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1. Background 
 
The Sustainable Forest Development Act (CQLR, c. A-18.1), adopted in March 2010, entrusts the 
Minister of Forests, Wildlife and Parks with full responsibility for preparing the integrated forest 
development plans (PAFIs) and special development plans. It also states that the plans must be 
submitted for public consultation.  
 
Accordingly, the Ministère des Forêts, de la Faune et des Parcs (MFFP) asked the Pontiac RCM to 
organize a public consultation during the period from February 18 to March 19, 2019, and from January 
13 to February 7, 2020. Both consultations covered forest operations zones included in the integrated 
operational forest development plans (the operational plans) for management units 071-51, 071-52, 072-
51, 073-51, 073-52 and 074-51.  
 
An operational plan covers forest operations zones in which forestry work may be carried out – for 
example, logging, planting, land preparation, pre-commercial thinning and roads or infrastructures to be 
built or improved in the coming years. 
 
During the public consultations, the general public was invited to submit questions, express concerns 
and make comments on the operational plan, including the following aspects:  
 

• potential forest operations zones 
• the size of operations zones 
• types of treatments 

1.1  Communications 
The population was notified about the public consultations in a variety of ways. 
 
 

Table 1. Announcement of public consultations 
 

Methods Information provided 

E-mail sent to the representatives of the Outaouais 
integrated regional land and resource 
management panel (the Panel) and their 
replacements (33) 

Announcement of the public consultation and 
transmission of shapefiles 

 

E-mail sent with the Cyberimpact application to 
municipalities and RCMs in Outaouais, to people 
who had asked to be notified about the public 
consultations, and to Panel representatives and 
their replacements (552) 

Announcement of the public consultation and 
link to consult the interactive map and make 
comments via the georeferenced form 
 

Notice published on the Panel’s website Link to the map of the 2018-2023 operational plan 
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The Panel’s facebook page Announcement of the public consultation and 
link to the interactive map  

Public notice  

A public notice appeared in the 
Outaouais region’s weekly newspapers: 
• Le Droit (newspaper and website) 
• Journal les 2 Vallées 
• Le Bulletin  
• La Gatineau 
• La Petite Nation 
• Le Journal du Pontiac (French and English) 
• Journal L’Envol (English) 
• The Equity, (French and English) 

Message on the MFFP’s Facebook page; 
message on the MFFP’s Twitter account; MFFP 
press release 

Announcement of the public consultation and 
link to consult the interactive map and make 
comments 

 
 
Professionals from the MFFP were also available to hear the concerns of forest users about the proposed 
forest activities. Forest users were invited to make appointments during the week, between 8:30 a.m. 
and midday and between 1:00 p.m. and 4:30 p.m. at the Outaouais management units’ offices. The 2018-
2023 operational plan was also available for consultation at the management units’ offices. 

1.2  Interactive map 
The MFFP produced an interactive map and posted it online, to facilitate the consultation process. The 
map showed the region’s management units, and members of the general public were able to increase 
or decrease the amount of information available on the potential sectors of interest by zooming in and 
out. Details were added as the observation scale was reduced. The interactive map, more intuitive than 
a static map, was an amalgamation of several maps with the addition of a significant volume of 
information on potential forestry work. It made it much easier for citizens to search for and obtain 
information. 
 
If you would like additional information on forest planning, please visit the MFFP’s website at: 
mffp.gouv.qc.ca/forets/consultation/pafi/index.jsp   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/forets/consultation/pafi/index.jsp
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2. Objectives of the Public Consultations 
 
The purpose of the public consultations on forest development plans is to:  
 

• help the population to understand how Québec’s public forests are managed, and more 
specifically to understand forest planning; 
 

• provide an opportunity for the population to express its opinion of the proposed forest 
development plans and, as far as possible, to ensure that the interests, values and needs 
expressed are incorporated into the plans;  

 
• reconcile the interests of different users of forest land and resources;  

 
• harmonize forest management with the population’s values and needs;  

 
• enable the MFFP to make the best possible decisions as it fulfills its responsibilities.  

 
 
Scope and limitations of the public consultations 
 
The public consultations ensure that the opinions and concerns of people with an interest in the 
sustainable development and management of forests in the domain of the State are taken into account. 
 
They cannot be used to question public land use designations proposed or approved by the Government 
or forestry rights granted by the MFFP. They do not cover the sustainable forest management vision, 
orientations or objectives set out in the Sustainable Forest Management Strategy. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Rapport de suivi des consultations publiques PAFIO 2019 et 2020 - Outaouais 

 
Ministère des Forêts, de la Faune et des Parcs             4 

3. Management Units for the Public 
Consultation 

 
The Outaouais region (07) comprises six management units (MUs), namely 071-51, 071-52, 072-51, 073-
51, 073-52 and 074-51. These management units cover the administrative regions of Outaouais and 
Abitibi-Témiscamingue – a portion of the La Vallée-de-l’Or RCM. This consultation covered all the 
region’s MUs. 
 

Management units in the Outaouais region 
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4. Comments Received 
4.1 Number of organizations and individuals making comments 

 
During the public consultations on the 2018-2023 operational plan, comments were made by individuals 
and on behalf of organizations. Table 2 shows the type and number of participants. 

 
Table 2. Number of organizations and individuals making comments 

 

Public consultation on the 2019 operational plan 

Management units Number of organizations Number of individuals (in 
their personal capacity) 

071-51, 071-52, 072-51, 073-
51, 073-52 and 074-51 20 14 

Public consultation on the 2020 operational plan 

Management units Number of organizations Number of individuals (in 
their personal capacity) 

071-51, 071-52, 072-51, 073-51, 
073-52 and 074-51 

19 11 

 

4.2 Comments made and concerns expressed  
 
Since large numbers of comments were received and many were on the same subjects, they are 
presented here in table form under different headings. This will allow readers to find information more 
easily, and also provides an overview of the concerns raised by participants. The format is also used to 
show the MFFP’s responses by topic, and provides summary information on the follow-up required. Table 
3 presents the main comments and concerns by topic, and includes a summary of the MFFP’s follow-up 
actions. 
 
It is important to note that comments on specific work sites (commercial and non-commercial work) were 
sent systematically to the MFFP’s forest planners and to the supply guarantee holders concerned, where 
applicable. Comments made during prior consultations were saved. Table 4 presents comments on the 
consultation process itself, and the tools available to participants. 
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Table 3. Main comments made and concerns expressed – Analysis and MFFP’s response 
 

 
Categories Concerns (summary) Responses 

Infrastructures (roads, bridges), 
transportation (noise, safety), 
operational harmonization and 
planning of roads 

Notify the municipality in advance of transportation itineraries and the number of trips on municipal 
roads and constructed roads. The municipality must have time to contact the companies or contractors 
before work begins regarding financial compensation for road use. If not, compensation is often 
forgotten. 
 
 

Your concerns have been forwarded to the companies for consideration during the road planning 
process, for which they are responsible.  
 
To respond to your various activity planning needs, supply guarantee holders file their weekly plans on 
the website of the Outaouais integrated regional land and resource management panel (the Panel) at 
www.trgirto.ca. They are required to post the start date of forestry work a month in advance, at the site 
entrance. 
 
 

Requests to close forest roads when work has been completed. 
 
 

All road closure requests must be submitted via the public road closure form. The document can be 
found here: www.mffp.gouv.qc.ca/publications/forets/entreprises/guide-formulaire-demandeur.pdf. 

Do not create new access points in outfitting operations. However, dialogue on road locations is 
desirable, to ensure that they are compatible with our activities. 
 
All new roads, especially those that cross outfitter boundaries, will require additional management of 
poaching and undesired use. 
 
Logging sites located directly on boundaries should be limited, or ways must be found to establish 
territorial boundaries when a sector is likely to be used by different users.  

Measures have been agreed upon with the Panel to limit new access points to structured wildlife areas, 
to limit full canopy openings overlapping the boundaries of structured wildlife areas and to maximize the 
use of the existing road network. In addition, these aspects can be discussed at consultations organized 
by the guarantee holders, to agree on operational harmonization measures. 
 
For all roads built within or outside the boundaries of a structured wildlife area, the road must be located 
at least 300 metres from the area boundary, and if this rule cannot be applied, an agreement must be 
reached by the wildlife area manager and the guarantee holder responsible for road planning through 
operational harmonization.  

Concern regarding increased access to the forest and loss of privacy around vacation leases due to 
harvesting near cottages. Risk of conflict with hunters. 

Section 42 of the Sustainable Forest Development Act (SFDA) states that: “Any person may use a multi-
purpose road provided the person complies with the standards prescribed by government regulation in 
the interests of public safety and road integrity.” In short, everyone may travel in the forest as they wish, 
provided they comply with the laws and regulations. 

Review forest roads and consider the possibility of reducing deforestation to limit fragmentation and 
minimize the repercussions for wildlife and vegetation. The high percentage of occupation by roads 
and stacking areas has considerably reduced the size of the productive forest area. 
 
Spread wood transportation activities over the course of forestry operations rather than concentrating 
them at the end of operations, to minimize the size of stacking areas and improve safety for users. 
 
 

Area losses due to roads are limited by regulation. The Regulation respecting the sustainable 
development of forests (RSDF) includes a new provision in this respect: the maximum width of the right-
of-way of a road is prescribed according to the class of road to which it belongs. Special rules have also 
been implemented to protect threatened species. Follow-up action is taken to calculate the areas 
affected by roads and debranching areas. The allowable cut calculation is then adjusted accordingly.  
 
Logging methods have also changed in recent years. Growing numbers of forestry companies now opt 
for fully mechanized operations, for example by using fellers and grapple skidders. At the same time, 
some forestry companies have introduced processes to optimize stem values. This involves transporting 
uncut stems; in other words, the branches are removed from the stem at the roadside but the stem itself 
is not cut until it reaches the mill. This allows the mills to optimize the value of each stem, since more 
high-value products can be produced from a single stem, and less wood is also left in the forest. 
 

Some lakes are overflowing due to the construction of electricity dams, and the ground is saturated in 
several places where road crossings are planned. 

Under the RSDF, the MFFP requires flow calculations for every crossing. However, the calculations do 
not take dams into account. Flows on watercourses with dams are regulated by the bodies concerned 
(Hydro-Québec, Brookfield, etc.). We suggest you contact them to inform them of your concerns. 

http://www.trgirto.ca/
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Categories Concerns (summary) Responses 

Timetable 

Avoid all forest management work during specific activity periods for other users – e.g. the large game 
hunting season in the sectors concerned. 
 
Concerns regarding peace and quiet. 
 
All questions concerning operation dates or operational requests. 
 
Would like to be notified of the plans for the year, and of the logging period for each site once the final 
site has been determined. 
 
 

To reconcile different uses in a given area, an agreement on operational schedules was signed in 2012 
by the Panel and the Ministère des Ressources naturelles. The agreement applies to the whole of 
Outaouais.  
For example: “There will be no logging and transportation during the season for white-tailed deer 
hunting with firearms (excluding gunpowder) effective [sic] in outfitters with exclusive rights in 
accordance with Québec’s Hunting Regulations in areas occupied by clients, other than on the 
Outaouais public land strategic access network, where transportation is permitted at all times.” 
 
Your concerns have been forwarded to the supply guarantee holders for consideration during the road 
planning process, for which they are responsible. 
 
The Panel also adopted an operational harmonization process on February 1, 2018. The process must 
be applied and complied with by all the organizations responsible for operational harmonization of sites. 
Where appropriate, written operational harmonization measures and agreements must be entered into 
with the individuals or organizations that made comments during the consultation. 
. 

Notify us of consultations as soon as possible, when potential forest operations zones are sent to the 
various forestry stakeholders so that they can select their sites. This would allow us to know what is 
going on before it happens, not afterwards, as is currently the case. When we receive the operational 
harmonizations, we have very little time to respond. It is virtually impossible for us to visit the sites and 
have constructive discussions with the forestry companies. We want to be consulted as soon as the 
forestry companies have made their choice, or as soon as they have an idea of the choice they will be 
making. 

The public consultation process is standard throughout the province, as set out in the Handbook for 
public consultations on integrated forest development plans and special development plans.  
 
Potential forest operations sites are submitted for consultation when they are ready, once a year. It is 
very important to take this opportunity to express your concerns. No other opportunities will be offered 
during the planning process.   
 
The purpose of the public consultation process is to provide the population with an opportunity to 
express its opinions and concerns regarding the areas targeted by forestry plans.  
 
Operational harmonization is triggered by the forestry companies a few weeks before work is due to 
begin. 
 
Under section 56 of the SFDA, “Before a public consultation on the operational plan is held, the draft 
plan is sent to the local integrated land and resource management panel to ensure that its contents are 
compatible with the interests and concerns of all panel participants.” The operational plan is then 
submitted for public consultation for a period of 25 consecutive days, to give citizens the time to 
participate and form an opinion. 
 
Operational harmonization is possible when both parties (the supply guarantee holder and third party) 
are able to reconcile their respective needs in a given territory. A site must be harmonized before the 
Ministère des Forêts, de la Faune et des Parcs (MFFP) will authorize it. It is important to ensure that the 
operational agreement is clearly formulated and written, that there is no ambiguity and that it is signed 
by both parties. 

Visual quality and landscapes 

Visual quality must be sufficient for us to continue and develop our activities. 
 
Vacation sector: We are concerned about tourism, because of the lake’s popularity and rich 
landscapes and habitats. 
 
Beauty (as seen from lakes, trails, access roads, etc.) must be maintained. 
 
Clearcuts are visible from the middle of the lakes. 
 
We would like greater protection for landscapes visible from the lake, especially as most of the cuts 
performed near the lake are clearcuts. 
 
Customers do not want cottages with a 60 metre strip of forest. They are looking for quality 
landscapes and service, as opposed to a successful fishing experience.  

Forest management activities are governed by provincial legislation and regulations, including the 
RSDF, and in particular by provisions concerning the visual framework around specific spatial units 
used for recreational or tourism purposes.  
 
In addition, in recent years, the Panel members have updated the methodology used at the regional 
level to establish the sensitivity level of proposed work sites and the methods used to mitigate the visual 
impacts of logging operations. Méthodologie de classification de sites d’intérêt selon leur sensibilité au 
niveau du paysage (in French only). 
 
The MFFP offers additional protection for these sites, over and above that provided for by regulation. It 
has agreed that its list of sensitive sites will be updated every year before March 1, so that these rules 
can be applied during the planning process. Modalités applicables dans les encadrements visuels.  
 
The actors must therefore submit their sites and data to the Panel so that sensitivity levels can be 
assessed using the regional method. To submit your sensitive sites, we invite you to contact your Panel 
representative. The list of members can be found on the Panel’s website at: www.trgirto.ca. 
 

https://trgirto.ca/fr/concertations-categories/processus-dharmonisation-operationnelle/
https://trgirto.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/07/Mesure-harmonisation_M%C3%A9thodologie-paysage-sensible_20161118.pdf
https://trgirto.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/07/Mesure-harmonisation_M%C3%A9thodologie-paysage-sensible_20161118.pdf
https://trgirto.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/07/Mesure-harmonisation_Modalit%C3%A9s-encadrement-visuel_20161115.pdf
http://www.trgirto.ca/
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Categories Concerns (summary) Responses 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Wildlife habitats and quality of 
the forest experience, land 
protection  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(CONT.) 
Wildlife habitats and quality of 
the forest experience, land 
protection  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Pay more attention to threatened or vulnerable vascular plants in forest surveys. 
 
The scope of the surveys should be broadened to include biodiversity instead of just forest stands and 
their economic value; give priority to multi-species inventories and inventories of essential habitats 
such as breeding grounds. There is a negative perception of silo management. 
 
Only human activities are considered when harmonizing uses. What about the breeding seasons for 
different animal species? Are they protected or respected in forest plans? As suggested in the report 
entitled Des saines pratiques de gestion forestière pour la conservation des oiseaux nicheurs en 
Outaouais, prepared by Daniel Toussaint and submitted to the panel, “the aim should still be, as far as 
possible, not to carry out work during the most critical period, especially in the habitats of species at 
risk or with high conservation priority levels.”  

With regard to protection, when the presence of a threatened or vulnerable species is mentioned, the 
MFFP groups all mentions together on a map before they are registered at the Centre de données sur le 
patrimoine naturel du Québec (CDPNQ). The information is then sent to the Ministère de 
l’Environnement et de la Lutte contre les changements climatiques (MELCC) to be updated. 
Occurrences from both sources are taken into consideration when producing silvicultural prescriptions.  
 
Sensitive habitats of threatened or vulnerable species, and species likely to be designated as 
threatened or vulnerable (wildlife and vegetation species), as well as sites of interest for wildlife, which 
are not covered by the regulation, also receive protection or are subject to specific rules. This 
information is contained in digital files that are taken into consideration during operational planning and 
onsite work. 
 
If you feel it is important to have a more exhaustive inventory or more restrictive measures, there would 
have to be a regional consensus issued by the Panel. You can take part in the discussions via your 
representative. The list of Panel members is available on its website at: www.trgirto.ca. 
 
If necessary, your area’s management unit can be informed, so that the above steps can be taken in 
order to apply the necessary protection. 
 

This sector is used for deer hunting (white-tailed deer). If logging takes place here, the hunting area 
will be lost. 

Most of the cuts planned for the maple-tolerant hardwood forest are partial cuts. The canopy will be 
maintained with increased regeneration, which should provide fodder for white-tailed deer. The type of 
cutting associated with this stand should not drive the deer away; on the contrary, it may lead to 
increased use by the deer. 

Will the areas proposed for public consultation be those covered by the final forest management plans 
for the coming year? Are sensitivity analyses carried out before submitting sectors for public 
consultation? 
 
The volume of cuts is worrying, not only from the standpoint of size, but also with regard to distribution 
over time and in space. 
 
It is astonishing to see how insensitive the planners are, when we see the concentration of 
regeneration-type cuts around our cottages. 
 
The volume of cuts is far too high and poses a risk to conservation and land use. Possible over-
logging of local forests in the short term. High concentrations of cuts, impacts on landscapes and 
wildlife in the short, medium and longer terms, impacts on customers’ perceptions. 
 
More than half our moose and bear hunting sectors have been designated as logging areas. One of 
these areas is our largest moose breeding sector. If the proposed types of cuts were to be carried out, 
it would destroy the balance between mature forests (shelter) and young forests (fodder). The 
hardwood mountains are necessary for the survival of certain species, including the moose. There are 
far too many regeneration cuts. If these habitats are lost, game will become scarce and there will 
certainly be some financial consequences in the coming years. 
 
Impacts of non-commercial silvicultural work on bear habitat quality and the associated economic 
spinoffs for outfitters. 
 
The proposed cuts will remove some of the elements that attract customers to my outfitting operation. 
Once again, the level of disturbance in my hunting zone is very high. 
 
Our outfitting operation earned its reputation for its wilderness setting, the natural environment and 
because it can only be accessed by seaplane. Unfortunately, this image has been severely damaged 
by the overly large number of logging operations in the past. The landscape has truly been damaged. 
While we understand the need to harvest timber in our area, it has been over-logged in the past. The 
volume of cuts is worrying, in terms of the size of the area affected and their distribution over time and 

The areas presented for consultation are potential forest operations zones and would take a lot more 
than just one year to be harvested. A potential forest operations zone is a zone in which work may 
potentially be carried out between now and 2023. These sectors have not yet been analyzed in more 
detail with respect to the conditions that would apply, such as the methods used to take landscapes into 
account. Some of the areas will be removed from the plan as a result of regional constraints and also to 
optimize harvest sectors.   
 
The allowable cut calculation establishes the maximum volume of wood that can be harvested each 
year in perpetuity without harming the area’s ability to produce wood. The calculation considers a variety 
of objectives and constraints that determine stand development over time, as well as activities carried 
out in the past. By projecting the long-term impacts of the management strategy on different forest 
attributes, the calculation establishes the most effective way to meet management objectives. The 
resulting model helps to ensure the long-term survival of the Outaouais forest. The volume of wood 
allocated will therefore not result in over-logging of the forest. On the contrary, the process is optimized 
to ensure sustainable development. 
 
In addition, the allowable cut calculation is carried out at management unit (MU) level, taking local and 
regional sustainable development objectives into account. Forest development objectives in Outaouais 
do not allow for forestry planning to be carried out at structured wildlife area level, nor can they be 
excluded from the allowable cut calculation. 
 
The purpose of the public consultation process is to provide the population with an opportunity to 
express its opinions and concerns regarding the areas targeted by forestry plans. However, it is not the 
right forum to question land use designations proposed or approved by the Government, the sustainable 
forest development vision, orientations and objectives set out in the Sustainable Forest Management 
Strategy (SFMS), or the forestry rights granted by the MFFP. 
 
Please click on the following link to view the areas that will actually come under management in the next 
year: Carte interactive de la programmation annuelle en cours (PRANA). 
 
According to the last ten-year inventory, the areas submitted for consultation include young stands (JIR, 
JIN, 30) and steep slopes. However, these elements will be removed from the cutting area. Cutting 

https://cartes07.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=497f52524c714a7bb1a7cd2957c8ee93
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Categories Concerns (summary) Responses 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(CONT.) 
Wildlife habitats and quality of 
the forest experience, land 
protection  
 
 
 
 
 

in space. A moratorium is needed. We ask that you contact us to discuss the plans submitted for 
consultation. 
 
Destruction of game habitats in the La Vérendrye wildlife reserve. It has been impossible for the last 
ten years to hunt females in the reserve and in neighbouring zone 12.  

separators and residual areas are not shown in the areas for consultation. Between 20% and 40% of the 
areas may therefore be left standing.   
 
Regarding moose and bear habitats, according to the Direction de la gestion de la faune, the literature 
and past experience in the Matane reserve have shown that a mosaic of young stands and regeneration 
cuts is conducive to the development of moose. Information on elements such as the use of block 
cutting, limitations on block sizes, and maintenance of 30% of the forest composed of stands 7 metres 
or more in height (RSFD, s. 16), is not yet available when the consultation takes place. The impacts of 
regeneration cutting on site use are transitional (≈ 3 to 5 years). Regeneration cutting converts the 
canopy into a major source of fodder that is very attractive to moose.  
 
As for bears, logging generally tends to rejuvenate the forest canopy and increases small fruit biomass, 
which is an essential element for bears when selecting their habitats. In the boreal forest, where block-
type regeneration cuts were carried out, they had a positive impact on bear populations. 
  
The aspect of non-commercial silvicultural work that is most likely to have a negative impact on black 
bear habitats is the removal of certain species of particular interest to the bear, to allow for the 
development of commercially desirable trees. However, the black bear has a very large range (10-80 
km²), and is both mobile and opportunistic. A logging site is rarely the animal’s only source of food. 
Bears are able to move around to obtain food. Fodder-generating trees are absent from logging sites for 
relatively short periods of time. Blackberries, raspberries and other colonizing plants are, by their nature, 
able to recolonize released sites fairly quickly. In short, although it is probable that non-commercial 
silvicultural work will have a negative impact on black bear habitats, it will be localized and of short 
duration. 
 
Naturally, given that the same areas also attract moose, there may well be an increase in predation. The 
bear is an opportunistic predator. In some circumstances, predator management can have a positive 
impact on moose population density. It is usually a question of population density and management of 
other issues including hunting. 
 
You can consult the annual program of forestry work on the interactive map available on the Panel’s 
website at: https://trgirto.ca/fr/carte-interactive/. 

I’m very worried about the logging that is planned close to the cottages around the lake. It will open 
access to private land and increase the risk of theft and vandalism, which is already a problem. By 
opening up the forest at this particular location, cottage owners will lose privacy around their lots. The 
leases are expensive and we have no services whatsoever. Logging near the cottages makes 
vacation leases even less attractive. Hunting is already very dangerous. If the hunting territories are 
affected, the hunters will have to move, which will cause more conflicts and increase the risks of 
hunting in structured wildlife areas. 
   
With logging so close to the leases, both the leases and the cottages will lose value. 
 
The plan will amputate part of the outfitter’s territory and prevent it from exercising some of its rights. 
The comment applies both to access and the logging plan behind it. 

Many different rights are issued on lands in the domain of the State. It is therefore essential for the 
various activities to be harmonized. Volumes guaranteed to the forestry companies must be harvested. 
The public consultations provide an opportunity to hear people’s concerns and harmonize uses. Not 
authorizing logging is not a solution that will be chosen, nor is not providing the general public with 
access to sections of public land. 
 
Theft and vandalism must be reported to the police authorities. 
 
We live in a forest that is increasingly inhabited. Agreements to harmonize rights are needed for all 
holders to be satisfied. A great deal of effort is devoted to this aspect. 
 

Proximity of watercourses along cutting areas (sedimentation, machines working alongside or in 
watercourses). 
 
We are worried about the consequences of logging and forest roads on streams and spawning 
grounds running into the lake. 
 
Presence of walleye spawning ground (PADF project): Do not harvest riparian strips. 
 
Pay special attention to watercourse crossings. 
 
Small strategic fishing lakes with a lot of spawning grounds. Make sure aquatic habitat quality (lake 
and tributaries) is maintained. 
 

Forest management activities are governed by the RSFD. Numerous measures have been introduced to 
minimize the impacts of logging and roads on watercourses. For example, 20-metre wooded strips must 
be maintained around lakes and permanent watercourses, and this requirement is applied. In addition, 
roads cannot be built less than 60 metres from a permanent watercourse.  
 
Section 89 limits the impacts of bridge and culvert construction on spawning grounds. Salmonids also 
receive additional protection, because sediment limitation techniques must be used at all times in 
watercourses where salmonid species are present (sections 90 and 94). 
 
We believe these measures provide an acceptable compromise between forest operations and 
watercourse protection. 
 

https://trgirto.ca/fr/carte-interactive/
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Given the importance and the fragile nature of environments associated with intermittent 
watercourses, we need to question how resources located close to these environments are harvested. 
The effectiveness of forestry methods applied in the vicinity of watercourses must be reviewed, 
regardless of whether they are classified as permanent or intermittent, as must the objectives 
underlying these methods, to make sure they provide proper protection. 
 
Our activities depend directly on the presence and quality of wildlife in the territory we develop. With 
respect to watercourse crossings, it is vital that they be limited by proper road planning, so as to 
minimize sediment inputs into the watercourses and avoid a situation where long-term watercourse 
maintenance becomes even more complex.  
 
Protect vegetation around rivers and watercourses that run into them, to ensure that the water is cool 
enough for the species that inhabit them, in particular brook trout, which is an endangered species in 
some strategic areas of Outaouais. 
 
There is also a large area of wetland in the middle of a proposed logging sector. We are concerned 
about the impacts that forest road work and harvesting will have on this fragile environment and on the 
wildlife and vegetation. 
 
Long-term maintenance of riparian environments able to fulfill their hydrological, ecological and 
biological functions. 
 

Regarding spawning grounds (s. 39), they must have been confirmed by specialists in order to be 
protected. Once this has been done, they are entered on maps and protection is provided when roads 
and harvesting are planned.  
 
However, if you have concerns regarding a specific spawning ground, we invite you to inform us of its 
location so that we can make sure it is listed in our database. 
 
All spawning grounds listed in our database are classified as “SFI spawning grounds” (i.e. sites of 
interest for wildlife). As a result, numerous protective measures apply to them, to minimize the 
consequences of roads and logging operations.  
 
Forest roads planned by guarantee holders are always examined by a multidisciplinary team (forestry 
technician, forest engineer, biologist). Many ecological considerations are considered. For example, the 
team makes sure that the roads being planned comply with the standards applied to sites of interest for 
wildlife, that the habitats of threatened and vulnerable species or species likely to be designated as 
threatened or vulnerable are respected, that the roads comply with protected area boundaries, and so 
on.   
 
Regarding your concerns about the number of forest roads, it is important to note that priority is always 
given to the use of existing roads. New forest roads are constructed only when necessary. However, 
there is no doubt that forest operations also result in the area becoming accessible to the general public. 
Road width is governed by the RSDF, and the standards contained in the regulation are intended to 
enhance users’ safety. 
 
The RSDF already provides protection for wetlands and for permanent and intermittent watercourses. 
That protection applies regardless of whether or not the elements in question are entered on official 
maps. For example, section 34 states that the travel of logging machines is prohibited over a width of at 
least six metres alongside an open peat bog without a pond or an intermittent watercourse. The six-
metre width is measured from the perimeter of the peat bog or the upper limit of the bank of the 
intermittent watercourse. Although harvesting is permitted within this strip of land, the vegetal cover and 
stumps must be preserved to minimize disturbances in the soil and water regime. 
 
If you believe it is important to review the rules set out in the regulation, this must be done by means of 
a project issued by the Panel. The best approach is to start by informing your Panel representative, so 
that your concerns can be considered and follow-up action can be taken. A list of Panel members can 
be found on the Panel’s website at: www.trgirto.ca.   

Do markers have the necessary information to identify these essential habitats? Markers do not receive specific training in the identification of spawning grounds. First, they are not 
responsible for supervising bridge or culvert construction or replacement work, and that is the level at 
which spawning grounds are protected in the RSDF. Second, regarding the protection of riparian strips 
for spawning grounds of interest, these areas are identified when the logging sites are planned. 
Inventories of spawning grounds are carried out by biologists and technicians from the MFFP’s Wildlife 
Sector. 

There seems to be an assumption that the way in which ecosystem-based management is carried out 
does not impact water. 

We are not suggesting that forest management activities have no impacts on watercourses. On the 
contrary, many steps have been taken to reduce the impacts of logging on watercourses. The RSDF 
contains a number of provisions to minimize the impacts on both watercourse crossings and wooded 
strips. A number of other steps have also been taken to protect more sensitive aquatic environments 
such as areas of interest for wildlife and certain wetlands. 

Have there been any recent updates to the rules governing wooded strips that are exempt from forest 
management? 
 
 
 
 
 

The rules governing these wooded strips have not been updated since they were introduced. The 
selection criteria are unchanged. Maintenance of these rules is covered by our riparian environment 
objective. The strips are not included in the allowable cut calculation. 
 
It should be noted that this is an administrative measure, not a legal measure. The RSDF does not 
mention a ban on forest management work in wooded strips, except in particular cases such as white-
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What are the recommendations regarding the width of wooded strips? 

tailed deer yards. Although logging is prohibited, other types of work may be authorized, depending on 
the situation. The regional guideline is as follows: 

• Where forest management work (including harvesting of firewood) is prohibited in riparian 
wooded strips, the only exception is for roads crossing a watercourse. 

• Watercourse crossings and roads within these wooded strips must be perpendicular to the 
watercourse. 

• No roads (including rights-of-way) or energy transmission lines more than 25 metres wide can 
cross these riparian wooded strips. 

• No road derogations in wooded strips that are exempt from forest management. 
• Infrastructures already built in these wooded strips can be maintained. 
• In certain specific situations, the management unit may carry out an analysis and adapted 

measures may be considered. 
 
Regarding the width of the wooded strips (20 m), recommendations in the literature vary considerably 
depending on the goals pursued and on drainage basin composition, topography, observation scale, 
and so on. The 20 metre width is based mainly on a study published in 1982, which examined the 
impacts of forestry on watercourse sedimentation. Basically, the study (by Plamondon in 1982) 
suggested that sediment inputs were low when a watercourse was protected by a riparian strip within 
which the soil was not disturbed. At the time, the recommended width of the undisturbed riparian strip 
was between 10 metres and 15 metres. The Québec Government subsequently introduced a provision 
into the regulation creating a 20-metre strip within which machinery could not travel. As forestry 
operations became mechanized, this provided de facto protection for a strip of 0 to 15 metres, the 
maximum length of a feller arm. It is important to note that the existence of the riparian strip is not based 
on the need for ecological or wildlife corridors, but on the physical and chemical composition of the 
water. Wooded strips can be altered in accordance with section 40 of the SFDA, but the changes must 
address specific objectives in specific environments. The MFFP is currently considering guidelines for 
changes for ecosystemic purposes.  

The repercussions of logging need to be considered at drainage basin level for watercourses and 
bodies of water, by applying the equivalent logging area calculation method. 
Reference: LANGEVIN, R. and A. P. PLAMONDON (2004). Méthode de calcul de l’aire équivalente de 
coupe d’un bassin versant en relation avec le débit de pointe des cours d’eau dans la forêt à 
dominance résineuse, Gouvernement du Québec, Ministère des Ressources naturelles, de la Faune 
et des Parcs, Direction de l’environnement forestier and Université Laval, Faculté de foresterie et de 
géomatique, distribution code 2005-3008, 24 p. 
 
Forestry plans and water master plans must be harmonized; a presentation on this subject could be 
made to the Outaouais Panel, which should have a seat for drainage basin organizations. 

The equivalent area method is currently used as a management tool only for the management of 
salmon rivers and Atlantic salmon rivers (see the Strategy). The most sensitive lakes in Outaouais have 
been designated as areas of interest for wildlife and the drainage basins are protected by a specific 
percentage that varies according to the level of development of the lake (SFI 1 v. SFI 2). 
 
PYou can contribute to the Panel’s discussions via your representative. A list of Panel members can be 
found on the Panel’s website at: www.trgirto.ca.   
 
If you would like to become a representative on the Panel, please contact the Panel coordinator at: 
coord.girto@mrcpontiac.qc.ca. 
 

Work should not be carried out during the nesting periods of bird species, especially raptors, i.e. in 
April to July. 
 

Partial cuts are generally carried out in the fall and winter, outside the nesting period. Steps have been 
taken regionally to ensure that partial cuts are not authorized in the summer, among other things due to 
the risk of injury. 

As indicated in the report entitled Saines pratiques de gestion forestière pour la conservation des 
oiseaux nicheurs en Outaouais written by Daniel Toussaint and presented to the Panel: “Although 
incidental capture is prohibited by law, we have seen that the legislator’s intention, at both the federal 
and provincial levels, is to foster the maintenance of bird populations by preserving habitats spatially 
and over time.”  
 

As mentioned in the report entitled Saines pratiques de gestion forestière pour la conservation des 
oiseaux nicheurs en Outaouais, bird habitats are preserved for the most part using the ecosystem-
based approach. To do this, a number of issues have been analyzed, including those relating to forest 
age structures, spatial organization, internal stand structure, wetland and riparian environments, and so 
on. These elements can be monitored at different stages. For example, regarding age structure, the aim 
of which is to maintain complex old-growth forests, monitoring is performed using geomatics, and does 
not take place in the field. However, some issues may be verified in the field. Regarding internal stand 
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In practice, what is done in the field to ensure that this intention is upheld? What long-term follow-up is 
made for focal species? Which focal species are targeted? 
 
Regarding focal species, especially birds, how many habitat quality models are used during the forest 
planning process to identify sectors that deserve special attention? Which focal species deserve 
special attention during forest planning? Do all focal species use all the habitats found in the 
Outaouais public forest? 
 

structures and deadwood, site monitoring is carried out to ensure that the biological legacy has been 
maintained for wildlife.  
 
With respect to sensitive species (focal species), they vary according to the bioclimatic domain. For the 
balsam fir-white birch and balsam fir-yellow birch forest, the focal species are the American marten, the 
pileated woodpecker and the northern flying squirrel. For the maple forest, they are the fisher, the 
pileated woodpecker and the ovenbird. These species are used to assess whether or not ecosystem-
based management targets have been achieved. The MFFP is currently working to describe their 
habitat and determine what is required to meet their vital needs. For the time being, habitat quality 
models are not used during planning. 

As suggested in the report entitled Saines pratiques de gestion forestière pour la conservation des 
oiseaux nicheurs en Outaouais, written by Daniel Toussaint and presented to the Panel: “It would be 
interesting to calculate the areas affected by natural disturbances: fire, windfall, insect epidemics, etc., 
spatially and over time, in Outaouais, and the extent of the wood salvage work done, because some 
species depend on natural disturbances and there are very few data available on this subject.”  
 
What attempts have been made by the authorities to respond to this suggestion? It is true that many 
threatened bird species (and others) depend on natural disturbances. 
 

Some areas affected by disturbances are in fact monitored. For windfall, damaged areas are counted 
because some are covered by special salvage plans. However, because of the size of the territory, we 
do not have information on all windfall areas. Regarding insect epidemics, forestry technicians travel 
throughout the territory to identify areas damaged by different diseases. And for forest fires, the Société 
de protection des forêts contre le feu (SOPFEU) is responsible for identifying damaged areas. The 
allowable cut calculation also takes fire-damaged areas into account.  

As suggested in the report entitled Saines pratiques de gestion forestière pour la conservation des 
oiseaux nicheurs en Outaouais, written by Daniel Toussaint and presented to the Panel: “We have 
seen that some bird species classified as very high priorities are widely distributed, and that they can 
therefore be considered to be present when their habitat is available, without the need for proof from a 
pre-forestry inventory. Examples include the wood thrush, Canada warbler, and Western wood 
peewee. This assumption could be tested with targeted inventories in a sample of logging sectors 
located in the birds’ potential habitat.” One or more projects could be undertaken by the Panel 
authorities to verify whether or not this is the case.  

The Panel is responsible for selecting and implementing projects. The MFFP can offer advice, but it is 
not responsible for the decisions made by the Panel. We invite you to submit your projects and 
concerns to your Panel representative. 
 
The MFFP is always open to hearing and using the results of research and work carried out within its 
territory or elsewhere, if it can. It regularly provides researchers and consultants with data that can be 
used in analyses such as those proposed here. 

I have some concerns about forest roads. It would appear that road planning does not always take 
ecological constraints into account. As a result, invasive species and pathogens could become 
established, and this could cause spawning grounds used by sporting and non-sporting species to sad 
up, or increase fishing pressure on some streams. 
 
Logging and road development usually impact the growth of aquatic plants through nutrient 
contributions due to increased runoff.  

Invasive aquatic species usually spread through contamination following failure to decontaminate boats 
and equipment that are moved from one body of water to another. This means that forest roads are not 
directly responsible for the introduction of invasive aquatic species. Obviously, the fact of constructing 
new forest roads will make the area more accessible. However, the thing that will really make the most 
difference is prevention and public awareness of the need to clean equipment and boats. 

Some managed sectors are located on steep slopes, with a risk of erosion and sedimentation. 
 

Sectors located on overly steep slopes are not suitable for forestry work due to access problems. As 
mentioned earlier, the areas submitted for consultation are potential sectors only. When more detailed 
plans are prepared, some of them will be removed from the harvestable area. In addition, certain 
elements regulared by the RSFD, such as the maintenance of wooded strips, help prevent 
sedimentation and shoreline erosion.  

The handful of small, mature sectors that are still standing are now slated for logging. Patches of 
mature forest would be very useful for large wildlife, martens and other wildlife species. Because these 
small sectors are completely separate from one another, harvesting could easily be delayed by 10 to 
20 years.  
 
The number of cuts presented in the plans, which are unacceptable in terms of total area, could 
threaten the survival of our outfitting activities and have a devastating impact on the habitats of moose, 
bears, walleye and pike. Logging has been planned over more than half our moose and bear hunting 
sectors.  
 
There are far too many regeneration cuts. The loss of these habitats would certainly cause game to 
become scarce. 
 
We are wary of logging standards that have negative impacts on seasonal wildlife habitats (e.g. winter 
travel for mammals such as moose).   
 
Variation retention cutting should be provided for in the retention cuts (clusters and patches).  

As mentioned earlier, the areas submitted for consultation by the MFFP in recent years may appear 
extensive in some sectors. However, it is important to remember that these areas are potential forestry 
sectors only, and not defined logging sectors. The aim is to identify a general area on which you can 
make comments that will influence the planners’ decisions as they determine the final contours of the 
sectors in which work will actually take place. 
 
The MFFP’s online maps show that there are numerous elements of protection and conservation 
throughout the territory. Some of these elements are designed to maintain old-growth and mature 
forests. Logging is prohibited in extended rotation patches and biological refuges. This ensures that 
intact mature forest areas are maintained between and sometimes in work areas. These patches are in 
addition to other protection measures and help maintain habitats suitable for most wildlife species 
throughout the management units. 
  
The MFFP’s planners apply numerous ecosystem-based management objectives that are respectful of 
the activities of other forest users. Measures have been adopted, among other things as a result of 
discussions between Panel participants (extended rotation patches, biological refuges, riparian strips 
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I recently had an opportunity to visit some regeneration cutting sites. It seemed to me that they are 
exactly the same as clearcuts. It made me wonder if wildlife species could possibly exist in these 
sectors. 
 
Consider the impacts of forestry work on ecosystems in general and on wildlife and its interactions in 
particular. 

exempt from logging, protection measures for areas of interest for wildlife, measures designed to 
maintain a sufficient number of old-growth forests and regenerating forest thresholds, etc.). 
 
Chapter IV of the Guide to the Application of the RSFD is devoted exclusively to the protection of wildlife 
habitats. Section 47 of the Guide prohibits forestry activities in several types of habitats.  
 
Specifically regarding winter moose habitats, moose need recently logged areas to find young hardwood 
saplings, and they also need adjacent dense mature software forests (> 7 m) for shelter. Residual forest 
parcels are used to facilitate winter movement. The residual structures left behind by block cutting and 
cutting with protection of regeneration and soils (CPRS) (patches, constraints, separators, residual 
forests) are not abandoned by wildlife. 
  
A habitat quality indicator (HQI) for moose is also useful in establishing nutritional needs and 
juxtapositions of mixed and balsam fir stands. A specific model has been proposed for the western 
maple-yellow birch subdomain. A study by the Centre collégial de transfert de technologie en 
foresterie (CERFO) using this model has shown that the HQI is high for moose throughout most of the 
subdomain, suggesting that management standards and regulations are satisfactory. Habitat is not a 
factor that limits the size of the moose population in Outaouais. The amount of logging and its spatial 
distribution are far below the thresholds that would endanger the survival of the region’s populations. 
Some local impacts are possible, but moose are able to travel extensively. The main element 
threatening moose populations in Outaouais is pressure from hunting, which is relatively high. 
 
A five-year research project is currently underway at the MFFP. The aim is to monitor moose 
populations in order to improve knowledge of the species’ ecology in the context of climate change. 

How are old-growth forest patches taken into consideration for forest management purposes in 
Outaouais? What does the MFFP do to identify extended rotation patches within the territory? What 
management rules are applicable to these stands? 

The regional VOIC goals (values, objectives, indicators, targets) for age structure involve allowing some 
stands to age beyond the over-mature stage in order to extend the rotation period, foster the production 
of complex structure stands and promote biodiversity. Old-growth patches were determined in two 
steps, once in 2008 and once in 2015, and cover roughly 5% of the management units. The 
determination process was based on a paper published by Déry and Leblanc in 2005. From a territorial 
management standpoint, we mainly apply the guidelines for biological refuges. However, as this is again 
administrative protection as opposed to legal protection, and because the extended rotation patches will 
be moved at the end of the stand growth period, the rules are applied flexibly. The priority is to protect 
the forest mass, but the guidelines can be changed if the resulting work would not constitute a threat to 
biodiversity or would be intended to maintain existing rights. The extended rotation patches are 
transitional in nature and are not removed from the allowable cut calculation. Briefly, the characteristics 
of an extended rotation patch are as follows: 

• minimum size of 50 ha; 
• minimum width of 500 m; 
• as far as possible, it does not include roads (the strategic network is excluded); 
• does not include lakes or very wide watercourses; 
• composed mainly of residual old-growth forests (A and B, as defined in the age structure issue) 

and additions in softwood stands (M), completed with stands that are as old as possible and 
composed of climax species; 

• it may be appropriate to use an entire hillside; 
• avoid non-climax stands; 
• spread patches proportionately to the area of each territorial reference unit (UTR); 
• try to ensure a certain level of stand representativeness in all the management unit’s extended 

rotation patches; 
• use physical boundaries (roads, watercourses, crest lines, etc.) whenever possible as patch 

boundaries to facilitate delimitation and avoid outlier areas. 
 
The regional VOIC forms can be found on the Panel’s website at: https://trgirto.ca/wp-
content/uploads/2018/10/Fiches_VOIC_Outaouais-1.pdf. 
 

https://trgirto.ca/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/Fiches_VOIC_Outaouais-1.pdf
https://trgirto.ca/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/Fiches_VOIC_Outaouais-1.pdf
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Work is scheduled in the centre of a site of interest for wildlife. There has been a lot of forestry work on 
these sites in recent years, and the proposed plan should take the cumulative impacts and 
consequences into account. We have seen a degradation in the quality of the water in the lake, with 
suspended particles in the water column that reduce water clarity and hinder light penetration. Two-
metre reduction of Secchi disk depth, a loamy deposit on rocks near the shoreline and in the water for 
the last 15 years or so. Potential impacts on spawning grounds?  
 
The logging history and cumulative impacts of forestry work on the environment must be taken into 
account. For example, are there enough remaining old-growth and ancient forests? 

The rules applicable to sites of interest for wildlife are designed specifically to take cumulative impacts 
into account by limiting the percentage of harvesting in the drainage basin. This percentage has not 
been exceeded so far. It is checked before the annual program is approved. In the sector in question, 
most of the cuts are partial cuts that maintain some forest cover and limit soil erosion. 
 
Logging history is always considered when analyzing ecosystem-based management issues. In the 
example you give, logging history is considered in our “age structure” issue, which consists among other 
things in maintaining a certain percentage of old-growth forests within the territory. The percentage 
calculation always considers logging carried out in previous years. 

Would it be possible to do, or might you consider doing, more selective cutting and less regeneration 
cutting to maintain a natural balance for wildlife and future vegetation? 
 
I disagree with cutting with protection of regeneration and soils as a silvicultural treatment for a specific 
site. 
 
Could there be less logging so that regeneration takes place more quickly for future generations? 

Silviculture directs stand establishment, growth, composition, health and quality. All stands that 
undergo a silvicultural treatment first undergo a diagnosis to determine the difference between their 
current condition and the desired condition of the target stand.   
 
Based on this difference, the best possible silvicultural scenario is chosen to achieve the desired 
future state. The scenario sets out the silvicultural treatments that will help the stand to develop or 
renew, and that will improve its quality or productivity. Cutting is only one type of silvicultural treatment. 
There are many others, including … 
 
Lastly, the silvicultural prescription encompasses the silvicultural scenario and treatments, officially 
states the steps to be taken, in terms of sequence and intensity, for a given area and over time, in order 
to achieve the desired state identified in the diagnosis. The cuts identified for a given stand are specific 
to that stand, constitute the best possible choice in the circumstances, and are carefully selected to 
maintain the stand’s features. The prescription also sets out the social, ecological and economic 
considerations, and it is for this reason that it is prepared after the public consultation. 
 
For information on the different types of silvicultural treatments, please see the MFFP’s website (in 
French): Schéma des traitements de sylviculture. 
 
The main goal of ecosystem-based management is “to promote forestry practices that maintain 
functional and productive forest ecosystems over the long term, in order to provide future generations 
with the ecological, social and economic benefits derived from these ecosystems.”1 
 

Sites of interest for wildlife are chosen for their habitat quality and account for one of the most 
extensive brook trout production levels in Outaouais. Does the work in question respect the 25% 
terrestrial area limit?  

Two rules governing logging areas must be complied with at all times in Category 2 areas of interest for 
wildlife: 

• Limit the size of the area of interest for wildlife with an average post-regeneration cut height of 
less than 3 metres to 20% or less of the territory. 

• Limit the size of the area of interest for wildlife undergoing partial cutting to 50% or less per five-
year period. 

In this specific case, at the present time, approximately 7% of the area of interest for wildlife is 
composed of forest less than 3 metres high, and roughly 14% of the territory has undergone partial 
cutting in the last five years. Both the rules governing forest planning have therefore been complied 
with. 
 
These two rules, combined with the other rules applicable to areas of interest for wildlife and the 
relevant sections of the RSDF, can considerably reduce the impacts of cutting on aquatic environments. 
It is very possible that the increase in the volume of suspended particles in the lake’s water column is 
caused in whole or in part by factors other than forestry work. 

Protection of vulnerable species (nests of eagles, other birds of prey, turtles and various 
salamanders). 
 
Concerns regarding the presence of several pigeon hawk couples in recent years.  
 

For bald eagles, peregrine falcons and royal eagles, the regulations and administrative agreements 
provide for integral protection of a buffer zone around the nest. See the MFFP’s website (in French) for 
details of the rules: Pygargue à tête blanche Faucon pèlerin Aigle royal. 
Regarding turtles, only the wood turtle is protected. See the MFFP’s website for details of the rules. For 
all other species of turtle in Québec, see the Carapace Project website. 
 
In Québec, the four-toed salamander and the aquatic salamander are covered by protective measures. 
Only the spring salamander and northern dusky salamander enjoy status as protected species in 

                                                                    
1 Source : https://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/documents/forets/amenagement/depliant-ecosystemique.pdf. 

https://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/wp-content/uploads/schema-traitements-sylviculture.png
https://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/publications/enligne/forets/criteres-indicateurs/1/121/Faune/pygargue_tete_blanche.asp
https://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/publications/enligne/forets/criteres-indicateurs/1/121/Faune/faucon_pelerin.asp
https://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/publications/enligne/forets/criteres-indicateurs/1/121/Faune/aigle_royal.asp
https://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/publications/enligne/forets/criteres-indicateurs/1/121/Faune/tortue_bois.asp
https://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/publications/enligne/forets/criteres-indicateurs/1/121/Faune/tortue_bois.asp
https://www.carapace.ca/
https://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/documents/forets/amenagement/depliant-ecosystemique.pdf
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Québec. See the MFFP’s website (in French) for details of the rules: salamandre à quatre orteils 
salamandre des ruisseaux. 
Unlike the bald eagle, the regulations and administrative agreements do not provide for integral 
protection of a buffer zone around the nest of the pigeon hawk. However, a nest’s location may be 
included in the marking instruction, designating the site as a wildlife tree. We invite you to send your 
contact information to the MFFP’s management unit. 
 
Partial cutting generally takes place in the fall, outside the nesting period. 
 
The MFFP would like 100% of the known sites sheltering threatened or vulnerable wildlife species in the 
public forest under management to be mapped and taken into account during forest management 
activities. 
 

There is a brook trout spawning ground in a stream downstream of the lake and on the beach at the 
stream entrance. Avoid sediment loads in spawning grounds. 

The spawning ground already receives additional protection from its status as a wildlife site of interest. 
There is a 40-metre wooded strip with integral protection alongside the watercourse, and machinery 
circulation is prohibited in an additional 20-metre wooded strip (from 40 metres to 60 metres), thereby 
providing partial protection 
. 
The regulation does not permit harvesting in watercourses. The wooded strip from 0 to 20 metres can 
be partially harvested, provided there is no circulation of machinery. 

There will be road repairs and road construction work alongside and across permanent and 
intermittent watercourses. Please ensure compliance with the prescribed standards for constructing 
and repairing roads in wildlife sites of interest. 

There are a number of rules to protect watercourses in sites of interest for wildlife. For example, a filter 
curtain must be used when carrying out work on a bridge or culvert. New road construction must be 
minimized in areas with well-developed road networks. 

Connectivity should be an issue for the Panel and should be considered in the forest plans. The 
importance of ecological corridors between areas should be acknowledged, to allow for species 
migration. 
 
As has been the case for every past public consultation, we feel the proposed forest plan still lacks 
connectivity between stands and residual forest masses. I would like you to make an additional effort 
by establishing site separators, and in the selection of harvest blocks, types of treatment and block 
sizes 
. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Panel is responsible for selecting and implementing projects. The MFFP can give advice, but it is 
not responsible for decision made by the Panel. We invite you to submit your projects and concerns to 
your Panel representative. 
 
In May 2019, the Panel announced that landscape-level connectivity had been added to its list of issues. 
You can therefore expect projects to be implemented with a view to documenting this. 
 
However, stand connectivity is already considered in different ways, at different levels, in forest 
planning. There are several elements that can serve as connectors between different areas: residual 
forests from block cutting, wooded strips in CPRS, riparian strips, conservation areas and so on 
. 
All the resolutions submitted to the MFFP by the Panel can be consulted at the following address: 
https://trgirto.ca/fr/concertations-categories/resolutions/. 
 

Connectivity should be a consideration for the whole area, whether the land is privately or publicly 
owned, at several different levels. 

The MFFP takes care of forest planning on public land. It has no jurisdiction over what happens on 
private land. In Outaouais, most of the land is publicly owned. This facilitates the management of 
numerous elements, including connectivity. 

https://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/publications/enligne/forets/criteres-indicateurs/1/121/Faune/salamandre_4orteils.asp
https://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/publications/enligne/forets/criteres-indicateurs/1/121/Faune/salamandre_ruisseaux.asp
https://trgirto.ca/fr/concertations-categories/resolutions/
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Outaouais has a significant deficit in terms of the percentage of its territory designated as protected 
areas. 

Although the percentage of officially designated protected areas is in fact below target, much of the 
territory is currently under administrative protection in the form of areas of interest exempt from forestry 
operations.  
 
It should be noted that the MELCC, not the MFFP, is responsible for designating biodiversity reserves 
and aquatic reserves. The MFFP is responsible only for exceptional forest ecosystems, biological 
refuges, wildlife habitats and wildlife sanctuaries. 
  
Including the areas of interest and other forms of protection, as well as existing or proposed protected 
areas, more than 11% of the administrative region and nearly 15% of public land is currently protected. 

Roadside lopping deprives the logging site of nutritive elements and causes extensive damage to the 
lopping area, which can account for up to 30% of the work area. The Québec Government does not 
set limits and does not consider lopping areas when it assesses damage to soils. The considerable 
weight placed on the rear wheels of large skidders is responsible for rutting and compaction of the 
skidding trail and lopping area, which suffers additional damage and loses large volumes of humus 
when the branches are windrowed. 
 
Roadside lopping directly destroys a lot of regeneration, because the machinery circulates on almost 
half the work area. In addition, trees hauled with the branches attached destroy a lot of the 
regeneration on either side of the trails. 

The RSDF addresses these concerns.  
 
First, section 46 is intended to prevent long-term loss of soil fertility and avoid damaging soil 
productivity. It targets forest stands in which branches must be left on the felling site, near the stump. 
The branches from these stands cannot therefore be windrowed with branches left at the roadside. The 
stands to which this article applies are those listed in Schedule 3 to the regulation, by ecological 
subregion and ecological type. They are stands for which long-term problems with soil fertility are 
anticipated if the biomass is transported away from the felling site. They are identified by researchers 
from the MFFP’s Direction de la recherche forestière. An online document on this subject (in French)  is 
available for consultation, as follows:  
OUIMET, R. and L. DUCHESNE (2009). Évaluation des types écologiques forestiers sensibles à 
l’appauvrissement des sols en minéraux par la récolte de biomasse, MRNF, Direction de la recherche 
forestière, special report, 26 p. 
http://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/publications/forets/connaissances/recherche/Ouimet-Rock/Rap-hor-serie-
evaluation.pdf. 
 
In addition, it is not realistic or desirable to prohibit roadside lopping for all forestry operations. However, 
when branches are left at the roadside, they must be windrowed so that regeneration can grow quickly 
over the rest of the lopping or stacking area. It is also rare for the area to be stripped, meaning that the 
soil is usually maintained in a condition conducive to the restoration of production. 
  
Rutting is also addressed by the RSDF, in section 45. Rut length is limited to 25% of total trail length. 
The definition of a rut, for the purposes of the regulation, differs according to whether the soil is organic 
or mineral. Follow-up to this section can take place in different ways, including by means of site 
inventories. We invite you to consult the online Guide to the Application of the Regulation for further 
details: https://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/RADF/guide/?lang=en. 
 

Comply with the regulation in the hardwood forest – management methods other than selection cutting 
are preferred for part of this forest. Will the new standards be upheld? 

The research findings did not recommend selection cutting for all hardwood forests, and suggested 
shelterwood cutting for lesser quality forests and those requiring massive establishment of regeneration 
in desired species. The current silvicultural strategy consists in selecting the most appropriate treatment 
for each site, based on station productivity, stand quality and pre-established regeneration. 
 
Marking (where marking does not meet the standards, repainting takes place) and post-marking cuts 
are both monitored. Penalties are imposed for violations.  
 
In cases where a silvicultural treatment or prescription is not applied, administrative penalties are 
provided for in the harvesting agreements for supply guarantee holders, and in the timber sale contracts 
signed by the timber marketing board (BMMB). 
 

Protection of regeneration: If we want to restore our forests, we must start by applying the regulations 
that prohibit logging of birch, poplar, softwoods under 12 cm, ash, cedars, sugar maples under 30 cm, 
white and red pine, yellow birch and oak under 40 cm at the stump, i.e. 30 cm from the ground. At this 
diameter, the trees are already between 20 and 80 years old in the case of maple. In the Outaouais 
mixed forest, between 4 and 8,000 regeneration stems per hectare must remain standing. In most 
cases, if the regulation was applied, it would not be possible to see across the logging site.  
 

The minimum harvest diameter established by the allowable cut calculation is 10 cm. The harvest 
diameters set in the prescriptions depend on the silvicultural objectives and on stem maturity. Stems 
under 30 cm and 40 cm are therefore targeted for harvesting if they are mature or if they have faults that 
may cause them to deteriorate before the next harvest. Protection of regeneration during logging varies 
by silvicultural treatment and harvest rate. It is impossible to protect 100% of the regeneration because 
the cutting and hauling trails occupy part of the area.  

http://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/publications/forets/connaissances/recherche/Ouimet-Rock/Rap-hor-serie-evaluation.pdf
http://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/publications/forets/connaissances/recherche/Ouimet-Rock/Rap-hor-serie-evaluation.pdf
https://mffp.gouv.qc.ca/RADF/guide/?lang=en
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Areas of increased timber production: We object to combing, which drags humus with the stumps and 
trees that have survived cutting in the windrows, and we also object to heavy scarification carried out 
before classical planting.  
 

Land preparation is needed for planting of the main softwood species that do not regenerate naturally 
without fire. Where there is a lot of debris on the ground, or a lot of vegetation, less aggressive 
scarification does not create enough microsites suited to reforestation (the machine “floats” on the 
debris). In both cases, the task is a difficult one for foresters and can even be dangerous. In addition, 
the number of softwood trees planted will not be sufficient for regeneration to take place. The area will 
be taken over by hardwood species, and this is not desirable if the softwood allowable cut is to be 
maintained. 
 

We are concerned about the areas of increased timber production proposed by the MFFP, because it 
is an approach that risks creating vast areas of monoculture. 

An area of increased timber production is an area in which silvicultural work is carried out in order to 
increase the value of the timber. 
 
Almost half the reforested areas include a mix of species. Established natural generation is taken into 
consideration and will impact the number of saplings planted. 
 
In intensive silviculture, the aim is to increase growth and improve the features of selected trees of one 
or more target species. Work is spread over time so that the best trees can be selected and treated.  
 
Intensive silviculture differs from basic silviculture in that it also manages competition between different 
tree species. Thinning is performed to retain only the desired species and quality (pre-commercial 
thinning, commercial thinning).  
 
In hardwood forests, intensive scenarios include selection cutting (for relatively constant production of 
wood at regular intervals), commercial thinning (to increase diameter growth and vigour of residual 
trees) and pruning for quality. 
 
The concerns expressed by the area’s users will be considered in the selection of regional areas of 
increased timber production. 
 

In the provincial timber strategy, increased timber production and regulatory amendments affecting 
forestry operations, to what extent is the preservation of biodiversity taken into consideration? What 
are the elements, decisions and factors that guarantee the maintenance and conservation of habitats 
essential to biodiversity? 

Section 1 of the SFDA establishes a forest regime designed to implement sustainable forest 
development, in particular through ecosystem-based development. The measures introduced to address 
ecological issues (presented in the 18-23 tactical plan, chapters 7 and 8) apply. 

The MFFP’s annual reports on forestry operations appear to take into account the number of cubic 
metres harvested. We are told that forestry operations do not exceed the forest’s annual natural timber 
production capacity. Is the number of cubic metres cut but left on the logging site counted in the total 
number of cubic metres harvested? If we add the volumes harvested to the volumes cut and left on 
site, do we still remain within the forest’s natural production capacity? What percentage of the 
productive forest area is under management in a rotation period? In other words, to what extent are 
resource access constraints and market constraints responsible for part of the allowable cut being left 
on site? What are the consequences for the forestry companies and for biodiversity?   

Monitoring of the annual allowable cut takes into account all volumes of timber produced by harvest 
operations, i.e. volumes that are scaled and left on the harvest site, whether they are undesired volumes 
(volumes intended for a mill but left in the forest for a variety of financial reasons) or volumes for which 
no purchaser is available (volumes that cannot be processed in a mill). 
 
Monitoring is performed annually. The results (over-harvesting or availability of unharvested volumes) 
are included in the annual timber sale process for the following year and allow for real-time monitoring of 
the forest’s annual harvest capacity.  
 
Markets fluctuate and limit guarantee holders’ harvests (where transportation distances are long). The 
allowable cut is reassessed every five years and a new calculation is made every ten years, with an up-
to-date map of past work, meaning that sectors planned for harvesting in the allowable cut calculation 
but not actually harvested are made available for harvesting again.  
 
For guarantee holders, this means the resource may cost more because the sectors located close to the 
mills will have been harvested first.  
 
For biodiversity, the fact of not harvesting the wood allows the forests to age and acquire characteristics 
similar to those of old-growth forests.  
 
For sectors located close to mills, stand rotations and revolutions are usually shorter. Ecosystem 
disturbance levels may increase, and this may result in local hindrance of biodiversity associated with 
old-growth forests.  
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Other than for calculating merchantable values, are non-merchantable values or ecosystem-based 
service values taken into account in the plan? What are the costs for society? 

Economic revenues from other forest resources and uses (wildlife, vegetation, recreation, tourism etc.) 
and environmental considerations (e.g. carbon sequestration), although addressed qualitatively, are not 
yet quantified or directly included in the MFFP’s analysis of economic viability. 
 
Non-merchantable value: except for maple syrup, exploitation of non-timber forest resources is marginal 
on public land in the Outaouais region. 
  
Ecological service value is calculated during planning by applying ecosystem-based development 
models, considering sensitive landscapes and protection, and applying specific models for sensitive 
species and habitats, etc. 

Concerns regarding maple syrup potential. For all new projects or for sugar bush expansions, clients must first obtain a production quota from 
Producteurs et productrices acéricoles du Québec (PPAQ).  
 
For those who expressed concerns about maintaining maple syrup production potential following 
operations in the vicinity of a sugar bush with a permit, your comments have been forwarded to the 
planners in the management unit concerned, so that they can take them into account in their 
prescriptions. 

(CONT.) 
Wildlife habitats and quality of 
the forest experience, land 
protection  
 

Have you compared, or will you compare, the extent to which the forestry practices used in Outaouais 
comply with the forest habitat guidelines issued by Environment Canada? We strongly suggest that 
this aspect be examined closely, to see whether or not forestry operations in Outaouais comply with all 
the legislation and regulations. 
 
 

The forest habitat guidelines issued by Environment Canada refer among other things to the scope of 
the forest canopy, the spatial configuration of the forests (comparative locations of cutting areas), the 
presence of residual forest areas (patches and corridors), the presence of wooded strips, and stand 
quality. All these elements are considered in the forest plans. However, analysis scales and methods 
may differ. 
 
These elements are considered in different ways. First, some elements are legislative in nature, i.e. they 
are covered in the RSDF. For example, the RSDF sets out standards for the minimum amount of forest 
measuring 7 metres or more per territorial unit. It also sets out standards for residual forests and 
wooded strips. The 2018-2023 tactical plan for region 07 sets out the various issues for which the region 
has identified indicators and targets. These issues include forest age structure, which is used among 
other things to maintain old-growth forests in the region. The tactical plan also sets out what is being 
done for spatial organization of the forests. For example, a new approach to spatial distribution is 
currently being prepared. 

We need to know about forestry work at least a year in advance, so we can take steps to avoid 
negative impacts for our clients. 

The sectors presented at public consultations should be regarded as potential areas for forest 
management activities. In other words, work may or may not be carried out in these sectors during the 
current five-year period.   
 
The many elements that influence the choice of a work site vary over time and it is impossible to predict 
what will happen. Mill needs and mill closures or slowdowns are not only affected by markets. 
   
On the other hand, the annual plan can be consulted on the interactive map on the Panel’s website at: 
https://trgirto.ca/fr/carte-interactive/. 
 
The map shows the sectors for which authorizations have been granted and in which work will therefore 
very probably be carried out during the current year. Operational harmonization takes place a few 
weeks before work begins. Guarantee holders are responsible for consulting third parties that will be 
affected by the work.   
 
It is important for you to share your concerns when an area is presented for public consultation, so that 
they can be considered during the planning process. 
 

 
 
 
 
Spatial distribution and 
distribution over time 
 
 

As suggested in the report entitled Saines pratiques de gestion forestière pour la conservation des 
oiseaux nicheurs en Outaouais, written by Daniel Toussaint and presented to the Panel: “The 
distribution of protected areas will be altered as a result of climate change. Berteaux (2014) 
recommends adjusting the boundaries to capture anticipated species travel by giving priority to north-
south corridors or corridors with high altitudinal gradients. It would be interesting to make sure the 
current distribution of protected areas in Outaouais meets these objectives, and to adjust the areas if 
needed, especially those under the MFFP’s authority: biological refuges, extended rotation patches, 

Because some protections are administrative in nature, they can be moved more easily to reflect 
developments due to climate change (areas of interest for wildlife, extended rotation patches, wetlands 
of interest, etc.). On the other hand, legally designated protected areas are difficult to change. As 
pointed out earlier, these areas are managed under the authority of the MELCC. 
 
In addition, there is a lot of uncertainty when it comes to taking climate change into account. It would 
therefore be difficult to move ahead with changes that would ultimately be effective. 
 

https://trgirto.ca/fr/carte-interactive/


Rapport de suivi des consultations publiques PAFIO 2019 et 2020 - Outaouais 

 
Ministère des Forêts, de la Faune et des Parcs             19 

Categories Concerns (summary) Responses 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(CONT) 
Spatial distribution and 
distribution over time 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

sites of interest for wildlife, riparian wetlands, wetlands of interest, etc.” We hope very much that this 
recommendation will be retained in the Outaouais forestry plan.  
 
The impacts of climate change must be taken into account. For example, recommend the use of 
machines with a lower carbon footprint and ensure connectivity for species migration. 
 
With global warming and the higher risk of forest fires, it is important to have a program that limits 
congestion of the forests, either by the industry or via a plan to thin out the forest. 

A strategy to adapt forest management to climate change is currently being prepared. It will assess the 
risks and will gradually introduce targeted adaptation measures, beginning with the 2023-2028 tactical 
plans. 
 
Stand density is managed via different silvicultural treatments designed to improve residual stand 
growth. The risk of fire is generally lower in hardwood forests but, although accumulations of deadwood 
in softwood forests increases the risk due to the increased amount of combustible materials, deadwood 
plays an important ecological role as shelter, food and germination substrate for many forest species.   

When implementing the new spatial organization compartments (SOCs), one of the resolutions made 
by the Panel and supported by the Panel’s Nature Group was as follows: “At least 80% of the total 
area of the SOC must be located less than 600 metres and at least 98% less than 900 metres from a 
residual forest area covering at least 5 hectares in a single block, and at least 200 metres wide.” On 
the other hand, a study produced by Nova Sylva and presented to the Panel has this to say: “The 
shape of a residual forest block has an impact on interior forest quality … At 7 hectares or less, there 
is no real interior forest.” Later, in a table showing minimum areas for birds, the document states that 
all residual forest areas should cover at least 10 hectares. How and in what way will the MFFP 
authorities consider this information during their forest planning operations? We believe the minimum 
size of a residual forest block should be 10 hectares. If we are correct, we should point out that the 
forest company representative voted against the resolution that was tabled, even though he was one 
of the two main people who wrote it. 

In the fir bioclimatic domain, the edge effect on species sheltered by the interior forest is roughly 75 
metres. In other words, every residual forest area that is more than 150 metres wide contains a certain 
percentage of interior forest. The SOC rules for forest management unit 07352 state that residual forest 
areas must be at least 200 metres wide in order to provide at least 50 linear metres of interior forest 
throughout the block. 
 
A residual forest area of at least 5 hectares in a single block and at least 200 metres wide contains 
enough interior forest for certain species. A lot of wildlife species will use these blocks as stopovers on 
the way to larger areas (the stepping stone concept). It is for this reason that at least 20% of the 
productive forest area in a SOC must be occupied by residual forest areas of at least 25 ha in a single 
block and at least 200 metres wide. 

There is a need for more education and awareness with respect to the natural environment. 
When will a forestry association be set up for the Outaouais region? 
There is a need to educate and raise awareness among workers, citizens and government 
departments. 

The Outaouais Direction de la gestion forestière is in favour of creating a forestry association in 
Outaouais. On the other hand, the impetus for this must come from the community, which must organize 
the structure and implementation. 
Currently, money from the “Culture forestière” program is paid to Resbo, which organizes yearly 
awareness and information activities. 

Data must be monitored, overseen and tested. More of this is needed in the field. 
 
We would like better accountability for conformity/monitoring/transparency.  
 
Do the targets, indicators, harmonization measures and monitoring activities for current issues achieve 
their goals?  
 
Do special status areas such as biological refuges play the role they are supposed to play? Many 
people think there is a gap between theory and practice. 

All sites are visited and monitored. Frequency of visits depends on the risk level and sensitivity of the 
sector concerned.  
All planned forest management activities must be carried out by companies that have or are in the 
process of obtaining environmental certification recognized by the MFFP, or by companies working 
under the supervision of a company that has environmental certification.  
To limit the impacts of non-compliance with the regulations, remedial action that has a real impact in the 
field is required before penalties are applied.  
The VOIC forms report on target achievement and specify the terms and conditions for indicator 
monitoring. 
A yearly review of target achievement is prepared and presented to the Panel.  

The Panel’s discussions are limited almost exclusively to projects related to the forestry companies. 
What about socially and economically impactful projects proposed by other public forest stakeholders?  
 
Could there be ways of developing public forest resources other than those recommended by the 
forestry companies, which seem to be favoured by the MFFP’s authorities? All the issues associated 
with ecosystem-based development are important, but wetlands, forest age structure, threatened 
species, wildlife habitat quality and climate change are real issues that should be prioritized by the 
Panel. 

The Panel’s issues are addressed in a priority order determined by the Panel itself. They can be 
consulted here: https://trgirto.ca/fr/concertations-categories/enjeux/ 
 
The issues are identified by Panel members from different sector-based groups: https://trgirto.ca/fr/a-
propos-de-la-trgirto/composition-et-liste-des-partenaires/. 
 
Information projects for specific issues are presented to Panel members by the representative in charge 
of the issue in question. All members are entitled to object to the project. 
   
The Panel is not responsible for the development of forest resources other than those recommended by 
the forestry companies. Promoters of projects involving other resources must present their projects 
directly to the MFFP and will be given guidance on how to proceed. 

Information must be circulated more efficiently between the groups concerned. There are a lot of information documents on the Panel’s website: https://trgirto.ca/fr/accueil/. 
 
You can also contact your Panel representative and ask for the information you need. Contact 
information for the six sector-based representatives can be found on the Panel’s website at the following 
address: https://trgirto.ca/fr/a-propos-de-la-trgirto/composition-et-liste-des-partenaires/. 

It is unfortunate that the MFFP does not provide access to its inventory data. Data from the temporary sample plots in the fifth forest inventory carried out by the Direction des 
inventaires forestiers can be found here: https://www.donneesquebec.ca/recherche/fr/dataset/placettes-
echantillons-temporaires-du-cinquieme-inventaire.  
 

https://trgirto.ca/fr/concertations-categories/enjeux/
https://trgirto.ca/fr/a-propos-de-la-trgirto/composition-et-liste-des-partenaires/
https://trgirto.ca/fr/a-propos-de-la-trgirto/composition-et-liste-des-partenaires/
https://trgirto.ca/fr/accueil/
https://trgirto.ca/fr/a-propos-de-la-trgirto/composition-et-liste-des-partenaires/
https://www.donneesquebec.ca/recherche/fr/dataset/placettes-echantillons-temporaires-du-cinquieme-inventaire
https://www.donneesquebec.ca/recherche/fr/dataset/placettes-echantillons-temporaires-du-cinquieme-inventaire
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Spatial distribution and 
distribution over time 
 

We would like work to be spread over two years so as to foster wildlife habitats, especially grazing 
areas. 

As mentioned earlier, the sites submitted for public consultation are larger in terms of area than those 
that will actually be harvested in the current year. In addition, spatial and temporal distribution of forestry 
work at landscape level is one of the basic principles underlying ecosystem-based development, so that 
the resulting forest will resemble the natural forest as closely as possible, without being a carbon copy 
of it. Silvicultural practices therefore aim to reproduce the ecological complexity of the natural forest, to 
foster wildlife habitats. 

Other 

The outfitters would like to manage the forests jointly with the MFFP, with regard to the spatial and 
temporal distribution of work. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I would like to be able to express my concerns at the public consultations and be contacted to discuss 
forest planning. 
 

Proposals regarding spatial and temporal distribution and protection that go beyond what is provided for 
in the legislation would affect the entire territory of Outaouais. Your concerns should be brought to the 
attention of the Panel so that your issue can be prioritized.  
 
A number of elements must be considered in order to address your concern, including harvest rate, 
spatial and temporal distribution of logging areas, and transposition of the allowable cut into an 
operational plan. Discussions will have to be held by the Panel so that special rules on which the region 
agrees can be proposed to the MFFP. 
 
The MFFP works closely with the Panel on the rules to be applied for new spatial organization plans in 
the fir forest. 
 
There are different ways to take part in the public consultations: the MFFP’s website, the Panel’s 
website (interactive map or PDF document) or by appointment at the regional MFFP offices. All 
concerns are taken into consideration. When you complete the participation forms on the MFFP website 
or the Panel’s website, you can indicate that you wish to be informed of future public consultations by 
providing an e-mail address via which you can be contacted.  
 
Otherwise, you may send us an e-mail notifying us of your interest in receiving information and we will 
place your name on the list of people to be contacted in connection with the next public consultation. 
 

The rules and regulations governing sustainable forest management are out-of-date. The forest regime that came into force in 2013 was a product of years of examinations and public 
debates. Numerous preliminary studies were carried out to measure the new regime’s impacts on the 
social, environmental and economic spheres. The RSFD was also based on these analyses, and in 
addition was harmonized with the Fisheries Act, the Act respecting the conservation and development of 
wildlife, the Environment Quality Act and the Regulation respecting wildlife habitats. Current forest 
management uses a set of robust, science-based tools to implement sustainable forest development in 
order to ensure the survival of the forest heritage. The current forest regime fosters integrated land and 
resource management and provides specific measures for Aboriginal communities, marking significant 
progress in terms of procedures and the law.  

Notify us of consultations as soon as possible, when potential forest operations zones are sent to the 
various forestry stakeholders so that they can select their sites. This would allow us to know what is 
going on before it happens, not afterwards, as is currently the case. When we receive the operational 
harmonizations, we have very little time to respond. It is virtually impossible for us to visit the sites and 
have constructive discussions with the forestry companies. We want to be consulted as soon as the 
forestry companies have made their choice, or as soon as they have an idea of the choice they will be 
making. 
 
We would like all sites to be discussed as part of a territorial vision at our level, so as to foster 
transparency, encourage analysis of activity territories, make informed decisions and establish a valid 
basis for true participation. 
 
I see that some sectors have been added to the list of sites submitted for consultation last year. 
 

The public consultation is a uniform, province-wide process that complies with the Manual of public 
consultations on integrated forest development plans and special development plans. 
  
Under section 56 of the SFDA, “Before a public consultation on the operational plan is held, the draft 
plan is sent to the local integrated land and resource management panel to ensure that its contents are 
compatible with the interests and concerns of all panel participants.” The operational plan is then 
submitted for public consultation for a period of 25 consecutive days, so that citizens have time to 
participate and form an opinion. 
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Categories Concerns (summary) Responses 
We do not think we should bear the cost of the conflict between the MFFP, the forest industry and 
other holders of rights over the territory. The conflict has caused logging to be concentrated in our 
territory, causing considerable damage to our enterprise. We pay outfitter operating fees to the MFFP 
for our territory. 

In accordance with section 55 of the SFDA, integrated land and resource management must take into 
account the interests and needs of different users of the territory through public consultations, in order to 
reconcile the various uses. The public consultation process allows all holders of rights to share their 
concerns. The MFFP must hold separate consultations for the Aboriginal communities and, in 
accordance with section 40 of the SFDA, may, on its own initiative or “after consulting the Native 
community, impose different forest development standards to facilitate the conciliation of forest 
development activities with the domestic, ritual or social activities pursued by the community.”  
 

 

We would like the MFFP to consult us at the time of creation, so as to be able to evaluate the annual 
plan properly, as is done elsewhere in Québec. The public consultations are held to give citizens an opportunity to influence forest plans before the 

MFFP planners proceed with silvicultural prescriptions for the sites to which the consultations apply. The 
concerns expressed during the consultations form part of a constructive, integrated management 
process when they are shared to influence forest plans and not to judge them.   
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Table 4. Main comments on the process and tools –  
MFFP’s responses 

 
Comments on the public consultation process and tools available to express concerns  

 
Comments Responses 

Use of the interactive map is interesting, but 
the delimitation between the structured 
wildlife area boundaries is difficult to read 
(where two structured wildlife areas are 
adjacent). 

For the next consultation, we will try to make structured wildlife 
boundaries more readable, especially where they are adjacent. 

It is irritating not to be able to see the whole 
text of a comment while writing it. It would be 
better and more interesting to receive a copy 
of our comment by e-mail, instead of simply 
receiving a confirmation number. 

The form cannot be changed before the next consultation. We 
expect to make this change, and others, in time for the 2021 
consultation. 

The interactive map is really good. Very 
clear. Very relevant. 
Thank you for the opportunity to express our 
concerns. 
It allows us to be informed. It’s greatly 
appreciated. 

 
 
Thank you. 

The Federation would like to thank you for 
having organized this public consultation 
and for taking our comments into 
consideration. 

 
Thank you. 

There is a lot of information missing on the 
work schedule. 

It would be useful to state which elements are missing, so that we 
can improve the tool. 

The maps are clear, a bit complicated for 
comments. 
 
The form is not user-friendly for most 
people, and might put them off. We had to 
contact the MFFP for assistance with the 
majority of the form and to make sure all our 
concerns in connection with several sectors 
were taken into consideration. 

The form is upgraded constantly, and we are trying to simplify it as 
much as possible. 

Impossible to plan our activities with 
consultations of one party at once. I would 
like to be able to address the entire territory 
at the same time, so that I can formulate an 
informed, general opinion rather than 
piecemeal opinions. 

The work sites are planned as the forest regenerates. Potential 
work sectors are added as priorities at locations where sites are 
likely to be established in the short or medium term. It is important 
to note that potential sectors may be added in all areas of interest 
in the long term. Unfortunately we cannot provide the entire plan at 
once because we simply do not have it. 

Excellent initiative. It remains to be seen if it 
works and what results the consultation will 
produce. Very good. I hope our comments 
and requests are considered. 

All comments are considered. Some will have to be sent to the 
forestry companies because they concern operations under their 
responsibility. Others are sent to the MFFP’s management units for 
consideration when the prescriptions are prepared. Some have 
already been taken into consideration, either through legal 
requirements or during the Panel’s work on regional issues. 

As a user of the public forest to which these 
plans apply (the La Vérendrye and 
Papineau-Labelle wildlife reserves), I am 
satisfied that the MFFP proceeds in this way 
to obtain the best “mix” of uses in the public 
space, by allowing users to make comments 
and express their concerns. 

 
 
 
Thank you. 
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Comments on the public consultation process and tools available to express concerns  
 

Comments Responses 
The process should be advertised and 
promoted a lot more. People do not know 
about it. 

As you can see, a lot of things are done to reach as many people 
as possible. We invite you to consult Table 1 of this document. 

Thanks to the consultation, I have been able 
to appreciate the extent of the work done 
and assess the impact it has. I have seen 
habitats deteriorate since I first became the 
owner of a cottage at Lac Belisle in 1995. 

 
 
Thank you. 

The form is not designed to be completed 
and read easily. It is impossible to look 
closely at the interactive maps because the 
graphics disappear when you zoom in. 

The form is upgraded constantly, and we are trying to simplify it as 
much as possible. 
The current tool allows members of the public to increase or 
decrease the amount of information on potential sectors of interest 
in the region’s management units. Details are added as the map 
observation scale is reduced. 

We are very happy to be able to share our 
concerns with the MFFP, so that our forests 
can be shared fairly. As snowmobile 
enthusiasts, we are a partner of choice for 
the region because of our economic 
contribution. 

 
 
Thank you. 

Interesting site, the form should allow us to 
record our comments. The process is poorly 
designed (piecemeal approach and constant 
changes destroy the credibility of the 
approach). 

The form cannot be changed before the next consultation. We 
expect to make this change, and others, in time for the 2021 
consultation. 

The maps are difficult to understand. There 
is not enough information on roads. Vacation 
cottages are not identified. 

The current tool allows members of the public to increase or 
decrease the amount of information on potential sectors of interest 
in the region’s management units. Details are added as the map 
observation scale is reduced. 

Good, but the consultation period is not long 
enough. 

The duration of the consultation is stipulated by law. 
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Acronyms and Terms 
 
  

BMMB  Timber marketing board, or Bureau de mise en marché des bois 

MFFP Ministère des Forêts, de la Faune et des Parcs 

RSDF Regulation respecting the sustainable development of forests in the domain of 
the State 

Structured 
wildlife area 

A ZEC, a wildlife reserve or an outfitting operation 

Panel The Outaouais integrated regional land and resource management panel 
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5. Conclusion  
 
The public consultations gave members of the general public an opportunity to express their opinions of 
the proposed forest management plans. The exercise has been valuable for the MFFP and for the RCMs 
and third parties concerned.  
 
The members of the Outaouais integrated regional land and resource management panel will read this 
report and use it as a basis for proposing harmonization measures. The MFFP will assess the 
admissibility of the Panel’s recommendations and will take the selected recommendations into account 
when producing the final versions of its forest plans, in compliance with the development strategy and 
legal framework.  
 
Given the major role played by the Panel in the forest planning process, the MFFP invites everyone to 
contact their Panel representative if they so wish. A list of Panel members can be found at www.trgirto.ca. 
 
The Direction de la gestion des forêts de l’Outaouais would like to thank all its partners and everyone 
who was involved in preparing the operational plan, as well as those who took part in the public 
consultations. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.trgirto.ca/
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Appendix 1. Members of the Outaouais Integrated Regional Land and Resource Management 
Panel 

 
Name Sector Group Organization 

Stephane Taillon  Timber  Louisiana-Pacific  
Dominik Chartier  Timber  Resolute Forest Products  
Christian Picard  Timber  Commonwealth Plywood  
Charles St-Julien  Timber  Lauzon Ressources forestières  
François Poirier  Wildlife  Poirier hunting and fishing territory 
Abigaël Guénette  Wildlife  Regroupement des ZECs de l’Outaouais 
Frédéric Lussier  Wildlife  SEPAQ - Réserve faunique La Vérendrye  
Pierre Rollin  Wildlife  Fédération québécoise des chasseurs et pêcheurs 

de l’Outaouais 
Robin Dufresne  Other users with rights  Forestry worker  
Jacques David  Other users with rights  Regroupement des locataires des terres publiques 

du Québec 
Alain Lacoste  Other users with rights  Citizen  
Jacques Chaîné  Other users with rights  Fédération québécoise des clubs Quads 
François Saumure  Other users with rights  Fédération des clubs de motoneigistes du Québec 
Geneviève Le Blanc  Nature  Société pour la nature et les parcs 

Section Vallée de l’Outaouais 
Gérard Desjardins  Nature  Club des ornithologues de l’Outaouais (COO)  
Paula Armstrong  Nature  Pontiac Environmental Protection  
Nathalie Magnan Nature Conseil régional de l’environnement et du 

développement durable de l’Outaouais 
Régent Dugas  Territory  Pontiac RCM 
Dominic Lauzon  Territory  Vallée-de-la-Gatineau RCM 
Vacant seat  Territory  Collines-de-l’Outaouais RCM 
Jean-François Larrivée  Territory  Papineau RCM 
Vacant seat  Territory  Vallée-de-l’Or RCM 
Vacant seat  First Nations  Kitcisakik Anicinapek  
Vacant seat  First nations  Algonquins of Barriere Lake  
Vacant seat  First Nations  Anishnabe Nation of Lac Simon  
Vacant seat  First Nations  Wolf Lake Community 

Name (Replacements) Sector Group Organization 
François Racine  Timber  Louisiana-Pacific 
Jean-Sébastien Perron  Timber  Lauzon Ressources forestières  
Jonathan Leblond  Wildlife  Fédération des pourvoyeurs du Québec 
Michel Boucher  Wildlife  Association provinciale des trappeurs 

indépendants, Conseil Outaouais 
Yannick Dufour  Wildlife  Société des établissements de plein air du Québec 
Lucien Léveillé  Wildlife  Regroupement des ZECs de l’Outaouais 
Pierre Beaudoin  Other users with rights  Regroupement des locataires des terres publiques 

du Québec 
Pierre Tremblay  Other users with rights  Fédération des clubs de motoneigistes du Québec 
John McDonnell  Nature  Société pour la nature et les parcs 
Deborah Powell  Nature  Club des ornithologues du l’Outaouais 
Michael H. Walker  Nature  Pontiac Environnemental Protection 
Benoit Delage Nature Conseil régional de l’environnement et du 

développement durable de l’Outaouais 
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