 
the potential risk of future losses or impacts to Douglas-fir, but will also assist in increasing 
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the long-term cedar supply for First Nations as well as restoring cedar to its historical levels 
on the landscape. There are several MFLNRO climate monitoring stations within Mission’s 
forests that continue to study the impacts of climate on stands.  Swiss Needle Cast 
documentation is attached in the supporting documentation. 

Western spruce budworm which infects Douglas-fir (80%) stands on warm, dry sites are 
noted in the 2015-2017 Timber Supply Area Forest Health Overview; however, few 
incidences have been recorded to date within TFL26.   

Douglas-fir bark beetle is a native insect that is attracted to recently dead trees, such as 
fresh windthrow, or trees predisposed by other factors such as drought, defoliation or root 
diseases.  Douglas-fir bark beetle has not been noted as a pest of concern within TFL26.  
This may be attributed to the relatively low composition of Douglas-fir within TFL26 – 
accounting for less than 30% of forest stands..  Douglas-fir that are maintained within 
wildlife tree retention areas or individual leave trees could be susceptible, should windthrow 
occur.  Efforts are made by the Licensee to reduce windthrow through heli-pruning, and 
this practice will continue to be analyzed for its effectiveness.  Also, efforts will be made to 
avoid leave trees on rocky shallow soils or excessively wet soils, as these sites are prone 
to experience more windthrow than other sites.  Salvage of windthrow trees is completed 
if easily accessible and minimal impact to surrounding forests can be achieved. 

Hemlock Dwarf Mistletoe is present in low incidence amounts within TFL26 due to the 
amount of second growth forests existing in the licence area.  As over mature stands of 
hemlock develop, increases could be experienced.  Harvesting patterns will target these 
stands as a priority. 

Root Rot Pockets are present in unquantified amounts throughout the license, but are 
generally low incidence when sites are located.  When these areas are recognized within 
proposed harvest areas, consideration for alternative species planting, deciduous plantings 
and stump removal will be made. 

Western Hemlock Looper The 2020 western hemlock looper outbreak in Vancouver did not 
reach any locales in TFL26 and is considered to be a low incidence health risk.   

6.4.2  Drought management 
Losses from droughts in the last 10 years have typically occurred on rock outcrops and 
areas with shallow soils, with western hemlock suffering the highest mortality.. While 
drought cannot be prevented, ensuring adequate minimum stocking in accordance with 
the stocking standards will assist in maintaining acceptable densities through the rotation 
period.  Additionally, brush competition can assist with shading of young conifers and 
timing of brush removal for free growing requirements should be carried out with 
consideration for drought.  Drought mortality also results in an increase in forest fuels.  
Efforts will be taken to remove fuels  in areas where mortality has occurred that are easily 
accessible by the public. 
 
Mission maintains a percentage of mature standing trees in most cutblocks to function for 
biodiversity, wildlife habitat and manage visual resources.  The benefits of applying 
variable retention standing mature trees as individuals or groups of trees within cutblocks 
can assist in shading south aspect warm sites and possibly prevent moisture/vapor loss 
as a result of climate change. 

6.4.3  Windthrow management 
Storm events with high winds are occurring more frequently, causing windthrow on forested 
edges, group reserves and variable retention leave trees.  The licensee will primarily target  
deep rooted species such as Douglas-fir as leave trees, and will be completing heli-pruning 
annually on all harvested areas with leave trees or windprone edges, in accordance with 
specification set out in the cutting permits.  These efforts to date have been largely 
successful; however the unpredictable timing of storm events has resulted in an observed 
increase in windthrow in areas that have previously withstood winter storms (>5 years).  
High windthrow has occurred after periods of drought (soils have reduced binding capacity) 
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and higher than average rainfall in a 24 hr period (soils too loose).  Windthrow will continue 
to be managed through prevention activities (ie: cutblock design, size, location, reserve 
tree selection criteria, tree crown modification). 

The licensee recognizes the limitations of ecological and climate models, and the 
uncertainty of climate change predictions.  In recognizing past and current forest health 
issues, the licensee will continue to gather the most up to date information, and has 
developed  strategies based on this. Continual collaboration with resource professionals 
and implementation of innovative practices as they are developed will assist in developing 
the suitable adaptation strategies for TFL26. 

6.4.4  Community Wildfire Protection Plan and Fire Management Stocking 
Standards. 

In 2020, Mission’s Community Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP) was updated by B. A. 
Blackwell and Associates. This update contains a further analysis of at-risk properties and 
outlines potential treatment areas throughout TFL26 with priority rankings.  Work on 
prescription development and stocking standards is on-going, starting in 2021 and further 
grant funding will be sought to implement treatments on a priority basis. 

The rationale for fire management stocking standards was developed using the Fire 
Management Stocking Standards Guidance Document (V1 February 2016).  This rationale 
includes why the standard is needed, where the standard will be applied and when the 
standard will be applied. 

The Licensee will refer to the CWPP when harvesting adjacent to private property lines 
and community values.  Fire management stocking standards are needed to promote the 
development of stand structural conditions that provide for reduced risk and protection of 
values of life, safety, property, and infrastructure, and to develop landscape level fuel 
breaks and develop specific stand structural attributes that provide areas where fire 
behaviour intensity is reduced, while enhancing suppression success. 

Fire Management stocking standards may be applied at a number of points during a 
lifecycle of a stand (regeneration, free growing, intermediate cut or partial harvest with 
regeneration objectives), once these have been prepared by a qualified professional.  An 
FSP amendment may be required to incorporate these new standards at a future date, as 
per recommendation #15 of the 2018 Community Wildfire Protection Plan.  At the time of 
this FSP submission, these standards are not yet ready for implementation. 

When designing forest development along the private-crown interface, considerations will 
be made for maintaining deciduous species, removal of forest  fuels, revised planting 
densities and long-term maintenance of young stands.  Consideration will be made as to 
the proposed harvest location in relation to topography, slope position, aspect, and current 
forest structure. 

7.0 NATURAL RANGE BARRIERS 
 
No range activities or practical opportunities exist for range within TFL26; therefore no measures 
are needed to deal with effects on natural range barriers.  
 
8.0 CUMULATIVE EFFECTS OF MULTIPLE FSPS 
 
The following licensees hold FSPs which cover all or portions of TFL 26: 
 
FSP 174 - British Columbia Timber Sales Program: MTFL FDU 
FSP 297 - Leq’a:mel Forestry Limited Partnership: FDU – Hatzic. 
FSP 448 – The Dorman Group, Seabird Island First Nation: FDU - Hatzic 
FSP 102 - Teal Cedar Products Ltd: FDU #2 – Hatzic – as applicable only to road access to 
Forest Licence A19201. 
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The licensee plans to meet with adjacent  forest licenses to discuss coordination of activities at the 
landscape level and examine  potential cumulative effects, including but not limited to adjacency, 
green-up, and operational adjustments to OGMAs.  If holders of FSPs on overlapping FDUs are 
unable to reach an agreement for sharing the responsibility to obtain results consistent with 
objectives set by government then request would be made to the minister to act under section 9 of 
the FRPA. 
 
9.0 COMMUNITY WATERSHEDS 
 
There are two community watersheds entirely within TFL 26, and a small portion of the Kanaka 
Creek community watershed within TFL 26 on part of the western boundary. 
 
Cannell Lake watershed is a secondary source of water to the communities of Mission and 
Abbotsford, and is managed by the Abbotsford-Mission Water Sewer Commission.  No harvesting 
has occurred within the Cannell Lake watershed during the history of TFL26.  Mission is working 
on potential for proposing harvesting plans in the upper ¼ near the height of land.  LiDAR has been 
completed and the watershed boundary can more closely be defined as well as operational 
boundaries for harvesting.  Before any harvesting is submitted for cutting authority, a qualified 
hydrologist will complete a watershed assessment in order to confirm that there will be no 
measurable impacts to water quality from forestry operations.  Table 8 – defines the objectives set 
by government and the results, strategies and measures to be taken to ensure there is no impact.   
 
Kenworthy Creek Community Watershed is 278 ha on the south-east side of TFL26.  It supplies an 
unknown number of agricultural/domestic users. 
 
The Government Actions Regulation section 8 has not specified water quality objectives for any 
watersheds within TFL26. 
 
10.0 SOCIAL LICENCE AND PUBLIC SAFETY 
 

10.1 Social Licence 
 
During the term of the plan, Mission commits to complete a minimum 10-year harvest plan (possibly 
up to 20-year term) to be shared with residents via an online web-based platform,  and will also 
reach out directly to neighbourhoods, when development planning (block layout) is ready to 
commence.  In addition, it is Mission’s standard practice to engage with immediately adjacent 
residents on all forest management occurring within 250metres of private land. 
 
Mission will continue to provide residents with the facts on British Columbia’s forest legislation, 
policies and our forest management practices carried out in TFL26. 
 

10.2 Public Safety 
 
With increased public use of forest road networks, trails and sites around TFL26, Mission will 
continue its practice of communicating relevant road and trail/site closures through its own social 
media outlets (website, Facebook, Twitter, Alertable App) as well as via partner agencies such as 
the Fraser Valley Mountain Bike Association.  Numerous 3rd party hiking apps have arisen over the 
past 5 years and it is difficult to reach all of the App managers, but efforts will continue to  contact  
relevant Apps to advise of our closures.  Signage is always placed onsite and monitored throughout 
our activities. 
 
Terrain stability and hydrological impacts will continue to be evaluated by qualified professionals 
when harvesting adjacent to private properties and shared with those owners where requested. 
 
11.0 REFERRAL AND INFORMATION SHARING 
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In accordance with FPPR sections 20, 21 and 22, this FSP was made available to First Nations 
communities, the general public and stakeholders for review and comment. This was completed 
through advertisements in the Mission City Record (August 27, September 24), through letters sent 
to known interested stakeholders, and placement on Mission’s website.  Copies of the 
advertisement, listing of all First Nations, stakeholders and general referral letters are included in 
Appendix 4.   
 
12.0 REVISIONS 
 
Comments received by October 27, 2021 are included in Appendix 6.  Revisions based on 
comments received for this FSP are summarized in Appendix 6. 
 
 
13.0 HIGHER LEVEL PLANS – LANDSCAPE UNITS 
Within the Chilliwack Natural Resource District, landscape unit plans have been established 
under Ministerial Order with objectives set by government.  TFL26 lies mainly within the Hatzic 
LU, with a small portion on the western boundaries lying in the Alouette LU.  The Order is 
included in the supporting material, with the objectives included in Table 1. 
 

Table 1 Objectives Set by Government for OLD GROWTH MANAGEMENT AREAS 
Regulation: Section 93.4 of the Land Act 
Objective 
as set: 

Pursuant to ‘Land Use Objectives for Old Growth Management Areas (OGMAs) 
within the Alouette, Fraser Valley South, Hatzic, Pitt, Stave, and Widgeon Landscape 
Units (LUs) Situated within the Chilliwack Forest District - February 4, 2013’. 
 
The following is the minimum requirement of BEC Variant to be retained by the 
Licensee in the established Landscape Units in TFL26: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Results or 
Strategy 
 

In accordance with FPPR Section 25.1 (2), the Licensee will accept all Objectives 
specified under the Order and retain forests as specified under the Objectives. 
 
When conducting primary forest activities, the Licensee will be consistent with the 
Legal Objectives 4. Objectives for Old Growth Management Areas and will not 
cause the cumulative maximum area of modification of an OGMA permitted under 
Paragraph 2, for each applicable Landscape Units to be exceeded. 
As specified in FPPR Section 25.1 (2): 
If an established objective is comprised of measurable or verifiable steps, processes 
or outcomes, an intended result or strategy that 

(a)  is specified in a forest stewardship plan for that objective,  
(b) restates the same measurable or verifiable steps, practices or outcomes, 
and 
(c) describes the circumstances in which those measurable or verifiable steps, 
practices or outcomes are to be achieved or carried out, 

is to be considered to be consistent with objectives set by government and with the 
other established objectives to the extent practicable, as described in subsection (1) 
of this section. 

Excerpt from Table A of the above Order  
Landscape Unit BEC Variant  Min requirement of 

BEC Variant to be  
retained as OGMA 

Alouette  CWHdm   >9% 
  CWHvm1  >13% 
  CWHvm2  >13% 
  MHmm1   >19% 
Hatzic  CWHdm   >9% 
  CWHvm1  >13% 
  CWHvm2  >13% 
  MHmm1   >19% 
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Retained forests to which FPPR Section 25.1(2) applies are identified as OGMAs on 
the FSP map (Appendix 6) and as available from the Land and Data Warehouse 
(GeoBC). 

Application: FDU #1 
 
 
14.0 OBJECTIVES, STRATEGIES AND RESULTS 
 
The Government has established objectives for eleven forest resource values in legislation, 
regulation or approved higher level plans under the FPPR Sections 5-10, or other acts that affect 
land management.  To facilitate implementation of these objectives, government has established 
practice requirements and/or provision for the development of Results and/or Strategies, or 
combinations thereof, to be defined within the FSP. 
 
Strategies mean a description of: 

(a) measurable or verifiable steps or practices that will be carried out in respect of a 
particular established objective, and 
(b)  the situations or circumstances that determine where in a forest development unit the 
steps or practices will be applied 

 
Results mean a description of: 

(a) measurable or verifiable outcomes in respect of a particular established objective, and 
(b) the situations or circumstances that determine where in a forest development unit the 
outcomes under paragraph (a) will be applied 
 
14.1 Objectives Set by Government Under FRPA S. 149 
 

Table 2 Objectives Set by Government for SOILS 
Regulation: FPPR S. 5 
Objective 
as set: 

Without unduly reducing the supply of timber from British Columbia’s forests, to 
conserve the productivity and the hydrologic function of soils. 

Result or 
Strategy 

Soil disturbance limits: In accordance with the opportunity provided under FPPR 
12.1(1), the licensee undertakes to comply with FPPR S. 35 during the term of this 
FSP. 
Permanent Access Structure Limits: In accordance with the opportunity provided 
under FPPR 12.1(1), the licensee undertakes to comply with FPPR S. 36 during the 
term of this FSP. 

Application: FDU #1  
 

Table 3 Objectives Set by Government for TIMBER 
Regulation: FPPR S. 6 
Objectives 
as set: 

(a) Maintain or enhance an economically valuable supply of commercial timber from 
British Columbia’s forests, 

(b) Ensure that delivered wood costs, generally, after taking into account the effect on 
them of the relevant provisions of this regulation and of the Act, are competitive in 
relation to equivalent costs in relation to regulated primary forest activities in other 
jurisdictions, and  

(c) Ensure that the provisions of this regulation and of the Act that pertain to primary 
forest activities do not unduly constrain the ability of a holder of an agreement under 
the Forest Act to exercise the holder’s rights under the agreement. 

Result or 
Strategy 

In accordance with FPPR section 12(8), “A person who is required to prepare a forest 
stewardship plan is exempt from the requirement to prepare results or strategies for 
an objective set by government for timber.” Therefore, no results or strategies are 
included in this FSP. 

Chris Gruenwald
Would like to put something in here to the effect of ‘We will commit to fully rehabilitation and reforestation of temporary roads not needed for future operational or silviculture access
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Application:  N/A 
 
Table 4 Objectives Set by Government for WILDLIFE 
Regulation: FPPR S. 7 
Objectives 
as set: 

Without unduly reducing the supply of timber from British Columbia’s forests, to 
conserve sufficient wildlife habitat in terms of amount of area, distribution of areas 
and attributes of those areas, for 

(a) The survival of species at risk, 
(b) The survival of regionally important wildlife, and 
(c) The winter survival of specified ungulate species. 

Result or 
Strategy (in 
accordance 
with FPPR  
S. 7(2) 

In respect of the Notice “Indicators of the Amount, Distribution and Attributes of Wildlife 
Habitat Required for the Survival of Species at Risk in the Chilliwack Forest District” 
given August 3, 2007 – No species at risk identified under FPPR section 7 require 
preparation of results or strategies. 
 
No wildlife habitat areas have been identified within TFL26 for coastal giant 
salamander, grizzly bear, pacific water shrew, tall bugbane, coastal tailed frog, spotted 
owl, mountain goat, black-tailed and mule deer and mountain beaver. Therefore, there 
are currently no results or strategies included.   
 
The licensee will continue to identify and report to the Ministry responsible, suitable 
habitat for those identified species at risk during forestry development, including other 
species not listed in FPPR Section 7 or WLPPR Section 9 Wildlife Notices. 
 
In respect of Species at Risk for which there are no established WHAs or objectives, 
or FPPR Section 7 Notices currently in effect, the Licensee will work cooperatively 
with the province and adjacent licensees in the Hatzic and Alouette landscape units 
in the development and implementation of subsequent plans for habitat protection 
and spatially locate areas that meet the requirements.  
 
At the time of writing of this FSP, pursuant to Section 7(2), a draft Notice to conserve 
sufficient wildlife habitat for the survival of Marbled Murrelet and Northern Goshawk 
has been reviewed and no WHA suitable habitats have been identified at this time.  
The licensee will  

• Defer harvesting in areas proposed as WHA for Marbled Murrelet and 
Northern Goshawk within TFL until WHA areas in the District are finalized 
under a legal order 

• Commit to implement the outcomes of all developed Marbled Murrelet and 
Northern Goshawk management plans. 

 
In respect of regionally important wildlife species, there are currently no identified 
species within the FDU #1 and therefore, no results or strategies are required.  If 
during the term of the FSP there are identified species, the Licensee will work 
cooperatively with the province in implementing any plans for habitat protection. 
 
In respect of winter survival of specified ungulate species, there are currently no 
identified winter ranges for ungulates identified within the FDU #1 and therefore, no 
results or strategies are required. 

Application:  FDU #1 
 
 

Table 5 Objectives Set by Government for WATER, FISH, WILDLIFE AND 
BIODIVERSITY WITHIN RIPARIAN 
AREAS 

Regulation: FPPR S. 8 
Objective Without unduly reducing the supply of timber from British Columbia’s forests, to 
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as set: conserve, at the landscape level, the water quality, fish habitat, wildlife habitat and 
biodiversity associated with those riparian areas. 

Result or 
Strategy 

Stream riparian classes: In accordance with the opportunity provided under FPPR 
12.1(2), the licensee undertakes to comply with FPPR S. 47 during the term of this 
FSP. 
Wetland riparian classes: In accordance with the opportunity provided under FPPR 
12.1(2), the licensee undertakes to comply with FPPR S. 48 during the term of this 
FSP. 
Lake riparian classes: In accordance with the opportunity provided under FPPR 
12.1(2), the licensee undertakes to comply with FPPR S. 49 during the term of this 
FSP. 
Restrictions in a riparian management area: In accordance with the opportunity 
provided under FPPR 12.1(2), the licensee undertakes to comply with FPPR S. 50 
during the term of this FSP. 
Restrictions in a riparian reserve zone: In accordance with the opportunity provided 
under FPPR 12.1(2), the licensee undertakes to comply with FPPR S. 51 during the 
term of this FSP. 
Restrictions in a riparian management zone: In accordance with the opportunity 
provided under FPPR 12.1(2), the licensee undertakes to comply with FPPR S. 52(2) 
during the term of this FSP. 
Temperature Sensitive Streams: In accordance with the opportunity provided under 
FPPR 12.1(2), the licensee undertakes to comply with FPPR S. 53 during the term of 
this FSP. 

Application: FDU #1 
 

Table 6 Objectives Set by Government for Retention Rates in Riparian 
Management Zones 

Regulation: FPPR S 12(3) 
Objective 
as set: 

A person who prepares a forest stewardship plan must specify in it, for objectives set 
out in section 8, a result or strategy that address retention of trees in a riparian 
management zone 

Result or 
Strategy 

The licensee will undertake to retain the following levels of standing trees in the 
Riparian Management Zones:  

Riparian 
Class 

 

Riparian 
Reserve 

Zone 

Riparian 
Management 

Zone 

RMZ BASAL 
AREA 

RETENTION 1 

S1-A  0 100  
> 20% S1-B 50 20 

S2 30 20 
S3 20 20 
S4 0 30 > 10% 
S5 0 30 > 10% 
S6 0 20 > 0% 
W1 10 40  

> 10% W2 10 20 
W3, W4 0 30 

W5 10 40 
L1-A 0 0 > 0% 
L1-B 10 0 
L2 10 20 > 10% 

L3, L4 0 30 
1 Merchantable and non-merchantable conifer and deciduous trees, across representative dbh classes 
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 Management Application – When forest development is planned in a riparian 
management zone, the licensee will use a qualified professional to conduct a field 
assessment and develop a plan considering the factors relating to objectives set by 
government for water, fish, wildlife and biodiversity in riparian areas in FPPR 
Schedule 1 Section 2. Factors to be assessed include but are not limited to: tree 
species and composition, soils, hydrology, risk of erosion, windfirmness, wildlife 
habitat, operational constraints, damage to the stand or imminent threats, stream 
channel integrity, type,timing or intensity of the forest practices to be carried out, 
importance or sensitivity of the riparian management area in conserving water 
quality, fish habitat, wildlife habitat and biodiversity, and/or other site specific factors 
the qualified professional deems important. 

 The spatial pattern of prescribed retention will vary from single trees to groups of two 
or more trees, as prescribed from the field assessment and developed plan.  Retained 
trees will be representative of the stand structure as it was prior to harvesting.  The 
licensee will conduct forest operations in accordance with the developed plan. The 
basal area retention is to be measured over each Cutting Permit and not necessarily 
on an individual stream, wetland or lake, or cutblock.  Removal of trees as safety 
hazards shall be carried out in adherence to WorksafeBC regulations, despite 
specified levels of retention. 

Application: FDU #1 
 

Table 7 Objectives Set by Government for FISH HABITAT IN FISHERIES SENSITIVE 
WATERSHEDS 

Regulation: FPPR S. 8.1 
Objective 
as set: 

Until December 31, 2005, to prevent to the extent described in subsection (3) the 
cumulative hydrological effects of primary forest activities in the fisheries sensitive 
watershed from resulting in a material adverse impact on the habitat of the fish 
species for which the fisheries sensitive watershed was established. 

Result or 
Strategy 

This section does not apply, as there are no fisheries sensitive watersheds identified 
for TFL 26. 

Application:  N/A 
 

Table 8 Objectives Set by Government for WATER IN COMMUNITY 
WATERSHEDS 

Regulation: FPPR S. 8.2 
Objective 
as set: 

For water being diverted for human consumption through a licensed waterworks in a 
community watershed is to prevent to the extent described in subsection (3) the 
cumulative hydrological effects of primary forest activities within the community 
watershed from resulting in: 

(a) A material adverse impact on the quantity of water or the timing of the flow of 
the water from the waterworks, or 

(b) The water from the waterworks having a material adverse impact on human 
health that cannot be addressed by water treatment required under: 

(i)  An enactment, or 
(ii) The licence pertaining to the waterworks. 

GAR Section 8 –No water quality objectives have been established for Cannell Lake 
or Kenworthy Creek community watersheds. 

Result or 
Strategy 

There are no plans or future requirements for any permanent crossings of Kenworthy 
Creek as access is available from each side of the drainage. 
 
When carrying out primary forest activities in community watersheds, the licensee will:  
a) ensure a watershed or hydrological assessment is completed by a qualified 
professional prior to conducting primary forest activities, and the results and 
recommendations are incorporated in the applicable site plans, 
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b) operate in a manner that is consistent with any recommendations made in the 
watershed or hydrological assessment, 
c) notify the watershed licence purveyor a minimum of 30 days in advance of the 
commencement of forestry activities and provide a copy of the watershed or 
hydrological assessment. 
 
The watershed assessment or hydrological assessment will consider:  

• All requirements specified in the Joint Professional Practice Guidelines – 
Watershed Assessment and Management of Hydrologic and Geomorphic 
Risk in the Forest Sector – Ver. 1.0 January 14, 2020 

• current and potential forest development impacts on water quality and 
quantity,  

• risks to public health 
• current watershed health, 
• cumulative effects of sediment sources, 
• riparian conditions 
• peak flow increases within the watershed, 
• a qualitative risk analysis that assesses the sensitivity of the watershed to 

changes in the magnitude and frequency of hazardous peak flows, increases 
in sediment delivery or changes to riparian function, and determining changes 
in the likelihood for impacts (consequence and hazard) to elements at risk, 
given past development/disturbance and future forest development, 

• identifying fans and delineating watersheds as well as identifying elements-at-
risk in watersheds and on fans 

• identifying historical and current hydrologic and geomorphic processes 
affecting runoff, the frequency and magnitude of peak flows, sediment 
delivery and sediment transport in a watershed 

• engage a qualified professional to conduct a terrain hazard assessment for 
potential primary forest activities in which the proposed development area is 
located on class IV or V terrain or is >60% slope. 

• other factors determined by a qualified professional 
 

When conducting primary forest activities, the licensee will: 

• implement the recommendations identified in the watershed/hydrological 
assessment, and terrain hazard assessment, 

• minimize road requirements to those required for permanent access, 
• rehabilitate and revegetate non-permanent access roads, 
• carry out annual road inspections and complete any identified road repairs 

within six months, 
• minimize soil disturbance during harvesting, 
• install adequate culverts and any necessary filtration measures, to ensure 

natural water drainage quality is maintained, 
• revegetate areas of soil disturbance along access roads with Common #1 

Forage Mixture or better as defined in the Canada Seeds Act, 
• focus retention (WTRAs/WTPs) in riparian areas. 

 
Bridges and major culverts are inspected by Professional Engineers who set out 
timelines for any future repairs or replacements. Advice will be sought from a 
qualified professional in the event of any culvert and bridge replacement 
requirements.   
Exceptions: When development associated with basic silviculture (ie. planting, 
manual brushing, juvenile spacing, pruning), and general road maintenance 
(grading, ditchline cleaning, roadside manual brushing) are proposed, a watershed 
assessment will not be required.  

Application: FDU #1 
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Table 9a Objectives Set by Government for WILDLIFE AND BIODIVERSITY – 

LANDSCAPE LEVEL 
Regulation: FPPR S. 9 
Objectives 
as set: 

Without unduly reducing the supply of timber from British Columbia’s forests and to 
the extent practicable, to design areas on which timber harvesting is to be carried out 
that resemble, both spatially and temporally, the patterns of natural disturbance that 
occur within the landscape. 

Result or 
Strategy 

Maximum cutblock size: In accordance with the opportunity provided under FPPR 
12.1(3), the licensee undertakes to comply with FPPR S. 64 during the term of this 
FSP. 
Harvesting adjacent to another cutblock: In accordance with the opportunity provided 
under FPPR 12.1(3), the licensee undertakes to comply with FPPR S. 65 during the 
term of this FSP. 

Application: FDU #1 
Table 9b Objectives Set by Government for WILDLIFE AND BIODIVERSITY – STAND 

LEVEL 
Regulation: FPPR S. 9.1 
Objectives 
as set: 

Without unduly reducing the supply of timber from British Columbia’s forests and to 
the extent practicable, to design areas on which timber harvesting is to be carried out 
that retains wildlife trees. 

Result or 
Strategy 

Wildlife tree retention:  
The Licensee has identified and spatially located 11.7% of the total TFL26 landbase 
as long term (>80 years) and rotational non-legal reserves, whose purpose is to 
accommodate and function as wildlife trees and wildlife tree retention areas (WTRAs).  
When carrying out primary forest activities, cutblocks will be designed around these 
previously identified reserves (WTRAs).  Should removal of trees be required within 
the reserves (WTRAs) to facilitate salvage (windthrow), address forest health, safety 
hazards, operational terrain, or facilitate road construction where no alternatives 
access exists, then equivalent or greater areas will be added to the reserves (WTRAs) 
immediately adjacent to or as reasonably close while still matching the same WTRA 
stand attributes.  The Licensee will increase the identified and spatially located 
reserves to > 12.4% during the term of the plan. 
 
In addition to contiguous adjacent reserves (WTRAs) identified, the Licensee will 
incorporate wildlife tree retention within the net area to be reforested at a range from 
0 – 10% of total cutblock volume, representative of all species and attributes of the 
pre-harvest stand.  The licensee will adopt FPPR Sec 67 in respect to the incorporated 
WTRs within the net area to be reforested.  
 
The current area of Old Growth (>200 years) that is not included in an OGMA or non-
legal reserve is 450 hectares.  The Licensee commits to deferring harvesting on stands 
identified as Old Growth (defined by Mission as stands where the average age is >/= 
200 years) until a field verification of these polygons is completed and a proper long 
term strategy can be implemented.  Exceptions would be for requested cultural tree 
uses. 
 
Application: 
In applying a specific percentage of retention within or adjacent to the cutblocks during 
primary forest activities, the Licensee will complete an evaluation to account for site 
specific conditions.  Such evaluation will include but not be limited to: wind speed and 
direction, scenic and non-scenic areas, riparian zones, recreation corridors, adjacent 
spatially located long term and rotational reserves (WTRAs), soil holding capacity, 
cutblock size and shape, tree species, visual quality objectives, and forest worker 
safety. Where more values above are present, higher retention rates (5-10% range) 
will apply and will be addressed in the subsequent cutting permit application and site 
plan. The majority of cutblocks will have 1-4% of retention applied as a standard of 
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practice for the purposes of wildlife habitat, biodiversity and creating future multi-level 
stands.  0% is considered when the block is adjacent to an existing mapped 
WTRA/OGMA, and/or is located in a non-visual area.  0% is also considered when the 
cutblock is too narrow to safely facilitate harvesting around leave trees (<3 tree 
lengths). 
 
The percentage retention volume for WTR/WTRAs in the net area to be reforested is 
netted out of the cruise compilation, and interpolated to stems/ha by dbh class in a 
leave tree report.  The stems/ha retained for WTR/WTRAs by cutblock is detailed in 
each Cutting Permit.  For the purposes of measuring the WTRAs and retention, the 
Licensee will measure and report to RESULTS annually by May 31, in accordance 
with ‘Submitting Forest Cover to RESULTS for Openings with Treed Retention’ – May 
5, 2016. 

Application: FDU #1 
 

Table 10 Objective Set by Government for CULTURAL HERITAGE RESOURCES 
Regulation: FPPR S. 10 
Objective 
as set: 

Is to conserve, or, if necessary, protect cultural heritage resources that are: 
(a) The focus of a traditional use by an aboriginal people that is of continuing 
importance to that people, and 

(b) Not regulated under the Heritage Conservation Act. 
Result or 
Strategy 

The Licensee is committed to continual information sharing with First Nations all 
primary forest activities that are proposed within the traditional territories that TFL26 
lies, with the territorial boundaries determined from the provincial Consultative Areas 
Database. 

The Licensee will take into consideration, all guidance provided by First Nations and 
in turn will share knowledge on areas that can contribute to a First Nations ability to 
carrying out their traditional uses. 

For the First Nation communities that are signatories of the Sto:lo Strategic 
Engagement Agreement (SEA), the Licensee will: 

• when conducting a primary forest activity, do so in a manner that is 
consistent with conserving and protecting Sto:lo cultural heritage resources 
that are: 

o of particular importance and traditional use by Sto:lo community 
members documented through an information sharing process, and 
for which information is received from the affected Sto:lo SEA 
communities; 

o recognized in the Sto:lo Heritage Policy and that are not similarly 
recognized, defined, conserved and/or protected by other 
arrangements; 

o likely to be adversely impacted by the primary forest activity of the 
Licensee. 

In regards to the S’olh Temexw Use Plan (STUP), the licensee acknowledges the 
STUP is a living plan and is updated regularly.  In planning forest development, the 
licensee will continue to engage through the Sto:lo connect web portal to receive 
regular updates to policy and spatial information, as well as information sharing on the 
licences proposed developments. At the time of preparation of this plan, there are no 
canyon heritage areas, cultural landscape features, culturally sensitive habitats, 
protected watersheds, sanctuary, sensitive waterways or subalpine parkland within 
TFL26. 
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 The Licensee will provide, prior to commencement, operational or site-specific 
information including maps or digital files showing locations of proposed development, 
known values or features (fisheries, wildlife, recreation) to First Nations regarding 
primary forest activities: 

o to which this FSP applies; 
o that are proposed within the traditional territory of that First Nations;  
o that are likely to adversely affect that First Nations 
o and that are capable of being addressed in the context of this FSP. 

 
The Licensee will make reasonable efforts to allow First Nations that are likely to be 
affected by activities, to which this FSP applies, a continued opportunity to provide 
information on cultural heritage resources. 
 
At the request of an affected First Nation, the licensee will develop mutually agreed 
upon communication protocols and establish management strategies for Cultural 
Heritage Resources.  The licensee will consider information received by the First 
Nations, as well as from any archaeological assessments, prior to finalizing 
development activities and review this information for the potential future additions to 
Results or Strategies to be amended to this FSP. 

The licensee will carry out primary forest activities that do not damage or cause a 
cultural heritage resource to become unavailable for its continuing extent of use. 
Features that will be considered are guided by but not limited to those factors specified 
in FPPR Schedule 1, Part 4. 
 
Forestry operations will be consistent with the timber harvesting rights in the 
agreement to which this FSP pertains, but will also consider a modification of proposed 
operations, based on the information received through the information sharing 
process. A clear rationale will be provided to First Nations when proposed modification 
requests are not implemented. 
The Licensee will continue with cooperation, collaboration, and further development 
of long term working relationship with the adjacent First Nations Woodland Licensees 
(Katzie-Kwantlen, Leq’a:mel) and any future FNWLs issued to other First Nations.  
Such relationship will include looking for operational efficiencies and cross-training 
opportunities as well as sharing of cultural heritage information. 
The licensee will continue to assess archaeological potential using results of overview 
archaeological assessments as well as with input received from First Nations and 
government agencies. Where indicated from the overview assessments, conduct field 
recces in upcoming development areas using qualified professionals to assess cultural 
heritage resources potential, presence and impacts.  
 
When encountering previously unidentified cultural heritage resource features, the 
licensee will: 

• cease operations immediately 
• notify the applicable First Nations and the Ministry responsible 
• collaborate with First Nations to determine the type of cultural heritage 

resource feature, the conservation required and the constraints applicable to 
the forestry activity 

• modify relevant plans pertaining to the activity 
Regarding short-term cedar bark supply strategies, upon request from First Nations, 
the licensee will identify opportunities to strip bark in areas suitable areas in TFL 26 or 
supply contact information for any dry land sorts where TFL 26 logs have been 
delivered. 
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Regarding a long-term cedar supply and bark potential, the licensee will reforest 
harvested areas with the same or greater percentage of western red cedar that was 
present prior to harvesting, provided that species is suitable to that site. The 
determination of evaluating the implementation of this strategy will be done using 
reforestation numbers from the past 10 years.  
 
At the request of a First Nation, and where the requested western red cedar is for 
cultural use, the Licensee will evaluate the potential to provide cedar through 
operational sources consistent with planned operations, or assist a First Nation in 
identifying cedar trees suitable for cultural use, should a First Nation choose to harvest 
a tree themselves.  A written agreement between the Licensee and First Nation will be 
required that sets out the necessary personal and environmental safety, procedures 
and limits of liability. 

Application: FDU #1  
 
14.2  Recreation Resources 
 
TFL26 contains over 50km of recreation trails for mountain biking, hiking and horseback 
riding. There is also a recent increase in non-authorized trail development by overlanding 
ATV use, and unknown trail builders over the past 5 years.  These occurrences are 
reported through the RAPP report line. 
 
Some long-term trails have been designated by the crown, and all trails have not yet been 
‘established’ under Section 56 of FRPA.  The crown is currently working with the Licensee 
to address the trails through the formal establishment process.    
 

14.2.1  Management applications 
 
For the following sites and trails designated, but not yet established through 
Section 56 of FRPA: 

900-5501 – Hoover Lake Trail, 
900-5579 – Rolley Falls Trail, 
900-6239 – Stave Dam Forest Interpretive Trail, 
900-6554 – Red Mountain Trail West, 
900-6642 – Hayward Reservoir Trail,  
 
and, the following trails neither designated, nor established through 
Section 56: 
Bear Mt Trails (various), 
Devil’s Lake Trail, 
Red Mt Trails (various), 
Mt. Crickmer Trail, 
Steelhead Trails (various) 

 
 
Established Provincial Rec Sites: 
REC257447 – Lower Kearsley Rec Site 
REC257445 – Rock Creek 
REC257450 – Rocky Point 
REC3258 – Sayres Lake 
 
The licensee will consider what impacts forest management activities will have 
on trails, the permanence of the impact, and develop a mitigative plan to 
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minimize impacts in consideration of FPPR S.6 objectives set by government for 
timber, until such time as the trails become Established by government.  Each 
evaluation will be completed at the cutting permit and road permit development 
phase with the mitigative plan detailed in the specific site plan pertaining to that 
adjacent road or cutblock. 
 
For all known trails (whether or not designated or established) on which the Forest 
Recreation Regulation applies, authorization to carry out primary forest activities 
will be requested under Section 16(a)(ii).  Signage and/or temporary closure 
notices will be placed in key locations notifying trail users of industrial activities.  
Any direct impacts to access road or trails will be rehabilitated as close to their 
original state as possible in consultation with any local trail maintenance 
organization.  If feasible, harvesting will occur during periods of low recreation use. 
 

Table 11a Objective Set by Government for RECREATION RESOURCES - TFL26 TRAILS 
Regulation FRPA Section 180 
Objectives 
as set: 

There are no objectives set for trails in TFL26. 

Result or 
Strategy 

There are no results or strategies applicable as there are currently no objectives set 
by Government. 

Application: FDU #1 
 

Table 11b Objective Set by Government for RECREATION RESOURCES - MISSION 
INTERPRETIVE FOREST 

Regulation FRPA Section 56 
Objectives 
as set: 

The following Interpretive Forest designation has been established through Section 56 
in TFL 26 on the west side of Stave Lake:  Mission Interpretive Forest Site (REC 
106116). 
Legal objectives for the Mission Interpretive Forest Site established under FRPA 
Section 56: 
• Maintain the quality of the experience of forest recreation activities;  
• Maintain or enhance where practicable the forest interpretive qualities of the site.   
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Result or 
Strategy 

In the Mission Interpretive Forest Site, the Licensee will, as specified in the 
Management Intent: 

a) Retain forest management as the highest priority including managing for the 
eleven FRPA values; timber, including forest health, soils, water, forage and 
associated plant communities, cultural heritage resources, recreation 
resources, biodiversity, resource features, fish, visual quality, and wildlife, and 

b) Design cutblocks and roads in a manner that is consistent with the objectives 
of the Interpretive Forest Site, and 

c) Carry out the primary forest activities only if the activities are consistent with 
the design for the cutblocks or roads referred to in paragraph (b). 

In designing cutblocks and roads consistent with the objectives, the Licensee will: 

• evaluate the current forest recreation values using the Stave West Master 
Plan and local knowledge (staff), and Indigenous guidance to maintain the 
quality of the recreation experience and/or interpretive qualities of the site, 

• look for opportunities to enhance the forest interpretive and educational 
qualities of the sites with guidance from the Stave West Master Plan, Stave 
West Leadership Team and local knowledge (staff) as to the content and most 
suitable locations for those sites. 

Outcomes: Specifically, interpretative features such as signage and kiosks will be 
placed at locations with current infrastructure and security. As infrastructure increases 
over time and security improves, more interpretive features will be added in keeping 
with the recommendations from the Stave West Master Plan, or as developed by the 
Stave West Leadership Team. 

Application: FDU #1   
 
 

Table 12 Objective Set by Government for VISUAL QUALITY 
Regulation: FPPR S. 9.2 
Objective 
as set: 

In relation to visual quality for a scenic area, that: 
(a) was established on or before October 24, 2002, and 
(b) for which there is no visual quality objective is to ensure that the altered forest 
landscape for the scenic area 
(c) in visual sensitivity class 1 is in either the preservation or retention category, 
(d) in visual sensitivity class 2 is in either the retention or partial retention category, 
(e) in visual sensitivity class 3 is in either the partial retention or modification 
category, 
(f) in visual sensitivity class 4 is in either the partial retention or modification 
category, and 
(g) in visual sensitivity class 5 is in either the modification or maximum modification 
category. 

Result or 
Strategy 

A result or strategy is not required under FPPR S. 9.2 as Visual Quality Objectives 
have been established via a letter dated October 17, 2005 from the Chilliwack District 
Manager to continue the existing recommended Visual Quality Classes (rVQCs) into 
Visual Quality Objectives (VQOs) under the authority of GAR S. 17. 

Application:  N/A 
 
 

14.3  Objectives Established Under the Government Actions Regulation 
The Government Actions Regulation (GAR) has several measures identified that could also 
be included under an FSP. As of the date of submission of this FSP, one such measure 
applies to TFL 26: 
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 The Chilliwack District Manager in a letter dated October 17, 2005, continued the 
existing recommended Visual Quality Classes (rVQCs) into Visual Quality Objectives 
(VQOs) under the authority of GAR S. 17.  

 This determination states that a VQC is continued as a VQO for a scenic area if the 
VQC has been included in the most recent TFL visual landscape inventory approved 
by the Regional Manager and that the VQCs must also have been in existence when 
GAR came into force in December 2004. 

 

 
14.4  Measures 

Table 14 Measures Related to INVASIVE PLANTS 
Regulation: FPPR S. 17 
Regulation 
states: 

For the purpose of section 47 [invasive plants] of the Act, a person who prepares a 
forest stewardship plan must specify measures in the plan to prevent the introduction 
or spread of species of plants that are invasive plants under the Invasive Plants 
Regulation, if the introduction or spread is likely to be the result of the person’s forest 
practices. 

Measures: In context of FPPR S. 17, which specifies that a licensee has responsibilities where 
the introduction or spread of invasive plants is likely to be the result of the licensee’s 
forest practices, the following measures will be used: 

 The licensee will review the FLNRORD Invasive Alien Plant Program 
(IAPP) database to determine the presence of invasive plants in the 

Table 13 Objective Under the Government 
Actions Regulation for 

SCENIC AREAS AND VQOs 

Regulation: GAR S. 17 
Regulation 
states: 

A visual quality class for a scenic area is continued under this regulation as visual 
quality objective if: 

(a) The visual quality class has been: 
(i) Set out before October 24, 2002 in a letter from the district manager to the 
holder of an agreement under the Forest Act, or 

(ii) Included in the most recent tree farm licence visual landscape inventory 
prepared by the holder of a tree farm licence and approved by the regional 
manager, and 

(b) In existence on the coming into force of this section. 
Scenic 
Areas 

FPPR 14(3)(e): All polygons that have assigned VQOs are scenic areas. 

Result or 
Strategy 

The licensee will be consistent with Visual Quality Objectives in accordance with 
Appendix 2 “Visual Quality Objectives Within TFL 26”. These VQOs are indicated for 
each Visual Sensitivity Unit in TFL 26, and shown on the map in Appendix 2.  Visuals 
will be assessed on a landform basis from significant public viewpoints (identified in 
the supporting documents as ‘known scenic areas’ in the letter of Jan 6, 2000).  
 
The licensee will conduct road construction or timber harvesting activities that are 
consistent with the established VQOs and applicable to the scenic areas when 
carrying out primary forest activities.  The licensee will consult with the legislated 
authority (MFLNRO) on how to recover timber if removal is required: 

• to address opportunities to recover timber damaged from natural causes,  
• to facilitate road construction or harvesting activities that are required by 

government, or  
• to facilitate road construction that is required for permanent access to prevent 

isolation of timber 
if that removal will exceed the VQOs.  Approval of a revised VQO will be sought from 
the legislated authority before harvesting proceeds.  

Application: FDU #1   
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vicinity of the proposed forest development activities, and 
- conduct a field review to determine if new invasive plants exist or 
- review if existing invasive plants have spread beyond the location 
identified in the IAPP database. 

 The licensee will continuously determine and monitor the presence and 
spread of invasive plants during the course of year-round operations, 
while completing surveys and inspections, or while carrying out other 
forest management activities. 

 The licensee will provide information and education about relevant 
invasive plants as prioritized, to staff and contractors at pre-work 
meetings and pre-work inspections if those plants are located within 100m 
of the designated worksite. Staff and contractors will be instructed on the 
importance of not transporting invasive plant seed or live material on 
clothing or equipment when moving to other locations or conducting forest 
operation. Staff and contractors are required to notify the licensee of the 
location and quantity of any presence of invasive plant when working in 
TFL26 if not otherwise advised by the Licensee. 

 When invasive plants are reported within 100 metres of new road 
construction or cutblocks, the licensee will evaluate the relative risk for 
spread of the invasive plant and where it is determined to be a significant 
risk, make efforts to minimize the spread of these invasive plants. These 
efforts include, but are not limited to: minimizing the amount of soil 
disturbance during the construction of these roads and landings, seeding 
areas of exposed mineral soil along roadsides, landings or within the net 
area to reforest, requiring all equipment to be inspected for the presence 
of plants, and cleaning equipment prior to leaving an area containing a 
priority invasive plant species.  

Measures:  When seed is used for re-vegetation in the circumstances above, the 
licensee will use grade Common #1 Forage Mixture or better as defined 
in the Canada Seeds Act, and will target the soonest application possible 
with the best seasonal timing for adequate germination, and no later than 
1 year from the date of completion of site disturbance activities. 

 When the licensee carries out efforts as described above, they will be 
done within a reasonable time frame considering both the risk of the 
invasive plant, the season, as well as the biology and/or effectiveness of 
the specified technique(s) in relation.    

 The Licensee will report new detections and locations of invasive plants 
to the Invasive Alien Plant Program (IAPP) application annually. 

 Known locations will be identified in Site Plans if relevant to forest 
management in and around the site. 

Application: FDU #1 
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Appendix 1: Stocking Standards 
STOCKING STANDARDS 
The following stocking standards will apply for harvest units in subsequent site plans.  The stocking standards were developed from the Establishment to Free Growing Guidelines – 
Vancouver Region, but modified based on normal practices in TFL 26.  Mission has many areas where CWHdm is influenced by CWHvm1, therefore there are some standards where 
species suitability varies; for instance, where western hemlock is listed as preferred or acceptable. Pw has been amended into the stocking standards where indicated 

(a) Stocking Standards 

BEC Variant Site 
Series 

Species Stocking * 
(well-spaced/ha) Regen 

Delay 
Free Growing Group 1 Brush 

Comp % over 
height 

Group 2 Brush 
Comp % over 

height 

Other 
Info 

SSID 
(*) denotes 

revisions required 
Preferred Accept Target+ Min p a Min p Late  

C
W

H
 d

m
 

C
oa

st
al

 W
es

te
rn

 H
em

lo
ck

 –
 d

ry
 

m
ar

iti
m

e 

01 Fd Hw Cw Pw 900 500 400 3 20 150 100  1008723* 
03 Fd Cw, Pw Hw 800 400 400 3 20 150 100  1008724* 
04 Fd Cw Hw Pw 900 500 400 3 20 150 100 Pw south facing aspect 1008725* 
05 Cw Fd Bg Hw Pw 900 500 400 3 20 150 100 Pw south facing aspect 1008726* 
06 Cw Hw Fd 900 500 400 6 20 150 100  1008727 
07 Fd Cw Bg Hw 900 500 400 3 20 150 100  1008729 
08 Cw Bg  900 500 400 3 20 150 100  1008733 
09 Cw1 Bg1  900 500 400 3 20 150 100  7008734 

01^/05/06/07 Dr  1200 700 500 3 20 150 100 ^Rich 01 only  
Free Growing Height Criteria (m)  

Site Series Fd Hw Cw Bg Dr Pw    
03 2.0 2.0 1.0 -  2.5 Minimum inter-tree distance 2.0  
01 04 06 3.0 3.0 1.5 2.5 4.0 2.5 Min-Max post spacing density (sph) 400-1,500  
05 07 08 09  4.0 4.0 2.0 3.5 4.0 2.5    

 
 

BEC Variant Site 
Series 

Species Stocking * 
(well-spaced/ha) 

Regen 
Delay 

Free Growing Group 1 Brush 
Comp % over  

height 

Group 2 Brush 
Comp % over  

height 

Other 
Info 

SSID 
(*) denotes 

revisions required 
Preferred Accept Target+ Min p a Min p Late  

 
C

W
H

 v
m

1 
C
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al
 W

es
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rn
 H

em
lo

ck
 –

 
su

bm
on

ta
ne

 v
er

y 
w

et
 m

ar
iti

m
e 01 Ba Cw Hw Fd Ss35 Yc Pw 900 500 400 6 20 150 100  1008755* 

03 Cw Hw Fd Pw 800 400 400 6 20 150 100  1008756* 
04 Cw Hw Fd Ba Ss35 Yc Pw 900 500 400 3 20 150 100 Pw south facing aspect 1008757* 
05 Hw Ba Cw Fd Ss35 Yc Pw 900 500 400 3 20 150 100 Pw south facing aspect 1008758* 
06 Ba Cw Hw Fd Ss35 Yc 900 500 400 6 20 150 100  1008759 
07 Hw Ba Cw Fd Ss35 Yc 900 500 400 3 20 150 100  1008760 
08 Hw Ba Cw Ss35 Yc 900 500 400 3 20 150 100  1008761 

^01/05/07 Dr  1200 700 500 3 20 150 100 ^Rich 01 only  
Free Growing Height Criteria (m)  

Site Series Fd Hw Cw Ba Ss Yc Pw Dr    
03  2.0 2.0 1.0 - - - 2.5  Min inter-tree distance 2.0  
01 04 05 06  3.0 3.0 1.5 1.75 3.0 1.5 2.5 4.0 Min-Max post spacing density (sph) 400-1500  
07 08 4.0 4.0 2.0 2.25 4.0 2.0 2.5 4.0    

1 on elevated microsites  35 risk of weevil damage   +The target stocking standard is reduced by 100 stems/hectare for Douglas-fir stands 
* The stocking figures only relate to the immature/advanced regen layer but do not relate to the mature layer. 
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BEC 
Variant 

Site 
Series 

Species Stocking* (well-spaced/ha) Regen 
Delay 

Free Growing Group 1  
Brush Comp % 

over height 

Group 2 Brush 
Comp %  

over height 

Other 
Info 

SSID 
(*) denotes revisions 

required Preferred Acceptable Target+ Min p a Min p Late  

C
W

H
 v

m
2 

C
oa

st
al

 W
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rn

 H
em
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 –
 

m
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y 
w
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 m
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m
e 

01 Ba Hw Yc Fd Cw Ss35 Hm 900 500 400 6 20 150 100  1008762 
03 Cw Hw Fd Yc Ba Hm 800 400 400 6 20 150 100  1008763 
04 Cw Hw Fd Yc Ba Ss35 Hm 900 500 400 6 20 150 100  1008764 
05 Ba Cw Hw Yc Ss35 Fd Hm 900 500 400 3 20 150 100  1008765 
06 Ba Cw Hw Yc Ss Hm 900 500 400 6 20 150 100  1008766 
07 Ba Cw Yc Hw Ss35 Hm 900 500 400 3 20 150 100  1008767 
08 Ba Cw Yc Hw Ss35 Hm 900 500 400 3 20 150 100  1008768 
09 Cw1 Hw1 Yc1 Hm1 Ba 800 400 400 3 20 150 100  1008769 

Free Growing Height Criteria (m)  
Site Series Fd Hw Cw Ba Ss Yc Hm    

03 04 09 1.5 1.75 1.0 1.5 2.0 1.0 0.75 Min inter-tree distance 2.0  
01 05 06 2.25 2.5 1.5 1.75 3.0 1.5 1.5 Min-Max post spacing density  400-1,500  
07 08 - 3.5 2.0 2.25 4.0 2.0 1.5    

 
BEC 

Variant Site 
Series 

Species Stocking* (well-spaced/ha) Regen 
Delay 

Free Growing Group 1 
Brush Comp % 

Over height 

Group 2 Brush 
Comp% 

over height 

Other Info SSID 
(*) denotes revisions 

required Late 
Preferred Acceptable Target + Min p a Min p 

 
M
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m

m
1 
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m
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01 Ba Hm Yc Se Hw Cw 900 500 400 7 20 125 100  1008770 
02 Hm Yc Ba 800 400 400 4 20 125 100  1008771 
03 Ba Hm Yc Se Hw Cw 900 500 400 4 20 125 100  1008772 
04 Ba Hm Yc Se Hw Cw 900 500 400 7 20 125 100   
05 Ba Yc Hm Se Hw Cw 900 500 400 4 20 125 100   
06 Hm1 Yc1 Ba  800 400 400 7 20 125 100  1008773 
07 Ba1 Yc1 Hm  900 500 400 4 20 125 100  1008774 
09 Yc1 Hm1  800 400 400 4 20 125 100  1008775 

Free Growing Height Criteria (m)  
Site Series Ba Yc Hm Se Hw Cw    

02 06 07 09 0.6 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.75  Minimum inter-tree distance 2.0  
01 03 04 05  0.6 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 Min-Max post spacing density (sph) 400-1,500  

 
Group 1 species include: Red Alder (Dr), Bigleaf Maple (Mb),and Cottonwood (Ac): acceptable trees at 150% over hts 
Group 2 species include: Cherry, Willow, Cascara, and misc: acceptable trees at 100% over hts (as per City of Mission agreement Dec 2, 1999, and excepting site series where 
conifers are not ‘preferred’.  Where Group 2 heights are similar to immediately adjacent crop trees, acceptable crop trees must be in good health and continue to out compete those 
deciduous species.  Crop trees under performing will not be acceptable as FTG.) 
Group 3 species include: Paper Birch (Ep): acceptable at 50% above conifer hts 
 
Minimum Characteristics of any leave trees including form, health and vigor:  Mature Layer will have various forms, health and vigor ranging from high grade and value, to low grade 
and marginal marketability for the primary purposes of providing for wildlife habitat, features and to meet particular visual quality objectives.  Immature Layer or advanced regen 
acceptable trees will be based on good form, no health issues, good growth potential.  
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Appendix 2: Visual Quality Objectives in TFL 26 
VISUAL QUALITY OBJECTIVES IN TFL 26 

Visual 
Sensitivity 

Unit #s on FSP 
Map 

VSU #s To 
Reference to 
Original 1999 

VLI * 

Visual Quality 
Objective ** 

Comments 
1:20,000 Map overlay available 

606 1000 PR  
596 1001 PR  
580 1002 PR  
578 1003 PR  
562 1004 PR  
526 1005 PR  
n/a 1006 n/a This unit was deleted in the VLI. 
535 1007 PR  
521 1008 PR  
515 1009 PR  
507 1010 PR  
508 1011 PR  
491 1012 PR  
457 1013 PR  
434 1014 PR  
433 1015 PR  
452 1016 PR  
502 1017 PR  
402 1018 PR  
400 1019 PR  
412 1020 PR  
431 1021 PR  
440 1022 PR  
510 1023 PR  
504 1024 PR  
506 1025 PR  
467 1026 PR  
389 1027 PR  
405 1028 PR  
505 1029 PR  
531 1030 M  
530 1031 M  
529 1032 PR  
581 1033 PR  
550 1034 M  
585 1035 PR  
601 1036 PR  
605 1037 M  
612 1038 M  
588 1039 M  
495 1040 M  
427 1041 M  

Note: the source of the Visual Sensitivity Unit boundaries is from the 1999 Visual Landscape Inventory for Mission TFL 26 
completed by Geoscape Environmental Planners.  * These are the Visual landscape Unit #s shown in the 1999 Visual 
Landscape Inventory. While they have no relevance to the FSP, they can be used to reference to corresponding units  
identified in the original VLI.     M = Modification   PR = Partial Retention 
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Table of Alteration categories 
Category of Alteration Characteristics of Cutblock or Road 

P – Preservation (i) very small in scale; and 
(ii)  not easily distinguishable from the pre-harvest landscape 

R – Retention 
(i)  difficult to see; 
(ii)  small in scale; and 
(iii)  natural and not rectilinear or geometric in shape 

PR – Partial Retention 
(i)  easy to see; 
(ii)  small to medium in scale; and 
(iii)  natural and not rectilinear or geometric in shape 

M – Modification 

(i)  very easy to see; and 
(ii)  is: (A) large in scale and natural in appearance; or  
          (B) small to medium in scale but with some angular  
                characteristics 

MM – Maximum Modification 

(i)  very easy to see; and 
(ii)  is: (A) very large in scale;   
          (B) rectilinear and geometric in shape; or 
          (C) both 

 
Overview map of Visual Quality Objective polygons  
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APPENDIX 3 
FPPR Section 14(3) 

Active Cutting Permits and Road Permit Roads 
in Forest Development Unit #1 

 
Cutting Permit Cutblock  Cutting Permit Cutblock 

41 SU13  45 HL23 
 SU14  JR11 
 SU15  KS1 
 SU16  KC6 
 SU17  KC7 

43 SP2  KC8 
44 CR1  KC9 

DA7  KC10 
DA8  LH11 
DA8  RM24 
KC5  SL6 
RL12  SN4 
RO32  46 CA16 
RO33  CA17 
RO34  CA18 
RO35  CA19 
RO36  JR10 
RO37  RL13 

  RL14 
  RL15 

 RL16 
 SU18 
 

Logged – at time of FSP submission 
Unlogged – at time of FSP submission 

 
Road Permit R05420 – covers all roads in TFL26, except Florence Lake Forest Service 
Road. 
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Appendix 4: Referrals 
ADVERTISING  
Advertising was completed as follows: 

• Advertisements to be attached as placed in the September 3 and October 1, 2021 editions of the 
Mission City Record which is free of charge to all households in the Mission area. 

• Notification of the availability of the draft FSP was placed on the City of Mission’s website and a link 
provided to enable direct viewing of a .pdf copy of the text of the draft FSP. 

 
REFERRALS MADE 

Organization Contact Response 
Government 

Fraser Valley Regional District Planning@FVRD.ca   
Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural 
Resource Operations 

District Manager 
Sally Asu, First Nations Liaison 

 

BC Timber Sales, Chinook Timber Sale Manager  
Rec Sites and Trails Tom Blackburn, Recreation Officer  
Amy Peters City of Abbotsford, Water Quality Resource Coordinator  

First Nations 
Kwantlen First Nation, Fort Langley Chief Marilyn Gabriel and Council, Tumia Knott  
Katzie First Nation, Pitt Meadows Chief and Council  
Leq’a:mel First Nation Chief and Council, Shawn Gabriel  
Matsqui First Nation, Matsqui, Chief Alice McKay, Cindy Collins  
Musqueam Indian Band Chief and Council, Yeganeh Asadian  
People of the River Referral Office (SEA) Representing: Sumas, Sto:lo Nation, Sto:lo Tribal council  
Peters Band Chief and council, Victoria Peters  
Popkum Indian Band Chief and Council  
Seabird Island Band Chief and Council  
Semiahmoo First Nation Chief and Council  
Shxw’owhamel First Nation Chief and Council  

Recreation User Groups 
Back Country Horsemen of BC Yarrow Chapter Rose Schroeder  Karin Smith  
Right-nuts ATV Club Ashley Destobel  
4 Wheel Drive Association of BC Kim Reeves, Dan Wishart  
Fraser Valley Mountain Bike Association  President  
Trails BC/Trans Canada Trail Leon Lebrun  
Southwestern All Terrain Trails Cal Kaytor, Bruce Ledingham  

Trappers 
c/o Ministry of Environment John Kelly – provided email to new trapper  
TR0208T009murraygalbraith@yahoo.ca Murray Galbraith, Trapper   (last known email)  

Other 
Steelhead Community Association Candace Koch, Jana Tennant  
Stave Falls Community Association Julia Renkema  
Hatzic/Durieu/McConnell Creek Ratepayers 
Association 

Pauline Peters, Bruce Edwards, Heather Morlacci, Sharie 
Conroy 

 

Stave Lake Cabin Owners Association Alvin Johnson, Noreen Beauvais  
Zajac Ranch for Children Carmen Zajac  
Kenworthy Creek Community Watershed 
purveyor 

Robert Dale 
 

 

Roberta Lindsay  Local Resident-present at previous 2017-2022 openhouse  
Adjacent Licensees 

John Pichugan Teal Cedar  
Johnathan Smyth BCIT  
N2Z-Katzie-Kwantlen c/o Kevin Vanderboom  Cascadia Forest Management  
Jay Rees Western Canadian Timber Products Ltd  

mailto:Planning@FVRD.ca
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Appendix 5:  Maps 
 
Overview map of Mission TFL 26, titled ‘Forest Stewardship Plan 2022-2027 - Full Size Map 1:20000 can be requested.



 

 
City of Mission – TFL 26  Page 34 2022-2027 Forest Stewardship Plan 

 
Appendix 6: Comments and Revisions 

Advertising Package, Referral letters and Emails, Referral responses 
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Comments Responses/Revisions 

  
 
 

Comments Responses/Revisions 
  

 
 

Comments Responses/Revisions 
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