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Introduction 
 
Monitoring and continual improvement were identified as fundamental concepts 
to sustainable resource management during the development of the Kalum Land 
and Resource Management Plan (LRMP) and the Kalum Sustainable Resource 
Management Plan (SRMP). The LRMP/SRMP planning process gave rise to and 
provided a clear mandate for the Plan Implementation Committee (PIC). The PIC 
is charged with monitoring implementation of the LRMP/SRMP to ensure the 
intent of the plans is being met.   
 
With the Kalum LRMP approaching fifteen years in service, the PIC has identified 
the need for renewal and revitalization of the plan to ensure relevance into the 
future. Recent commitments by the Provincial Government to update Land Use 
Plans throughout B.C. are timely, and the Kalum PIC welcomes the opportunity to 
work with the Province on this task of modernizing the LRMP. 
 
The intent of this report is to: 
 

 Identify the extent to which provincial commitments made under the 
LRMP process have been met for the identified sections 
 

 Describe work that is yet to be completed for each of the sections where 
provincial commitments have not been met 

 

 Begin a dialogue with the Province and forest industry regarding work yet 
to be completed for each of the identified sections so that they can restart 
and continue the necessary discussions to develop a plan to undertake this 
work. 

 

 

Acronyms 
 
The following section lists the full terms of commonly used acronyms throughout 
the report (not including the appendices). 
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BC    British Columbia 
BEC    Biogeoclimatic Ecosystem Classification 
BIT    Biologist in Training 
BMP    Best Management Practices 
ESA    Environmentally Sensitive Area 
FLNRORD (FLNRO) Ministry of Forests, Lands, Natural Resource Operations 

and Rural Development 
FPB    Forest Practices Board 
FRPA    Forest and Range Practices Act 
FSP    Forest Stewardship Plan 
GAR    Government Actions Regulation 
GBMA   Grizzly Bear Management Area 
LRMP    Land and Resource Management Plan 
OGMA   Old Growth Management Area 
PhD    Doctorate Degree (Philosophiae doctor) 
PIC    Plan Implementation Committee (or Committee) 
RAAD    Remote Access to Archaeological Data 
RPBio    Registered Professional Biologist 
RPF    Registered Professional Forester 
SARA    Species at Risk Act 
SRMP    Sustainable Resource Management Plan 
SRMZ    Special Resource Management Zone 
TSA    Timber Supply Area 
UWR    Ungulate Winter Range 
WHA    Wildlife Habitat Area 
 

Sectional Reviews 
 
This report examines values managed for in the LRMP that have been reviewed to 
date and describes work completed in these areas along with priority work yet to 
be completed for each section. This report is being tabled now to begin this 
essential discussion. 
 
The LRMP sections examined in this report are as follows: 
 

2.2.1 Access Management  
2.2.4 Biodiversity  
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2.2.5 Botanical Forest Products  
2.2.6 Coastal Management  
2.2.7 Cultural Heritage 
2.2.8 Fish and Fish Habitat 
2.2.9 Freshwater 
2.2.11 Grizzly Bear  
2.2.12 Outdoor Recreation 
2.2.14 Tourism 
2.2.16 Ungulate Winter Range 
2.2.17 Visual Resources 
2.2.18 Wildlife and Wildlife Habitats 
3.1.3 some Special Resource Management Zones 

 
The following LRMP sections listed below are not currently scheduled for review, 
but may be scheduled for review by the PIC in the future: 
 

2.2.2 Agriculture 
2.2.3 Aquaculture and marine plants 
2.2.10 Geological and energy resources 
2.2.13 Timber Harvesting and Silviculture 
2.2.15 Trapping 
3.1.1 Protection Zone 
3.1.2 Settlement Zone 
3.1.3 remaining Special Resource Management Zones 
4.1  Jobs, Communities, and Quality of Life 
 

While the PIC has not completed a formal review of section 2.2.13 Timber 
Harvesting and Silviculture, the Committee has developed a discussion paper 
regarding forestry operations in undeveloped watersheds, which can be found in 
Appendix P. 
 

Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.1 – Access Management 
 
Refer to Appendix A: Review of the Status of Access Management Objectives – 
Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.1 - submitted by Paul Hanna, RPF 
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A number of commitments were made under the LRMP regarding access 
management. The strategies outlined in the Kalum LRMP were not included as 
part of the legally binding Kalum Sustainable Resource Management Plan (SRMP). 
Despite not having the weight of legislation, access management remains an 
important issue to stakeholders as indicated in the LRMP.  Appendix A outlines in 
detail work that has been completed and work that is yet to be completed for 
each of the seventeen Access Management Strategies. The PIC has identified high 
priority work that is yet to be done relating to Biodiversity Objectives; these 
priorities are noted below. 
 

I. Development of an Integrated Access Management Plan for the Kalum 
LRMP plan area 

II. Development of operational guidance materials relating to road 
deactivation for access management purposes 

 
Until further work is done in this area, the PIC recommends the use of its 
discussion paper, Guiding Principles and Considerations When Planning and 
Implementing Road Deactivation Activities, September 2015 (Appendix O), as a 
guide. 
 

Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.4 – Biodiversity 
 
Refer to Appendix B: Evaluation of the Status of Biodiversity Objectives - Kalum 
LRMP s. 2.2.4 -submitted by Dr. Phil Burton, R.P. Bio 

 
There are thirty-nine Strategies relating to 9 Objectives for Biodiversity in the 
Kalum LRMP. Appendix B outlines in detail work that has been completed and 
work that is yet to be completed for each of the thirty-nine Biodiversity 
Strategies. The PIC has identified high priority work that is yet to be done relating 
to Biodiversity Objectives; these priorities are noted below. 
 

I. The status of the following 3 attributes should be updated and compiled at 
the BEC variant level within each landscape unit incorporating updated 
natural and artificial disturbance data: 

a. Age classes (in order to evaluate and focus Strategy 1.2 and 3.2 
efforts) 
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b. Patch sizes, incorporating updated natural and artificial disturbance 
figures (to evaluate and focus Strategy 2.1) 

c. Leading tree species (to evaluate and focus Strategies 4.1 and 4.2) 
II. Annual data on forest management activities should be compiled since 

LRMP release (May 2002). Roll-ups at the TSA level would be sufficient, and 
are needed for: 
a. Silviculture systems (to evaluate and provide direction to Strategies 1.4 

and 6.1) 
b. The amount (area) of green-tree patches and structural retention (area 

or density) present in cutblocks of different sizes (to evaluate and 
provide direction to Strategies 2.2, 2.3 and 6.2) 

c. Area treated by different vegetation management techniques (to 
evaluate trends related to Strategy 6.4) 

III. Establish spatial OGMAs for all (current and previously identified) 
undeveloped watersheds, as per Strategy 9.1, and develop plans to fill any 
remaining gaps in recommended old forest representation in developed 
watersheds, as per Strategy 3.2. 

 
 

Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.5 – Botanical Forest Products 
 

Refer to Appendix C: Review of the Status of Botanical Forest Products Objectives 
– Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.5 - submitted by Tracey McKay 
 
There are fifteen Strategies relating to 4 Objectives for Botanical Forest Products 
in the Kalum LRMP. Appendix C outlines in detail work that has been completed 
and work that is yet to be completed for each of the fifteen Biodiversity 
Strategies. The PIC has identified high priority work relating to Botanical Forest 
Products that should be completed as soon as possible. These high priority tasks 
are noted below. 
 

I. Strategy 1.1: Undertake ecosystem mapping to identify and theme high 
value Pine Mushroom sites (e.g. correlate Pine Mushroom occurrence and 
abundance with provincial Biogeoclimatic Ecosystem Classification (BEC) 
System and stand age) 

II. Strategy 2.1: Establishment of a Pine Mushroom Steering Committee with 
representation from all affected stakeholder groups. 
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III. Strategy 3.2: Allow the botanical forest product industry to have an 
opportunity for input into forest development, landscape unit and access 
management planning. 

IV. Strategy 4.1: Evaluate the feasibility of regulating the pine mushroom 
harvest through either the licensing of buyers and harvesters or area based 
tenures. 

V. Strategy 4.2: Encourage the establishment of ecologically sustainable 
botanical forest products harvesting techniques that maintain or restore 
the integrity of the resource. 

 

Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.6 – Coastal Management  
 
Refer to Appendix D: Evaluation of the Status of Coastal Management Objectives - 
Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.6 - submitted by Ryan Beaudry 
 
There are sixty-three Strategies relating to twenty-nine Objectives for Coastal 
Management in the Kalum LRMP. Appendix D outlines in detail work that has 
been completed and work that is yet to be completed for each of the sixty-three 
Coastal Management Strategies. The PIC has identified high priority work that is 
yet to be done relating to Coastal Management Objectives; these priorities are 
noted below.  
 
Public Recreation  
 

I. Strategy 1.1 - Identify anchorage’s for small water-craft, using Recreation 
Activities Map (map 9) and the Regional Protected Areas team document as 
guidance for site designation (2008 Implementation Report Project #11.4)  

II. Strategy 1.2 - At suitable anchorages, based on work completed through 
strategy 1.1, set mooring buoys (Project #11.4)  

III. Strategy 4.1 - Identify and map dive sites and make maps available to 
resource developers (Project #11.6)  

 
Fish and Wildlife 
 

I. Strategy 1.4 – Establish Kitimat River estuary as a sensitive area (note – an 
environmental study to review and refine Kitimat Estuary ESA boundary in 
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Kitimat Official Community Plan, based on scientific evidence, is needed 
(No Project #, omitted from 2008 Report)  

II. Strategy 1.5 - Assist District of Kitimat in preparation of an Estuary 
Management Plan (No Project #, omitted from 2008 Report)  

III. Strategy 2.3 - Conduct salmon habitat inventories to identify areas that 
require enhanced protection (Project #7.1)  

IV. Strategy 2.4 - Using the inventory of Project #7.1 (Strategy 2.3), identify 
specific projects to enhance salmon habitat (Project #7.2)  

V. Strategy 6.1 - Identify and designate Coastal Sensitive Areas and Marine 
Sensitive Zones (Project #4.8 and 4.9)  

 

Tourism  

 

I. Strategy 1.1 - Identify opportunities for long term tenure for shore based 
facilities that support commercial tourism through implementation of the 
Commercial Recreation Policy (No Project #, omitted from 2008 Report)  

II. Strategy 2.1 – Identify and nominate sensitive aquatic environments for 
designation as no dump zones under the Pleasure Craft Pollution Prevent 
Regulation (Project #13.5)  

III. Strategy 2.2 - Where feasible, encourage the provision of onshore sewage 
disposal facilities in designated no dump zones (Project #13.5)  

 
Industrial Activities, Facilities, and Access 
 

I. Strategy 1.3 – Integrated Access Management Plans (Project #1.1)  
 
Cultural Heritage 
 

II. Strategy 1.1 - Develop report documenting coastal and underwater 
archaeological sites suitable for Provincial designation, with justifications. 
This project requires resources to determine which sites are suitable for 
Provincial designation and what protective mechanisms are available for 
the remainder. (Project #6.3).  

III. Strategy 2.1 – Integrated Access Management Plans (Project #1.1)  

IV. Strategy 2.2 – Minimize impacts to fish habitat by adopting environmentally 
suitable harvesting rates and methods (No Project #, omitted from 2008 
Report)  
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V. Strategy 6.3 – Develop Standard Operating Procedure to regulate harvest of 
kelp (Project #3.4)  

 

 

Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.7 – Cultural Heritage 
 
Refer to Appendix E: Review of the Status of Cultural Heritage Objectives – Kalum 
LRMP s. 2.2.7 - submitted by Teresa Tremblay 
 
There are eight Strategies relating to five Objectives for Cultural Heritage in the 
Kalum LRMP. Appendix E outlines in detail work that has been completed and 
work that is yet to be completed for each of the eight Cultural Heritage Strategies. 
The PIC has identified high priority work that is yet to be done relating to Cultural 
Heritage Objectives; these priorities are noted below.  
 

I. As identified in Strategy 1.1, complete a new Archaeological Overview 
Assessment that will meet the Arch Branch guidelines and so become part 
of the “Remote Access to Archaeological Data” Database (RAAD). Include a 
Heritage Values Assessment, Historic Site Potential, and Traditional Use 
Studies. 

II. As identified in Strategy 2.1 of this section, complete a summary report of 
heritage resources to identify provincially / regionally significant 
archaeological and historical resources.  We recommend coordinating this 
strategy with that of Strategy 1.1 in the Cultural Heritage subsection of 
Section 2.2.6 Coastal Management: “Develop a report documenting coastal 
and underwater archaeological sites suitable for Provincial designation, 
with justifications.” 

III. As identified in Strategy 5.1, encourage development of cultural heritage 
interpretive facilities and programs. 

 
 

Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.8 – Fish and Fish Habitat 
 
Refer to Appendix F: Review of the Status of Fish and Fish Habitat Objectives – 
Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.8 - submitted by Alison Grover, BIT 
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There are 19 Strategies relating to five Objectives for Fish and Fish Habitat in the 
Kalum LRMP. Appendix F outlines in detail work that has been completed and 
work that is yet to be completed for each of the 19 Fish and Fish Habitat 
Strategies. The PIC has identified high priority work that is yet to be done relating 
to Fish and Fish Habitat Objectives; these priorities are noted below.  
 

I. As in Strategy 1.1, where development may affect fish or fish habitat, 
identify and evaluate presence of fish and fish habitat prior to development 
using current classification systems. 

II. As in Strategy 1.5, interpret and adopt policy that is reflective of the federal 
“no net loss of productive fish habitat” policy. 

III. As in Objective 2, manage existing populations of vulnerable and/or distinct 
fish stocks and species for their healthy perpetuation. 

IV. Develop Management Plans specific to each fish species and/or watershed 
to provide for customized management strategies for each. 

V. Develop a formal body or committee of government and non-government 
authoritative groups to undertake “interagency collaboration” and allow for 
thorough communication of strategies, responsibilities, priorities, progress, 
and other important information regarding Fish and Fish Habitat. 

 
 

Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.9 – Freshwater 
 
Refer to Appendix G: Review of the Status of Freshwater Objectives – Kalum LRMP 
s. 2.2.9 - submitted by Alison Grover, BIT 
 
There are 32 Strategies relating to five Objectives for Freshwater in the Kalum 
LRMP. Appendix G outlines in detail work that has been completed and work that 
is yet to be completed for each of the 32 Freshwater Strategies. The PIC has 
identified high priority work that is yet to be done relating to Freshwater 
Objectives; these priorities are noted below.  
 

I. As in Strategy 2.5, develop watershed management strategies which 
address water demands, fisheries low flow rate requirements, and water 
runoff rates (water retention) that maintain the hydrological regime in a 
near natural state. 



  11 

II. As in Strategy 4.1, undertake inventory projects to identify and assess 
sources of water pollution (e.g. toxic burial sites, septic tank leakages) and 
make recommendations for corrective measures. 

III. As in Strategy 5.1, develop management plans for the following lakes: 
Lakelse, Kalum/Redsand, Jesse, Lava, Ena, End and Clearwater 

 
 

Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.11 – Grizzly Bear 
 
Refer to Appendix H: Evaluation of the Status of Grizzly Bear Objectives - Kalum 
LRMP s. 2.2.11 -submitted by Dr. Catherine White PhD. 
 
There are nineteen Strategies relating to 7 Objectives for Grizzly Bear in the 
Kalum LRMP. Appendix H outlines in detail work that has been completed and 
work that is yet to be completed for each of the nineteen Grizzly Bear Strategies. 
The PIC has identified high priority work that is yet to be done relating to Grizzly 
Bear Objectives; these priorities are noted below.  
 

I. Restart work to designate GBMAs at designated locations of Little Oliver 
and Lakelse/Hwy 37 

II. Strategy 3.2 - develop guidelines for patch protection and restoration 
III. Strategy 4.1 - establish a grizzly bear working group to develop, undertake, 

and monitor this work 
IV. Strategy 7.1 - establish a long-term inventory and monitoring program for 

grizzly bears 
V. Remaining WHA mapping work be completed as soon as possible  

 
 

 

 

Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.12 – Outdoor Recreation 
 
Refer to Appendix I: Review of the Status of Outdoor Recreation Objectives – 
Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.12 - submitted by Cheryl Brown 
 
There are 13 Strategies relating to four Objectives for Outdoor Recreation in the 
Kalum LRMP. Appendix I outlines in detail work that has been completed and 
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work that is yet to be completed for each of the 13 Outdoor Recreation 
Strategies. The PIC has identified high priority work that is yet to be done relating 
to Outdoor Recreation Objectives; these priorities are noted below.  

 
I. Overall comments and recommendations: 

a. BC Tourism and BC Parks overall manage the recreation 
opportunities.  However recreation is broad and includes hunting, 
fishing, hiking, boating etc.  Recreation opportunities are either 
inclusive of these 2 ministries or beyond them and part of the overall 
opportunities available on crown land. There is no overall system 
that encompasses them all or coordinates opportunities. There is no 
overall plan or direction.  

II. An overall updated review of current recreational opportunities. 
a. Overall the objectives of the LRMP by the ministries and have been 

addressed on an ongoing basis but have been limited by budgetary 
restraints of the two ministries. Concerns or recreational interests 
outside the mandate of these ministries is not captured. 

III. A review of recreation opportunities that need upgrading or maintenance 
a. The relationship of outdoor recreation can be a slippery slope with 

the environment – outdoor recreation needs quality environment 
but yet has an impact on it.   This relationship needs to be considered 
throughout planning both by BC tourism and Parks as well as forestry 
developers. Issues of impacts on all values of the land have to be 
considered along with cumulative effects, and restrictions 
implemented either in development of outdoor recreation 
opportunities eg restrictions of areas for ungulate winter range, 
goats, caribou, the vulnerability of wetlands etc. The impact of types 
of recreation on the land bases differs with increasing impacts by the 
use of motorized vehicles.  Review of the impacts and consideration 
of limitations need to be explored and considered. This is further 
complicated by the business orientation of the BC government re 
recreation and the lack of an overall plan. The direction by the new 
government is unknown.  

IV. Ongoing assessment of the outdoor recreation sites or activities on the land 
base regarding cumulative impacts and sustainability. 

a. Access management has not been addressed and was felt that 
conflicts were being managed and dealt with by each individual 
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situation. The low population of the area results in fewer conflicts 
that can be managed and there have been areas of designation such 
as for snowmobiles, cross country skiers, motorized and non 
motorized activities.  An overall plan however is not in place.  This 
will be challenged as the population increases and the interest in 
outdoor recreation grows. Because of the large area of crown land 
with increasing ability to access it, conflict of users is likely to 
increase. Access management includes not only conflict between 
users but the protection of other values such as wildlife and 
ecologically sensitive areas.  

V. Development of an access management committee to develop, monitor 
and revise access management to meet the objectives of the plan.  

a. The overall inventory of recreation resources need to be updated. 
There is no central agency that tracks this or has ability to plan. 
Further areas of recreational opportunities including significant visual 
sites need to be identified and enhanced with particular emphasis on 
areas that fill identified gaps.  

VI. Development of a recreation planning committee of many stakeholders to 
oversee the overall direction of all recreation in the Plan. 

 
Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.14 – Tourism 
 

Refer to Appendix J: Review of the Status of Tourism Objectives – Kalum LRMP s. 
2.2.14 - submitted by Seth Downs 
 
There are 14 Strategies relating to four Objectives for Tourism in the Kalum LRMP. 
Appendix J outlines in detail work that has been completed and work that is yet to 
be completed for each of the 14 Tourism Strategies. The PIC has identified high 
priority work that is yet to be done relating to Tourism Objectives; these priorities 
are noted below.  

 
I. Make a priority the review & evaluation of the Visual Landscape 

Inventory/Known Scenic Areas, and all associated Visual Quality Objectives 
for these areas. This must include a process for First Nations and public 
consultation. 
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II. Target rehabilitation to restore visual quality in Known Scenic Areas not 
currently up to the standards, so as to restore visual quality to the desired 
levels (objective 4.3). 

 
Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.16 – Ungulate Winter Range 

 
Refer to Appendix K: Review of the Status of Ungulate Winter Range Objectives – 
Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.16 - submitted by Alison Grover, BIT 
 
 
There are eight Strategies relating to two Objectives for Mountain Goat and 21 
Strategies and 5 Objectives for Moose in regards to Ungulate Winter Range in the 
Kalum LRMP. Appendix K outlines in detail work that has been completed and 
work that is yet to be completed for each of the 29 Ungulate Winter Range 
Strategies. The PIC has identified high priority work that is yet to be done relating 
to Ungulate Winter Range Objectives; these priorities are noted below.  
 

I. As in Strategies 4.3, 5.3, and 5.6 of Moose UWR, develop strategies for 
visual screening and natural willow regrowth on decommissioned roads. 
These Strategies are addressed in the appendices of the Moose Winter 
Range GAR orders, but they are not legally binding.  We recommend that 
these guidelines be incorporated into the legally binding GARs. 

II. As in Strategy 4.2 of Moose UWR, where possible, minimize moose 
disturbance in winter by using measures such as: geographically focusing 
operations within a given winter range, restricted access and timing of 
activities.  In the appendix of the moose GAR orders (“not part of the legal 
order”) it is mentioned that “moose winter range management plans 
should address both the risk of disturbance and methods for limiting access 
to moose winter ranges during their wintering period (November 1 to May 
1).  We recommend that this be established as part of the legal order of the 
GARs to improve winter range protection during critical months.   

III. Ensure that adequate enforcement is in place to ensure the effectiveness of 
the GAR orders. 

IV. Continually monitor and upgrade UWR mapping to account for changes in 
winter range distribution. The Ministry states that some of the Goat GARs 
are currently being updated for this reason, and that they have aerial 
mapping projects ready to take place and are currently waiting upon 
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funding.  We would like to express our support for this project, and hope 
that funding will be in place soon to update the UWRs. 

 
Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.17 – Visual Resources 

 
Refer to Appendix L: Review of the Status of Visual Resources Objectives – Kalum 
LRMP s. 2.2.17 - submitted by Seth Downs 
 
There are 14 Strategies relating to three Objectives for Visual Resources in the 
Kalum LRMP. Appendix L outlines in detail work that has been completed and 
work that is yet to be completed for each of the 14 Visual Resources Strategies. 
The PIC has identified high priority work that is yet to be done relating to Visual 
Resources Objectives; these priorities are noted below.  
 

I. Make a priority the review & evaluation of the Visual Landscape 
Inventory/Known Scenic Areas, and all associated Visual Quality Objectives 
for these areas. This must include a process for First Nations and public 
consultation. 

II. Recommend additional resources be committed for professional 
development for staff around topics of Visual Landscape Design & 
Management. 

 
Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.18 – Wildlife and Wildlife Habitats 

 
Refer to Appendix M: Review of the Status of Wildlife and Wildlife Habitats 
Objectives – Kalum LRMP s. 2.2.18 - submitted by Alison Grover, BIT 
 
There are 22 Strategies relating to six Objectives for Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat 
in the Kalum LRMP. Appendix M outlines in detail work that has been completed 
and work that is yet to be completed for each of the 22 Wildlife and Wildlife 
Habitat Strategies. The PIC has identified high priority work that is yet to be done 
relating to Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat Objectives; these priorities are noted 
below.  
 

I. Put in place a local committee of professionals, First Nations, stakeholders, 
and public—supported by funding—to address the gaps present in 
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management of Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat. The following would be 
addressed by the new committee: 

a. Objective 2 – All Strategies (2.1 – 2.5): Identify, map, and manage 
and enhance habitat for vulnerable, rare, threatened and 
endangered wildlife species.   

i. While working within the guidelines of SARA, the committee 
will be a localized body to address wildlife management. 

ii. We recommend that the committee review Best Management 
Practices and identify priorities therein which should be made 
legally binding.  In doing so we also recommend the 
government re-host the workshops for licensees which address 
impacts of BMPs on industry production. 

iii. May the committee also continually identify, monitor, and 
research local species, especially those that are rare, 
endangered, or threatened, and improve and replace 
management directives as necessary. Consider making these 
management directives legally binding, as needed. 

b. Objective 1 – Strategy 1.4: Encourage continued research and 
information gathering on Kermode bears. Apply appropriate 
measures to maintain the white (Kermode) colour phase in the Ursus 
americanus gene pool and to manage their habitats. 

i. Globally unique to Northwest BC, the management of this type 
of Black Bear should take high priority in the region.  We 
recommend that an annual budget be assigned to the 
committee to ensure continual research and management 
practices are developed for the Kermode Bear.  

c. Objective 1 – Strategy 1.10:  Apply adequate management practices 
such that non-threatened habitat types do not fall into the 
threatened and endangered categories. 

i. We recommend a proactive approach be taken to wildlife and 
their habitats so that non-threatened species remain non-
threatened. 

d. Objective 1 – Strategy 1.11: Encourage wildlife habitat enhancement 
projects. 

i. We recommend a budget be in place for taking a proactive 
approach towards protecting wildlife and wildlife habitat.  The 
committee may offer funding opportunities to groups such as 
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stakeholders or environmental consultants to fulfill this 
mandate. 

e. Objective 1 – Strategy 1.2: Inventory populations of individual 
wildlife species. 

i. This is clearly a long-term, ongoing strategy that cannot be 
easily completed in one project, but we recommend that 
government makes steps towards steadily increasing the 
number of species inventories at hand by providing a budget 
to the committee to inventory species and provide 
management techniques for each.  

 

 
Kalum LRMP s. 3.1.3 – Special Resource Management Zone 

 
Refer to Appendix N: Review of the Status of some Special Resource Management 
Zone Objectives – Kalum LRMP s. 3.1.3 - submitted by Chris Apps 
 
The Special Resource Management Zone section of the Kalum LRMP is made up of 
nine different “types” (or zones).  These types are: 

 Non-Motorized Backcountry Recreation 

 Marine Backcountry Recreation 

 Community Watersheds 

 Grizzly Bear Benchmark and Linkages 

 Lakelse River (subzones 1 and 2) 

 Upper Kitsumkalum 

 Kowesas 

 Ascaphus Creek 

 Upper Copper River 

 Miligit Valley 
 
The PIC has reviewed identified high priority work that is yet to be done in the 
following special resource management zone types: 

 Community Watersheds 

 Lakelse River (Subzones 1 & 2) 

 Kowesas 

 Ascaphus (Coastal Tailed Frog Habitat) 
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 Upper Copper 

 Miligit Valley.  
 
Appendix N outlines in detail work that has been completed and work that is yet 
to be completed for each of the six Special Resource Management Zones that 
have been reviewed. The PIC has identified high priority work that is yet to be 
done relating to these SRMZs, and the associated recommendations are listed 
below. 

I. The selection of the SRMZs – along with their Objectives and Strategies – 
indicates that restoration of specific sites was an important piece to include 
when the Kalum LRMP was drafted. As such it is recommended that a clear 
inventory of creeks, streams and other riparian areas be established to 
catalogue sites that require restorative works. This can then be prioritized 
and will give tangible direction to those involved moving forward.  

II. Along with this “restoration inventory” establish a risk ranked list of 
streams that require routine maintenance and monitoring. Putting ink to 
paper on this will give it power and potentially provide an opportunity to 
collaborate with FLNRO C/E Staff.  

III. Undertake a policy/legislative/regulatory review to ensure LRMP is 
consistent with current laws.  

IV. Provide deeper direction/explanation for Strategies that recommend 
several actions (see Community watersheds – 3.2)  

V. Most importantly, the LRMP must be updated to reflect the new status’ of 
SRMZs 

 

 

 

 

 

Review of Professional Reliance 
 

While we recognize that it is not within our mandate to comment on government 
strategies outside of the LRMP, we believe that the current state of professional 
reliance is an issue that affects the success of the LRMP and SRMP.  The PIC would 
like to recommend that the ineffectiveness of FSPs and professional reliance be 
addressed, and that an alternate approach to resource stewardship be 
implemented. In 2006 and 2015 the Forest Practices Board reviewed the 
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effectiveness of FSPs and have found them falling short on many of the primary 
goals that FSPs were designed to meet, including: 

a. “A high proportion of the results, strategies and measures in FSPs are 
not measurable or verifiable and therefore not enforceable.” –
“Forest Stewardship Plans: Are they meeting expectations?” A Special 
Investigation by the Forest Practices Board, 2015 

b. “Many results or strategies in FSPs do not demonstrate consistency 
with government’s objectives.” –“Forest Stewardship Plans: Are they 
meeting expectations?” A Special Investigation by the Forest 
Practices Board, 2015 

c. “FSPs alone continue to be inadequate as tools for public review and 
comment. –“Forest Stewardship Plans: Are they meeting 
expectations?” A Special Investigation by the Forest Practices Board, 
2015 

d. “FSPs are not improving over time.” –“Forest Stewardship Plans: Are 
they meeting expectations?” A Special Investigation by the Forest 
Practices Board, 2015 

e. “Innovation in FSPs is rare.” –“Forest Stewardship Plans: Are they 
meeting expectations?” A Special Investigation by the Forest 
Practices Board, 2015 

f. “District level decision makers appear to have little influence or 
authority to direct how forest management should take place in their 
local area, as long as the legal requirements are met.” –“A review of 
the Early Forest Stewardship Plans Under FRPA” A special report by 
the Forest Practices Board, 2006 

g. “… many of the plans indicate a very large area within which 
development will occur, but provide no further details. It is extremely 
difficult for a member of the public to fathom how their interests 
might be affected by forestry activity in an undifferentiated area 
averaging some 3000 square kilometres in size.” –“A review of the 
Early Forest Stewardship Plans Under FRPA” A special report by the 
Forest Practices Board, 2006 

 
Overall, the FPB is of the opinion that FSPs are not an effective means for the job 
they were tasked for.   Based on these reviews as well as discussions within the 
PIC, we believe that a resolution to the inadequacy of FSPs would not only 
address the current shortcomings in meeting the objectives within this section of 
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the LRMP, but likely in meeting objectives throughout the entire Land Use Plan.  A 
resolution may be found in returning the responsibility to government to outline 
management strategies in place of FSPs while continuing the practice of 
performance auditing and compliance monitoring to ensure that the practices of 
licensees meet these objectives. In conclusion, we support the current discussions 
within the government that are reviewing Professional Reliance and Forest 
Stewardship Plans.  Professional reliance requires the willingness and ability to 
consult with affected community stakeholders in a respectful way. 
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Conclusion 
 
The Kalum PIC has reviewed the status of a number of sections of the LRMP and 
has presented here a summary of priority work that should be completed as soon 
as possible for each of the following sections:  

 Access Management  

 Biodiversity  

 Botanical Forest Products  

 Coastal Management  

 Cultural Heritage 

 Fish and Fish Habitat 

 Freshwater 

 Grizzly Bear  

 Outdoor Recreation 

 Tourism 

 Ungulate Winter Range 

 Visual Resources 

 Wildlife and Wildlife Habitats 

 Special Resource Management Zone 
 
Monitoring and continual improvement are fundamental principles underlying the 
LRMP/SRMP process. The Kalum LRMP is in need of renewal and revitalization in 
order to continue serving as a relevant and valuable management planning tool 
for stakeholders into the future. The priority work highlighted in this report has 
been identified as such by members of the PIC with assistance from practicing 
natural resource professionals. The PIC’s intent in preparing this report is to 
reinforce the importance of following through on strategic commitments made 
under the LRMP process and to highlight priority work tasks related to the 
sections reviewed to date that should be completed as soon as possible.  
 
Please refer to the attached appendices for a presentation of the LRMP Strategies 
related to each of the sections and details of work completed to date and work 
yet to be completed for each section. The appendices include comments and 
questions relating to the reviewed sections.  
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The information contained in this report and the accompanying appendices is 
intended to support ongoing dialogue between the PIC, government, and 
stakeholders on the issues underpinning Kalum LRMP Objectives. 
 
In presenting the priority work identified in this report, the Kalum PIC hopes to 
begin a renewed, active and respectful dialogue between government, the forest 
industry and other stakeholders. PIC members would like to work directly with 
government and stakeholders on developing a plan to see the priority work 
identified in this report carried out in a practical and timely manner. 
 
Generally, members are committed to ensuring that the stakeholder group each 
member represents is briefed on these discussions and assisted to contribute 
their views to it.  We await a similar commitment from government, Ministry and 
industry. 
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Background 

As indicated in the Kalum SRMP, “LRMP objectives and strategies, which have not been given the 
weight of government legislation, still reflect social choices that have been approved by government 
for consideration in plans – these continue as government policy.  Accountability for implementation 
of these “non-legal” components rests with resource professionals and their professional accounting 
bodies”.  Access Management is one of the KLRMP plan non-legal components.  

Definitions and relevant reference to Access Management in the Kalum SRMP 
Appendix A identifies for Tailed Frog in General Wildlife Measures for Wildlife Habitat Areas # 6-058 
to 6-059 and for Wildlife Habitat Areas # 6-060 to 6-067 that, “no road construction or stream 
crossings will be established within the core area. Where other options are not practicable, and roads 
or stream crossings are determined to be necessary for access, an exemption is required from the 
Minister of Environment or delegate (Integrated Land Management Bureau, 2006) p. 27. 

Appendix A identifies for mountain goat the following definition for de-activation, which includes 
access management context: 

“deactivate” or “deactivation” refers to either partial or complete treatment of roads and trails with 
the intent to prevent, as much as possible, motor vehicle access while taking into account site 
specific operating constraints; where practicable this activity will include right-of-way revegetation 
activities to manage long term access (Integrated Land Management Bureau, 2006) p. 30. 

General Wildlife Measure 4 reads, “Access roads and structures required for primary forest activities 
within 500 meters of mountain goat winter range will be constructed in a manner that will facilitate 
effective deactivation.  All roads or structures that have not been exempted will be deactivated 
within one year following forest harvesting activities” (Integrated Land Management Bureau, 2006) 
p. 30.  

 

Review of Kalum LRMP Section 2.2.1, Access Management  

A key point is that this section of the Kalum LRMP did not become part of the Kalum SRPM 
objectives.  Notice in the following definitions from the LRMP related to access management 
and deactivation that deactivation does not include the context for restricting access as it 
does in the SRMP. 

 

Definitions 

ACCESS PLAN: A plan that shows how road construction, modification and deactivation will be 
carried out to protect, or mitigate impacts on known resources or sensitive locations while 
maximizing the efficiency of resource development. 
 

ACCESS MANAGEMENT PLAN: A plan that directs the control of public access following road 
development to minimize impacts on sensitive habitats and wildlife populations e.g., through 
gating, access control points, or seasonal road closures. 
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ROAD DEACTIVATION: Measures taken to stabilize roads and trails during periods of inactivity, 
including the control of drainage, the removal of sidecast where necessary, and the  
establishment of vegetation for permanent deactivation. 

Temporary deactivation includes measures to control drainage and reduce risk of 
erosion, repair or removal of bridges, and removal of sidecast, where necessary. 

Semi-permanent deactivation includes removing stream culverts, enhanced measures to 
control of drainage and erosion, repair or removal of bridges, and removal of sidecast, 
where necessary. 

Permanent deactivation includes removal of stream culverts and restoration of channel 
and bank stability, removal of bridge superstructures, enhanced measures to control 
drainage and erosion, removal of sidecast, and establishment of vegetation (Ministry of 
Sustainable Resource Management, 2002). P. 147. 

   

Overview of the main parts or points raised in the section 

 “Road deactivation was formalized with the introduction of the Forest Practices Code for the 
purpose of managing hydrological influence on roads. While the intent of road deactivation 
following resource extraction is to reduce maintenance costs by perpetuating the road in a 
self-maintaining state it can also reduce recreational and tourism opportunities (Ministry of 
Sustainable Resource Management, 2002) p. 23.  

“In the interests of sustaining long term forest productivity as well as fish and wildlife 
habitats and populations, deactivation of roads will be an access management option” 
(Integrated Land Management Bureau, 2006) p. 24. 

“Road access for purposes of resource development is an acceptable use of the land, and will 
proceed subject to LRMP direction and existing Provincial legislation and regulations” 
(Ministry of Sustainable Resource Management, 2002) p. 24. 

The list of watersheds below was developed primarily to address grizzly bear access 
management issues. The following Grizzly Bear Identified Watersheds (Map 11) are priorities 
for access management planning: McKay-Davies, Lakelse-Cecil, Cedar, Alice- Star-Deep, Little 
Oliver-Skeena River East, Nelson, Wedeene, Erlandsen, and Maroon-Weseach. (Ministry of 
Sustainable Resource Management, 2002) p. 25. 
 

List of things that the section or the objective and strategies within it call to be done  

Access Management Plans 

1. development of integrated access management plans 
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2. in the absence of access management plans he types and degree of acceptable access 
will be determined through existing interagency review processes 

3. Coordinate access development amongst users so that future development utilizes 
existing or shared access wherever possible 

Discussion  

The Beaver River concerns of the PIC are an example of an access management issue. The use 
of deactivation as an access management tool is not being used, nor are other access controls 
such as seasonal gating.  Never-the-less the last field trip achieved significant agreement 
between licencee, FLNR, and PIC that access control could effectively be used to address 
some of the concerns for wildlife. 
 

Minimize impacts of access on environmental, recreational and cultural heritage 
values 

There are a large number of strategies focused on planning road locations and restricting 
modes of access and operations in sensitive areas.  Cultural heritage strategies are also 
included. Key focus areas to my mind that may not be well addressed elsewhere are:   

1. plan future road location, construction and deactivation activities to minimize 
negative impacts on sensitive species and terrain 

2. Restrict detrimental modes of access, with the exception of designated trails or 
permitted industrial activities, to species, habitats, and terrain that are sensitive to 
disturbance such as alpine/sub alpine areas, wetlands, and rare, threatened or 
endangered plant communities 

3. Minimize construction of roads in riparian areas, wildlife habitat areas and forest 
ecosystem networks 

Discussion  

Access planning in and around Riparian is adequately captured operationally in the Forest 
Planning and Practices Regulations sections 8.2, 1n3 47-63.  

Cultural heritage is well addressed in forest planning at the Forest Stewardship Plan level now 
and therefore may be moot in the context of access management planning. 

Special management zones for Grizzly bear, as indicated above, and recreational orders have 
also addressed some significant access management concerns in sensitive areas through 
various mechanisms.  
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Review of the Implementation Report to see how many from the list have in fact 
been done by 2008  

Nothing 
 

List of the things then remaining to be done and, most important for us,  

1. Access Management Plan 

2. Operational guidance for deactivation for access control purposes 
 

Recommendations for PIC priority and immediate attention  

The Guiding Principles and Considerations When Planning and Implementing Road 
Deactivation Activities document developed by the PIC is an example of an operational 
guidance document around expected basic practice for industry.  The rejection of the PIC 
input to this process signals a lack of concern for access management by both industry and 
government (in my opinion).  It would be in the interest of the public that this conversation 
continue considering that as the LRMP states, “The longer a road remains open, the greater 
the reliance of non-forestry resource users (both tenured and non-tenured) becomes, and the 
more negative is the response to proposed road closures or deactivations. In this way, the 
Forest Service Road network becomes a public resource” (Ministry of Sustainable Resource 
Management, 2002) p. 24. 

Recommendation to the PIC on things that were never in the plans but are now 
issues and should receive some attention 

None. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

 

 
 

Paul Hanna,  
tel. 250 635-0766 
phanna@silverwoodconsulting.ca 
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 Biodiversity 

  Reviewed by Phil Burton, RPBio 

 



Evaluation of status of Kalum LRMP, re: Section 2.2.4: Biodiversity evaluation by Phil Burton, R.P.Bio., 19 April 2017

Preamble: Resource Values and Issues

Kalum-specific issues: fragmentation, loss of forest interior and old growth; edge effects

Biodiversity mgmt approaches: setting aside reserves of representative and special ecosystems, establishing linkages, spatiotemporal mgmt of large tracts of mature and old forest, 

maintaining habitats and structural attributes for forest-dependent species

Mgmt direction for rare, threatened and endangered ECOSYSTEMS (not just species) is covered under Wildlife General Management Direction

Management Intent(s): ensure long-term sustainability and diversity of native species and populations

maintain natural diversity of healthy and functional ecosystems

apply an ecosystem management approach that provides suitable habitat conditions for ALL native species

habitat diversity is used as a surrogate to maintain biodiversity

minimize or avoid timber supply impacts [CONTRADICTORY AND IMPOSSIBLE!]
"2008 Implementation Report" refers to: British Columbia Integrated Land Management Bureau, 2008, Kalum LRMP Practices Implementation Report, vers. 1.3, final draft, Dec. 2008. Government of BC, Victoria. 59 p.

Objective

Strategy 

No. Plan Objectives & Tasks

Status in 2008 

Implementation 

Report Work Yet to be Done Comments

Maintain a range of 

seral stages across 

the landscape

1.1 Establish a range of seral stage targets 

by BEC variant

Legal objective 

established in 

SRMP, Obj. 1, 

Table 2

Could / Should be redone based 

on latest modelling of natural 

disturbance regimes, but not a 

priority.

Solely achieved by reference to 1995 biodiversity guidebook, mostly expert opinion; "using best 

information available" depends on knowledge and modelling of the natural disturbance regime -- not 

done

1.2 Assess ages classes for each landscape 

unit by BEC variant

Status of 4 seral 

stage class areas 

by L.U. as of April 

2006 reported in 

Appendix C of 

SRMP

ongoing work by licensees? Age 

class distributions (reported as 4 

seral stage classes in Appendix C 

of SRMP) should be updated

Good plan, right scale!

1.3 Implement early-stage seral targets 

through transition measures

ongoing; update needed, as last 

compilation is from 2006

(i) Early, mature+old to be achieved 

ASAP

(general direction, 

can't audit)

accelerate development of old-

growth attributes in CWHws1 

second-growth stands

apparently classified and summarized in Appendix C of SRMP; several Landscape Units have an excess of 

early stage CWHws1, some ICHmc2, w/ associated old+mature deficits

(ii) Early stages not to exceed targets by 

more than 10%

Acceptable 

deviations

not evaluated "in variants in LUs where current early seral stage forests are at or below target"…supposedly not to 

compromise timber supply in those already over?!?

or (iii) Early stages not to exceed targets by 

more than 15%

identified in SRMP 

Table 3

8 LU x BEC in violation; should be 

no more logging there, esp. Tseax 

and Hawksbury Island West 

CWHws1

… where targets are already exceeded!

(iv) have stand mgmt program 

(thinnings) that promotes fibre flow and 

opens up mid-seral stands to 

understorey vegetation

3-yr spacing 

strategy funded 

2007-09

should be ongoing…; request 

update on degree to which 

commercial thinning is taking 

place

Depends on one-time funding envelopes? Is this requirement now supeceded by extensive second-

growth harvesting?

(v) demonstrate how biodiversity 

guidebook targets will be achieved over 

time

Request full-rotation planning to 

demonstrate how age-class and 

size-class targets will be achieved 

in each landscape unit.

requires spatial planning tools (acknowledged) and a modelling/projection system (not mentioned)

Avoid "transition strategies" where 

there are biodiversity sensitivities

not evaluated 10 watershed x BEC variants listed specifically; are/were these all undeveloped watersheds in 2002?

"Human disturbances resulting in a loss of biodiversity" does not mention logging or short-rotation silviculture, but includes pollution, exotics, "over-

exploitation," environmental change (e.g., climate change), habitat fragmentation
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1.4 Maintain some stands as mature or with 

extended roatations by ongoing 

selective harvesting

claims addressed 

in SRMP Obj.1

should be ongoing…; request 

update on degree to which 

extended rotations and selective 

logging are being prescribed in 

site plans

BUT IS THIS BEING DONE ANYWHERE?

Manage mosaic of 

patch sizes to 

resemble natural 

pattern of forest 

disturbances

2.1 Provide a range of opening sizes from 

single-tree gaps to 250 ha; there should 

be more small openings than large ones

legal objective 

established in 

SRMP Obj.7, Table 

7; April 2006 

status of 4 opening 

size class 

distributions by 

L.U. provided in 

Appendix E of 

SRMP

analysis ongoing by licensees; 

request update on current patch 

size distributions by landscape 

unit, and modelling/backcasting 

to estimate pre-logging 

distributions

As per 1.1, requires knowledge of natural disturbance history and spatial patterns

2.2 Provide ecologically representative 

leave areas with interior conditions next 

to openings or aggregates of openings

NOT ADDRESSED leave areas should be pre-

designated

Intent is to achieve leave area distribution at the landscape scale; IS THIS BEING DONE?

2.3 Retention patches to be included in 

larger openings

legal objective 

established in 

SRMP Obj.5, Table 

6

should be updated based on 

latest research

Target retention levels, by watershed and BEC suzone, are very low: 0 to 11% -- should probably be 

double; UNKNOWN WHAT ACTUAL RETENTION PRACTICES ARE.

Designate OGMAs 

across the landscape

3.1 Identify and map OGMAs legal objective 

established in 

SRMP Obj. 3

No action needed, unless any 

OGMAs need to be replaced or 

updated

apparently mapped in SRMP Map 4

3.2 Establish OGMAs to meet target 

percentages by BEC variant per 

Landscape Unit

legal objective 

established in 

SRMP Obj. 3

As of April 2006, almost all L.U.s 

are short of target old-growth 

recommendation. Priority must 

go to Falls, Hawkesbury Island 

East, Horetsky L.U.s where 

CWHvm or CWHvm2 have zero 

representation, and to Kiteen 

where ESSFwv has zero 

representation. Request a plan 

to fill those gaps.

apparently mapped and assessed; see SRMP Map 4, Appendix D.

3.3 (Consider to designate) a representative 

old-growth spruce stand in the Kitimat 

Valley as a Sensitive Area

NOT ADDRESSED not evaluated; have to look at 

map

3.4 Establish the old-growth areas 

identified in the Thunderbird IRM Plan 

as OGMAs

NOT ADDRESSED not evaluated; have to look at 

map

3.5 (Consider to designate) areas with old-

growth attributes identified in Phase 

One for priorization as old-growth 

retention areas (e.g., Sockeye Ck, 

between Hwy 16 and Skeena River, 

surrounding Kleanza Lake)

NOT ADDRESSED not evaluated; have to look at 

map

What is/was Phase One?
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3.6 Old-growth spruce stand adjacent to the 

Dala estuary be retained for its old-

growth characteristics (but single-tree 

selection for boom log production to be 

permitted)

NOT ADDRESSED not evaluated; have to look at 

map

Ref. Map 6.

3.7 The area visible from the Sue Channel / 

Hawksbury Island protected area to 

have a single-tree or group-selection 

silviculture system with maximum 

opening size of 2 tree lengths

NOT ADDRESSED not evaluated; have to look at 

map and at Visual Resources 

Strategy

Ref. Map 6.; evalution report assumes not an old growth issue, just visual!

Maintain the natural 

composition of 

dominant tree 

species across the 

landscape

4.1 Set leading tree species percentage 

targets at a landscape level

legal objectives 

established by 

SRMP Obj. 6

Data on area by leading species 

in each landscape unit needs to 

be compiled, but also "backcast" 

to pre-logging conditons

no baseline or targets specified; composition implies relative abundance, not just presence of all spp.; to 

do so throughout the rotation requires comparison to stands of similar age regenerated by natural 

disturbance; see LePage & Banner 2014, Long-term recovery of forest structure and composition after 

harvesting in the coastal temperate rainforests of northern British Columbia, Forest Ecology and 

Management 318: 250-260.

4.2 Retain natural deciduous cover and 

maintain deciduous types in deciduous-

leading stands

NOT ADDRESSED Request management strategy to 

be developed to address the 

intended outcome

Management strategy must recognize early successional role of most deciduous tree species and cover 

types, therefore acceptance in regeneration of logged conifer stands must also be included, budgeted for

4.3 Regenerate stands using local seed Addressed in Chief 

Forester's 

Standards for Seed 

Use

Request update to reflect climate 

change adaptation policies and 

guidance

May not be appropriate for climate change adaptation, and flies in face of existing seed transfer guidelines

4.4 Retain indigenous species throughout 

the stand life ditto

More a "Motherhood and Apple Pie" objective than a strategy. Again, due to succession, more 

appropriate as a landscape-level objective, not stand level.

Develop practical 

approaches to 

minimize 

fragmentation

5.1 MELP to lead a small technical working 

group to assess strategies and design 

plans to address potential problems of 

habitat fragmentation

NOT ADDRESSED DID ANY OF THIS TAKE PLACE? Recommended approaches include consideration of constrained and non-contributing land base, use of 

commercial thinning and partial logging, design of landscape-level harvesting plans, establishment of 

connectivity corridors.

5.2 Consult with interested parties outside 

the LRMP area to address cross-

boundary issues

NOT ADDRESSED DID THIS TAKE PLACE? Were cross-boundary issues identified?

5.3 Maintain forest cover through the level 

pass between the Kiteen and Cedar 

drainages (ref. Map 7)

legal objective 

established in 

SRMP by Obj.8

Request update on current status Direction to retain 100% forested area in Polygon A on Map 7, partial cutting systems only in Polygon B 

of Map 7; intent is to facilitate continued wildlife movement

5.4 Maintain forest cover through the low 

level pass between the Williams and 

Thomas/Clore watersheds

legal objective 

established in 

SRMP by Obj.9

Request update on current status Intent is to facilitate wildlife movement; SRMP states "maintain forest stand structure and function" not 

forest cover per se

In managed stands, 

provide or restore 

important structural 

attributes that 

contribute to habitat 

and species diversity

6.1 Phase in a variety of silvicultural 

systems, includuing even-aged and 

uneven-aged management

"Professional 

reliance, no legal 

requirement"

Require a Kalum-wide summary 

of silvicultural systems employed 

over the last 15 years

Recognized that operational flexibility is required, depending on site conditions, stand structure, habitat 

values, operational feasibility and economic viability; not all attributes are achievable in all stands
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6.2 Forest mgmt to provide for important 

structural attributes such as dead wood, 

snags, CWD, large living trees, tree spp 

diversity, a variety of layers and canopy 

openings

NOT ADDRESSED Require a structural retention 

audit of cutblocks over the last 

15 years; may be available in 

FREP data or summaries

To encourage the full range of above- and below-ground flora and fauna diversity

6.3 Develop and use a variety of methods to 

retain or restore biodiversity at the 

stand level, including long-butting, 

spread slash, retaining blowdown root 

wads, identifying living trees as wildlife 

trees or future snags, designated 

retention patches to include wildlife 

trees, second-growth thickets, 

unmanaged brush

"Professional 

reliance, no legal 

requirement"

Inquire as to whether the extent 

to which these practices have 

been employed is available from 

FREP

6.4 Envourage use of manual practices for 

vegetation management to minimize 

use of herbicides

As of 2008, 

virtually no 

herbicide use, 

manual brushing is 

widely practiced

Request Kalum-wide statistics for 

the last 15 years on annual area 

of vegetation mgmt activities, by 

method used.

Herbicide use is managed under the federal Pest Control Products Act (2002) and the provincial 

Integrated Pest Management Act

Encourage extension 

services to assist 

private land owners, 

municipalities and 

regional districts in 

the mgmt of 

biological resources

7.1 Encourage property owners, 

municipalities and regional districts to 

maintain and enhance biological 

resources including biological diversity

Conservation 

Officers can issue a 

'dangerous wildlife 

protection order' 

to remove wildlife 

attractants; MOE 

involved in 

multiparty 

initiatives for 

Lakelse sockeye 

recovery and 

Lakelse Lake 

watershed 

sediment 

assessment. 

Actions don't really seem to 

match intent; Seek clarification 

on whether/how this is valid 

expectation under an LRMP

Through consultation, public education and information dissemination

7.2 Line agencies to coordinate and 

prioritize the delivery of public 

education initiatives aimed at 

maintenance and enhancement of 

biodiversity

Information 

booths at local job 

fairs, MOE staff do 

talks in schools, 

MoFR staff lead 

National Forest 

Week 

Seek clarification on 

whether/how this is valid 

expectation under an LRMP
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Inventory landscapes 

of time for 

biodiversty values, 

and enhance or 

resotre lowered 

values where 

appropriate

8.1 Prioritize watersheds for assessments of 

biodiversity values, giving priority to 

those with extensive areas of logged or 

young forest

NOT ADDRESSED FREP data? This objective is really a call for adaptive management and continual improvement based on closer 

inspection or monitoring

8.2 Conduct field ecosystem inventories of 

the priority watersheds, evaluate 

opportunities and make 

recommendations for biodiversity 

maintenance enhancement or 

restoration

NOT ADDRESSED FREP data (if available, other 

sources if not) need to be 

interpreted and evaluated for 

opportunities and 

recommendations to improve 

biodiversity in intensively 

managed watersheds

8.3 Evaluate and incorporate the results of 

inventories into resource development 

plans and practices

10 WHAs 

established for 

tailed frog; grizzly 

WHA and moose 

UWR in progress 

(2006); goat UWR 

proposed 2005, 

under review 

(2006)

Inventories ongoing for various 

species; begs the question, 

"What pro-biodiversity 

amendments and improvements 

to plans have been made over 

the last 15 years?"

Response is oriented to identified wildlife, not biodiversity (habitat attributes)

8.4 Monitor the effectiveness of 

implementing the biodiversity 

recommendations on the ground

This is now FREP's 

role under FRPA FREP data need to be interpreted 

and presented to the PIC in order 

to evaluate effectiveness of 

biodiversity management policies 

and practices

All the emphasis of FSPs, FREP, and even FPB is more about "compliance monitoring" than "effectiveness 

monitoring"

Provide 

opportunities to 

fulfill biodiversity 

objectives in key 

undeveloped 

watersheds in TFL 41

9.1 Ecosystem-based land management 

approaches consistent with the LRMP 

will be piloted in key undeveloped 

watersheds in TFL 41

legal objective 

established by 

SRMP Obj. 2; see 

Tables 4 and 5 and 

Map 3, re: old-

seral targets at site 

series level; spatial 

OGMAs to be 

established in the 

future

Request establishment of spatial 

OGMAs as per the SRMP and its 

Table 5 targets; Some cross-

checking is needed, re: Chief 

Forester's 2012 AAC 

determination for TFL 41, what 

assumptions re: land use and 

OGMAs went into that decision?

Pilots are to include full participation from all interested stakeholders. Note that natural disturbance 

projections/models may need to be updated (See work just completed for Forest Practices Board by 

Marvin Eng). Note that ecosystem-based management is not JUST about retaining old forest: what other 

pportunities and constraints are there relative to ecological sustainability and resilience in these 

undeveloped watersheds? BC Govt press release (Jan 31, 2012) states only 15.6% of TFL 41 is suitable for 

timber harvesting, so there should be lots of room to move re: designation of OGMAs and landscape 

connectivity networks.

34  
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Appendix C 
  

  2.2.5 

 

 Botanical Forest 
Products 

  Reviewed by Tracey McKay 
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Kalum LRMP 

Document reviewed – Kalum LRMP 2002 – Amended April 2006 approved by 

Cabinet. Document provided by Ministry on May 10, 2017, and Kalum SRMP April 

2006.  

Nisga’a was request to review both Kalum LRMP and SRMP and Nisga’a provided 

comments to Ministry February 28, 2017.  

With that said, NLG PIC members are only required to speak on the Kiteen portion 

of the Kalum SRMP/LRMP area that is located within the Nass Area and the Nass 

Wildlife Area as set out in the Nisga’a Final Agreement.  

 

Page 5 Economic  

 Kalum LRMP, page 4 Economic Profile mentions Forestry, Smelter and 

Tourism as the main economic gains, this should also include the Pine 

mushroom and Fiddleheads as part of the economic values. Even though it 

may be small %, it is an economic value.  

Page 12 Botanical Forest Products 

 Paragraph 1: wild edible mushrooms (i.e Pines, Chanterelles and Morels) 

have generated the greatest commercial interest.  

 

o In Kalum SRMP, the definition of productive pine mushroom sites has 

been removed from the document. Explanation of why it is not in the 

Kiteen area. Note: there is no productive pine mushroom habitat 

identified in the Kiteen within the upper/eastern Kiteen watershed. Is 

this because there has been no investigation of pine mushroom 

habitat or does it really exist?  

 

Page 39 2.2.5 Botanical Forest Products – Management Intent 
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 Sustainable pine mushroom harvest: is there new legislation in place for 

Buyers Permits and Harvesting Permits in place? If so, has the province 

included enforcement of the legislation?  

 

o Section 2 2.1 of the table on page 41 – Ministry will establish a Pine 

Mushroom steering committee based on section 5.6 of the LRMP 

plan. Has this committee been established? If so;  

 

▪ 2.4 PM Steering committee will recommend and area to 

designated as a recreational Pine Mushroom harvest area. Has 

this been done? Through this committee, they can make 

recommendations with respect to the Kiteen area to be further 

investigated for Pine Mushrooms and any other botanicals in 

this watershed.  

 

o Section 3 3.3 of the table on page 42 – Consultation with FN to 

identify sites that are important for traditional harvests – have these 

meeting occurred and what were the results.  

Page 128 Economic Strategies 

 Objective 2: Investigate opportunities for creation of new economic activity 

in the botanical forest sector.  

o Strategies: work with local botanical forests product companies to 

promote value-added activities related to local harvest, including 

processing opportunities. (e.g. Pine Mushrooms)  

▪ Has this work been done?  

 

Recommendation:  
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1. Once management is established, special protective measures must be 

enacted for the areas known as the pine mushroom polygon. 

 

2. Forest Management decisions should consider cumulative effects on the 

appropriate habitat for botanical forest products across all of the 

Kalum/Nisga’a Wildlife (Kiteen) area.  

 

3. Access to harvesting areas for botanical forest products will not be unduly 

restricted by forest management practices.  

 

4. Land use decisions within the Botanical Forest Product zone will be 

supported by an assessment of botanical forests product habitat. 

 

5. Add to the LRMP a list of all current prescribed botanical forest products 

species such as:  

 

a. Pine Mushroom 

b. Black Morel 

c. Oyster Mushroom 

d. King Boletus 

e. Blue Chanterelle 

f. Funnel Chanterelle 

g. Lobster Mushroom 

h. Chicken of the Woods 

i. Hedgehog Mushroom 

j. Cauliflower Mushroom 
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k. Fiddleheads 

 

6. The following objectives should be included in the Kalum SRMP/LRMP to 

recognize that there is an overlap with the Nass Area.  
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Appendix D 
  

  2.2.6 

 

 Coastal 
Management 

  Reviewed by Ryan Beaudry 

 



Format for Review of LRMP/SRMP 
 
1. Identify work to be done according to plans in column 3. 
2. Identify that work that has been done according to Kalum LRMP Implementation Report 

Version 1.3 Final Draft Dec 2008 in column 4 
3. Identify work presently being done or still remaining/waiting to be done in column 5. 
4. Priorize that work yet to be done in terms of pieces that you feel the PIC should be 

recommending get done.  Make the case, that is, include why you feel this should be a 
priority, who should be involved and how realizing this priority might proceed and place 
under “Work Recommended to PIC”. 

 

Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

LRMP: 

2.2.6. 

Coastal 

Manage. 

(Public 

Rec.) 

 Obj. 1: Provide a 

variety of marine rec. 

opportunities ranging 

from semi-primitive 

motorized to roaded 

resource 

   

 

1.1 

Identify anchorages for 

small boats and 

establish Reserves under 

Land Act 

 None recorded 

Project #11.4 - 

Identify anchorages 

for small boats  

using LRMP Map 9 

and the Regional 

Protected Areas 

document as 

guidance  

2008 report 

indicates that this 

task/strategy is “not 

resourced” and had 

not been started as 

of April 2006 

 1.2 Establish mooring 

buoys in suitable 

anchorages 

None recorded Project #11.4 - At 

suitable anchorages, 

based on work 

completed through 

strategy 1.1, set 

mooring buoys  

2008 report 

indicates that this 

task/strategy is “not 

resourced” and had 

not been started as 

of April 2006 

 1.3 Complete visual 

landscape inventories 

and create Known 

Scenic Areas in 

Douglas, Gardner and 

Devastation Channels 

-Project #16.1: VLI 

complete for Copper, 

Kitimat and Clore 

Rivers, as well as 

Lakelse Lake and 

Onion Lake trails.   

-Project #16.2: 

Douglas, Gardner and 

Devastation Channels, 

Barie Reach, Dasque 

and Whitebottom, 

Kalum valley, Nisga’a 

Park Visitor Centre and 

Lava Lake Picnic site  

Projects #16.1 and 

#16.2 were listed as 

substantially 

complete as of April 

2006.   

 

It is not clear if 

additional work is 

needed or if this 

project is now 

complete. 

 

Need confirmation 

on whether this 

strategy and projects 

#16.1 and #16.2 are 

complete 



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

(cont.) 

grandfathered in as 

Scenic Areas from 

known scenic areas 

under FPC (2005) 

-Project #16.2: Lower 

Sue Channel (Jesse 

Lake) narrows  

  Obj. 2: Minimize noise 

from marine-based 

comm. & ind. facilities 

to avoid disturbing 

rec. users 

   

 2.1 Minimize noise in areas 

important to marine 

recreation 

Many areas & facilities 

are now protected and 

being managed by BC 

Parks. Also addressed 

through application 

referral process for all 

commercial and 

industrial activities. 

Ongoing  

 

 

 Obj. 3: Minimize 

Conflict with Public 

Recreation Activity 

   

 3.1 Consult public rec. users 

prior to establishing 

commercial tenures so 

as to not displace public 

rec.  

Referral process for 

new applications 

includes referral to 

MTSA – Public Rec. as 

well as public 

advertising 

Ongoing  

  Obj. 4: Minimize 

impacts to dive sites 

from other activities 

   

 4.1 Identify and map dive 

sites and make maps 

available to resource 

developers 

None recorded Project #11.6 - 

Identify and map 

dive sites and make 

maps available to 

resource developers  

2008 report 

indicates that this 

task/strategy is “not 

resourced” and had 

not been started as 

of April 2006 

 4.2 Manage dive sites in 

order to maintain site 

attributes 

Indicated as low 

priority (no concerns 

raised by users as of 

2008) thus no work had 

been done 

Ongoing? Is this still low 

priority or is work 

being done? 



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

  Obj. 5: Prevent 

degradation of 

recreational sites and 

features identified on 

Map 9 

   

 5.1 Monitor levels of 

recreational use and 

associated impacts (e.g, 

Limits of Acceptable 

Change, Visitor Impact 

Management models) 

and whenever necessary 

apply appropriate 

management (e.g., site 

hardening, site design, 

use limits). 

ILMB requires client-

day use for adventure 

tourism tenures to be 

recorded 

 

FS 0172 form is filled 

out by maintenance 

personnel on visits to 

rec. sites to record use 

levels and maintenance 

requirements. Facilities 

upgraded as needed 

Ongoing  

 5.2 Conserve the marine 

recreation sites and 

features on Map 9 and 

manage for the 

associated rec. values 

Opportunities to 

develop new sites on 

Copper River are being 

explored in cooperation 

with other stakeholders  

Ongoing  

  Obj. 6: Maintain or 

enhance water quality 

in important 

recreational shell-fish 

harvest areas 

   

 6.1 Inventory and map rec. 

shell fish harvest areas 

-Clam capability maps 

-Shellfish monitoring 

program deals with 

biotoxin closures 

(website) 

-DFO and Enviro 

Canada share 

information re: closures 

(website) 

None – Project #3.2 

is marked complete 

in 2008 report 

 

 6.2 Regulate comm. or ind. 

tenures at or near 

recreational shell-fish 

harvest areas  

All development 

required to produce 

management plans that 

follow appropriate 

guidelines as part of the 

application process for 

an aquaculture license 

and tenures. Nature of 

work requires 

cooperative approach.  

Ongoing  



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

(cont.) 

Siting guidelines re: fin 

fish tenures and 

shellfish harvest areas 

apply. 

LRMP: 

2.2.6. 

Coastal 

Manage. 

(Fish & 

Widlife) 

 Obj. 1: Conserve and 

manage estuaries 

recognizing their 

contribution to bio-

diversity and as 

critical habitat  

   

 1.1 Promote the restoration 

of contaminated 

estuaries and intertidal 

zones 

No restoration projects 

at this time. Promoting 

restoration is outside of 

provincial mandate. See 

Pacific Estuary 

Conservation Program. 

None   

 1.2 Identify and maintain 

critical habitats for red 

and blue listed species  

Practice - Dala-Kildala 

Rivers Estuaries Park 

was established in 2004 

following LRMP. 

Concerns addressed 

through interagency 

referalls process. 

 

Project 17.4 – Skeena 

Island Inventory and 

Ranking Project (2005), 

Best Management 

Practices and 

Ecosystem Based 

Management options 

for the Skeena Islands 

(2007/08), OGMA 

locations in SRMP 

cover some habitat on 

Skeena Islands (2006), 

Cabinet approved 

Tailed Frog WHAs 

(2005)  

 

Practice – Ongoing 

 

Project #17.4 - 

Identify and map 

red and blue listed 

wildlife, plant 

species and 

communities) was 

listed as “initiated” 

in 2008 Report.  Not 

clear if this work is 

complete. 

 

 

 1.3 Adopt a no net loss of 

estuary habitat for the 

plan area and full rehab 

following interim 

comm. or ind. use 

Practice not within 

mandate of any prov. 

agency. See Pacific 

Estuary Conservation 

Program. 

None  



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

 1.4 Establish Kitimat River 

estuary as a sensitive 

area  

None recorded in 2008 

report. 

 

Kitimat Estuary was 

designated as an 

environmentally 

sensitive area (ESA) in 

2008 OCP 

Environmental 

study to review and 

refine Kitimat 

Estuary ESA 

boundary, based on 

scientific evidence.  

Delineation of 

estuary ESA in 

DOK OCP is based 

on very limited 

information. Estuary 

ESA boundaries 

need to be reviewed 

and refined as part 

of a scientific study. 

 1.5 Assist DOK in 

preparation of an 

Estuary Management 

Plan   

Omitted from 2008 

Report 

Assist DOK in 

preparation of an 

Estuary 

Management Plan   

 

  Obj. 2: Maintain or 

enhance the diversity 

of salmon habitat 

   

 2.1 Work towards a net gain 

in productive capacity 

for salmon habitat 

Fisheries Act regs 

prevent harmful 

alteration, disruption 

etc. of fish habitat 

 

-Exchamsiks 

Backchannel Rehab 

project. (2008)  

-MOE Fish Passage 

Protocol for Culverted 

Sites (2008) 

Ongoing  

 2.2 Maintain and enhance 

water quality in known 

salmon habitat  

EP involved in 

permitting municipal 

and industrial 

discharges. 
 

All projects that cause 

harmful alteration, 

disruption or 

destruction of fish 

habitat are subject to 

Fisheries Act regs. 

Ongoing  

 2.3 Conduct salmon habitat 

inventories to identify 

areas that require 

enhanced protection 

-Naturalists completed 

eel grass inventory in 

Douglas Channel.  

-Juvenile salmon 

habitat inventory 

completed in Lower 

Kitimat Estuary by 

Envirocon (late 1970s). 

Inventory of Marine 

Salmon Habitat 

(Project 7.1.). 

Project identified as 

initiated as of April 

2006. 

 



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

 2.4 Identify specific 

projects to enhance 

salmon habitat  

-Lakelse Sockeye 

Recovery Plan (April 

2005) 

-FRBC – Watershed 

Restoration Plans 

(1996-2001) 

Using the inventory 

of project 

#7.1/strategy 2.3, 

identify specific 

projects to enhance 

salmon habitat 

(project #7.2) 

2008 Report notes 

that watershed 

specific plans were 

being developed as 

of April 2006 

   

Obj. 3:Province to 

work with DFO to 

protect and maintain 

identified herring 

spawning areas 

   

 3.1 Work cooperatively to 

inventory and map 

herring spawning areas. 

2008 report indicates 

that there are no known 

Herring Spawning 

Areas within the plan 

area.  

None - this project 

(#7.3) is identified 

as complete in the 

2008 report. 

 

 3.2 Avoid disturbance 

caused by ind. and 

comm. activity during 

herring spawning 

periods. 

Siting guidelines 

require proposed 

aquaculture facilities to 

be at least 1 km from 

herring spawn areas.  

Ongoing  

 3.3 No facility development 

will take place in 

spawning areas. 

Addressed by existing 

referral process for new 

Crown Land 

applications. Fisheries 

Act regs. prevent 

harmful alteration, 

disruption, etc. 

Ongoing  

  Obj. 4:Protect and 

maintain identified 

oolichan spawning 

areas 

   

 4.1 Inventory and map 

oolichan spawning areas  

-Background 

information for a 

portion of the plan area: 

Kitimat River Eulachon 

Tainting Evaluation and 

Run Strength 

Assessment (2005 

Ecometrix Inc.)   

-DFO Eulachon page on 

pacific region website 

 

None – this project 

(project #7.4) is 

marked complete in 

2008 report. Report 

indicates that 

project will be 

monitored for new 

information in 

subsequent 

monitoring reports.  

 



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

(cont.) 

-Status of the eulachon 

Thaleichthys pacificus 

in Canada (Hay and 

McCarter 2000) 

-DFO Science Stock 

Status Report B6-06 

(DFO 1999) 

 4.2 Avoid disturbance 

caused by industrial and 

commercial activity 

during oolichan 

spawning periods 

Federal Fisheries Act 

regs. prevent harmful 

alteration, disruption, or 

destruction of fish 

habitat. 

Ongoing  

 4.3 Prevent facility 

development from 

taking place in 

spawning areas 

Addressed by existing 

referral process for new 

Crown Land 

applications. Fisheries 

Act regs. prevent 

harmful alteration, 

disruption, etc. 

Ongoing  

  Obj. 5:Protect and 

maintain known high 

value marine mammal 

habitats  

   

 5.1 Encourage education re: 

location and timing of 

marine mammal 

congregation to avoid 

disturbance 

DFO responsibility. 

Whale Wise Guidelines.   

Ongoing  

 5.2 Identify hot spots of 

marine mammal activity 

and provide for their 

conservation 

DFO responsibility. 

Where hot spots 

coincide with provincial 

protected areas, 

direction in MDs has 

been provided to 

manage for the 

identified values. 

Ongoing  

  Obj. 6:Protect enviro-

sensitive areas and 

marine sensitive zones 

from impacts of ind. 

and comm. activity 

   

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

6.1 Identify and establish 

Sensitive Areas and 

Marine Sensitive Zones 

as defined under the 

Forest Practices code 

(1998) 

No work recorded as 

done in 2008 Report 

Identify and 

designate coastal 

sensitive areas and 

marine sensitive 

zones (Projects #4.8 

and 4.9) 

 6.2 Identify and establish 

enviro-sensitive areas 

through review 

processes associated 

with OCP and EA 

No work recorded as 

done in 2008 Report.  

 

Kitimat Estuary was 

designated as enviro-

sensitive through 2008 

DOK OCP update. 

Ongoing  

   

Obj. 7:Maintain 

identified migratory 

waterfowl and seabird 

nesting and staging 

sites 

   

 7.1 Min. disturbance to 

migratory waterfowl 

and seabirds while on 

nesting/staging areas 

Federal responsibility 

under Canadian 

Wildlife Service  

Ongoing  

 7.2  Identify hot spots of 

migratory sea-bird 

activity and provide for 

their conservation 

Practice - Federal 

responsibility under 

CWS. Where hot spots 

coincide with provincial 

protected areas, 

direction in MDs has 

been provided to 

manage for the values. 

 

Project #17.3  – 

Identified Marine Bird 

Areas of Interest in 

B.Cs Marine 

Environment: Guide to 

Users  

Practice – Ongoing 

 

Project 17.3 – 

Identified as 

substantially 

complete as of 2008  

 

 7.3 Maintain natural 

hydrological regimes 

and water quality of 

Foch Lagoon in order to 

preserve wintering 

habitat for Barrow’s 

Golden Eye 

Foch Lagoon is part of 

the Foch-Gilttoyees 

Prov. Park and 

Protected Area and is 

protected under the 

Park Act and 

management direction 

statement for the park. 

Ongoing  



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

  Obj. 8: Maintain water 

quality in important 

rec. and comm. 

shellfish culture and 

harvesting areas 

   

 8.1 Implement water quality 

monitoring programs to 

identify contaminated 

shellfish harvest areas 

Federal agencies are 

responsible for this. 

Sanitary and biotoxin 

closures of Kitimat Arm 

area for all shellfish 

were in effect as of June 

2008. 

Ongoing  

 8.2 Inventory and map 

shellfish harvest areas & 

areas that are closed to 

harvest due to microbial 

contamination and 

update maps re: to new 

shellfish harvest areas 

and culture facilities 

-Clam capability maps 

-Shellfish monitoring 

program deals with 

biotoxin closures 

(website) 

-DFO and Enviro 

Canada share 

information re: closures 

(website) 

None – Project #3.2 

is marked complete 

in 2008 report 

 

 8.3 Regulate sewage 

discharges from upland 

residences, floating 

accommodations, and 

comm. & ind. activities 

at or near shellfish 

harvest and aquaculture 

areas in order to avoid 

microbial contamination 

EP regulates marine 

water discharges from 

upland locations under 

the Environmental 

Management Act. 

Floating 

accommodations such 

as ships and barges are 

regulated federally 

under the Shipping Act. 

Ongoing  

 8.4 Where shellfish 

harvesting and 

aquaculture areas are 

closed to harvest due to 

microbial contamin., 

implement water quality 

remediation 

Federal agencies also 

involved. No projects at 

this time, no known 

concerns. Sanitary and 

biotoxin closures of 

Kitimat Arm area for all 

shellfish are in effect 

(June 2008). 

Ongoing  

LRMP: 

2.2.6. 

Coastal 

Manage. 

(Foreshore 

Settlement) 

 Obj. 1: Require all 

residential and public 

facility structures that  

cross foreshore to meet 

public safety, enviro. 

regs and guidelines 

   



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

 1.1 Require tenures for all 

docks and piers 

constructed in tidal 

waters 

All commercial docks 

or piers located on the 

marine coastal 

foreshore require 

tenures. Private 

mooring facilities 

require specific 

permission as per the 

Private Moorage Policy. 

Ongoing  

 1.2 Minimize hazards or 

disruptions to marine 

navigation from any 

tenured improvements 

by complying fully with 

the Navigable Waters 

Protection Act 

All tenured 

improvements required 

to comply with current 

regulations, including 

Navigable Waters 

Protection Act. 

Ongoing  

 1.3 Require all aquatic 

crown land 

developments to 

conform with 

navigational, public 

access and zoning 

requirements 

Addressed by existing 

referral process for new 

Crown Land 

applications. 

Ongoing  

  Obj. 2: Require all res. 

and public facility 

structures do not 

interrupt the full right 

of the public to access 

the foreshore 

   

  

2.1 

 

Enforce trespass 

provisions where these 

unauthorized facilities 

are negatively impacting 

other resource values or 

activities and uses 

 

Trespass violations 

under the Land Act 

relating to tenured 

facilities are handled 

following the 

Compliance and 

Enforcement 

Procedure. Non-

permanent recreational 

docks are not required 

to be tenured. 

 

Ongoing 

 

  Obj. 3: Minimize 

erosion hazard 

   

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

3.1 Prohibit construction of 

facilities that function as 

a breakwater or similar 

structure that may 

impede littoral drift 

 

 

Addressed by existing 

referral process for new 

Crown Land 

applications. 

Applications required to 

include management 

plan which identifies 

potential impacts.  

 

 

 

 

 

Ongoing 
 

3.2 

Require all res. and 

public facility structures 

to not negatively 

interrupt or divert the 

movement of water or 

material by water along 

the shoreline 

 

  Obj. 4: Minimize 

impacts from new res. 

and public facilities on 

habitats, water quality 

and public recreation 

   

 4.1  Implement habitat 

protection measures 

when siting  facilities in 

tidal and near tidal areas 

Addressed by existing 

referral process for new 

Crown Land 

applications. All 

tenured improvements 

required to comply with 

current regs. and policy 

Ongoing  

  Obj. 5: Continue to 

provide opportunities 

for local communities 

to be involved in the 

EA process of 

proposed new shipping 

terminals 

   

 5.1 Provide opportunities 

for public involvement 

in the siting of new 

shipping terminals 

Application processes 

involve public review 

periods. Under EA Act, 

projects that involve 

modification to more 

than 1000m of shoreline 

or 2 ha of foreshore 

require impact 

assessment. 

Ongoing 

 

 5.2 Conduct EIAs on the 

expansion of existing or 

siting of new shipping 

facilities 

 

LRMP: 

2.2.6. 

Coastal 

Manage. 

(Tourism) 

 Obj. 1: Provide 

opportunities to 

expand marine 

commercial recreation  

   



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

 1.1 Identify opportunities 

for long term tenure for 

shore based facilities 

that support commercial 

tourism through 

implementation of the 

Commercial Recreation 

Policy 

Omitted from 2008 

Report; Report says this 

is a “project direction”, 

not a practice 

Identify 

opportunities for 

long term tenure for 

shore based 

facilities that 

support commercial 

tourism through 

implementation of 

the Commercial 

Recreation Policy 

 

 1.2 Identify potential 

marine eco-tourism 

routes and destinations 

Background 

information in Kalum 

Tourism Opportunities 

Analysis Study 

None – Project 

#13.4 is marked 

complete  

 

  Obj. 2: Protect 

sensitive aquatic 

environments from 

sewage discharges 

from navigable vessels 

   

 2.1 Identify and nominate 

sensitive aquatic 

environments for 

designation as no dump 

zones under the 

Pleasure Craft Pollution 

Prevent Regulation 
No work recorded as 

done. Project had not 

started as of April 2006. 

Status of this project 

(project #13.5) is 

not known 

2008 report states: 

“There is a 

provincial initiative 

for the whole ocean 

to be a ‘no dump 

zone’. The North 

Coast portion was 

expected to come 

into effect in 2009” 

 2.2 Where feasible, 

encourage the provision 

of onshore sewage 

disposal facilities in 

designated no dump 

zones. 

LRMP: 

2.2.6. 

(Industrial) 

 Obj. 1: Maintain 

Access for resource 

development  

   

 1.1 Review and/or develop 

siting guideline criteria 

for log handling, 

booming, docking and 

heli-drop facilities. 

Identify areas that meet 

these criteria.  

2008 Report indicates 

that,  under FRPA, 

forest licensees are 

responsiblefor 

designing log handling 

sites and facilities; this 

work is not prescribed 

by government 

agencies.  

 

None – this work is 

not required as log 

handling sites are 

dealt with on a site-

specific basis. This 

project (project 

#12.8) can be 

considered 

complete. 

As per 2008 report, 

licensees must 

obtain a foreshore 

lease for log 

handling sites. Lease 

applications require 

a management plan 

that addresses 

impacts and ncludes 

a referral process 



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

 1.2 Rate areas for suitability 

for development  

None recorded   None – 2008 Report 

indicates that this 

project (Project 

#12.9) is not 

needed. Reiterates 

that project #12.7 

and project #12.8 

are the 

responsibility of 

forest licensees 

under FRPA. 

Kalum LRMP 

strategy 1.2 says 

“rate areas for 

suitability for 

development” – it 

does not specify log 

dumps/timber uses 

specifically, 

although 2008 report 

does. 

 1.3 Maintain access to 

timber supply in areas 

identified as suitable for 

log dumping or 

booming 

Road inventories 

updated 

Project #1.1 - 

Integrated Access 

Management Plans - 

not started as of 

April 2006 

 

 1.4 Encourage research to 

identify long term 

impacts of log dumps 

Not mentioned in 2008 

Report 

None; work is not 

necessary as 

research has already 

been done by DFO 

and Env. Canada – 

see comment 

DFO and 

Environment 

Canada 

commissioned a 

report called: 

“Guidebook 

Environmentally 

Sustainable 

Log Handling 

Facilities 

in British Columbia 

April 2003” 

 1.4 Develop and implement 

a pre-approved log 

handling strategy for 

identified areas before 

granting tenure 

2008 Report indicates 

that,  under FRPA, 

forest licensees are 

responsiblefor 

designing log handling 

sites and facilities; this 

work is not prescribed 

by government 

agencies.  

 

None – this work is 

not required as log 

handling sites are 

dealt with on a site-

specific basis. This 

project (Project 

#12.8) can be 

considered 

complete. 

As per 2008 report, 

licensees must 

obtain a foreshore 

lease for log 

handling sites. Lease 

applications require 

a management plan 

that addresses 

impacts. Process 

includes a referral 

process.  

 1.5 Rehabilitate existing log 

dumps where impacts 

are having a known 

negative effect on other 

resource values.  

From 2008 report: “It 

was recommended to 

encourage investment 

opportunities in 

rehabilitation projects 

for community 

stability” 

None – 2008 report 

says N/A for this 

project (Project 

#12.10). 

 



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

  Obj. 2. New and 

existing facilities will 

protect marine water 

quality  

   

 2.1  Require new facilities to 

plan for and adequately 

manage point and non-

point marine aquatic 

discharges 

All applicants for new 

tenures required to 

submit a management 

plan that addresses all 

potential discharges. 

Discharges are 

regulated under the 

Enviro. Management 

Act.). 

Ongoing  

 2.2 Minimize erosion 

hazard by ensuring that 

any tenured 

improvements do not 

function as a 

breakwater, groin or 

similar structure that 

may impede littoral 

drift. 

Addressed by existing 

referral process for new 

Crown Land 

applications. 

Applications required to 

include management 

plan which identifies 

potential impacts. 

Ongoing  

 2.3 Reduce effects of 

disturbing accumulated 

sea-bed toxins by 

scheduling dredging for 

terminals so that it does 

not occur during 

anadromous fish 

movement or affect 

rearing and habitat. 

All projects that cause 

harmful alteration, 

disruption or 

destruction of fish 

habitat are subject to 

prosecution under the 

FisheriesAct.Proponent 

is responsible to ensure 

DFO authorization prior 

to project initiation. 

DFO may require EA.  

Ongoing  

LRMP: 

2.2.6. 

(Cultural 

Heritage) 

 Obj. 1. Through 

existing legislation, 

protect archaeological 

sites from human 

disturbance 

   

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1.1 

 

 

Identify and designate 

coastal and underwater 

archaeological sites 

-New site records and 

additions to existing site 

records completed as 

part of daily Arch.  

Branch operation.  

 

-Access to arch. site 

information policy in 

place. 

Project #6.2 is 

marked complete in 

2008 report. 

Ongoing work 

includes: 

maintenance of BC 

Arch. Site Inventory 

and RAAD. 

 

Project #6.3 - 

Report documenting 

sites suitable for 

Provincial 

designation, with 

justifications (not 

started) 

 

 

Comment in 2008 

Report indicates that 

project #6.3 will 

require resources to 

determine which 

sites are suitable for 

provincial 

designation and 

what protective 

mechanisms are 

available for the 

remainder. 

 1.2 Encourage cooperative 

management of coastal 

and underwater arch. 

sites with First Nations 

Not mentioned in 2008 

Report 

Ongoing  

   

 

 

 

Obj. 2. Recognize the 

specific rights of First 

Nations to sustainably 

harvest marine aquatic 

species 

   

 2.1 Maintain access to food 

sources through 

identification of sites for 

use in resource 

development planning 

Road inventories 

updated 

Integrated Access 

Management Plans 

(proj. 1.1) - not 

started as of April 

2006 

 

 2.2 Minimize impacts to 

fish habitat by adopting 

environmentally suitable 

harvesting rates and 

methods 

Omitted from 2008 

Report 

Minimize impacts to 

fish habitat by 

adopting 

environmentally 

suitable harvesting 

rates and methods 

(no project #) 

 

   

 

 

   



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

Obj. 3. Encourage 

measures that prevent 

contamination of First 

Nations traditional use 

areas for aboriginal 

food fisheries 

 3.1 Encourage municipal 

governments and 

navigational vessels to 

meet enviro. protection 

standards by restricting 

sewage discharge to the 

marine environment at 

or near First Nation 

traditional use areas for 

aboriginal food fisheries 

Omitted from 2008 

Report 

Ongoing  

 3.2 Encourage partnerships 

to increase testing for 

bio-accumulation of 

toxins in marine aquatic 

species used by First 

Nations for food. 

Omitted from 2008 

Report 

Ongoing  

 3.3 First Nations traditional 

use areas for aboriginal 

food fisheries should 

not be subject to 

contamination. Where 

activities are mandated 

by the province, 

implement measures 

that avoid 

contamination of 

traditional use areas for 

aboriginal food fisheries 

Omitted from 2008 

Report 

Ongoing  

  Obj. 4. Encourage 

improved knowledge 

of First Nations food 

sources (present and 

historic) 

   

 4.1  Develop partnerships 

between governments to 

identify and inventory 

First Nations food 

sources. 

Omitted from 2008 

Report 

Ongoing  

      



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

Obj. 5. The land 

development tenuring 

process will reflect 

identified First Nations 

traditional food 

sources and areas. 

 5.1 The land development 

tenure adjudication 

process with not 

unjustifiably infringe on 

the rights of First 

Nations to traditional 

food sources. 

Heritage Conservation 

Act provides protection 

for heritage sites 

Ongoing  

 5.2 Request the appropriate 

agencies to consult with 

First Nations regarding 

potential damage to 

marine food harvest 

areas prior to 

development. 

Addressed by existing 

referral process for new 

Crown Land 

applications 

Ongoing  

 5.3 Consult First Nations 

users prior to 

establishing commercial 

recreation tenures so 

that tenuring does not 

negatively affect 

cultural and traditional 

uses. 

Consult First Nations 

users prior to 

establishing commercial 

recreation tenures so 

that tenuring does not 

negatively affect 

cultural and traditional 

uses. 

Ongoing  

   

 

Obj. 6. Provide or 

enhance opportunities 

for the sustainable 

commercial harvest of 

marine aquatic species 

with respect to the 

rights held by First 

Nations 

   

 6.1 Promote partnerships 

between industry, First 

Nations, and 

government for R&D of 

value-added products 

and marketing for 

marine and aquatic 

species. 

Omitted from 2008 

Report 

Ongoing  



Doc Stra
teg
y # 

Plan Objectives & 
Task 

Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be 
Done 

Comment 

 6.2 Investigate the potential 

of experimental kelp 

farming. 

2008 report indicates 

that this is industry-

driven. Some work 

being done on west 

coast of Vancouver 

Island on integrated 

multi-trophic 

aquaculture.  

Ongoing  

 6.3 Develop operational 

procedures to harvest 

kelp in a sustainable 

manner. 

None Standard Operating 

Procedure to 

regulate harvest 

through restriction 

of activities upon 

license issuance 

(Project 3.4) – not 

started as of April 

2006 

Report says “N/A”, 

and to contact DFO 

and Env. Canada if 

kelp species listed 

under SARA are 

involved.  

 
 
  



Work Recommended to PIC: 
 
Public Recreation 
 

 LRMP Strategy 1.1 - Identify anchorage’s for small water-craft, using Recreation Activities Map 
(map 9) and the Regional Protected Areas team document as guidance for site designation (2008 
Implementation Report Project #11.4) 

 1.2 - At suitable anchorages, based on work completed through strategy 1.1, set mooring buoys 
(Project #11.4) 

 4.1 - Identify and map dive sites and make maps available to resource developers (Project #11.6) 
 

Fish and Wildlife 
 

 1.4 – Establish Kitimat River estuary as a sensitive area (note – an environmental study to review 
and refine Kitimat Estuary ESA boundary in Kitimat Official Community Plan, based on scientific 
evidence, is needed (No Project #, omitted from 2008 Report) 

 1.5 - Assist District of Kitimat in preparation of an Estuary Management Plan (No Project #, 
omitted from 2008 Report) 

 2.3 - Conduct salmon habitat inventories to identify areas that require enhanced protection 
(Project #7.1) 

 2.4 - Using the inventory of Project #7.1 (Strategy 2.3), identify specific projects to enhance 
salmon habitat (Project #7.2) 

 6.1 - Identify and designate Coastal Sensitive Areas and Marine Sensitive Zones (Project #4.8 
and 4.9) 
 

Tourism 

 1.1 - Identify opportunities for long term tenure for shore based facilities that support commercial 
tourism through implementation of the Commercial Recreation Policy (No Project #, omitted from 
2008 Report) 

 2.1 – Identify and nominate sensitive aquatic environments for designation as no dump zones 
under the Pleasure Craft Pollution Prevent Regulation (Project #13.5) 

 2.2 - Where feasible, encourage the provision of onshore sewage disposal facilities in designated 
no dump zones (Project #13.5) 

 
Industrial Activities, Facilities and Access 
 

 1.3 – Integrated Access Management Plans (Project #1.1) 

 
Cultural Heritage 
 

 1.1 -  Develop report documenting coastal and underwater archaeological sites suitable for 
Provincial designation, with justifications. This project requires resources to determine which sites 
are suitable for Provincial designation and what protective mechanisms are available for the 
reaminder. (Project #6.3).  

 2.1 – Integrated Access Management Plans (Project #1.1) 

 2.2 – Minimize impacts to fish habitat by adopting environmentally suitable harvesting rates and 
methods (No Project #, omitted from 2008 Report) 

 6.3 – Develop Standard Operating Procedure to regulate harvest of kelp (Project #3.4) 



60 
 

 

 

 

 

Appendix E 
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 Cultural 
Heritage 

  Reviewed by Teresa Tremblay, M.A., RPA 
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LRMP/SRMP Review 
Section # and Title of Section: LRMP 2.2.7 Cultural Heritage p. 50 - 53 
Presenter: Teresa Tremblay, M.A., RPA 
 

Doc Strategy 

# 

Plan Objectives & Task Work Recorded As Done in 

Implementation Report 2008 

or More Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be Done Comment 

LRMP 

2.2.7 

Cultural 

Heritage 

LRMP  

Objective 1: Manage for archaeological resources 

1.1 Undertake archaeological 

overview assessments to 

assess resource potential and 

determine the need for further 

archaeological investigations.  

 

Consult with First Nations 

when undertaking 

assessments related to First 

Nations cultural heritage 

resources. 

N/A LRMP references a 

completed AOA (p50). AOA 

update? 

 

Assessments of 

archaeological resources are 

undertaken by archaeologists 

with permits issued by the 

province. Consultation with 

First Nations is a requirement 

of an archaeological permit 

issued and managed by the 

Archaeology Branch. No 

further work beyond 

monitoring for legislative / 

procedural changes. 

Authors recommend: that AOAs be 

undertaken concurrently with TU 

studies; regular updates to the 

potential maps; ground-truthing of the 

model; inventory of native TU sites. 

Manager of Archaeological 

Operations at Arch Branch of 

MFLNRO indicates that the Kalum 

AOA hasn’t been approved under the 

2009 standards and so isn’t a 

planning tool available through 

RAAD. “If foresters have access 
to an unapproved model, they 
may use it at their own risk. As 
you point out, however, it’s been 
a long time since this one was 
revised. Modeling technology has 
improved, and additional sites 
have been recorded in the area.” 
AOA dates to 1995. It does not 

identify areas with potential for 

historic period sites nor traditional 

use areas.  
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Doc Strategy 

# 

Plan Objectives & Task Work Recorded As Done in 

Implementation Report 2008 

or More Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be Done Comment 

1.2 Conduct Archaeological 

Impact Assessments prior to 

land altering activities in 

areas that contain or have the 

potential to contain 

archaeological sites (sites are 

protected under the 

provisions of the Heritage 

Conservation Act) 

Archaeology Branch adjudicates 

Heritage Inspection Permits 

Applications to allow 

archaeological impact 

assessments within protected 

archaeological sites or where 

there is potential for protected, 

unrecorded archaeological sites. 

FRPA – FPPR, Part 2, Section 

10 legal objective for FSPs. 

ILMB CLA can require AIA as 

part of land tenure application 

process. 

No further work beyond 

monitoring for legislative / 

procedural changes. 

 

Objective 2: Identify and conserve selected cultural heritage resources 

2.1 Complete a summary report 

of heritage resources to 

identify Provincially / 

regionally significant 

archaeological and historical 

resources (including those in 

Table 4) and where 

appropriate propose 

designation under the 

Heritage Conservation Act or 

Municipal Act. 

Not mentioned in 2008 report No progress to date. 

 

 

Should be combined with coastal 

heritage work strategy 1.1 in section 

2.2.6 

 

2017 revise of that section:  

“Comment in 2008 Report indicates 

that project #6.3 will require 

resources to determine which sites 

are suitable for provincial 

designation and what protective 

mechanisms are available for the 

remainder.” 
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Doc Strategy 

# 

Plan Objectives & Task Work Recorded As Done in 

Implementation Report 2008 

or More Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be Done Comment 

Objective 3: Minimize negative impacts to cultural heritage resources associated with resource development 

3.1 Undertake appropriate impact 

management measures either 

through avoidance or 

completion of impact 

management requirements 

where avoidance is not 

possible. Sites protected 

under the Heritage 

Conservation Act can only be 

altered under permit 

Archaeology Branch adjudicates 

Site Alteration Permit 

applications including the 

consideration of site 

management options to reduce or 

avoid impacts to protected 

archaeological sites. 

FRPA – FPPR, Part 2, Section 

10 legal objective for FSPs. 

ILMB-CLA can require AIA as 

part of land tenure application 

process. 

No further work beyond 

monitoring for legislative / 

procedural changes. 

 

Objective 4: Aboriginal rights and / or title will not be unjustifiably infringed upon by land and resource management activities of the Crown or its 

licensees. 

4.1 Undertake Traditional Use 

Studies (TUS) in 

collaboration with First 

Nations to identify areas of 

traditional aboriginal land 

and resource use 

Not mentioned in 2008 report No further work beyond 

monitoring for legislative / 

procedural changes. 

Traditional Use Studies combine with 

existing operational level protocols 

between aboriginal peoples and the 

Ministry of Forests to avoid or 

mitigate the impact of resource 

development on traditional use areas. 

However, should be incorporated as 

part of an AOA updated. 
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Doc Strategy 

# 

Plan Objectives & Task Work Recorded As Done in 

Implementation Report 2008 

or More Recent Wk. 

Work Yet To Be Done Comment 

4.2 Undertake consultation with 

aboriginal peoples, as per 

government policy, 

guidelines and protocols, for 

land and resource 

management activities that 

may affect aboriginal rights 

and/or title 

Consultation is guided by court 

decisions. There are provincial 

and agency guidelines for 

guiding consultation. Resource 

Management Coordination 

Project (RMCP) is coordinating 

consultation among agencies. 

No further work beyond 

monitoring for legislative / 

procedural changes. 

 

4.3 Protect sensitive information 

concerning the location of 

archaeological sites 

Not mentioned in 2008 report but 

is covered under Section 2.2.6 

Coastal Management: Cultural 

Heritage strategy review in 2008 

and 2017. 

No further work beyond 

monitoring for legislative / 

procedural changes. 

Archaeological site location data are 

confidential and maintained by arch 

branch. 

 

Draft Interim Report on Kalum Land 

and Resource Management Plan 

Implementation (September 2017) 

states that there is an access to arch 

site information policy in place 

(project 6.2?) when reviewing 

Section 2.2.6 Coastal Management: 

Cultural Heritage strategy.  

Objective 5: Encourage development of cultural heritage interpretive facilities and programs. 

5.1 Assess opportunities for the 

development of interpretive 

facilities and programs in co-

operation with aboriginal 

peoples and local 

governments. 

This would be proposal driven, 

not ministry led. The Kitselas 

Canyon National Historic Site is 

a cultural tourism initiative of the 

Kitselas First Nation. 

Not started. Could include in RFPs. 
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Work Recommended to PIC: 
 
There are five objectives and eight strategies in the cultural heritage section of the LRMP. I 
evaluate three of the eight strategies as being incomplete: Objective 1 Strategy 1.1, Objective 2 
Strategy 2.1, and Objective 5 Strategy 5.1. These are described below in order of my evaluation 
of their priority. Priority was determined based on the notion that cultural heritage resources 
must first be identified in order to be protected and developed. 
 
1. Objective 1: Manage for archaeological resources.  

Strategy 1.1 - Undertake archaeological overview assessments to assess resource potential 
and determine the need for further archaeological investigations. Consult with First Nations 
when undertaking assessments related to First Nations cultural heritage resources. 

 
Comment: 
Archaeological resources are managed by the provincial Archaeology Branch and there is a 
well-established process for identifying and assessing archaeological resources. However, 
the process often begins with / is triggered by an evaluation of an area’s potential for 
archaeological resources. This evaluation can be captured in the Archaeological Overview 
Assessment (AOA).  
 
An AOA is used to trigger further assessment of potential impacts to cultural heritage. If an 
AOA indicates an area has low potential for heritage resources, often no further assessment 
is undertaken. Factors used to evaluate potential include proximity to known sites. The 
number of known sites in an area increases annually. Accordingly, the AOA should be 
updated regularly. The 1995 AOA recommends regular updates. Additionally, the 1995 AOA 
doesn’t meet the Arch Branch’s 2009 standards and guidelines for AOAs and so is not 
approved. 
 
I recommend: 

1. strategy 1.1 be considered incomplete  
2. a new AOA be completed that will meet the Arch Branch’s guidelines and so 

become part of the “remote access to archaeological data” database (RAAD). 
Include a heritage values assessment, historic site potential and TU studies 

 
2. Objective 2: Identify and conserve selected cultural heritage resources. 

Strategy 2.1 - Complete a summary report of heritage resources to identify Provincially / 
regionally significant archaeological and historical resources (including those in Table 4) 
and where appropriate propose designation under the Heritage Conservation Act or 
Municipal Act. 
 
Comment: 
Much of this objective / strategy is achieved through processes described in Objective 1, 
but whereas objective 1 is limited to archaeological resources, cultural heritage 
resources can includes traditional use areas, heritage buildings, heritage landscapes, 
etc. 
 
I recommend coordinating this strategy with section 2.2.6 Coastal Management: Cultural 
Heritage strategy 1.1: “Develop report documenting coastal and underwater 
archaeological sites suitable for Provincial designation, with justifications.” The 2017 
review of this strategy states: “This project requires resources to determine which sites 
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are suitable for Provincial designation and what protective mechanisms are available for 
the remainder (Project #6.3).”  
Note: this will require regular reviews / updates as new heritage resources are identified 
and some are removed from provincial register (due to loss / destruction / etc.). 

 
3. Objective 5:  Identify and conserve selected cultural heritage resources. 

Strategy 5.1: Encourage development of cultural heritage interpretive facilities and 
programs. 
 
Comment: 
This would be proposal driven. Include as standard in RFPs? 

 
 
 



67 
 

 

 

 

 

Appendix F 
  

  2.2.8 

 

 Fish and Fish 
Habitat 

  Reviewed by Alison Grover, BIT 

 



Kalum LRMP Sectional Review of  

FISH AND FISH HABITAT (2.2.8) 

Reviewed by Alison Grover, BIT 

 

Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

1 1.1 Prevent or minimize 

the effects of 

development activities 

on fish populations and 

fish habitat. 

Where development may affect fish or fish 

habitat, identify and evaluate presence of fish 

and fish habitat prior to development using 

current classification systems. 

None Fisheries act requires gov’t-

issued permits to work in a 

way that may alter or harm 

fish habitat or populations.  

Enforcement? 

 1.2  Undertake an interagency technical evaluation 

(as per the Coastal Watershed Assessment 

Procedure (CWAPs) guidebook criteria) to 

assess the following watersheds for CWAPs. 

This evaluation will be completed in 

consultation with affected parties including 

licensees and First Nations. Where CWAPs are 

required apply appropriate remediative and 

mitigative measures to ensure maintenance of 

fish habitat attributes and water quality. 

Watersheds for evaluation include: 

CWAPs are no longer 

required under the Forests 

and Range Practices Act.  

Licensees are required to 

meet FRPA objectives for fish 

and riparian areas via the 

Forests and Range Evaluation 

Program.  No details on 

whether the evaluations have 

been completed on any of 

the listed watersheds 

No CWAPs found for any of 

the listed watersheds 
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Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

• Kitimat River 

• Kemano River 

• Kildala River 

• Dala River 

• Williams Creek 

• Lakelse River 

• Clore River 

• Kitnayakwa River 

• Kleanza Creek 

• Zymacord (Zymagotitz) River 

• Cedar River 

• Clear Creek 

• Deep/Spring Creek 

• Hatchery Creek 

• Beaver (Upper Kitsumkalum) River 
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Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

• Schulbuckhand (Scully) Creek 

• Furlong Creek 

• Coldwater Creek 

 1.3  Apply the joint “Federal/Provincial” and 

Development Guidelines” to residential, 

commercial and industrial developments to 

mitigate their potential impacts on aquatic 

habitat. 

Addressed by existing referral 

process for new Crown Land 

applications.  

N/A 

 1,4  Where appropriate, identify in-stream 

operating work windows and/or protective 

measures where development activities may 

affect fish or fish habitat. 

Skeena Region – Reduced 

Risk In-stream Work 

Windows and Measures Best 

Management Practices 

(2005) 

It is up to the 

environmental monitors to 

ensure that in stream works 

are done within the right 

time window.  Goes 

through government 

approval (Permitting) 

Enforcement? 

 1.5  Interpret and adopt policy that is reflective of 

the federal “no net loss of productive fish 

habitat” policy. 

No provincial policy  Fisheries Act and Fish 

Protection Act from 1997 

and 1996 but found no 
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Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

current policies 

2 2.1 Manage existing 

populations of 

vulnerable and/or 

distinct fish stocks and 

species for their 

healthy perpetuation. 

Identify vulnerable and/or distinct genetic fish 

stocks and species within the Plan area. 

 Some independent work 

being done, such as Skeena 

Fisheries Commission but 

no official 

acknowledgement of 

distinct or vulnerable stocks 

identified 

 2.2  Endorse the designation of vulnerable and/or 

distinct genetic fish stocks and species as 

“regionally significant fish”. 

  

 2.3  Develop management and access strategies in 

consultation with affected interests to 

conserve the habitats of vulnerable and/or 

distinct fish stocks and species. 

 Cannot be dealt with until 

vulnerable or distinct 

genetic stocks or species 

are identified 

3 3.1 Rehabilitate fish 

populations and/or 

habitat where 

degraded and, where 

appropriate, undertake 

Identify opportunities, prioritize sites, and 

implement, monitor and evaluate plans for 

rehabilitation or enhancement. 

Lakelse Lake Sockeye 

Recovery Plan is a multi-

stakeholder project 

attempting to address this 

Lakelse Lake Sockeye 

Recovery Plan completed its 

final year last summer.   

There are a number of 
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Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

enhancement projects. point ongoing enhancement and 

restoration projects being 

funded by Northern 

Boundary Restoration and 

Enhancement Fund 

Committee 

Funding comes from Pacific 

Salmon Committee; anyone 

from consultants to gov’t 

apparently can apply for 

funding for 

restoration/enhacement 

projects 

List here of all projects 

4 4.1 Provide a range of 

opportunities for 

consumptive and 

nonconsumptive use of 

fish. 

In consultation with First Nations identify and 

develop suitable fish spawning viewing areas 

with focused access points and educational 

opportunities, including: 

• Lower Shames River 

• Deep Creek 

Proposal driven, ILMB 

(Integrated Land 

Management Bureau) – 

Adventure Tourism would 

work with proponent through 

application process. 

Vague, is a picnic area (i.e. 

Kleanza Creek) considered a 

suitable viewing area? Most 

of these listed watersheds 

have some sort of viewing 

area, whether it is part of a 

trail, hatchery, or public 

site. 

http://www.psc.org/publications/fund-backgrounders-final-reports/
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Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

• North end Kalum Lake (Clear Creek) 

• Lower Lakelse River 

• “Herman’s Hole” (Lakelse River) 

• Williams Creek, Skully Creek 

• Bish Creek 

• Kemano River 

• Kleanza Creek, and 

• Kitimat River. 

 4.2  Consult with angling stakeholders regarding 

the range of opportunities and range of access 

(see Section 1.1, Access Management) 

including: 

• a variety of walk-in distances 

• canoe portaging 

• boat ramp sites 

• 2-wheel drive access, and 
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Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

• 4-wheel drive access. 

 4.3  Conduct lake and stream reach classification 

and inventories for designation for 

maintenance within an assigned recreational 

opportunity class. The intent is to maintain 

the spectrum of recreational opportunities for 

the planning area’s lakes and streams. 

 Classifications and 

inventories are constantly 

ongoing by consultants, 

govt, etc.   

Thorough list of 

Classification of larger 

water bodies here 

Not exhaustive. 

 4.4  On high use non-classified angling waters such 

as the Kitimat River, develop angling 

management plans that maintain or restore 

the quality of the angling experience through: 

• vehicle access management, 

• provision of boat access points, 

• examination of recreational impacts on 

spawning beds, 

• provision of angler etiquette such as wading 

  

http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/fw/fish/licences/docs/classified_waters.pdf
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Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

through spawning beds, 

• Provision of camping and/or latrine facilities. 

5 5.1 Manage for a quality 

angling experience on 

classified waters (i.e. 

class 1 and class 2 

waters as defined in 

the fishing regulation). 

Maintain good water quality with parameters 

set by BC Environment that are river specific 

and reflect the natural variances of turbidity 

and siltation events. 

Legal objectives in FSPs 

address water quality for 

forestry 

 

No other industry 

addressed? 

 5.2  Maintain fish habitat in an effort to sustain 

angler success rate associated with classified 

waters to the satisfaction of recreational 

anglers. 

Fish Protection Act  

 5.3  Maintain a perceived uncrowded angling 

experience through; 

• Determination of social carrying capacity of 

classified waters. 

• Development of access management and 

angling management plans for classified 

waters which addresses;  

Draft Quality Waters Angling 

Management Plan – Skeena 

Quality Waters Strategy  

proposes to address 

crowding issues for Zymoetz, 

Lakelse, Kalum, and Skeena 

River IV 

Still draft; part of the 

Skeena Quality Waters 

Strategy 

Draft AMP here 

 

http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/skeena/qws/docs/SkeenaAnglingManagementPlan.pdf
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Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

⇒ vehicle access management, 

⇒ provision of boat access points, 

⇒ examination of recreational impacts on 

spawning beds, 

⇒ provision of angler etiquette such as 

wading through spawning beds, 

⇒ provision of camping and/or latrine 

facilities. 

 5.4  For class 1 water, it is recommended to the 

statutory decision maker to manage the 

viewscape by setting Visual Quality Objectives 

(VQOs) that focus on the identification of 

foreground preservation. Foreground 

preservation is defined by a 100 m minimum 

reserve from the river. Visual quality should 

be managed to maintain a quality experience 

along the edge of the reserve where less than 

100m makes “best” 

operational/environmental practice. The 

intent is to use the reserve strip of timber to 

protect the visual experience of anglers and 

 I was unable to find any 

work addressing this point 
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Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

recreationalists on the river. 

Where harvesting is proposed within the 

100m reserve for site-specific reasons, 

licensed angling guides should be contacted 

directly during the planning phase. For 

background visual quality management, 

partial retention will take effect immediately 

and be in place until such time as a visual 

landscape inventory with established visual 

quality objectives is completed. Once 

complete, Known Scenic Areas will be created 

with established VQO's. The intent of this 

strategy is to ensure dialogue between 

adjacent licensed users along the margin of 

the reserve area. This does not preclude or in 

any way diminish opportunity for 

communication/input to harvesting plans by 

the broader angling community. 

 5.5  For class 1 water of the Zymoetz River, 

consider minimizing disturbance caused by 

resource development activities during the 

specified class 1 angling season. 

Professional Reliance, no 

known agreements in place 

to limit activities during 

season 
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Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

 5.6  Emphasize public recreational angling 

opportunities on Class 1 water, while 

maintaining opportunities for guided angling. 

Aforementioned Skeena 

Quality Waters Strategy Draft 

Plan will address crowding 

issues 

Still draft… 

 

  



Alison Grover Kalum LRMP Plan Implementation Committee  April 18, 2018 
Sectional Review 

 Fish and Fish Habitat 79 

Work recommended to PIC: 

Overall, the region’s fish are a huge priority, which means a lot of work has been done. Still, development has had significant impacts on habitat 

quality and fish population health throughout the region in the past.  Therefore I propose that the following three strategies are of primary 

importance: 

I. Prevent or minimize the effects of development activities on fish populations and fish habitat. 

I.I  Where development may affect fish or fish habitat, identify and evaluate presence of fish and fish habitat prior to development using 

current classification systems. 

From my research completing this review, it seems that there are a lot of different acts, policies, etc. etc. but no overarching enforceable 

regulations that say “any development within a watershed must first complete a fish and fish habitat assessment, and receive gov’t 

approval for development.” Perhaps this conflicts with the Professional Reliance Model that is in place, or perhaps there is new 

regulation in place since the 2008 review, but that will be determined after speaking with Ministry.  

I.V Interpret and adopt policy that is reflective of the federal “no net loss of productive fish habitat” policy. 

Because of the extensive damage to fish and fish habitat in the past, adopting a “no net loss” policy will allow the regional trend to 

plateau and eventually to begin allowing for “net gain” where we can hopefully recover or replace some population and habitat loss.  

II. Manage existing populations of vulnerable and/or distinct fish stocks and species for their healthy perpetuation. 

The region likely has many vulnerable and distinct stocks and species. First, we have world class steelhead here, which would likely 

deserve a “distinct” designation and specific management protocols to maintain their populations.  We also have a significant sockeye 

population in the Lakelse watershed, which has been diminishing.  This stock could be designated as “vulnerable”.  Further, there are 

reports of other fish species in this and other watersheds of the region that are also declining. The subsections under this strategy break 

it down into identifying, assigning designations, and creating and applying management directives to these vulnerable or distinct 

stocks/species.  Because much of Tourism, Recreation, First Nations livelihood, commercial industries, and other stakeholders rely on 

the local salmon and other fish stocks, it is important to ensure they are well managed and maintained. 
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In addition, the Committee wishes to recommend the following strategies that are not currently included in the LRMP that we believe are of 

equal importance: 

 

I. Develop Management Plans specific to each fish species and/or watershed to provide for customized management strategies for 

each. 

 

II. Develop a formal body or committee of government and non-government authoritative groups to undertake “interagency 

collaboration” and allow for thorough communication of strategies, responsibilities, priorities, progress, and other important 

information regarding Fish and Fish Habitat. 
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Appendix G 
  

  2.2.9 

 

 Freshwater 

  Reviewed by Alison Grover, BIT 

 



Kalum LRMP Sectional Review of  

FRESHWATER (2.2.9) 

Reviewed by Alison Grover, BIT 

 

Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategy Work Recorded As Done 
in Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

1 1.1 Manage resource 

development activities 

to minimize negative 

impacts on surface and 

ground water quality 

for flora, fauna, 

domestic, commercial 

and industrial users. 

Outside of Community Watersheds identify 

licensed and non-licensed water users for 

purposes of resource development 

planning and referral. Water quality and 

quantity will remain acceptable for 

identified licensed and non-licensed users. 

  

 1.2  Discourage the use of pesticides within 

identified sub-catchments (identified in 

strategy 1.1) and near water sources. 

Professional reliance, no 

legal req’s.  Herbicide use is 

managed under the federal 

Pest Control Products Act 

and the provincial 

Integrated Pest 

Management Act 

Currently virtually no 

Yayy 
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Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategy Work Recorded As Done 
in Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

herbicide use 

 1.3  Encourage government to enact effective 

and achievable monitoring of ground and 

surface water through an achievable 

monitoring strategy. 

Managing for sediment is 

practice requirement under 

Forests Range Practices Act 

and Monitored through 

Forests and Range 

Evaluation Program 

 

 1.4  Provide opportunities for the installation of 

water quality and quantity monitoring sites 

throughout the planning area. 

 Assorted groups such as 

contracters collected water 

quality data.  For example 

LWSS monitors the water 

quality of Lakelse Lake and 

most of its tributaries. 

 1.5  Encourage new programs that enhance 

water quality and quantity. 

Living Water Smart 

(Provincial) 

Water Sustainability Action 

Plan (2002) 

WaterBucket (MOE) 
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Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategy Work Recorded As Done 
in Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

 1.6  Encourage hydrological research of ground 

water flow. 

Not within ministry 

mandate 

 

 1.7  Support reclamation and restoration 

projects on a priority basis, and identify 

areas in need of special management 

attention with respect to water 

management. 

  

 1.8  Identify potential areas of concern with 

regards to terrain stability and surface 

erosion hazard through overview mapping. 

  

 1.9  Incorporate sediment control strategies 

into resource development plans. 

Required under FRPA  

Monitored through FREP 

 

 1.10  Conduct awareness training from the field 

to planning level about the preventative 

measures of sediment control and erosion 

events. The target audience includes 

forestry, CN, utility companies, highways 

personnel, and private landowners. 

BC’s Non-Point Source 

Water Pollution Action Plan 

is working to address 

pollution issues through 

education and training. 
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Objectives Strategy Work Recorded As Done 
in Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

2 2.1 Manage human 

activities to maintain 

hydrological stability. 

Undertake an interagency technical 

evaluation (as per the Coastal Watershed 

Assessment Procedure (CWAPs) guidebook 

criteria) to assess the following watersheds 

for CWAPs. Complete this evaluation in 

consultation with affected parties including 

licensees and First Nations. 

Where CWAPs are required apply 

appropriate remediative and mitigative 

measures to ensure maintenance of fish 

habitat attributes and water quality. 

Watersheds for evaluation include: 

• Kitimat River 

• Kemano River 

• Kildala River 

• Dala River 

• Williams Creek 

• Lakelse River 

• Clore River 

Also direction for Project 

7.5 (?) 
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Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategy Work Recorded As Done 
in Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

• Kitnayakwa River 

• Kleanza Creek 

• Zymacord (Zymagotitz) River 

• Cedar River 

• Clear Creek 

• Deep/Spring Creek 

• Hatchery Creek 

• Beaver (Upper Kitsumkalum) River 

• Schulbuckhand (Scully) Creek 

• Furlong Creek 

• Coldwater Creek 

 2.2  In watersheds (identified through the 

process identified in strategy 2.1) use 

appropriate methods (e.g. Coastal 

Watershed Assessment Procedure (CWAP) 

to plan resource development and limit 

negative hydrological impacts (e.g. 

Also direction for Project 

8.4 (?) 

Licensee responsibility – 

professional reliance 

Lakelse Sockeye Recovery 
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Doc Strat
egy # 

Objectives Strategy Work Recorded As Done 
in Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

establishing road densities and clear-cut 

equivalencies). 

Plan – Expert Water Panel is 

being established to gain 

more comprehensive 

overview of hydrological 

issues. 

 2.3  Potential impact assessment issues will be 

identified for the resultant watersheds in 

the priority list. 

  

 2.4  Water quality, aquatic ecosystem and 

hydrological regime objectives will be 

defined in terms of measurable attributes. 

These measurable attributes will serve as 

standards or goal posts so that the impact 

of development can be monitored and 

assessed. Monitoring and assessment of 

Lakelse Lake will be a priority. 

Project 8.4 

Project by project basis 

through EA or the Waste 

Discharge permits 

Lakelse Lake Sediment 

Assessment 

Benthic invertebrate 

sampling w/i LRMP area to 

assess stream health 

 

 2.5  Develop watershed management 

strategies which address water demands, 
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Objectives Strategy Work Recorded As Done 
in Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

fisheries low flow rate requirements, and 

water runoff rates (water retention) that 

maintain the hydrological regime in a near 

natural state. 

 2.6  Undertake watershed restoration activities 

for impacted watersheds to restore 

hydrological stability and water quality. 

No formal agency lead 

programs at this time. 

Current projects include the 

Lakelse Lake Sockeye 

Recovery Plan and 

Exchamsiks Backchannel 

Rehabilitation Project of 

Skeena Fisheries 

Commission (2008) 

 

 2.7  Harvest timber according to the priority 

spatial and temporal design 

recommendations in Watershed 

Assessment Procedures for identified 

watersheds. 

CWAPs no longer required. 

Licensees meet FRPA 

objectives through FREP 

 

3 3.1 Protect life and 

property from 

Manage human activities to avoid 

increasing the effects of seasonal drought 
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Objectives Strategy Work Recorded As Done 
in Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

hydrological events. conditions. 

 3.2  Undertake future settlement of floodplains 

to be undertaken only when the 

appropriate floodplain prescriptions (e.g. 

setbacks, by-laws) derived from BC 

Environment floodplain standards are met. 

Addressed by existing 

referral process for new 

Crown Land applications 

MOE standards are 

incorporated into tenure 

doc’s 

 

 3.3  Adequately enforce municipal, village, 

district and regional district by-laws with 

respect to floodplain development. 

 Goldfish! 

 3.4  Where appropriate, floodplain mapping to 

be conducted prior to Crown Land 

alienation for development purposes. 

Floodplain mapping is 

responsibility of regional 

districts and 

municipalities….. Doesn’t 

say if they’ve actually 

mapped anything or not 

 

 3.5  Build flood control and river erosion 

protection dykes to BC Environment 

standards when development requires 

(All work in or around 

dykes, including new 

construction is guided by 
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Objectives Strategy Work Recorded As Done 
in Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

such mitigative measures. the Dike Maintenance Act) 

Doesn’t say anything about 

if dykes are built according 

to standards. 

 3.6  Encourage establishment of local dyking 

authorities for the monitoring and 

maintenance of dykes. 

All new dike proposals 

require establishment of 

local diking authority under 

the Dike Maintenance Act 

 

 3.7  Require geomorphological surveys and 

reports to be prepared to the satisfaction 

of BC Environment prior to Crown Land 

alienation for development purposes on 

alluvial fans. 

Addressed by existing 

referral process for new 

Crown Land applications 

 

4 4.1 Manage human 

activities to maintain or 

enhance water quality 

and minimize water 

pollution. 

Undertake inventory projects to identify 

and assess sources of water pollution (e.g. 

toxic burial sites, septic tank leakages) and 

make recommendations for corrective 

measures. 

 There are all sorts of 

brownfields and site 

leakages throughout the 

region 

 4.2  Provide opportunities for the installation of No planned monitoring  
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Objectives Strategy Work Recorded As Done 
in Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

water quality monitoring stations. stations; sampling done on 

project by project basis 

Sampling sites have been 

established for the Lakelse 

Lake Suspended Sediment 

Assessment Project 

Benthic invert sampling 

(2004-2006) 

Landfill monitoring 

programs @ Kitimat, Hirsch 

Creek, Terrace, and 

Thornhill Landfills 

 4.3  Support remediation projects on a priority 

basis. 

MOE EP Victoria is 

responsible for 

contaminated site clean up.  

No agency led projects at 

this time.   

RTA is conducting some on-

site remediation as part of 

its modernization project 
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Objectives Strategy Work Recorded As Done 
in Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

 4.4  Industrial and community water effluent 

treatment will meet or exceeds existing 

standards. 

Environmental 

Management Act – Waste 

Discharge Regulation and 

Municipal Sewage 

Regulation 

 

 4.5  Provide for adequate enforcement where 

necessary. 

Enforcement of the Water 

Act or the Environmental 

Management Act is done in 

partnership with the 

Conservation Officer Service 

as potential violations 

become known. 

Compliance and 

Enforcement of MOFR deals 

with erosion control related 

issues in forestry 

Environment Canada is 

responsible for enforcing 

Fisheries Act regulations 

about discharge of 

deleterious substance. 
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Comment 

 4.6  Official Community Plan’s and 

municipalities to adopt provincial and 

federal guidelines (i.e. Stream Stewardship 

Series – DFO/BC Environment) for stream 

stewardship and land development for the 

protection of aquatic habitat. 

  

5 5.1 Manage lakes for water 

quality, fisheries, 

wildlife, recreation and 

other resource uses. 

Develop management plans for the 

following list of lakes: 

• Lakelse 

• Kalum/Redsand 

• Jesse 

• Lava 

• Ena, End and Clearwater 

  

 5.2  Recommend lake classification in 

accordance with the Forest Practices Code 

of BC Act. 
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Work recommended to PIC: 

As water is one of the primary needs of all life, it’s important that it is maintained to be fit for consumption and providing aquatic resources and 

services.  With this in mind the following are my primary recommendations: 

II.V Develop watershed management strategies which address water demands, fisheries low flow rate requirements, and water runoff rates 

(water retention) that maintain the hydrological regime in a near natural state. 

If this were in place it would make possible the ability to monitor and maintain freshwater parameters near their natural state.  It would 

allow officials to better pinpoint factors that are impacting natural levels, such as sediment runoff from nearby development or site 

leakages. 

IV.I Undertake inventory projects to identify and assess sources of water pollution (e.g. toxic burial sites, septic tank leakages) and make 

recommendations for corrective measures. 

There may be a number of unaddressed brownfields in the region as well as potential landfill leachate runoff.  To inventory these and 

plan for corrective measures would allow water quality to be restored in a number of water bodies. 

V.I Develop management plans for the following list of lakes: Lakelse, Kalum/Redsand, Jesse, Lava, Ena, End and Clearwater 

These are prominent waterbodies in the region, contributing to human health, recreation, and salmon populations, to name a few, and 

so it is important to have management plans in place to maintain their integrity. 
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  2.2.11 

 

 Grizzly Bear 

  Reviewed by Dr. Catherine White, PhD 

 



2017 Review of Kalum LRMP/SRMP

1. Work called for in plans and done to date, (as per 2008 Implemention Report).

Doc Strate
gy #

Objectives and Ensuing 
Tasks

Comment on 
Implementation
Dec. 2008 Report
or more recent work

Work yet to be done Comment

LRMP:
2.2.11
Grizzly 
Bear

Obj.1: maintain or restore 
grizzly bear habitats in 
Map 11 watersheds

- gov’t cutbacks assume prof. 
reliance will do the work., 
does MFLNRO now require 
licensees to do this work?

1.1 -achieve targets

Obj.2: provide adequate 
berry feeding in Map 11 
watersheds

2.1 <30% forested land base 
b’ween 30-100 years in 
McKay-Davies and Copper

-lgl. obj. established through 
SRMP Obj.11, Table 8
-operational implementation 
via FPPR and FSPs

- how does MFLNRO ensure 
compliance with FSPs?

2.2 comprehensive landscape 
level plan to be developed 
for id’d watersheds by 2005

- as above in 2.1
- seral & patch size targets 

have been set and OGMAs

- are licensees doing land-
scape level planning, iding % 
of 2nd growth & wetter sites?

2.3 mitigation measures to be 
applied on richer/
wettersites for id’d 
watersheds

- as above
- FSPs should address re-

duced stocking standards

- is there consensus be-
tween the Ministry and li-
censees as to what con-
stitues the range of effec-
tive mitigation measures?

- how are these reported?

2.4 all watersheds id’d on Map 
11 to provide approp. 
forage conditions

as above - who monitors this and how?



2.5 all other Map 11 sites to 
consider mitigation 
measures

- direction from project 10.5
- professional reliance

- as above in 2.4

Obj. 3: protect or restore 
patch habitats at critical 
stand level

3.1 -id and develop prescrip-
tions for protection and 
restoration 
-integrate these require-
ments into approval 
process
a) classify and map habitat 

at landscape level
b) evaluate seasonal habi-

tats and developing 
ratings

c) modify ratings for patch 
attributes

d) develop habitat ratings
e) id highest ranked 

patches and develop 
prescriptions

f) critical patches to be 
deferred from dev.

-direction from projects 10.1, 
10.3, 10.5: grizzly bear WHAs 
consultation
-dft WHAs in Kitimat, Fiddler-
Nelson, Kildala and Dala 
Landscape Units
-as of 2017, 50% of Kalum 
mapped for WHAs under Or-
der 6-287
-3.1 (e) only for 50% noted 
above

-connection to watersheds 
id’d in 2.2 and 2.3?

- the work of mapping and 
designating the remaining 
50% of Kalum watersheds 
remains

- can the watershed id’d in 
2.2 and 2.3 receive priority in 
terms of further work to be 
done as part of 3.1 (e)

3.2 provide guidelines for patch 
protection/restoration

-no restoration guidelines as 
yet developed

- yet to be done

Doc Strate
gy #

Objectives and Ensuing 
Tasks

Comment on 
Implementation
Dec. 2008 Report
or more recent work

Work yet to be done Comment



3.3 provide guidelines for 
operational direction to 
protect habitat ecological 
function

- yet to be done - could be done by proposed 
grizzly bear working group

3.4 provide guidelines for 
operational direction to 
restore ineffective habitat

- yet to be done - as above in 3.3

3.5 is removal of critical habitat 
from THLB recognized 

- u/k

3.6 are buffers being 
recognized as RMA and 
discounted from THLB 
appropriately

- u/k

Obj. 4: establish an effec-
tive monitoring/eval. pro-
gram for grizzly bear mgt.

-no program established, in 
part b/c of staff cutbacks

- this is the biggest priority

4.1 establish a grizzly bear 
working group

-as above - yet to be done - this is the means by which 
the majority of this work is 
done.

Obj. 5:bear mortality

5.1 monitor mortality -done by Fish & Wildlife staff

5.2 reduce problem-bear 
mortalith through educ. and 
enforcement

-done by COs and F&W staff

Obj. 6: provide harvest 
opportunities

Doc Strate
gy #

Objectives and Ensuing 
Tasks

Comment on 
Implementation
Dec. 2008 Report
or more recent work

Work yet to be done Comment



Work Recommended by PIC

1. restart work to designate GBMAs at designated locations of Little Oliver and Lakelse/Hwy 37.

2. Strategy 3.2: develop guidelines for patch protection and restoration.

3. Strategy 4.1: establish a grizzly bear working group to develop, undertake and monitor this work.

4. Strategy 7.1: establish a long-term inventory and monitoring program for grizzly bears.

5. WHA mapping work be completed as soon as possible.

6. Work to address and/or claify the processes noted in the Comments column and to establish a process which uses that to allow the PIC to do 

its work of monitoring.

6.1 est. harvest levels -done by Skeena Hunter 
Advisory Committee

- u/k

Obj. 7: monitor Grizzly 
Bear best mgt. practices

7.1 establish long-term 
inventory and monitoring

-measures being developed 
through FREP
-no program established, in 
part b/c of staff cutbacks

- u/k

- yet to be done

7.2 evaluate these and best 
mgt. practices

- not done, dependent on 7.1

7.3 adjust best mgt. practices 
accordingly

-not done, dependent on 7.2

Doc Strate
gy #

Objectives and Ensuing 
Tasks

Comment on 
Implementation
Dec. 2008 Report
or more recent work

Work yet to be done Comment
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 Outdoor 
Recreation 

  Reviewed by Cheryl Brown 
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OUTDOOR RECREATION (2.2.12) 

Cheryl Brown 

 

 
 
Outdoor recreation as part of the LRMP remains a non-legal direction of the Kalum LRMP.  The value and opportunities for outdoor 
recreation in the LRMP are high and diverse integrating with the values of wildlife, fish, old growth forest, esthetic scenery, and 
featured based recreation of low and high density.  Managing outdoor recreation within this scope remains the ongoing challenge.  
 
 
Recreation in the Kalum overall is managed by BC Parks and BC tourism.  
 
The mandates for Tourism BC 
 

B.C.'s tourism strategy relies on the efforts of multiple government agencies to ensure provincial policies and programs are 
aligned to support tourism’s growth and sustainability.  The Province plays an important role in supporting and facilitating this 
growth including the effective management and administration of activities on Crown land, support for culture and arts, 
investments in parks and protected areas, transportation and infrastructure, as well as our many unique heritage attractions 
and vast network of recreational trails. The complex programs and policies that guide the management of these unique 
tourism assets can each have a direct or indirect impact on B.C.’s desirability as a preferred travel destination and place to do 
business. 

 
BC parks has a similar statement  
 

Over 14 percent of our province is located within provincial parks and protected areas. BC Parks is responsible for making 
sure these natural spaces are clean, safe, accessible and ready for families to enjoy. BC Parks also leads stewardship and 
conservation efforts in these parks and protected areas so that our children and theirs may enjoy them as much as we do. 

 
Another group impacting our recreation are the municipalities, which were not reviewed.  
 
The following objectives were reviewed 
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Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Comment 

1 1.1 Retain the existing known 
outdoor recreation 
opportunities identified on 
the Recreation Activities 
map (Map 9) 
 
 

Provide opportunities for 
recreational activities and 
experiences ranging from roaded to 
primitive, at both area-based and 
site-based scales throughout the 
planning area with linkages to areas 
of similar recreation activities where 
appropriate 

Ongoing by both 
ministries.   
 

There no master plan as most 
outdoor recreation is self-initiated.  
Opportunities as they are identified 
have been developed for example 
such as hiking trails, cabin 
development.   
 

 1.2 Government to prepare and co-
ordinate access planning for 
recreation with the development of 
District-wide access management 
planning (see Sec. 1.1 – Access 
Management) to avoid recreation 
use conflicts between non-
compatible users (i.e. cross country 
skiers and snowmobilers) with the 
following characteristics:  
· Primitive camping (not road 

accessible)  
· Low level of rustic facility 

development  
· Non-motorized recreation  
· Moderate opportunities for 

solitude  
· Closeness to nature  
· High degree of self reliance  
· Challenge in using 

motorized equipment  
 

No action as no one 
wants to take this on 
at a large scale.  
 

Due to our low population and 
therefore lower useage of the 
extensive land base few conflicts 
have arisen.  In case of a conflict 
they have been dealt with 
individually through discussion and 
mitigation facilitated by BC 
Tourism.  
  
Access management issues for 
the parks are external and 
managed by Strategic Land 
Resource Management.  
Some conflict between users and 
commercial operators has taken 
place but has been resolved 
 
Potential conflicts can increase 
between non-motorized and 
motorized recreation.  There have 
been good examples of 
cooperation between cross 
country skiers and snow machines 
and the useage of cabins  
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Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Comment 

 
Road access to an established 
recreation value will be maintain 
either by the forest district of the 
licensee.  
 
The question was asked if there 
was a best practice access 
management model that could be 
introduced.  As demands on the 
land base become greater access 
management issues will become 
more complicated.  No one asked 
had any suggestions.  
 

 1.3 Include recreational users and First 
Nations in consultation opportunities 
such that:  
a) Commercial recreation operations 
are developed collaboratively that 
do not displace public recreation 
activities.  
b) First Nations rights are upheld.  
 

User groups are 
involved and First 
Nations consulted on 
ongoing basis.  
 

 

 1.4 Over time, improve inventories of 
recreation resources, consistent 
with Ministry of Forests recreation 
inventory standards 

Ongoing but limited 
resources have 
reduced capacity to 
maintain.  
 

 

 1.5 As appropriate, government may 
prepare more detailed recreation 

Operational plans are 
limited for BE 
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Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Comment 

plans using existing information (i.e. 
Forest Recreation and Tourism 
Opportunities Study). This 
information will be used to manage 
the resource and to identify potential 
recreation areas and activities that 
address local, regional and 
destination requirements.  
 

Tourism.  It is done 
more at a strategic 
level  
 
Province is 
developing 19 
destination 
management plans 
for 2019 to promote 
tourism.  
 
BC Parks has 
operational plans for 
parks with the 
recreation being in 
most cases one of the 
primary values.  
Some parks are 
established for other 
values ie ecological 
reserve.  
 

 1.6 Manage existing recreation 
opportunities such that sites and 
trails are not degraded due to over 
use. 

This is a priority for 
operations and is 
ongoing for both BC 
tourism and BC 
Parks. 
 
 It has been limited by 
budget restrictions. 
BC Tourism has a 
continued mandate to 
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Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Comment 

look after recreation 
sites.  Even if access 
is cut off due to road 
conditions the legal 
designation of the 
recreation site 
remains.  
 
Some areas are 
maintained through 
partnerships such 
with First Nation ie 
cabins on Douglas 
Channel or through 
clubs such as the 
Cross Country ski 
club  
 

2 2.1 Manage for opportunities to 
experience regionally 
significant recreation 
biophysical features such as 
viewscapes, trails and 
cultural amenities. Note: 
Alternatively LUs possessing 
these features could be 
listed  
 

Using the B.C. Forest Service 
Recreation Inventory methods 
inventory and classify recreation 
biophysical features to facilitate their 
future conservation and 
management.  
 

Ongoing 
 

Trails boundaries for forestry are 
10m.  Ten meters is only the 
default and values are maintained 
through consultation with the 
forest company and users.  
 

 2.2 Manage for a variety of natural 
viewscapes by utilizing visual 
landscape management in the 
course of development planning 
(see Visual Resources - Strategy 
2.2).  
 

Ongoing There is the issue of the proposed 
exemption of linear development 
for visual qualities for FSPs in the 
Kalum.  Impacts of this exemption 
are unknown for out recreation 
experiences.  
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Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Comment 

 2.3 Conserve the identified recreation 
sites and features, and manage for 
the associated recreation values.  
 

Ongoing FSP are required to identify and 
maintain recreation values.  
 

3 3.1 Provide and enhance 
opportunities for outdoor 
recreation activities through 
the development of new and 
the enhancement of existing 
infrastructure such as  
recreation trails and sites.  
 

Develop new and enhance existing 
recreation facilities where gaps have 
been identified in recreational plans 
(i.e. offshore / marine recreation 
opportunities) by using existing  
government programs and by 
applying for external funding 
sources. 

Ongoing 
 
Many trails 
developments have 
continued along with 
other opportunities by 
BC Parks and BC 
tourism. 

BC parks have been developing 
marine recreation opportunities 
and working in partnerships with 
First Nations and users. 

 3.2 To the extent possible, take 
advantage of existing and future 
resource developments to enhance 
recreation infrastructure.  
 

Ongoing 
 

Opportunities have been taken to 
develop recreation  through 
companies such as LNG Canada 
and Pacific Trails Pipeline.  
 

 3.3 As a priority consider the 
development of a two unit walk in 
day use recreation site at the west 
end of Kleanza Lake  
 

No action  
 

This area is going to treaty.  
Development opportunities need 
to be facilitated through the LRMP 
intent. 
 

4 4.1 Provide and enhance 
opportunities for outdoor 
education through the 
development of new and the 
enhancement of existing, 
demonstration and 
community forests.  
 

.Enhance outdoor education at the 
Red Sand Demonstration Forest 
(MOF) and in future community 
forests through the use of 
interpretative signs, brochures, self-
guided hiking  
trails and interpretative programs. 
Fund these education tools through 

Ongoing but limited 
budget. 
 
Some venues 
developed but further 
opportunities need to 
take place through 
the community forest 
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Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As 
Done in 
Implementation 
Report 2008 or More 
Recent Wk. 

Comment 

government and external funding, 
corporate sponsorship and voluntary 
community organizations. 
 

initiative and other 
partnerships  
 

 
  
Overall comments and recommendations: 
 
BC Tourism and BC Parks overall manage the recreation opportunities.  However recreation is broad and includes hunting, fishing, 
hiking, boating etc.  Recreation opportunities are either inclusive of these 2 ministries or beyond them and part of the overall 
opportunities available on crown land. There is no overall system that encompasses them all or coordinates opportunities. There is 
no overall plan or direction.  
 
Recommendation 1 
 
An overall updated review of current recreational opportunities. 
 
 
Overall the objectives of the LRMP by the ministries and have been addressed on an ongoing basis but have been limited by 
budgetary restraints of the two ministries. Concerns or recreational interests outside the mandate of these ministries is not captured. 
 
Recommendation 2 
 
A review of recreation opportunities that need upgrading or maintenance 
 
 
The relationship of outdoor recreation can be a slippery slope with the environment – outdoor recreation needs quality environment 
but yet has an impact on it.   This relationship needs to be considered throughout planning both by BC tourism and Parks as well as 
forestry developers. Issues of impacts on all values of the land have to be considered along with cumulative effects, and restrictions 
implemented either in development of outdoor recreation opportunities eg restrictions of areas for ungulate winter range, goats, 
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caribou, the vulnerability of wetlands etc. The impact of types of recreation on the land bases differs with increasing impacts by the 
use of motorized vehicles.  Review of the impacts and consideration of limitations need to be explored and considered. This is further 
complicated by the business orientation of the BC government re recreation and the lack of an overall plans. The direction by the 
new government is unknown.  
 
Recommendation 3 
 
Ongoing assessment of the outdoor recreation sites or activities on the land base regarding cumulative impacts and sustainability. 
  
 
Access management has not been addressed and was felt that conflicts were being managed and dealt with by each individual 
situation. The low population of the area results in fewer conflicts that can be managed and there have been areas of designation 
such as for snowmobiles, cross country skiers, motorized and non motorized activities.  An overall plan however is not in place.  This 
will be challenged as the population increases and the interest in outdoor recreation grows. Because of the large area of crown land 
with increasing ability to access it, conflict of users is likely to increase. Access  management includes not only conflict between 
users but the protection of other values such as wildlife and ecologically sensitive areas.  
 
Recommendation 4 
 
Development of an access management committee to develop, monitor and revise access management to meet the objectives of the 
plan.  
 
 
The overall inventory of recreation resources need to be updated. There is no central agency that tracks this or has ability to plan. 
Further areas of recreational opportunities including significant visual sites need to be identified and enhanced with particular 
emphasis on areas that fill identified gaps.  
 
Recommendation 5.   
 
Development of a recreation planning committee of many stakeholders to oversee the overall direction of all recreation in the Plan. 
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2.2.14 TOURISM  
 
Presenter:  Seth Downs 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE PLAN IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE: 
 
 

1) Make a priority the review & evaluation of the Visual Landscape Inventory/Known 
Scenic Areas, and all associated Visual Quality Objectives for these areas. This 
must include a process for First Nations and public consultation. 
 

2) Target rehabilitation to restore visual quality in Known Scenic Areas not currently 
up to the standards, so as to restore visual quality to the desired levels (objective 
4.3). 

 
 

Section 
# 

Strategy 
# 

Objectives/Tasks from 
LRMP 

Comment on 
Implementation from 
2008 Report 

Comments 

2.2.14 1.1 Maintain as a priority up 
to date inventories of 
recreation/tourism 
resources, facilities and 
uses 

Strategic inventories have not 

been updated since late 90’s. 

Facilities inventory updated 

annually by MTSA 

Public Recreation. No planning 

function exists in 

MTSA. Their role in planning is 

limited to consultation input on 

a reactive basis. 

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 

RECREATION VEHICLE PARK 

DEVELOPMENT IN BRITISH 

COLUMBIA was completed in 

Feb.2008 and identifies gaps in 

facilities and measures to make 

promote RV parks. 

BC Recreation Sites & 
Trails BC website 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Aaron Benetrud has on his 
desk to update the 
inventories in 2018. Heavy 
workload, minor objective 
overall. 

 1.2 Conduct community-scale 

analysis of resource 

opportunities and constraints 

for recreation/tourism 

activities and incorporate 

results into development, 

planning, and tenuring 

processes of all agencies. 

Community-scale analysis 

initiative of local governments. 

MTSA will consult as available. 

Tourism BC, a crown 

corporation works closely with 

tourism industry to promote and 

develop tourism throughout the 

province and to ensure the 

continued long-term growth and 

prosperity of industry. 

Tourism BC now Destination 

BC, focus of crown corp. is on 

marketing key tourism 

destinations. Wild Within new 

campaign features wild spaces 

and wildlife. Virtual Reality 

growing as tool for marketing, 

example includes walk through 

old-growth forest. 

 

A Community Tourism Plan for 

Terrace was developed in 2016 

out of stakeholder engagement 

and data/trends 
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Section 
# 

Strategy 
# 

Objectives/Tasks from 
LRMP 

Comment on 
Implementation from 
2008 Report 

Comments 

 1.3 Encourage the Ministry of 

Small Business, Tourism and 

Culture, in consultation with 

interested stakeholders, to 

prioritize tourism resource 

values. 

Portfolio reassigned to three 

ministries – MTSA, Small 

Business and Economic 

Development. Local and 

municipal governments work 

with MTSA, MSB and MED 

with regards to tourism 

resources. 

Now assigned to Ministry of 

Jobs, Tourism & Skills Training. 

In their 2012-2014 Service Plan 

(https://www.destinationbc.ca/ge

tattachment/BC-Tourism-

Industry/Overview-of-Tourism-

in-B-C/jti.pdf.aspx) there is no 

mention of protecting tourism 

resource values… rather focus 

on marketing and promotion of 

key resources to maximize 

revenues.  

 2.1 Manage development of 

identified site-specific 

recreation/tourism resources 

to avoid impairing those 

resources. Management may 

include the use of 

undeveloped 

buffer areas around identified 

site specific 

recreation/tourism 

resources. 

Adventure Tourism tenures 

include tenure management 

plans. Public recreation facility 

use monitored through use of 

FS0172 forms filled out by 

maintenance personnel on each 

visit to a FS recreation site. 

Related to visual landscape 

inventory (4.1) - no further 

update 

 2.2 Refer forest development 

proposals to MoF District 

Recreation specialist/officer 

for analysis of potential 

impacts 

to recreation. In the event 

negative impacts to 

recreation 

resource features appear 

likely, advise affected 

MSBT&C 

and recreation user groups 

and provide opportunities for 

input. 

FSPs are referred to Public 

Recreation Officer for review. 

Licencees are aware of 

recreation sites and trails and do 

work around them. 

No update 

 2.3 For commercial and 

recreation development 

proposals 

provide opportunities for 

public comment. 

New Adventure Tourism 

applications require public 

advertising during referral 

process. Most proposals are 

initiated by outdoor user groups. 

All new proposals undergo 

referral process including 

stakeholders and public review. 

Often seen in the local 

newspapers, classified section 

https://www.destinationbc.ca/getattachment/BC-Tourism-Industry/Overview-of-Tourism-in-B-C/jti.pdf.aspx
https://www.destinationbc.ca/getattachment/BC-Tourism-Industry/Overview-of-Tourism-in-B-C/jti.pdf.aspx
https://www.destinationbc.ca/getattachment/BC-Tourism-Industry/Overview-of-Tourism-in-B-C/jti.pdf.aspx
https://www.destinationbc.ca/getattachment/BC-Tourism-Industry/Overview-of-Tourism-in-B-C/jti.pdf.aspx
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Section 
# 

Strategy 
# 

Objectives/Tasks from 
LRMP 

Comment on 
Implementation from 
2008 Report 

Comments 

 3.1 Manage resource 

development and 

recreation/tourism activities 

to maintain a mixture of 

front-country and 

backcountry facility-based, 

dispersed, and low-impact 

activities. 

Interagency review processes for 

development projects (mining, 

forestry, tourism etc.) allow for 

consideration of all resource 

values. 

 

All tourism development 

projects require proponent to 

complete studies that show they 

will not negatively impact 

resource. 

Awaiting response re: inter-

agency review/collaboration…. 

 

 

 

 

New Anderson Cabin, courtesy 

of the Mt Remo Backcountry 

Society –  
study completed/provided? 

 3.2 Manage recreation/tourism 

and other development 

activities in front-country 

areas and primary travel 

corridors so as to enhance 

opportunities for a range of 

recreation/tourism uses and 

infrastructure development. 

Referral process and advertising 

for new proposals allows 

interagency and public comment 

for all projects. 

New commercial tenure/access 

proposals are communicated 

through newspaper classified 

ads.  

 3.3 Focus and encourage 

development of tourism 

facilities within existing 

settlement areas 

(‘frontcountry’ areas), and in 

appropriate adjacent areas, to 

allow existing communities 

to serve as ‘gateways’ to 

tourism resources of the Plan 

Area. 

CLA - Specific development 

proposals addressed through 

application referral process. All 

proposals undergo a referral 

process that allows for local and 

regional governments, 

stakeholders and public to 

provide input. 

Nisga’a Tourism Limited 

Partnership (est. 2016) 

 

Kermodei Tourism Society (est. 

2010) 

 

Regional district Kitimat Stikine 

– Ec.Dev. 

 4.1 Maintain an updated visual 

landscape inventory of scenic 

resources. Inform affected 

agencies of inventories. 

Visual landscape inventories 

completed in 2006. Inventories 

updated as required. 

Aaron Benterud, Stewardship 

Forester, has this portfolio on his 

desk. Will be putting work into 

updating the inventory in 2018 – 

pressure mounting to complete 

process. Public consultation 

(including PIC) is part of this 

process.  Complex task due to 

compiling all known inventories 

and establishing updated 

inventory/priority areas.  

 4.2 Create Known Scenic Areas 

in consultation with 

MSBT&C 

 Completed in 1997. Preceeds 

VQO. 

 4.3 Manage development 

activities and target 

rehabilitation to restore 

visual quality in Known 

Scenic Areas not currently up 

to the standards, so as to 

restore visual quality to the 

desired levels. 

Visual Quality Objectives have 

been established under FRPA, 

Section 180 and 181 and GAR 

Section 17. 

Awaiting response to query re:  

rehabilitation efforts to restore 

visual quality objectives to 

desired levels. 
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Section 
# 

Strategy 
# 

Objectives/Tasks from 
LRMP 

Comment on 
Implementation from 
2008 Report 

Comments 

 4.4 Refer development proposals 

in Known Scenic Areas to 

MSBT&C for an appropriate 

review and comment period, 

with the intent of providing 

operational managers and 

staff with an opportunity to 

become familiar with  

tourism’s expectations 

around visuals management. 

 Awaiting response re: inter-

agency review/comment with 

Ministry of Jobs, Tourism, Skills 

Training. 

 
 

 

Visual Quality Objectives –  

 

Nov. 2014 letter by Barry Dobbin explaining that non-forestry linear disturbances (pipelines/powerlines) are exempt from VQO, 

not required to follow regulations on visual impacts. 

https://www.for.gov.bc.ca/dkm/2014_Memo_Utility_Corridors.pdf  

 

 

https://www.for.gov.bc.ca/dkm/2014_Memo_Utility_Corridors.pdf


115 
 

 

 

 

 

Appendix K 
  

  2.2.16 

 

 Ungulate Winter 
Range 

  Reviewed by Alison Grover, BIT 
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UNGULATE WINTER RANGE (2.2.16) 

Reviewed by Alison Grover, BIT 

 

I. Mountain Goat 

Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

1 1.1 Maintain winter forage 
production in timber 
stands adjacent to 
escape terrain that 
provides the winter 
habitat. 

Use goat inventories to identify and map escape 
terrain. 
Inventory requirements include both: 1) habitat 
mapping, and 2) occurrence investigation. 
 

 This all appears to be 
addressed in the GAR 
orders  
6 different GAR 
orders to address 
different areas of the 
Skeena region for 
Mountain Goat 
UWRs, designated in 
2005, 2007, 2008, 
2012, 2013, 2018 
 
UWR’s and their 
GARs  listed here 
 
According to Len 
Vanderstar:  
Kalum Mtn Goat 
Order requires 
amendment due to 
revised habitat 
mapping. $10,000 
being requested for 

 1.2 
 
 

Incorporate local knowledge in identification of 
winter escape terrain. 

 

 1.3 Based on 1.1 above, establish a no timber harvesting 
zone to secure sufficient forest area as goat winter 
range (Map 13 to be refined as per strategy 1.1 and 
1.2). (refer to strategy 1.1; refer to old growth 
management areas and minimizing forest 
fragmentation in Biodiversity General Management 
Direction). For purposes of implementation, BC 
Environment should work with forest licensee to 
identify areas of priority based on forest 
development plan proposals. 

 

 1.4 It is recommended to the statutory decision maker to 
establish mountain goat winter range polygons as 
Ungulate Winter Range under the FPC of BC Act. 
 

 

http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/wld/frpa/uwr/approved_uwr.html
http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/wld/frpa/uwr/approved_uwr.html
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Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

aerial validation work 
for completion. 

2 2.1 Minimize human 
disturbances to goats 
on their winter range. 

Where possible, locate roads parallel to goat winter 
travel routes to avoid blocking winter movements. 

Goat UWR designated Nov. 
2005 
(Order UWR#U-6-001 under 
GAR). Additional research has 
identified significant high value 
range outside of identified 
UWR. UWR to be revisited to 
address this new information. 
Also direction for Project 1.1. 

Along with 5 other 
UWR designations in 
the Skeena region 
since then 
 

 2.2 Do not construct roads unless there is no other 
practical option for road location. Deactivate new 
non-permanent roads after use. 

GAR order addresses 
this as well 
(deactivate within 1 
year of the end of 
forest harvesting 
activities) 

 2.3 Where possible, adjacent to goat winter range, 
schedule road building and resource extraction 
activities (timber, aggregate, mineral and fossil fuels) 
for June through 
October. Winter disturbance may be  unavoidable, 
however, where possible, minimize disturbances by 
using measures that may include restricting access, 
expanding a timber buffer, timing of activities, 
increasing distances between activities and winter 
range, or proceeding with planned activities where no 
options exist. 

Gar order addresses 
this 
(Forestry within 500 
m of winter range 
will only occur from 
June 15 to Oct 31) 

 2.4 Manage human access and winter recreational 
activities to minimize disturbance of wintering goats 
with the exception of limited entry hunting. 
Incorporate into Access Management Plans. (Refer to 
Access General Management 
Direction) 

Also direction for Project 1.1. 
Local heliskiing companies in 
compliance with Wildlife 
Guidelines for Backcountry 
Tourism/Commercial 
Recreation in BC. (May 2006) 
Ongoing road proximity analysis 
project to identify existing 
roads that pose high risk to goat 
winter range. Licencees 

GAR addresses 
helicopter proximity 
 
Vanderstar: 
Heli-ski & Cat-ski 
tenures have wildlife 
avoidance strategies 
as part of their 
management plans, 
along with 
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Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

consulting MOE to deactivate 
identified roads. 

performance 
reporting 
(accountability); only 
region in the 
province to have 
such conditions to 
date. 

 

 

II. Moose Winter Range 

Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

1 1.1 Manage the Skeena, 
Nass and Beaver Moose 
Winter Ranges to 
sustain the over-
wintering moose 
populations. 

Require agencies and forest developers prepare 
Moose Winter Range Plans for primary moose winter 
ranges identified on the LRMP Moose Winter Range 
Map (Map 14) in accordance with the objectives and 
strategies outlined in this section. 

  

 1.2 Primary winter range as mapped on the LRMP Moose 
Winter Range Map captures the floodplain and 
adjacent strip of forested slope. The adjacent slope 
serves primarily for security cover with some thermal 
cover and forage in specific locations. It is recognized 
that the management focus associated with the 
adjacent forested slope is providing for security cover 
adjacent to the floodplain. 

Also direction for Project 15.4. 
Moose UWR has undergone 
consultation phase. UWR 
designation pending. 

In 2014 and 2015, 
three Moose UWR 
GAR orders were 
published in the 
Kalum Forest District. 
U-6-009, U-6-014 and 
U-6-018 
 
List of UWRs and 
their GARs here 

 1.3 Thermal cover retention on the adjacent forested 
slope will be managed for in the absence of large 
conifers on the floodplain. This management will 

 

http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/wld/frpa/uwr/approved_uwr.html
http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/wld/frpa/uwr/approved_uwr.html
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Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

generally occur within the immediate forested slope 
except where significant forage exists on such slopes. 

 1.4 Forage management on the adjacent forested slope 
will apply primary winter range objectives when the 
wet site series (subhygric to hydric) that produce 
deciduous browse species (willow, dogwood, 
cottonwood) become the predominant (>50%) site 
series from a stand level perspective (e.g. cutblock or 
overview mapping perspective). 

 

 1.5 Incorporate moose winter ranges in the application of 
ecosystem networks where such networks are 
designated.  

 

 1.6 It is recommended to the statutory decision maker to 
designate primary moose winter range as Ungulate 
Winter Range under the FPC of BC Act. Clear cut 
silvicultural systems are applicable for the 
management of moose winter range. 

  

2 2.1 Maintain and where 
desirable, enhance the 
quality, quantity and 
distribution of moose 
winter forage in the 
Skeena, Nass and 
Beaver Moose Winter 
Ranges. 

Retain willow and dogwood browse, particularly 
along island and floodplain channels. 

Also direction for Project 15.4. 
Moose UWR has undergone 
consultation phase. UWR 
designation pending. 

Addressed in recent 
GARs: 
No timber harvesting 
is permitted within 
Willow and red-osier 
dogwood 
complexes… 

 2.2 Establish moose forage production guidelines within 
the moose winter range plan that are based on 
ecological parameters such as site series or plant 
communities. Depending on site classification the 
following are options for 
consideration:  
1) maintaining the native mixed deciduous-conifer 
stand profile; 
2) reduce the density of conifers stocked; 
3) concentrate varied spacing of conifers on higher, 

 Addressed 
throughout the GARs 
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Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

dry ground; 
4) allow willow and dogwood regeneration on lower, 
wet ground; 
5) thin dense alder stands to encourage willow and 
dogwood growth; 
6) prune old woody willows and dogwoods, more 
than 3 meters tall, to encourage new growth, 
7) give preference the use of manual treatments 
rather than herbicides for vegetation control, and 
8) where possible, use brushing treatments to 
enhance moose winter forage. 

3 3.1 Provide a steady 
longterm supply and 
distribution of thermal 
cover in primary moose 
winter range as 
identified on the LRMP 
Moose Winter Range 
Map. 

Retain thermal cover (i.e. conifers) in proximity to 
useable forage areas appropriate to the size of the 
habitat unit to be identified in strategy 1.1. A habitat 
unit is defined from overview ecosystem mapping at 
1:20 000 scale.  

Also direction for Project 15.4. 
Moose UWR has undergone 
consultation phase. UWR 
designation pending. 

Addressed within 
GARs 

 3.2 Retain a proportion of mature and old growth conifer 
stands with canopy structures which will trap snow, 
and provide bedding sites particularly adjacent to 
foraging areas to be identified in strategy 1.1. 

Addressed within 
GARs 

 3.3 In regenerating areas and plantations, where thermal 
cover is lacking, identify conifer stands suitable for 
future thermal cover and manage for thermal cover 
attributes that mimic natural floodplain forests. 

Addressed within 
GARs 

4 4.1 Provide security for 
wintering moose 
populations for 
identified primary and 
secondary moose 
winter range as 
identified on the LRMP 
Moose Winter Range 
Map. In secondary 
range, the associated 

Limit road development and recreational use on the 
winter ranges. Where roads are unavoidable, use 
measures to maintain security, such as locating roads 
to maintain dense coniferous visual screens, 
deactivating roads before November, building 
temporary roads or using road rehabilitation. (Refer 
to Access General Management Direction) 

Also direction for Project 15.4. 
Moose UWR has undergone 
consultation phase. UWR 
designation pending. 

“All forest 
development roads, 
excluding mainlines, 
in or within 500m of 
a moose winter 
range must be 
deactivated following 
achievement of 
regeneration delay or 
within 1 year 
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Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

strategies will be based 
on operational 
feasibility. 

following harvest 
completion date by 
cutting permit area” 
GAR U-6-009 

 4.2 Where possible, minimize moose disturbance in 
winter by using measures such as: geographically 
focusing operations within a given winter range, 
restricted access and timing of activities. (Refer to 
Access General Management Direction) 

No mention in any 
three of the GARs of 
timing windows for 
industrial practices, 
except in appendix 
(not legally binding) 
 
Vanderstar: 
GWM 10, if and 
when applied would 
best address this 
direction 
(GWM 10: Variance 
of [all other GWMs in 
this GAR] are 
permitted under a 
moose winter range 
plan prepared by a 
qualified registered 
professional and 
reviewed jointly by 
the Govt of BC and 
respective First 
Nations) 

 4.3 Where operationally feasible, retain, enhance or 
plant visual screens to obscure the winter ranges 
from high use transportation corridors. 

Addressed within 
GARs 

 4.4 Leave a proportion of large old growth trees for 
moose predator-response behaviour. 

Addressed within 
GARs 

5 5.1 Encourage forage Encourage rotational forest stand development (i.e. Also direction for Project 15.4. Addressed within 
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Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

production and 
maintain/enhance 
forested thermal cover 
on secondary moose 
winter range. 

harvest at early stand maturity) on sites conducive to 
both early seral forage and conifer production. 

Moose UWR has undergone 
consultation phase. UWR 
designation pending. 

GARs 

 5.2 Promote the duration of early seral stage conditions 
on prime forage sites (subhygric to hydric) that 
produce deciduous browse species (willow, dogwood, 
cottonwood) where such sites predominate (>50%) 
from a stand level perspective (e.g. cutblock or 
overview mapping perspective). Stand spacing, 
pruning, reduced conifer stocking standards, and 
varied conifer spacing will assist in promoting the 
duration of early seral stage conditions. 

Addressed within 
GARs 

 5.3 Provide that adequate thermal cover and screening is 
available to a maximum range of 75 to 125 meters 
within and to prime forage areas (i.e. mature to old 
stands or large wildlife tree patches to be in the range 
of 150 to 250 meters apart). 

Addressed within 
GARs (thermal cover) 

 5.4 Give preference to ground based vegetation 
management. 

Referred to in GAR 
appendices 

 5.5 Maintain the natural deciduous/conifer mix of tree 
species and shrubs as expected for early seral 
conditions in prime forage potential sites. 

Addressed within 
GARs 

 5.6 Allow for natural establishment of willows along 
decommissioned road right-of-ways. 

Referred to in GAR 
appendices 
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 PIC Recommendations 

Overall, the strategies in this section have been well addressed.  Nine GAR orders have been designated since the 2008 review for Mountain 

Goat and Moose within the Skeena region, and appear to address most if not all objectives within this section.  

I. Objectives 4 and 5 – Strategies 4.3, 5.3, and 5.6 of Moose UWR: Strategies for visual screening and natural willow regrowth on 

decommissioned roads.   

 These are addressed in the appendices of the GAR orders, but they are not legally binding.  We recommend that these 

guidelines be incorporated into the legally binding GARs. 

II. Objective 4 – Strategy 4.2: Where possible, minimize moose disturbance in winter by using measures such as: geographically 

focusing operations within a given winter range, restricted access and timing of activities.  

 While Mountain Goat GARs address timing windows of operations, this does not appear to be addressed in Moose GARs.  In the 

appendix of the moose GAR orders (“not part of the legal order”) it is mentioned that “moose winter range management plans 

should address both the risk of disturbance and methods for limiting access to moose winter ranges during their wintering 

period (November 1 to May 1).  We recommend that this be established as part of the legal order of the GARs to improve winter 

range protection during critical months.   

While we recognize that the appendices within the GARs are still addressed by licensees despite being non-legal, we believe that the extent of their 

importance, particularly that of recommendations I and II above, supports that they be legally binding to further improve the effectiveness of these 

appendix guidelines. 

III. Ensure that adequate enforcement is in place to ensure the effectiveness of the GAR orders. 

IV. Continually monitor and upgrade UWR mapping to account for changes in winter range distribution 

 Vanderstar mentions that some of the Goat GARs are currently being updated for this reason, and that they have aerial mapping 

projects ready to take place and are currently waiting upon funding.  We would like to express our support for this project, and 

hope that funding will be in place soon to update the UWRs. 
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Appendix L 
  

  2.2.17 

 

 Visual Resources 

  Reviewed by Seth Downs 
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2.2.17 Visual Resources 
 
Reviewer:  Seth Downs 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS TO PLAN IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE: 
 

1) Make a priority the review & evaluation of the Visual Landscape Inventory/Known 
Scenic Areas, and all associated Visual Quality Objectives for these areas. This 
must include a process for First Nations and public consultation. 
 

2) Recommend additional resources be committed for professional development for 
staff around topics of Visual Landscape Design & Management. 

 
 

Sectio
n # 

Strategy 
# 

Objectives/Tasks from 
LRMP 

Comment on 
Implementation from 
2008 Report 

Comments 

2.2.17 1 Manage the landscape in 

areas of importance to 

local and First Nation 

communities, tourism and 

recreation to retain existing 

scenic values. 

  

 1.1 Maintain existing Known 

Scenic 

Areas and continue to 

evaluate 

the need for new and 

additional 

Scenic Areas. 

Under FRPA, Section 180 and 

181, scenic areas and objectives 

established or continued under 

the FPC are continued as visual 

quality objectives under FRPA. 

In addition, under the 

Government Actions 

Regulation, Section 17, existing 

scenic areas with recommended 

visual quality classes are 

continued under FRPA as visual 

quality objectives. 

  

Inventory completed and 

evaluation initiated. 

 

Aaron B. working on updating 

inventory as part of evaluation 

process. 

 

 

** THIS IS A PRIORITY ** 
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Sectio
n # 

Strategy 
# 

Objectives/Tasks from 
LRMP 

Comment on 
Implementation from 
2008 Report 

Comments 

 1.2 Using current BC 
Forest Service visual 
landscape management 
techniques complete 
Visual Landscape 
Inventories and create 
known Scenic Areas 
with established 
Visual Quality 
Objectives within Tree 
Farm Licences 1 and 
41, (i.e. Douglas 
Channel/ Barrie Reach, 
Dasque and 
Whitebottom 
drainage’s, the Kalum 
and Nass valleys, 
Nisga’a Park Visitors’ 
Center and Lava Lake 
Picnic site). 

 Visual Landscape 
Inventory completed, and 
data sets transformed to 
the latest standard format 
in 1998. 
 
https://catalogue.data.gov.
bc.ca/dataset/visual-
landscape-inventory 
 
 

 1.3 From the rail line 
complete a visual 
landscape inventory 
gap analysis to 
determine the level of 
coverage of the current 
established VQOs. 
Under the auspices of 
strategy 1.1 above 
evaluate the results of 
the gap analysis and 
the need for 
expansion of existing 
VQOs to include the 
view from the 
Railway. Additional 
Established VQO 
coverage will be subject 
to the current MoF 
Visual landscape 
Inventory process. 

 No indication of specific 
VLI related to rail line or 
gap analysis. 
 

 1.4 Provide opportunities 
for First Nations and 
public review of and 
input to the 
establishment of Visual 
Quality Objectives. 

 No indication if this 
process was completed 
during establishment of 
VQOs  

https://catalogue.data.gov.bc.ca/dataset/visual-landscape-inventory
https://catalogue.data.gov.bc.ca/dataset/visual-landscape-inventory
https://catalogue.data.gov.bc.ca/dataset/visual-landscape-inventory
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Sectio
n # 

Strategy 
# 

Objectives/Tasks from 
LRMP 

Comment on 
Implementation from 
2008 Report 

Comments 

 1.5 During the planning for 
non-forest industry 
development (i.e. rock 
quarries, utility 
corridors, industrial 
development etc.) 
undertake a visual 
impact analysis. 

Ongoing MEMPR 
permitting conditions to 
address concerns via 
referral process. 

 

 1.6 Manage slash burning 
and other industrial 
activities to maintain air 
clarity in major valleys. 
Where possible, to 
meet tourism and 
community needs for air 
clarity in September, 
explore other options 
for managing slash 
(e.g. delay, spread, 
leave debris on the 
forest floor). 

Professional reliance. 
Under Environmental 
Management Act, Open 
Burning Smoke Control 
Regulation a permit is not 
required if the conditions 
of the regulation are met, if 
conditions cannot be met, 
an application for a permit 
to burn must be submitted 
to MoE and additional 
restrictions can be placed 
on it to achieve air clarity. 
Under the Wildfire Act and 
Regulations one must 
register all burns with 
MOFR, but a permit is not 
required. Provincial 
initiative to explore air 
clarity is called The View 
Ahead. 

July 18, 2014 
The B.C. Ministry of 

Environment has 

released the findings of 

an independent science-

based study of the 

Kitimat airshed and its 

ability to accommodate 

new industrial 

development.  

Full study available 

from the Government of 

British Columbia 

website. 

 1.7 Review the viewpoints 
used in the Visual 
Landscape 
Inventory (VLI) that 
includes the City of 
Terrace such that 
viewpoints from within 
the City (i.e. graveyard 
hill, the 
Benches and the 
downtown core) are 
considered in the VLI 
and the established 
VQOs are adjusted 
accordingly. 

 Will be evaluated as part 
of the overall review of VLI 
by Aaron B. at MoFLNRO. 

http://www.kitimat.ca/assets/Municipal~Hall/PDFs/airshed%2520study.pdf
http://www.kitimat.ca/assets/Municipal~Hall/PDFs/airshed%2520study.pdf
http://www.bcairquality.ca/airsheds/kitimat-airshed-assessment.html
http://www.bcairquality.ca/airsheds/kitimat-airshed-assessment.html
http://www.bcairquality.ca/airsheds/kitimat-airshed-assessment.html
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Sectio
n # 

Strategy 
# 

Objectives/Tasks from 
LRMP 

Comment on 
Implementation from 
2008 Report 

Comments 

 2 Within existing Known 
Scenic Areas integrate 
the management of 
scenic resources with 
other resource values 
and uses such that the 
Established Visual 
Quality Objectives are 
met. 

  

 2.1 In areas of high visual 
sensitivity (i.e. 
recreational waterways, 
major travel corridors, 
etc.) conduct resource 
development in a 
manner which 
minimizes visual 
disturbance over time. 

Under FRPA, Section 180 
and 181, scenic areas and 
objectives established or 
continued under the FPC 
are continued as visual 
quality objectives under 
FRPA. In addition, 
under the Government 
Actions Regulation, 
Section 17, existing 
scenic areas with 
recommended visual 
quality classes are 
continued under FRPA as 
visual quality objectives. 

No indication this objective 
is being met. 
 
Highly scenic corridors 
have been significantly 
impacted by resource 
development – i.e. along 
Highway 16 west/east of 
Terrace, as well as south 
to Kitimat, and north to 
Nass Valley. 
 
This is a major concern for 
tourism stakeholders in 
the region. 

 2.2 Through the use of 
visual landscape design 
techniques create 
harvesting openings 
within Known Scenic 
Areas to reflect 
and blend in with the 
natural topography. 

Under FRPA, Section 180 
and 181, scenic areas and 
objectives established or 
continued under the FPC 
are continued as visual 
quality objectives under 
FRPA. In addition, 
under the Government 
Actions Regulation, 
Section 17, existing 
scenic areas with 
recommended visual 
quality classes are 
continued under FRPA as 
visual quality objectives. 

Harvesting has been 
allowed/completed 
throughout Known Scenic 
Areas, arguable that these 
“blend in with the natural 
topography” 
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Sectio
n # 

Strategy 
# 

Objectives/Tasks from 
LRMP 

Comment on 
Implementation from 
2008 Report 

Comments 

 2.3 Where visual quality 
and wildlife 
management concerns 
intersect, maintain 
visual quality objectives 
to the extent that they 
do not compromise 
wildlife management 
objectives. 

Professional reliance, 
except where specific 
wildlife objectives have 
been established (i.e. 
WHAs, UWR). 

 

 2.4 Wherever possible, 
incorporate areas of 
high visual 
sensitivity into old 
growth management 
areas and other 
areas of constraint (i.e. 
riparian reserve zones, 
wildlife tree 
patches etc.). 

 “Wherever possible” 
should be removed/altered 

 3 Evaluate and where 
deemed necessary 
manage the landscape, 
on a site specific basis, 
in the following 
locations: 
• Upper Kitimat 
• Onion Lake Ski Trails 
• Terrace to Kitimat Rail 
route 
• West side of Lakelse 
Lake 
• Furlong Beach 

  

 3.1 Complete a visual 
landscape inventory 
gap analysis to 
determine the level of 
coverage by existing 
(Spring 1999) 
Known Scenic Areas. 

 No indication that this 
objective has been 
completed. Gap analysis 
not found. 

 3.2 Identify the locations of 
appropriate viewpoints 
where gaps exists and 
evaluate the need for 
visual landscape 
design. 

 See note below  
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Sectio
n # 

Strategy 
# 

Objectives/Tasks from 
LRMP 

Comment on 
Implementation from 
2008 Report 

Comments 

 3.3 Through the use of 
visual landscape design 
techniques, create 
openings to reflect and 
blend in with the natural 
topography. 

 See comment in 2.2 

 
 
 
Notes on Research: 
 
 
Re:  Visual Quality Objectives – Nov. 2014 letter by Barry Dobbin explaining that non-forestry linear 
disturbances (pipelines/powerlines) are exempt from VQO, not required to follow regulations on visual 
impacts. https://www.for.gov.bc.ca/dkm/2014_Memo_Utility_Corridors.pdf  
 
 
 
Sea–to-Sky Visual Landscape Management Strategy note: 
 
Visual Resource Management 101 and Visual Landscape Design Training which provide professionals 
and others with an introduction to visual resource management and design concepts are offered by the 
BCMoFR on an occasional basis, while Visual Resource Management and Forest Design are offered at 
the University of British Columbia as electives.  As a result, the numbers of individuals with expertise in 
this specialization in British Columbia are few.   

https://www.for.gov.bc.ca/dkm/2014_Memo_Utility_Corridors.pdf
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Appendix M 
  

  2.2.18 

 

 Wildlife and 
Wildlife Habitat 

  Reviewed by Alison Grover, BIT 

 



Kalum LRMP Sectional Review 

WILDLIFE AND WILDLIFE HABITAT (2.2.18) 

Reviewed by Alison Grover, BIT 

 

Obj 
# 

Strat 
# 

Objectives Strategies Work Recorded As Done in 
Implementation Report 
2008 or More Recent Wk. 

Comment 

1 1.1 Maintain naturally 
occurring species and 
their habitats, 
including plant 
communities. 

Inventory habitat types and species use of 
habitat types at the appropriate scale (includes 
habitat capability and suitability mapping). 
Conduct these inventories prior to development 
whenever possible. 

  

 1.2 Inventory populations of individual wildlife 
species. 

Moose population 
inventories ongoing. 
Seeking funding for Grizzly 
bear population studies. 
Goat habitat work ongoing, 
but no population 
inventories. 

No mention of 
other species such 
as black bears, 
wolves, wolverines, 
marmots, etc. 

 1.3 Collect information and improve knowledge of 
local marmot populations. Determine sensitivity 
of marmot habitat to disturbance and provide 
recommendations for mitigation if required. 

  

 1.4 Encourage continued research and information 
gathering on Kermode bears. Apply appropriate 
measures to maintain the white (Kermode) 
colour phase in the Ursus americanus gene pool 
and to manage their habitats. 

No known research at this 
time. 

 

 1.5 Prescribe measures to manage for functional 
habitats for wildlife species and plant 

Management measures for 
priority species and rare and 
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communities. Prioritization will be on a need 
basis. For example, where inventories identify 
deer winter ranges, provide deer thermal cover 
and winter forage. 

endangered species ongoing. 

 1.6 Evaluate wildlife values found in areas where 
wildfires have occurred prior to approving 
silvicultural activities. 

Silvicultural activities a 
licences responsibility – 
professional reliance. 

 

 1.7 Manage for natural predator-prey relationships. Ongoing management under 
the Wildlife Act, Hunting 
Regulation which regulates 
hunting seasons and limits. 

 

 1.8 Apply human access management measures to 
avoid displacement of wildlife species. (Refer to 
General Resource Management Direction for 
Access Management.) 

UWR identifies measures to 
avoid displacement. No 
specific measures at this 
time outside of UWR. 
Also direction for Project 1.1. 

Management for 
other species ie. 
Bears, marmots, 
amphibians 

 1.9 Manage riparian areas so that their physical and 
biological attributes are perpetuated over time. 
This may require reclamation or rehabilitation 
for approved development activities. 

Licencees to address riparian 
issues in FSP as per FRPA 
Section 150.5, and FPPR 
Sections 8, 47-58. FREPs 
routine riparian 
effectiveness evaluations 
occur at a strategic level. 
This is a relatively low 
intensity evaluation useful 
for identifying management 
trends or issues that may 
require more detailed 
evaluations. 

 

 1.10 Through inventory and consultation with public 
and stakeholders, apply adequate management 
practices such that non-threatened habitat types 
do not fall into the threatened and endangered 
categories as a result of resource development 
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activities and Crown Land alienation. 

 1.11 Encourage wildlife habitat enhancement 
projects. 

No known enhancement 
projects at this time. Priority 
for funding has been 
inventoried. 

 

2 2.1 Conserve vulnerable 
(blue listed), rare, 
threatened and 
endangered (red 
listed) species and 
their habitat and 
plant communities. 
This will include 
refining the 
Conservation Data 
Centre (CDC) list of 
red and blue listed 
species and plant 
communities for the 
planning area. For 
CDC species and plant 
communities listed on 
the existing or 
upcoming volumes of 
the Identified Wildlife 
Management 
Strategy (IWMS) the 
IWMS will provide 
the measures for 
management. In the 
absence of the IWMS, 
conservation 
measures may be 
implemented to 

Identify and conserve vulnerable, rare, 
threatened and endangered habitats. 

  

 2.2 Determine where and to what degree red and 
blue listed species are within the timber 
harvesting landbase. 

  

 2.3 Identify and manage critical habitats and plant 
communities for vulnerable, rare, threatened 
and endangered wildlife species and plant 
communities where resource development is 
planned. 

Also direction for Project 
17.4.  
Legal objective established 
through Kalum SRMP 
Objective 10 for Skeena 
Islands Rare and Endangered 
plant communities. 
Operational implementation 
through the FPPR and Forest 
Stewardship Plans. Ten 
tailed frog WHAs established 
(WHA#6-058 to 6-067) to 
protect representative 
habitat, abundant 
populations, recolonization 
sources and to maintain a 
benchmark. MOE created 
Best management practices 
for habitat outside of WHAs 
and held licencee workshop 
on inventory practices. MOE 
unsuccessful to date in 
arranging partnership 
funding (FIA funding) with 

Mostly only WHA’s 
for Coastal Tailed 
Frog and Marbled 
Murrelet for the 
Skeena region; Plus 
grizzly bear in the 
Nass and Northern 
Caribou in Telkwa 
No other species 
 
List of Skeena 
Region WHA’s here 
 
BMP are diverse 
and thorough, 
however they are 
not legally binding 
and licensees find 
little motivation to 
implement them 
for fear of timber 
supply impacts.   
 
Kalum SRMP 

http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/cgi-bin/apps/faw/wharesult.cgi?search=wlap_region&wlap=Skeena
http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/cgi-bin/apps/faw/wharesult.cgi?search=wlap_region&wlap=Skeena


Alison Grover Kalum LRMP Plan Implementation Committee May 7, 2018 
Sectional Review 

  Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat 136 

provide for their 
perpetuation. 
Implementation of 
these measures will 
consider impacts to 
other resource use 
industries and 
conservation 
priorities. 

licnecees to look at timber 
supply impacts of 
implementation of best 
management practices. No 
implementation of BMP at 
his time due to licencee 
concerns around timber 
supply impacts. 

Objective 10: 
“Conserve rare 
plant communities 
on the Skeena 
Islands identified 
on Map 6.” Refers 
to BMPs for Skeena 
Islands in 
Appendix—empty 
appendix  

 2.4 The Ministry of Environment will establish an 
interagency/public advisory committee to work 
out conservation measures for red and blue 
listed species and plant communities. 

 Vanderstar: 
Did not materialize 
after loss of District 
based biologists 

 2.5 Enhance rare, threatened and endangered 
species habitats where appropriate. 

No habitat enhancement 
projects at this time. 

 

3 3.1 Maintain a diversity 
of habitats. 

Use a variety of forest management practices to 
maintain the diversity of habitats, both at the 
stand level and the landscape level. (Refer to 
General Resource Management for Biodiversity.) 

 Vanderstar: 
Inquire regarding 
FREP assessments 
 
FREP assessments 
evaluate the 
change in 
resources qualities 
over time 
including: 
biodiversity, water 
quality, visual 
quality, and 
riparian 
 
Biodiversity section 
may not be 
achieving the 
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intended objectives 
either; see Phil 
Burton’s sectional 
review on 
biodiversity for 
recommendations 

 3.2 Evaluate the need for natural successional 
processes to occur for designated areas such as 
burns and “non-satisfactory stocked” areas. 
Where the need is confirmed allow natural 
successional processes to occur. 

FSPs required to include 
stocking standards as per 
FRPA, FPPR, Section 16. 
Stocking standards allow for 
deciduous component where 
they are naturally expected. 

 

4 4.1 Maintain linkages and 
connectivity within 
and between 
watersheds. 

Provide suitable conditions to accommodate 
wildlife movement, including seasonal travel. 
(See ecosystem networks in General Resource 
Management for Biodiversity.) 

Legal objectives for Kiteen 
(Ksi Gahlt’in) and Cedar 
drainages and Williams and 
Thomas/Clore watersheds 
established through Kalum 
SRMP Objectives 8 and 9. 
Operational implementation 
through the FPPR and Forest 
Stewardship Plans. 
Draft Grizzly bear WHAs also 
consider connectivity. 

Improved 
inventory of WHA’s 
will likely address 
this strategy 
 
Vanderstar: 
Ecosystem 
Networks were 
committed to in 
the LRMP, but not 
implemented to 
date 
 
Effective FSPs 
would address this, 
but there is debate 
on whether FSPs 
are effective 

5 5.1 Maintain 
consumptive and 
non-consumptive 
uses of wildlife. 

Consult with hunting stakeholders regarding 
access management including 2-wheel and 4-
wheel drive access. 

 Are hunting 
stakeholders being 
consulted? How?  

 5.2 Identify and develop suitable wildlife viewing   
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sites such as: 
• junction of Clore and Copper River (mountain 
goats) 
• Esker Slough, Highway 16 (mountain goats, 
Trumpeter Swan) 
• Upper Kitsumkalum (moose) 
• Lakelse Lake Mailbox Point (Trumpeter Swans, 
bats) 
• Lakelse Lake Park, picnic site (Trumpeter 
Swans, bats) 
• Kitlope River (oolichan) 
• Kemano River (oolichan) 
• North end Kitsumkalum Lake (Trumpeter 
Swans, Eagles, Great Blue Heron, salmon) 
• Nass River floodplain (oolichan) 
• Ginlulak Slough (salmon, grizzly) 

6 6.1 There should be 
consistency among 
strategic plans. 

Work with adjacent sub-regional and regional 
plans to ensure consistency in approach to 
management of cross-jurisdictional wildlife 
issues. 

Planning participants, 
agencies and industries 
overlap between plans. 

Vanderstar: 
Transfer of LRMP 
direction to SRMP 
direction to FSP 
direction has 
sometimes been 
questionable. Cross 
referencing to 
tease out problem 
areas should be 
conducted. 
 
Reviews of FSPs by 
Forest Practices 
Board in both 2006 
and 2015 were not 
in favor of the 
effectiveness of 

https://www.bcfpb.ca/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/SR28.pdf
https://www.bcfpb.ca/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/SIR44-FSP-Are-They-Meeting-Expectations.pdf
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FSPs 
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PIC Recommendations 

It is clear that as of 2008 there are a lot of strategies and objectives that have not been met in this section.  Wildlife are not only important for 

the livelihood of many, but are also a natural icon of the region (ie the Kermode). Overall, wildlife diversity is essential to healthy ecosystem 

functioning.  Therefore, we put forth a number of recommendations from this section that we believe to be of high priority, provided they have 

not been met since the 2008 LRMP Review. 

 

I. Put in place a local committee of professionals, First Nations, stakeholders, and public—supported by funding—to address the 

gaps present in management of Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat. The following would be addressed by the new committee: 

 Objective 2 – All Strategies (2.1 – 2.5): Identify, map, and manage and enhance habitat for vulnerable, rare, threatened and 

endangered wildlife species. 

i. While working within the guidelines of SARA, the committee will be a localized body to address wildlife management. 

ii. We recommend that the committee review Best Management Practices and identify priorities therein which should be 

made legally binding.  In doing so we also recommend the government re-host the workshops for licensees which 

address impacts of BMPs on industry production. 

iii. May the committee also continually identify, monitor, and research local species, especially those that are rare, 

endangered, or threatened, and improve and replace management directives as necessary. Consider making these 

management directives legally binding, as needed. 

 Objective 1 – Strategy 1.4: Encourage continued research and information gathering on Kermode bears. Apply appropriate 

measures to maintain the white (Kermode) colour phase in the Ursus americanus gene pool and to manage their habitats. 

i. Globally unique to Northwest BC, the management of this type of Black Bear should take high priority in the region.  We 

recommend that an annual budget be assigned to the committee to ensure continual research and management 

practices are developed for the Kermode Bear.  

 Objective 1 – Strategy 1.10:  Apply adequate management practices such that non-threatened habitat types do not fall into 

the threatened and endangered categories. 

i. We recommend a proactive approach be taken to wildlife and their habitats so that non-threatened species remain non-

threatened. 

 Objective 1 – Strategy 1.11: Encourage wildlife habitat enhancement projects. 
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i. We recommend a budget be in place for taking a proactive approach towards protecting wildlife and wildlife habitat.  

The committee may offer funding to groups such as stakeholders or environmental consultants to fulfill this mandate. 

 Objective 1 – Strategy 1.2: Inventory populations of individual wildlife species. 

i. This is clearly a long-term, ongoing strategy that cannot be easily completed in one project, but we recommend that 

government makes steps towards steadily increasing the number of species inventories at hand by providing a budget to 

the committee to inventory species and provide management techniques for each.  

II. Address the ineffectiveness of FSPs and professional reliance, and implement an alternate approach to resource stewardship 

 While we recognize that it is not within our mandate to comment on government strategies outside of the LRMP, in 2006 and 

2015 the Forest Practices Board reviewed the effectiveness of FSPs and have found them falling short on many of the primary 

goals that FSPs were designed to meet, including: 

i. “A high proportion of the results, strategies and measures in FSPs are not measurable or verifiable and therefore not 

enforceable.” –“Forest Stewardship Plans: Are they meeting expectations?” A Special Investigation by the Forest 

Practices Board, 2015 

ii. “Many results or strategies in FSPs do not demonstrate consistency with government’s objectives.” –“Forest 

Stewardship Plans: Are they meeting expectations?” A Special Investigation by the Forest Practices Board, 2015 

iii. “FSPs alone continue to be inadequate as tools for public review and comment. –“Forest Stewardship Plans: Are they 

meeting expectations?” A Special Investigation by the Forest Practices Board, 2015 

iv. “FSPs are not improving over time.” –“Forest Stewardship Plans: Are they meeting expectations?” A Special Investigation 

by the Forest Practices Board, 2015 

v. “Innovation in FSPs is rare.” –“Forest Stewardship Plans: Are they meeting expectations?” A Special Investigation by the 

Forest Practices Board, 2015 

vi. “District level decision makers appear to have little influence or authority to direct how forest management should take 

place in their local area, as long as the legal requirements are met.” –“A review of the Early Forest Stewardship Plans 

Under FRPA” A special report by the Forest Practices Board, 2006 

vii. “… many of the plans indicate a very large area within which development will occur, but provide no further details. It is 

extremely difficult for a member of the public to fathom how their interests might be affected by forestry activity in an 

undifferentiated area averaging some 3000 square kilometres in size.” –“A review of the Early Forest Stewardship Plans 

Under FRPA” A special report by the Forest Practices Board, 2006 

 Overall, the FPB is of the opinion that FSPs are not an effective means for the job they were tasked for.   Based on these reviews 

as well as discussions within the PIC, we believe that a resolution to the inadequacy of FSPs would not only address the current 
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shortcomings in successfully addressing the objectives within this section of the LRMP, but likely objectives throughout the 

entire Land Use Plan.  A resolution may be found in returning the responsibility to government to outline management 

strategies in place of FSPs while continuing the practice of performance auditing and compliance monitoring to ensure that the 

practices of licensees meet these objectives. In conclusion, we support the current discussions within the government that are 

reviewing Professional Reliance and Forest Stewardship Plans. 

 



143 
 

 

 

 

 

Appendix N 
  

  3.1.3 

 

 Special Resource 
Management 
Zone 

  Reviewed by Chris Apps 
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2017/2018 Review of Kalum LRMP 

 -  
Key Recommendations to Planning Implementation Committee (PIC) 

 

The following recommendations are of a “high-level” nature and are the result of a review of the Kalum LRMP, Section 3.1.3 on Special Resource Management Zones (SRMZs), 

with specific attention given to: 

 

- Community Watersheds; 

- Lakelse River (Subzones 1 & 2); 

- Kowesas; 

- Ascaphus (Coastal Tailed Frog Habitat); 

- Upper Copper; and, 

- Miligit Valley.  

 

Review of the subsequent “Objectives” and “Strategies” to each of these SRMZs was done in conjunction with an Implementation Report which reviewed and updated the statuses 

of the Objectives/Strategies in 2008. Listed below are the key findings from this review:  

 

 The 2008 report found that many objectives and Strategies from the LRMP have been addressed through a suite of regulatory mechanisms such as GAR Orders, Wildlife 

Habitat Areas, and adoption of the Kalum Sustainable Resource Management Plan (SRMP) in 2006; 

 There has been a substantial shift/change in the regulatory and legislative environment since 2008, and subsequently, references to these laws and policies are no longer 

valid; 

 The Province has had to undertake a substantial shift towards professional reliance rather than proactive compliance monitoring. Moreover, environmental monitoring is 

more reactionary due to resources and capacity issues; 

 Technology and methodologies has been enhanced since development of the LRMP; and, 

 It appears that some SRMZs may either have been a “flavor of the week” and are no longer of concern to those that raised it, or more likely, have been addressed and are no 

longer as high a level of concern.  

 

The following recommendations flow from the observations above:   

 

1) The selection of the SRMZs – along with their Objectives and Strategies – indicates that restoration of specific sites was an important piece to include when the Kalum 

LRMP was drafted. As such it is recommended that a clear inventory of creeks, streams and other riparian areas be established to catalogue sites that require restorative 

works. This can then be prioritized and will give tangible direction to those involved moving forward.  
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2) Along with this “restoration inventory” establish a risk ranked list of streams that require routine maintenance and monitoring. Putting ink to paper on this will give it 

power and potentially provide an opportunity to collaborate with FLNRO C/E Staff.  

3) Undertake a policy/legislative/regulatory review to ensure LRMP is consistent with current laws.  

4) Provide deeper direction/explanation for Strategies that recommend several actions (see Community watersheds – 3.2)  

5) Most importantly, the LRMP must be updated to reflect the new status’ of SRMZs 

 
 
2017 Review of Kalum LRMP/SRMP 

 

1. Work called for in plans and done to date, (as per 2008 Implemention Report). 
 

Document and 
Section 

Strat. # Objectives and Ensuing Tasks Comment on Implementation 
Dec. 2008 Report 
or more recent work 

Work yet to be done Comment 

 1.1 Est. Watersheds in: 
- Rosswood (Clear Cr.) 
- Usk (Skovens Br.) 
- Kleanza (Singlehurst Cr.) 
- Gossen (Gossen Cr.) 
- Hatchery Cr.  

N/A N/A - Rosswood (Clear Cr.) - COMPLETED 
- Usk (Skovens Br.) - COMPLETED 
- Kleanza (Singlehurst Cr.) - COMPLETED 
- Gossen (Gossen Cr.) – COMPLETED 
- Hatchery Cr. - COMPLETED 

LRMP, 3.1.3 – 
Community 
Watersheds 

1.3 Establish water quality/quantity monitoring 
programs for all community watersheds. 

Priority has shifted from proactive 
monitoring programs to reactionary 
programs – i.e. monitoring done on as 
needed basis; monitoring as a result of 
consultation w/ a community.  

Confirm with MOE What is project 20.5  

1.4 Where monitoring programs 
show unacceptable water quality or quantity 
take appropriate remedial action. 

No remediation projects reported at 
time of 2008.  

Determine if there is a strategy and update 
document to provide specific reference.  

Is there a general Remediation protocol/strategy? 
Should the LRMP state that that remediation 
should take place in a manner consistent with X? 
Otherwise, this is a necessarily reactive process so 
not too much to recommend.  
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Document and 
Section 

Strat. # Objectives and Ensuing Tasks Comment on Implementation 
Dec. 2008 Report 
or more recent work 

Work yet to be done Comment 

1.5 Water quality and watershed 
protection are primary considerations when 
development and/or resource extraction 
activities are proposed in areas adjacent to 
licensed domestic water supply sources. 

As the Objective is more of a statement 
or position, the regulations should 
speak to this.  
2008 report indicates Mine code, FRPA 
(FPPR S.8.2) Water Regulation, and 
Drinking water protection act.  

Update document to provide specific references 
to revised acts and regulations. 
 
Review 2016 Water Act to ensure objectives and 
tasks are consistent with new act  

Should the LRMP make direct references to 
new/revised acts? Include BCOGC regulations/acts, 
Water Act, etc.  

1.7 Over time maintain/restore stream corridors, 
shorelines and other riparian areas to reduce 
erosion and sedimentation and to protect 
water channel stability. 

2008 report notes that restoration 
projects typically fall under the 
mandate of the proponent that caused 
degradation. However, this is 
reclamation and is inherent in most (if 
not all) authorizations.  

- Establish inventory of streams etc. that 
require restorative works and assign 
priorities 

- Establish risk ranked list of streams etc. 
that require routine maintenance  

- Restoration projects are typically proactive 
measures to address legacy issues 

- Many restoration projects can be 
undertaken by FNs and ENGOs, and having 
a priority list produced by BC would create 
some accountability.  

2.3 Domestic grazing will not be permitted in 
community watersheds 

Report states that there are no grazing 
leases or licenses in district at the time 

- Confirm grazing licenses as of 2018 and 
IF they can even be permitted in CWS’s 

N/A  

3.1 Maintain natural flow regimes to the extent 
possible by ensuring a clear-cut equivalency of 
less than 20% of the watershed area in sub-
basins larger than 250 hectares. 

Legal objective established through 
Kalum SRMP Objective 17. 
Operational implementation through 
the FPPR and Forest Stewardship Plans. 

- Compliance Monitoring? N/A 
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Document and 
Section 

Strat. # Objectives and Ensuing Tasks Comment on Implementation 
Dec. 2008 Report 
or more recent work 

Work yet to be done Comment 

3.2 Manage runoff and volume ofwater extracted to 
maintain summer low flows and to minimize high 
freshet flows through: 
• Where necessary establishing a minimum 
summer low flow indicator below which water 
extraction is restricted  
• Intercepting sub-surface flows (creating cross 
drains in roads)  
• Wet season inspection of roads 
• Effective and timely road deactivation 
• Annual road deactivation inspections so that 
hydrological requirements are achieved 
• Expeditious removal of landslide deposits 

- Flow rates are still managed 
source by source through the 
NWWT 

- These are all addressed by 
regs 

- Suggest blow by blow matrix or similar 
that indicates the five W’s for how each 
bullet is addressed currently.  

N/A  

LRMP, 3.1.3 – 
Lakelse River 
(subzone 1) 

1.1 Maintain stream bank integrity, adjacent sources 
of large organic debris, vegetative cover, fish 
food producing materials and organisms for the 
stream. 

2008 report indicates area is a no 
harvest zone for timber, including 
blowdown salvage.  

N/A  Legal Objective (SRMP) 12 

1.2 Maintain good water quality with parameters set 
by BC Environment that are river specific and 
reflect the natural variances of turbidity and 
siltation events. 

WQ is a matter of professional reliance, 
but the area is a no harvest zone.  

- Establish schedule of WQ sampling?  This one seems as though the strategy may need to 
be updated to be more specific, as it is currently 
self-evident. 

2.1 Maintain fish habitat in an effort to maintain fish 
populations to sustain angler success rate to the 
satisfaction of recreational anglers. 

Discusses crowding issues - Put into place an object that does not 
expand access?  

Lakelse river is no retention, resident only. What 
more can be done? I think maintaining this is fine. 
Maybe ensuring access is not augmented?  
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Document and 
Section 

Strat. # Objectives and Ensuing Tasks Comment on Implementation 
Dec. 2008 Report 
or more recent work 

Work yet to be done Comment 

2.3 The Lakelse main logging road, on the south-west 
side of the river, should be managed in such a 
manner as to prevent it from becoming a circle 
route. 

“There is no policy or legal agreement 
in place to prevent a circle route from 
occurring. By default, the flooding 
challenges on this road in the vicinity 
of White Creek and the lack of 
merchantable timber have resulted in 
barriers to traffic.” 

N/A  I don’t see how the facts stated in the 2008 report 
could have changed. No harm in keeping the 
language as is.  

3.1/3.2 No harvesting of timber or blowdown salvage to 
occur. 

2008 report indicates area is a no 
harvest zone for timber, including 
blowdown salvage.  

N/A Legal Objective (SRMP) 12 

LRMP, 3.1.3 – 
Lakelse River 
(subzone 2) 

1.1 Early seral stage target is a maximum of 27%. 
Maximum opening size will be 15 hectares. There 
shall be a minimum 15% retention within the cut-
block to add structural diversity. In any 5 year 
planning cycle at least 50% of the timber volume 
harvested shall be by selection silviculture 
systems. 

2008 report indicates this is now an 
objective and that FSPs must abide.  

N/A Legal Objective (SRMP) 12 
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Document and 
Section 

Strat. # Objectives and Ensuing Tasks Comment on Implementation 
Dec. 2008 Report 
or more recent work 

Work yet to be done Comment 

LRMP, 3.1.3 – 
Kowesas 

1.1 In the Kowesas watershed road building will be 
restricted, where physically feasible, to outside 
of 100 metres of the river. Road building will not 
occur during the oolichan spawning period. 

“Current harvest deferral pending 
completion of the Kowesas SRMP.” 

- Haisla to pursue SRMP?  No indication that the Kowesas SRMP was 
completed. The area is considered by Haisla as a 
Protected Management Zone in their Marine Use 
Plan and is of highest priority.  
FSP online indicates: This plan was drafted in 2006 
and, as of November 2016, has not been further 
developed. There are currently non-legal OGMAs.  

1.2 No ground skidding will occur within the Kowesas 
watershed. 

“Current harvest deferral pending 
completion of the Kowesas SRMP.” 

See above.  See above.  

LRMP, 3.1.3 – 
Ascaphus 

1.1 Establish “no-logging” within the Ascaphus Creek 
SRM zone to maintain: 
• natural levels of large organic debris adjacent 
to streams 
• microclimatic conditions 
• water quality (i.e. clarity, temperature, PH) 
• water quantity (i.e. naturally fluctuating levels 
including torrent flushes) 
• opportunities for continued tailed frog research 

N/A - Confirm Status of SRM with FLNRO 
- What monitoring has occurred 

Is there a creek? Ascaphus describes Coastal Tailed 
Frog Habitat. Wildlife habitat areas have been 
designated.  
 
Some of the strategies are unrealistic and self-
evident.  

LRMP, 3.1.3 – 
Upper Copper 

1.3 Incorporate sediment control strategies into 
resource development plans. 

Managing for sediment is practice 
requirement under FRPA, FPPR 
Sections 35 (4, 5, 7), 37, 38 and 82(4) 
. Monitoring through FREP. 

- Incorporate direct references to 
legislation, incl. new water act, OGC 
regs etc.  

Sediment control is required in developments. No 
comments to add.  
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Document and 
Section 

Strat. # Objectives and Ensuing Tasks Comment on Implementation 
Dec. 2008 Report 
or more recent work 

Work yet to be done Comment 

1.4 Undertake watershed restoration activities for 
impacted watersheds to restore hydrological 
stability and water quality. 

ID’d as low priority due to lack of 
funding 

- Establish inventory of streams etc. that 
require restorative works and assign 
priorities 

- Establish risk ranked list of streams etc. 
that require routine maintenance  

See comment for 1.7 of community watersheds.  

2.1 Monitor angler success rate for indications of 
trend over time and recommend/conduct 
corrective measures when and where 
appropriate. 

Angling Management plan noted as 
undergoing public review 

- Check in on status of reviews for 
Zymoetz River Class I & II Angling 
management plans 

Zymoetz River Class I & II Angling management 
plans created in 2013.  

4.2 Strive to reduce slash and pile burning in the 
greater valley basin during the classified season 
to provide for desired air clarity. 

Like 2.3 of Lakelse River subzone 1, 
There are regulations in place. While 
the bent is towards professional 
reliance, there are both the 
environmental Management acts and 
the Wildfire Act, which have specific 
conditions 

N/A I don’t know if this can be addressed beyond 
turning the watershed into a no-harvest zone, 
which is unlikely beyond what was established 
through Obj. 15 of SRMP.  

5.1 Consider minimizing disturbance caused by 
resource development activities during the 
specified Class 1 angling season. 

Professional Reliance comments again, 
which is true. Noise and Dust 
regulations fall to EMA and OGC 
permits but for this area fall to 
Professional Reliance.  

N/A N/A 

LRMP, 3.1.3 – 
Miligit Valley 

1.1 VQO N/A Follow up with FLNRO Determine next steps 

1.2 Reticulated Fens N/A None Sensitive Area Established Through Objective 14.  
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Document and 
Section 

Strat. # Objectives and Ensuing Tasks Comment on Implementation 
Dec. 2008 Report 
or more recent work 

Work yet to be done Comment 

  Rec Feature for waterfall N/A Follow up with FLNRO Determine Next Steps 

 
 
 
Key Recommendation:  

- Establish inventory of streams etc. that require restorative works and assign priorities 
- Establish risk ranked list of streams etc. that require routine maintenance and monitoring 
- Update LRMP to reflect new Status’ of SRMs 
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Coast Mountains Resource District 

Guiding Principles and Considerations  

When Planning and Implementing Road Deactivation Activities 

September 2015 

This document outlines guiding principles for the planning and implementation of road 

deactivation in the Kalum portion of the Coast Mountains Resource District. It is the product of 

input from local forest professionals and road users. 

A. In general, and as overarching principles, deactivation planning and decisions must: 

1) Fulfill legal obligations specified in the relevant Forest Stewardship Plan and Cutting 

Permits; 

2) Be consistent with higher level direction as specified in the Kalum SRMP (section 1.3.1), 

and with the broad guiding principles to which all stakeholders subscribe as provided in 

the Kalum LRMP (sections 2.1 and 2.2.1); 

3) Involve timely consultation with all other road users, giving consideration to future 

development plans and the likelihood of future access requirements, to allow for joint 

planning and exploration of opportunities to transfer road maintenance obligations; and 

4) Reflect the general public expectation that wheeled access, once established to an area, 

should be maintained so long as it does not compromise safety or conservation values.  

B.   Once the decision is made to deactivate a road segment, road deactivation must be carried 

out in a manner that:    

1) Communicates deactivation plans to stakeholders and the public; 

2) Ensures public safety;  

3) Maintains the integrity of the road prism (i.e., the road should be “self-maintaining”); 

4) Facilitates safe access by four-wheel drive vehicle or all-terrain vehicle if two-wheel drive 

access cannot be maintained and the intent is not to deter hunting or all motorized 

access;   

5) Is appropriately sited and includes appropriate gating and other barriers where the 

intent is to deter hunting or all motorized vehicle access; and 

6) Uses on-site signage to communicate the level of deactivation for the road segment 

ahead, and the rationale for that deactivation. 

The Kalum Plan Implementation Committee (PIC) has representation from municipal and First Nations 

government and the forestry, conservation, education, recreation and tourism sectors. In addition to 

making use of direct knowledge regarding road users, it is recommended that decision makers and 

forest professionals make use of the Kalum PIC  as a necessary and required point of contact for 

stakeholder consultation and communications.  
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Forestry Operations in Undeveloped Watersheds in the Kalum TSA and TFL 41 
Discussion Paper 

 

Prepared by the Kalum LRMP Plan Implementation Committee (PIC) 

June 2016 

 

BACKGROUND  

The Kalum LRMP includes in section 2.2.4 Biodiversity, “Ecosystem-based land management 

approaches consistent with the KLRMP will be piloted in key undeveloped watersheds within 

TFL 41 once the Kalum LRMP process is complete. These pilots will include opportunities for full 

participation from all interested stakeholders” (p. 33).  

The Kalum SRMP in section 2.1.2, Old Forest Retention in Undeveloped Watersheds, supports (without 

legally requiring) ecosystem-based management in undeveloped watersheds with the focus of 

conserving biodiversity and ecological integrity (while addressing social and economic objectives – which 

are neither defined nor discussed further in the SRMP document).  For the purpose of managing for 

biodiversity the Kalum SRMP includes:  

Objective 2 - to… “maintain old seral stage forest within each undeveloped 
watershed listed in Table 4 and shown on Map 3, consistent with Table 5, 
[Target old seral stage forest within undeveloped watersheds (% forested 

land base in each BEC unit/site series)]”. 
 
The Kalum SRMP addresses management of old seral stage forest in the Jesse, Emsley, Wathlsto, Hugh, 
Brim, Wahoo and Owyacumish watersheds (Table 4). The established retention targets are consistent 
with the direction developed in the (Draft) Kowesas SRMP, and with “high biodiversity emphasis” 
targets of the 1995 Biodiversity Guidebook.   Old forest retention in undeveloped watersheds 
contributes to the landscape unit targets.  The locations of undeveloped watersheds are shown on Map 
3.  The old seral retention targets are set at 21% to 28% (depending on site series) of the old forest 
amount predicted by the natural disturbance regime in Table 5.  The representation of old forest will be 
at the site series level.  
 

KALUM LRMP PIC RECOMMENDATION 

While recognizing the unique interpretation of ecosystem-based management made elsewhere in 

coastal BC, the Kalum LRMP PIC believes that there remains an expectation for greater protection of 

ecological values and a higher standard of forestry than business-as-usual in the undeveloped 

watersheds, and that these expectations may be realized through more detailed and longer range 

planning than is required elsewhere. 

While not requesting legislated designation of new protected areas or ecological reserves, the following 
components are advanced as reasonable development planning and monitoring expectations for the 
undeveloped watersheds. 
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With respect to planning:  
 

1) Preparation of full-rotation spatial plans, with general locations of proposed management and 
retention areas at full development, coupled with proposed scheduling;  

2) Preparation of a full development access management plan for primary roads, and its rationale; 
3) Follow all recommendations of the "high" biodiversity emphasis option for NDT1, as described in 

the 1995 Biodiversity Guidebook, while continuing to manage to existing landscape unit targets 
specified in the Kalum SRMP; 
This should include: 

a. Maximum levels of early seral stage forest, namely < 23% young CWH forest and <17% 
young MH forest throughout the rotation (as per Table 3 of the Biodiversity Guidebook); 

b. Presentation of projected seral stage distributions over time; 
c. The retention of high levels of mature/old ecosystem connectivity (as per Table 5 of the 

Biodiversity Guidebook);  
d. Explicit designation of connectivity (over space and time) for OGMAs, riparian corridors, 

and cross-elevational linkages; and 
e. Maintaining complex stand structures, multiple canopy layers, and late-successional 

species in managed stands; this may be accomplished through the expanded use of 
wildlife tree patches (above those required in SRMP Table 6) and/or broad use of 
retention harvesting and use of single entry dispersed retention stocking standards 
(SEDRSS); 

f. Harvesting and silvicultural practices that promote western redcedar (Cw) and yellow 
cedar (cypress) (Yc) retention in harvested areas, and their regeneration in harvested 
areas to at least the pre-harvest levels. 

 
With respect to stakeholder engagement, monitoring, and evaluation: 
  

1) Licencees – should provide opportunities for input at key points in the development process, 
(beginning of first, second, third pass planning periods perhaps) at which Haisla, agency 
(MFLNRO, DFO), and community (Douglas Channel Watch, Kalum PIC) input will be solicited and 
incorporated in future plans; and  

–Should specifically consult with the Haisla First Nation to ensure protection of 
heritage and traditional use sites, to allow exploration of commercial recreation opportunities, 
and to promote the retention and growth of monumental cedar trees; 

2) The Province – should apply Forest and Range Evaluation Program (FREP) monitoring at the 
individual watershed level to sufficiently sample these watersheds to be able to highlight the 
effects of differences in important indicators of ecosystem health resulting from the intentional 
management in these watersheds. 

 

The PIC’s position and requested engagement is not about land use or mapping, but rather about a 

process to ensure the highest quality of forestry and conservation, as a means of avoiding foreseeable 

cumulative impacts, and promoting resilience to a changing climate, while still inviting economic 

development.  


