Canadian Forest Products Ltd.
2018 CSA Z809-16 Certification Audit
Public Summary Report
Between January and August 2018 an audit team from KPMG Performance Registrar Inc. (KPMG PRI) carried out a CSA Z809-16
certification audit of Canadian Forest Products Ltd.’s (Canfor’s) B.C. and Alberta woodlands operations. This Certification Summary
Report provides an overview of the audit process and KPMG’s findings.

Canfor’s B.C. and Alberta Woodlands Operations
Canfor’s CSA Z809-16 certification (which replaces the Company’s previous CSA Z80908 certification) applies to the following defined forest areas (NB: The Defined Forest
Areas (DFAs) listed are based on the gross area under management, and are prorated
estimates in the case of some of the volume-based forest tenures):
Defined Forest Areas
(Canfor operations only)
Radium1
Vavenby
Prince George2
Morice

DFA Areas
(hectares)

Allowable Annual Cut (m³)

463,012

260,775

183,106

406,500

2,216,362

4,034,866

870,013

1,326,751

Mackenzie

2,188,430

1,082,904

Fort Nelson
Chetwynd

7,045,416
532,080

1,163,716
1,203,613

644,695

715,000

14,143,114

10,194,125

Grande Prairie
Total
1.

The above figures do not include operations in relation to 10,000 m3/year of
Canfor’s AAC in the Cranbrook Timber Supply Area which were only covered under
the Company’s ISO 14001:2004 certification until its expiry on September 15, 2018.

2.

Canfor manages 3 DFAs within the Prince George Timber Supply Area (TSA).
These 3 DFAs include Canfor’s operating areas under the Prince George Forest
District/TFL 30, Fort St. James and Vanderhoof sustainable forest management
(SFM) plans.

Audit Scope
The 2018 audit included site visits to all of the DFAs listed above to evaluate the forest
management plans and practices carried out by the Company since the completion of
the 2017 audit. It included an assessment against all of the requirements of the CSA
Z809-16 standard, including those related to:

▪

Public participation;

▪

Maintenance of the sustainable forest management (SFM) plan;

▪

Monitoring of SFM performance, and;

▪

Implementation of the various management system components (e.g., rights &
regulations, DFA specific performance requirements, operational controls,
monitoring and inspections, corrective & preventive actions, internal audits,
management review) that are required under the CSA Z809 standard.
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Note: Full scope CSA Z809 site visits were only conducted at 6 DFAs (Grande Prairie,
Radium, Fort St. James, Vanderhoof, Houston and Fort Nelson), with the remaining
DFAs being the subject of limited scope site visits that were used to evaluate those CSA
Z809 requirements that are unique at the site level (i.e., DFA level sustainable forest
management (SFM) plans, annual monitoring reports and the functioning of the local
Public Advisory Group (PAG)). This level of audit sampling exceeds the International
Accreditation Forum audit sampling requirements for multi-site certifications.

The Audit
▪

▪

▪

▪

Background – The CSA Z809 standard requires annual surveillance audits by an
accredited Certification Body to assess the operation’s continuing conformance with
the requirements of these standards. In addition, full scope re-certification audits are
required once every 3 years.
Audit Team – The audit was conducted by a 6 person audit team comprising Dave
Bebb, RPF, EP(EMSLA) – Lead Auditor, Yurgen Menninga, RPF, EP(EMSLA),
Branden Beatty, RPBio, EP(EMSLA), Sylvi Holmsen, RPF, EP(EMSLA), Orrin Quinn,
RPF, and Bodo von Schilling, RPF, EP(EMSLA). All members of the audit team
have considerable experience conducting audits against the requirements of the ISO
14001, CSA Z809, SFI® and FSC® standards.
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Canfor 2018 CSA Z809-16
Certification Audit Findings

Open nonconformities from
previous audits

0

New minor nonconformities

2

Systemic
opportunities for
improvement

8

Document Review – DFA-specific off-site document reviews were completed prior
to the field audit in order to assess forest management system (FMS) documentation
(e.g., SFM Plan and associated values, objectives, indicators and targets,
documentation pertaining to the PAG process, etc.) and increase the efficiency of the
field portion of the audit.

Types of audit findings

Field Audit – The on-site field audit included interviews with a large sample (more
than 100 Company staff and an equal or greater number of contractors, PAG
members and external stakeholders) and examination of forest management system
(FMS) and SFM system records, monitoring information and public involvement
information. The audit team conducted field assessments of a large number of field
sites (49 roads, 58 harvesting blocks, 38 silviculture sites and 7 logging camps) to
assess the Company’s planning, harvesting, silviculture, camps and road
construction, maintenance and deactivation practices.
The 2018 audit took
approximately 80 days to complete, 54 of which were on-site. The balance of audit
time was spent preparing the audit plan, conducting off-site document reviews,
completing various audit checklists and preparing the main and public summary audit
reports.

Minor non-conformities:

Audit Objectives
The objective of the audit was to evaluate the SFM system at Canadian Forest Products
Ltd. to:

▪

Determine its conformance with the requirements of the CSA Z809-16 standard;

▪

Evaluate the ability of the SFM system to ensure that Canfor meets applicable
regulatory requirements;

▪

Evaluate the effectiveness of the system in ensuring that Canfor meets its specified
SFM objectives, and;

▪

Where applicable, identify opportunities for improvement.

Major non-conformities:
Are pervasive or critical to the
achievement of the SFM Objectives.

Are isolated incidents that are noncritical to the achievement of SFM
Objectives.
All non-conformities require the
development of a corrective action plan
within 30 days of the audit. Corrective
action plans to address major nonconformities must be fully implemented
by the operation within 3 months or
certification cannot be achieved /
maintained. Corrective action plans to
address minor non-conformities must
be fully implemented within 12 months.
Opportunities for Improvement:
Are not non-conformities but are
comments on specific areas of the SFM
System where improvements can be
made.
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Audit Conclusions
The audit found that the Company’s SFM system:

▪

Was in conformance with the CSA Z809-16 requirements included within the scope
of the audit, except where noted otherwise in this report;

▪

Continues to be effectively implemented, and;

▪

Is sufficient to systematically meet the commitments included in the Company’s
SFM Plans, provided that it continues to be implemented and maintained as
required.

As a result, a decision has been reached that Canfor’s B.C. and Alberta woodlands be
certified to the CSA Z809-16 standard.

Good Practices
A number of good practices were noted during the 2018 audit.
highlights some of the examples noted:

The following list

▪

CSA Z809 Element 5.1 (Public and Aboriginal Participation Requirements – General
Requirements): The combination of a range of relevant and informative activities
and a core of dedicated PRISM PAG members has allowed the PRISM process to
continue throughout the extended shutdown of harvesting operations. (Fort Nelson)

▪

CSA Z809 Element 5.2 (Interested Parties): The audit found that Canfor Houston
had made a considerable effort over the past year to gain new PAG members,
primarily through existing PAG members and the organizations they represent as
well as by word of mouth in the community. In June 2017 the Canfor Houston PAG
meeting introduced three new members. (Houston)

▪

CSA Z809 Element 5.5 (Public Communication): There is a good level of information
in the indicator discussion section of the 2016/17 Mackenzie SFM plan annual
report. This provides additional context to the SFM performance results and helps
the reader to obtain a greater understanding of factors having an influence on the
extent to which the plan targets have been met. (Mackenzie)

▪

CSA Z809 Element 6.1 (DFA-specific Performance Requirements): In addressing
both CSA Z809 and FSC requirements under the Canfor Kootenay Operations SFM
plan and making certain FSC-specific requirements (such as those that relate to 7
metre MFZs on creeks and the management of High Conservation Values (HCVs),
etc.) applicable to both the FSC and CSA Z809-certified landbases, the Radium
operation has adopted a higher degree of protection for some forest values on the
CSA Z809 portion of the plan than might otherwise be the case. (Radium)

▪

CSA Z809 Element 6.2 (SFM Criteria - General): During the process of revising the
Mackenzie SFM plan to meet the requirements of CSA Z809-16 the operation
developed a mandatory discussion items gap analysis to help ensure that all of the
new mandatory discussion items had been covered with the PAG. (Mackenzie)

▪

CSA Z809 Element 7.3.5 (SFM Plan): Review of the current (September 2017)
version of the Canfor Grande Prairie SFM plan found that it was well written and
reasonably easy for a layperson to read and understand. (Grande Prairie)

▪

CSA Z809 Element 7.4.6 (Operational Procedures & Control): The use of a tethered
harvester is allowing the Vavenby division to access steep ground with visual
constraints while maintaining high levels of retention that provide good visual
screening and minimize the visible road prism. (Vavenby)

▪

CSA Z809 Element 7.4.6 (Operational Procedures & Control): The audit found that
Canfor Radium had made extensive use of recently acquired LiDAR (Light Detection
and Ranging) data and related derivative products (slope categories, canopy height,

Canfor holds a multi-site certificate to
the CSA Z809-16 standard issued by
KPMG PRI. The certificate covers a
total of 10 Defined Forest Areas in B.C.
and Alberta. It was issued on
September 10, 2018 and is valid until
September 9, 2021.
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individual tree inventory, riparian sensitivity, etc.) to create efficiencies in the
development of harvest plans while ensuring greater protection for non-timber
values. (Radium)

▪

CSA Z809 Element 7.4.6 (Operational Procedures & Control): The Prince George
site visit identified a number of examples of conservative riparian management
practices. For example, on one block a total of 5 temporary bridges (all with
completed crossing assurance statements) had been installed on crossings of
default S4 streams, and the on-block roads had been constructed with numerous
well-located cross drain culverts. (Prince George)

Follow-up on Findings from Previous Audits
At the time of this assessment there were a total of 3 open minor non-conformities
from previous external audits that related to CSA Z809 requirements. The audit team
reviewed the implementation of the action plans developed by Canfor to address these
issues, and found that they: (1) had been implemented as required, and (2) were in
most cases effective in addressing the root cause(s) of these findings. As a result, 2
out of the 3 of the open minor non-conformities identified during previous audits have
now been closed, and 1 non-conformity (which relates to a weakness in the
implementation of Canfor’s Fuel Management Guidelines) has been downgraded to an
opportunity for improvement. The Company’s continued progress towards addressing
the remaining finding will be revisited during the 2019 external audit.

New Areas of Nonconformity
A total of 2 new minor non-conformities were identified during the 2018 CSA Z809
audit, as follows:

▪

CSA Z809-16 element 7.4.6 requires the organization to develop and implement
operational controls to ensure that operations are carried out under specified
conditions and SFM requirements are met. The Company has addressed this
requirement by developing a series of operational controls including standard
work procedures (SWPs), an emergency preparedness and response plan
(EPRP) and site plans that give direction to staff and contractors regarding the
implementation of various components of the FMS. However, the audit identified
the following weaknesses in the implementation of operational controls:

 Section 3 of the GoA Temporary Field Authorization (TFA) Guide indicates
that the TFA holder must keep a copy of the approved TFA on site for
reference and guidance. However, the audit found that the TFA for one
contractor field camp was not on-site as required (although it was in on file at
the Canfor Grande Prairie office). (Grande Prairie)

 Review of the site plan for a harvest block found that it included a number of

areas of high archaeological potential that had been included in mapped
special management zones (SMZs). Both the site plan and the pre-work for
this block indicated that these SMZs were not to be harvested until an
archaeological impact assessment (AIA) could be completed for the block.
However, the audit found that the SMZ on both sides of an S3 stream had
been harvested contrary to the instructions provided. (Fort St. James)

 The site plan for a harvest block required operators to retain clumps of trees

consisting of 20-40 merchantable trees/ha as well as some unique features
where feasible (e.g., snags, stubs, deciduous trees, areas with spruce
understory <5m, wet areas, stick nests, etc.). However, the audit found that
the vast majority of on-block retention was limited to deciduous clumps with
little to no merchantable conifer left as per the site plan requirements.
(Chetwynd)

The audit included assessments of a
large number of field sites (49 roads, 58
harvesting blocks, 38 silviculture sites
and 7 logging camps) to assess the
Company’s planning, harvesting,
silviculture, camps and road construction,
maintenance and deactivation practices.
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▪
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CSA Z809 element 7.5.1 requires there be documented procedures to monitor
key characteristics that can have an environmental impact. These requirements
are addressed in FMS Manual section 12 and a number of related procedures and
forms (e.g., various SWPs, Pre-work and Inspection Forms, etc.). The audit found
that the Company’s monitoring and measurement procedures had been
implemented as required in the majority of instances. However, the following
weaknesses in the implementation of these procedures were noted:

 Review of the Nicola-Thompson-Fraser (NTF) 2016 annual monitoring report

found the results provided by Canfor Vavenby were well supported in most
cases. However, for Target 25 (all permanent status roads and associated
structures will have inspections and related maintenance completed as
scheduled) while the annual report indicates that inspections were completed
as scheduled for all licensees on the Defined Forest Area, the inspections of
a number of Canfor roads were not completed as scheduled. (Vavenby)

 Canfor’s Harvesting & Roads Prework SWP states that the final inspection is

targeted to occur within 4 weeks of harvest completion (for winter harvest
blocks the Vanderhoof/Fort St James division completes the final inspection
following the freshet (rather than at 4 weeks) which is logical given the
environmental risk). However, based on a sample of ten blocks that had final
inspections planned to occur in spring 2017 (i.e., post-freshet), 20% did not
occur and at present the inspections are approximately one year over-due.
(Vanderhoof/Fort St. James)

 Canfor’s Harvesting and Roads Prework SWP requires that final inspections

are completed and all actions are addressed within a target of 4 weeks after
harvest completion. Furthermore, if the block is partially harvested (over
multiple seasons), the form must be accessible for audits. However, the audit
noted numerous blocks in TFL 48 that were harvested over multiple seasons
that had incomplete/uninitiated final inspections that far exceeded the target 4
weeks. (Chetwynd)

Systemic Opportunities for Improvement
A total of 8 new systemic opportunities for improvement was identified during the 2018
CSA Z809 audit, as follows:

▪

Based on a review of PAG minutes for the past year it does not appear that the
results of the 2017 internal and/or external audits were discussed with a number
of the PAGs that the Company works with. Although internal audits are no longer
a specific requirement of CSA Z809-16, sharing the results of the internal audit
with the PAG would add value to the public participation process. In addition,
although the annual corporate audit summary report is posted to the Company’s
external website, the results have not in all cases been communicated directly to
the PAG. (Grande Prairie, Radium, Fort St. James and Mackenzie).

▪

CSA Z809 element 6.3 outlines the core SFM indicators that must be addressed
in SFM plans as well as the mandatory discussion topics that must be covered
with the PAG. Review of the Company’s SFM plans found that all of the required
core indicators had been addressed. However, isolated instances were noted
where there was a lack of evidence to demonstrate that all of the mandatory
discussion items had been discussed. (Grande Prairie and Houston)

▪

CSA Z809-16 element 7.3.1 requires the organization to clearly describe a
defined forest area (DFA) to which the standard applies. The June 2018 Prince
George SFM plan indicates that the DFA now includes the Lheidli T’enneh First
Nation’s Community Forest (K1N) and Woodlands Licence (N2E). However, this
change was not reflected in the list of tenures covered by Canfor’s CSA Z809
certification (which is maintained by Canfor and referenced on its CSA Z809
certificate) that is posted on the Company’s external website. (Corporate)

The 2018 Canfor CSA Z809 audit took
place between the months of January and
August 2018. Site visits were scheduled
at different times of the year (including a
few that occurred in the winter) in order to
observe the Company’s forest
management operations under as wide a
range of operating conditions as possible.
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▪

CSA Z809-16 element 7.3.5 requires the organization to develop SFM plans that
meet the content requirements of the standard and make them publicly available.
However, although the current (CSA Z809-16) versions of the Company’s
divisional SFM plans have been shared with the applicable PAGs, some of these
plans had not yet been posted to Canfor’s external website at the time of the audit
(Vanderhoof, Fort St. James, Grand Prairie and Prince George).

▪

The audit identified the following isolated weaknesses in the implementation of
the Company’s operational controls:
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 A review of Incident Tracking System (ITS) entries for 2017 noted a
silviculture contractor that had not completed the required Fuel Management
Guidelines (FMG) checklist before the Canfor inspection took place. In
addition, a review of the FMG checklist at one logging camp found that it was
dated January 26, 2018, while operations began in October 2017. The FMS
currently lacks a requirement for contractors to complete the required FMG
checklist(s) prior to the commencement of operations on a given worksite.
(Grande Prairie/Corporate)

 While the Contract Worker and Contract Supervisor SWPs state “make sure
that…resource features (e.g., streams, animal licks, arch sites, etc.) are
mapped and located on the ground”, other than nests there is no information
provided to logging contractors by the Vavenby operation on what these look
like. In addition, one of the contractors interviewed did not know how to
identify a bear den. (Vavenby)

 Inspection of a recently harvested wind-throw harvest block found that an onblock spur road had been constructed without the concurrent installation of
drainage structures. The road site plan for this section specified a 600 mm
corrugated metal pipe (CMP) to be installed on a crossing of an S-6 stream,
as well as the installation of 400 mm CMP cross-drains as needed. Note that
this S-6 stream eventually flows into the Kootenay River, although the
location of the crossing is a significant distance away from fish-bearing
waters. (Radium)

 Inspection of a sample of Vanderhoof and Fort St. James harvest blocks
identified the following isolated weaknesses in the implementation of
operational controls: (1) a log fill installed on the crossing of a heritage trail
had not been removed by the logging contractor, (2) the water bars installed
on the approach to a deactivated crossing of an NCD (non-classified
drainage) were inadequate to prevent erosion of the road surface, resulting in
approximately 20-30 m3 of silt/clay being deposited in the NCD, and (3)
inadequate seasonal deactivation of a winter road had resulted in erosion of
the road surface measuring approximately 20 metres in length by 0.7 metres
in depth. (Vanderhoof/Fort St. James)

 Canfor’s EPRP instructs contractors to conduct work to minimize site
disturbance. However, the audit noted one harvest block where a machine
free zone (MFZ) had been established in a draw but the MFZ was not large
enough to minimize soil disturbance in the area. Furthermore, the area
immediately surrounding the MFZ appeared to be a continuation of the nonclassified drainage that the MFZ was established to protect. (Chetwynd)

▪

The audit noted the following isolated weaknesses in the implementation of the
Company’s emergency preparedness and response procedures:

 Inspection of a sample of active harvest blocks at the Prince George

operation noted 3 isolated examples (2 hoe-chucking excavators and a fellerbuncher) where the firefighting hand tools required under the current EPRP
were not present on the machine. (Prince George)

The Prince George site visit identified a
number of examples of conservative
riparian management practices. In the
example depicted above, a riparian
reserve was retained adjacent to a small
S-6 (non fish-bearing) stream.
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 The following weaknesses were detected at the Houston operation regarding

spill kits associated with three of the four harvest contractors inspected with
active operations: (1) two logging contractors were noted where pickup trucks
with tidy tanks did not have absorbent socks in their spill kits, and (2) spill kits
were missing on two machines on another contractor site. (Houston)

▪

The audit noted the following isolated weaknesses in the implementation of the
Company’s monitoring and measurement procedures:

 The frequency of logging contractor inspections was found to range from
weekly to monthly with no clear evidence of the consideration of
environmental risk in determining inspection frequency. (Grande Prairie)

 The Fort St. James/Vanderhoof audit found that there are a number of data

gaps in Cengea Resources that reduce the utility of the system in planning
road and bridge inspections. In addition, the operation has been using an “off
-line” approach to managing the road and bridge inspection program over the
past year that has been focused on areas that are either active or are
planned to be. This creates a risk that road and bridge maintenance issues in
inactive areas may not be identified and addressed as quickly as they might
otherwise be. (Fort St. James/Vanderhoof)

 Inspection of a recently planting site noted poor survival of planted spruce

trees while planted pine trees are thriving on the same site, potentially
indicating an issue with the stock. A formal reforestation survey is not typically
planned by the Company for 2-3 years after planting, which increases the risk
that potential stock failures may not be detected in a timely manner.
(Houston/Corporate)

 One isolated incident was noted where the harvesting supervisor had
completed the final inspection in the field but had not transferred the data
from an iPad to the final harvest inspection form after at least three months.
There is a concern that a delay in downloading data may lead to valuable
data potentially becoming lost or corrupted as well as required actions
resulting from inspections not being scheduled. (Houston)

 The target for Mackenzie SFM plan Indicator 1.1.3a (old forest) is 100% of

the LU/BEC Group percentage of old forest listed in the Mackenzie TSA
Biodiversity Order and the variance that is allowed is 0%. The 2016/17
Mackenzie SFM Plan annual report incorrectly reports this target as having
been met. (Mackenzie)

▪

The audit noted the following isolated weaknesses in the implementation of the
Company’s corrective and preventive action procedures:

 A review of ITS entries for 2017 at the Grande Prairie operation found that

entry 0383 been closed. However, the action which resulted in the closure of
this incident (the mailing of a letter to the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry)
included three further actions in the body of the document which had no
corresponding entries in ITS.

 The Vanderhoof/Fort St. James audit found that for the 2017 internal audit
findings the root cause in ITS was listed as “other” in all cases, where it
seems the options of “procedures not followed” or “conditions not conducive”
would have been more suitable in some cases. (Vanderhoof/Fort St. James)

 Although the Vanderhoof/Fort St. James operation had developed action

plans in ITS to address the findings of previous external audits and these
incidents are now shown as closed, no evidence was included in ITS (such as
copies of follow-up inspections, records of staff training, etc.) as evidence of
action plan implementation. (Vanderhoof/Fort St. James)

At a number of Company operations
where Douglas-fir is near the northern
limit of its current geographic distribution
it is common practice to retain Douglas-fir
trees over a specified diameter limits as
seed trees.
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 Inspection of a sample of reforestation blocks in one Radium operating area
found that the operation faces significant challenges to reforesting some of
these sites due to heavy deer browse combined with drought stress on
planted trees. Even after multiple fill-plants of some of these sites –
sometimes in combination with browse control treatments – the sites remain
not satisfactorily restocked (NSR). Interviews with Radium silviculture staff
also noted that a number of similar sites are scheduled for harvesting in the
area. Given the operation’s experience to date, there is an opportunity to revisit the rationale for harvesting such sites in the first place. (Radium)

 Field inspections of roads and bridges at the Fort Nelson operation found that
while the road and bridge deactivation/maintenance issues identified in
previous Company bridge inspections had been completed, there is an
opportunity to improve the erosion control measures that have been
implemented in relation to this work. (Fort Nelson)

Isolated Issues
A number of isolated (i.e., non-systemic) weaknesses in the implementation of FMS
requirements were also identified during the 2018 audit. These have been reported to
the woodlands operations where the issue(s) were noted, and the Company has
developed divisional-level action plans to address these issues.

Corrective Action Plans
Corrective action plans designed to address the root cause(s) of the non-conformities
identified during the 2018 audit have been developed by Canfor’s woodlands
operations and reviewed and approved by KPMG PRI. The 2019 audit will include a
follow-up assessment of these issues to confirm that the corrective action plans
developed to address them have been implemented as required.

Focus Areas for the Next Audit
The following issues/topics have been identified as focus areas for the next audit:

▪

Implementation of the action plans developed by the Company to address the
open findings from the 2018 and previous CSA Z809 audits.

▪

Implementation of various actions (e.g., designation of sensitive watersheds and
associated SFM plan targets, review and (where necessary) updating of the NRV
basis underlying the SFM plan, etc.) in the event that harvest operations resume
at the Fort Nelson operation. (Fort Nelson)

▪

The NRV-based targets included in the Grande Prairie SFM plan are based on a
dated analysis that is scheduled to be replaced by the current LandWeb analysis
being conducted by David Andison. The 2019 Grande Prairie site visit will include
a review of the status of the LandWeb project and how the results of this project
may impact the SFM plan targets going forward. (Grande Prairie)

▪

Actions taken by the Company to address the results of the hydrologic and terrain
stability assessments completed for proposed cutblocks in the Upper Clearwater
area (i.e., modifications to blocks identified as potentially posing an elevated risk
to downstream resources, implementation and effectiveness of the Trophy
Mountain FSR and NSR road upgrade plan). (Vavenby)

▪

Population of Cengea Resources (or LRM, which is scheduled to replace it in late
2018) with information on planned and completed road and bridge inspections
and required maintenance work that is identified through those inspections.
(Radium)

The 2018 audit included the inspection of
a number of recently-installed bridges to
assess their conformance with applicable
FMS and regulatory requirements.
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The 2019 audit will include follow-up on the Vanderhoof road maintenance
program, specifically cleaning of culvert inlet/outlets, which were noted to be
constricted on the Kluskus mainline. (Vanderhoof)

Date of the Next Audit
Canfor has recently decided to transition from its current CSA Z809-16 certification
and replace it with certifications to the Sustainable Forestry Initiative (SFI)® 2015-2019
forest management and fibre sourcing standards. A full scope SFI (forest management
and fibre sourcing) audit of the Company’s B.C. and Alberta woodlands operations will
take place during fall 2018/winter 2019.

Inspection of a sample of silviculture field
sites during the audit noted a high level of
compliance with the reforestation
requirements specified in the applicable
Forest Stewardship Plan.

Contacts:
Chris Ridley-Thomas, RPBio, EP(EMSLA) (604) 691-3088
David Bebb, RPF, EP(EMSLA) (604) 691-3451

This report is the property of KPMG. It may only be reproduced by the
intended client, Canfor, with the express consent of KPMG. Information in this
issue is of a general nature with respect to audit findings and is not intended
to be acted upon without appropriate professional advice. © 2018 KPMG.

Through KPMG PRI, KPMG’s Vancouver based forestry group is accredited to register forest companies to ISO 14001, CSA-SFM, SFI and PEFC certification
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