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1.0 Introduction 
 

There are many stakeholders on CBPPL limits, with interests in the social, cultural, ecological and economic benefits the 

forest can provide.  Some draw their livelihood from the forest (outfitters and other tourism operators and commercial 

firewood operators), some use the forest for their recreational activities (e.g., snowmobiling, skiing, camping, fishing, 

hunting, hiking, boating) while others aim to ensure conserve, restore, and manage forest habitat for wildlife and 

humans alike. Interactions between stakeholders and CBPPL occur on several levels, some with the Planning Department 

of CBPPL through details of an Agreement or Memorandum of Understanding, and others through requirements to 

environmental and forestry certifications. 

CBPPL is committed to ensuring the interests of stakeholders are maintained on the DFA. This is demonstrated in the 

pro-active approach CBPPL takes when approaching stakeholders to discuss proposed forest management operations in 

the vicinity of their interests. This mainly occurs during the 5-year planning process. Cooperating with stakeholders on 

the DFA can help to ensure their interests are protected. 

This report will provide information with respect to concerns raised by residents of District 6, and show how CBPPL is 

either protecting or mitigating these interests as part of their Environmental Management System, as well as adherence 

to the Environmental Protection Guidelines (EPG’s).  

 

1.1  South West Gander Operating Area 
 

The South West Gander 5YP area (K-06-07) is approx. 3,024ha is size and has a gross volume of 236,035m3. The area is 

comprised of ~70% spruce and 30% fir.  The area is contained inside the Protected Water Supply Area for the Town of 

Gander. The area is sandwiched between two river systems, the Northwest and Southwest Gander rivers.   

 

1.2   Forest Stakeholder November 16th Meeting 
 

On November 16 at 1:30pm at the Appleton Town Office the following people were present at a meeting: 

From CBPPL 

Faron Knott – Chief Forester 

Joel Taylor – General Operations Superintendent 

Kim Childs – Sustainable Forest Management Forester 

Jerome Compton – District Planner  

Concerned Citizens  

Chief Marie Vaders 

Justin Hodge 

Dean Gillingham 

Gary Gillingham 

Facilitator  

                Frank Skeard (also District Manager for FMD6)  
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1.3 Citizens Concerns 
 

During the meeting the following concerns were raised.  

- Boreal Felt Lichen, Blue Felt Lichen, Frosted Glass Whiskers, Turkey Tail Mushroom, Fiddle heads, Golden 
Chantrels 

- Bald Eagles 
- Chaga on White Birch Trees / Old Birch trees important 
- Global Warming / Air Pollution 
- “Deforestation” 
- “Not much area left not cut” 
- Marten and Caribou 
- Road Access 
- Cultural Heritage – Chert, Walking Trails 

 

In the following sections we will describe how each of these items are incorporated into our Environmental 

Management System and how our Best Management Practices provide guidance to field operations.  

 

2.0 Concerns 
 

In the following sections we will describe how each of these items are incorporated into our Environmental 

Management System and how our Best Management Practices provide guidance to field operations.  

 

2.1 Boreal Felt Lichen, Blue Felt Lichen 
 

The Boreal Felt Lichen (Erioderma pedicellatum) is included on the International Union for Conservation of Nature’s Red 

List that is found in Newfoundland.   Boreal Felt Lichen is not listed in the Atlantic Canada Conservation Data Centre (AC 

CDC) database as occurring on the Corner Brook Pulp and Papers Defined Forest Area, and it is unlikely that the habitat 

for Boreal Felt Lichen occurs on the DFA (Claudia Hanel1, personal communication, October 19, 2010).  Even though this 

species has not been identified on CBPPL limits we have continued to educate and provide documentation to our 

contractors, planners, and operators on identification of this species. See Appendix A for the CBPPL Species At Risk 

Brochure which can be found on all harvesting sites and in the equipment at all times.  

We have used  A 5 Year (2006 – 2011) Management Plan For the Boreal Felt Lichen (Erioderma pedicellatum) In 
Newfoundland and Labrador by considering a Landscape Management approach based on ecological forest site types 
whereby suitable sites for potential Boreal Felt Lichen colonization adjacent to fertile Boreal Felt Lichen thalli are left to 
cycle naturally. 
 
CBPPL Planners and Contractor Foremen were trained to identify Boreal Felt Lichen and suitable sites for potential 
Boreal Felt Lichen colonization. Training occurred where Boreal Felt Lichen is known to occur.  A presentation was given 
to CBPPL staff and contractors on Boreal Felt Lichen identification, habitat and mitigation. In 2013, five sites in Districts 

 
1 Claudia Hanel, Ecosystem Management Ecologist, Botanist, NL Dept. of Fisheries and Land Resources 

http://www.env.gov.nl.ca/env/wildlife/endangeredspecies/boreal.pdf
http://www.env.gov.nl.ca/env/wildlife/endangeredspecies/boreal.pdf
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15 & 16 most likely to have Boreal Felt Lichen were identified through mapping exercises.  Qualified ecologists spent six 
working days searching for Boreal Felt Lichen on these sites but none were found. 
 
It is expected that priorities may change as the understanding of Boreal Felt Lichen biology and management increases. 
Memorial University (Grenfell), College of the North Atlantic, NL Government and Canadian Forestry Service (NL) have 
developed a working predictive model to identify areas of suitable habitat for Boreal Felt Lichen on the central Avalon 
Peninsula. Future research will investigate the population ecology of Erioderma and other lichen species in the lab and in 
the field with the aim to restore lichen populations in managed landscapes.  

  
The Blue Felt Lichen (Degalia plumbea) is listed under the Newfoundland and Labrador Endangered Species Act (NLESA) 

as vulnerable and is not currently listed by the Species at Risk Act (SARA). It is found in moist habitats or close to stream 

and lake margins. In Newfoundland it grows mainly on yellow birch but very occasionally occurs on white spruce.   

The other mushrooms and ferns that were listed are widespread across the province.  

 

2.2 Bald Eagles  
 

The Bald Eagle is present throughout the province of Newfoundland.  The conservation of existing nest sites is included 

in the Environmental Protection Guidelines (EPG’s) under section 1.2.4.2.III.  It states 

 “No forestry activity is to occur within 800 metres of an active bald eagle nest or osprey nest during the nesting 

season (March 15 to July 31) and 200 metres during the remainder of the year” 

Corner Brook Pulp and Paper is committed to protection of raptor nests and follows the guidelines as set out in the 

EPG’s for such species.  

Ad part of the EPG’s leaving a minimum of 10 snags (i.e. standing dead trees) or other suitable living trees is a 

requirement that provides habitat for birds and mammals on cutover sites. Preference is given to larger trees as they are 

more valuable as habitat.   

2.2 Chaga 
 

Chaga is a fungus that grows on birch trees in the province.  To provide viable habitat for Chaga the harvest of large 

birch trees is not recommended, and the Yellow Birch is considered a species of exceptional conservation value by 

CBPPL.  CBPPL is known to leave birch trees of any species or age in the cut blocks. Limiting certain areas from Domestic 

Cutting maps can also be a way to control unwanted birch harvest.    

 

2.3 Global Warming/Air Pollution 
 

As the name states these topics are of global concern.  CBPPL is working in collaboration with FFA to develop a Green 

House Gas Management Plan which will measure the effectiveness of Forest Management prescriptions, in turn 

producing forests that are a carbon sink.  By using the Carbon Budget Model and the Woodstock Wood Supply Model  

together it is expected that various scenarios can be inputted to determine harvest and or silviculture intensity needed 

to offset any GHS emissions from the harvest activity itself.   
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2.4 Deforestation 
 

Harvesting does not constitute deforestation as harvested land will regenerate and remain in a forested state. The 
resource is renewable and sustainable.  CBPPL has been harvesting on its landbase for nearly 100 years! 
 
Provincial guidelines stipulate that regeneration assessments should be made within 5 years of harvesting and that areas 
not sufficiently stocked must be brought up to stocking standard.  Depending on the nature of the area, these 
assessments are sometimes done much earlier (e.g. 2 years), so that any required remedial treatments can begin 
sooner.   
 
CBPPL conducts regeneration surveys to assess harvested areas for sufficient stocking using the provincial government’s 
Regeneration Stocking Standard for Newfoundland and Labrador, and Regeneration Assessment Procedures for 
Newfoundland and Labrador.  The assessment procedures record the presence of acceptable softwood regeneration, 
and other species on predetermined plots.  CBPPL’s Certificate of Managed Lands requires that the company provide 
results of the regeneration surveys to t he provincial government.  To give context to these results the table below 
shows the stocking percent for the last 5 years.   
 

Year Areas Sufficiently Stocked 

2016 95.1% 

2017 95.6% 

2018 95.6% 

2019 95.7% 

2020 96.1% 

 

2.5 Concerns over Amount of Past Harvest  
 

In 2020, The Annual Allowable Cut (AAC) for each forest management district is determined through a provincial wood 

supply model which was re-run in 2016. The model was created through a landbase netdown process that excludes land 

that is unavailable to harvest. Using best available data on forest inventory, yield curves and habitat considerations, the 

model ensures sustainability across the landscape. An array of values, objectives, indicators, and targets are satisfied 

across a 160-year planning horizon. The table below shows how District 6 has been managed sustainably. 
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2.6 Pine Marten and Caribou Habitat 

 
In 2020, spatial data for caribou was revised and updated to reflect enhanced core ranges for those herds where data 
exists. Caribou guidelines are being updated to reflect this revision and to address continued conservation concerns for 
the Island’s populations. Continued declines in some populations, most notably the Northern Peninsula (Aides, Gros 
Morne, Hampton and NP groups) is cause for concern, particularly in light of the impending 2024 re-assessment by 
COSEWIC. The species is currently listed as “special concern”, just shy of legislative requirements should this status be 
downgraded.  
 
The revised caribou model is based on identifying individual home-ranges, which, pending the degrees of overlap, define 
the new Caribou Core Ranges. Overlaps were captured at a 70th %ile, known as Tier 1 – most intense and consistent used 
area over decades, 30th %ile, known as Tier 2 – consistent use with slightly less intensity, and 10th %ile, known as Tier 3 – 
capturing additional seasonal ranges and migratory corridors that should be avoided.  For herds where insufficient or no 
data exist, this exercise was not completed.  
   
Based on a range of criteria those caribou herds have been divided into Conservation herds and Restoration herds. The 
conservation target for Conservation herds is to maintain habitat at status quo, with an objective to improve overall 
habitat conditions; whereas the general conservation target for Restoration herds include activities that will restore 
habitat, especially within calving cores and migration paths. 
 
Previously created (2015) Spring Kernels (used to visualize calving areas) are also being incorporated. 
Forestry and Wildlife Branch (FFA) worked cooperatively to create a simplified layer for Forest Planning based on the 
herd status and conservation targets.  
 
Currently the caribou herds in District 6 are considered restoration herds.  As part of the collaborative work with the 
Wildlife Division, CBPPL will either decommission or identify roads that would be considered habitat.  The ratio of newly 
built to restored road is a 1:1.5km off-set. Planners will use stereo photography from the FFA department to identify 
these areas.  Anticipated harvest in D6 has no caribou concerns as they fall outside the primary spring core kernels 
within Tier 1 and Tier 2 and any overlap with the secondary core areas would have only a temporal avoidance window 
due to calving season.   
 
With respect to Pine Marten in district 6, there have been no concerns raised from Department of Wildlife.  There are no 
known mitigations required, and there are only temporal constraints during denning period.  Staff have been reporting 
Pine Marten sightings to the Environmental Management Representative and this information is shared with the 
Wildlife Division on an annual basis.  It is known that Marten populations have been increasing over several years and it 
is expected that in the new year they will be delisted.   
 
 

2.7 Road Access 
 

Forest access roads provide a route by which transportation to and from the forest are possible. Although the primary 

function of such a road is the extraction of wood fibre, they are also used for access by the general public. Various 

groups such as hikers, hunters, anglers, snowmobilers, and berry pickers utilize these roads for access to the DFA 

 

Corner Brook Pulp and Paper Limited builds approximately 70+ kilometers of forest access road each year. These roads 

are required to facilitate the harvest of ~530,000 m3 of timber annually.  
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Roads provide many positive economic and social benefits such as recreation, forest management, fire protection, and 

non-timber forest products, but at the same time could have a negative impact on the ecological function of an area. 

Direct effects are habitat loss, fragmentation, hydrological impacts, and over hunting due to increased public access.   

To mitigate the negative effects that road access can have it is possible that sections of road could be decommissioned 

once operations are complete.  The use of winter road is also an effective way to limit access to areas after harvest.  All 

infrastructure that CBPPL has installed is the property of the company.  Decommissioning of roads can also include the 

removal of bridges which would prevent unwanted influx of land users.   

Discussions during the meeting with concerned citizens resulted in gaining no consensus on roads issues.  In one 

instance the building of new road was not acceptable but the removal of structures and decommission of road was also 

not acceptable.  

 

2.8 Cultural Heritage and Historic Sites 
 
The 5YP is sent to all departments/divisions within government for comment/feedback.  For this particular 5YP we have 
not received any guidance on areas to avoid for the South West Gander boundary.   
 
As per the EPG’s section 1.2.2 Archaeological Find 
 “When an archaeological site or artifact is found, the Historical Resources Act requires that all development 
temporarily cease int eh area and the discovery be reported to the Provincial Archaeology Office” 
 
 
 

3.0 February 22, 2022  
 
On February 22 at 1:00 pm at the Appleton Town Office the following people were present for a meeting: 

From CBPPL 

Faron Knott – Chief Forester 

Joel Taylor – General Operations Superintendent 

Kim Childs – Sustainable Forest Management Forester 

Jerome Compton – District Planner  

Concerned Citizens  

Chief Marie Vaders 

Justin Hodge 

Dean Gillingham 

Gary Gillingham 

Garrett Watten – Mayor Town of Appleton 

Jason Kinden – Mayor Town of Glenwood 

Sheldon Gillingham 

Ryan Steele 
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GovNL  

Jeri Graham (Natural Areas Division) 
Paul Carter (Department of Environment and Climate Change) 
Dave Poole (Forestry and Wildlife Branch)  
Jackie Walkins (Minister John Haggies Office)  

 
During the meeting Justin reviewed the concerns that were raised at the last meeting as well as some new concerns.  

Attached in Appendix B.  These new concerns included Salmon and Trout stocks and the Towns Water 

Supply/Watershed. 

Corner Brook Pulp and Paper adheres to all Environmental Protection Guidelines (EPG’s) with respect to riparian buffers. 

This area is also located in a Protected Water Supply Area and additional permits are required to work in these special 

areas.  Permit can be found in Appendix C.  Within the EPG’s Section 5: Guidelines for Forestry Operations within 

Protected Public Water Supply Areas, states: 

GUIDELINES FOR FORESTRY OPERATIONS WITHIN PROTECTED PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY AREAS 

The primary function of a Protected Public Water Supply Area (PPWSA) is to provide the public with an adequate 

quantity of safe and good quality water on a permanent basis and to meet its present and future demands.  By 

definition, a Protected Public Water Supply Area is the area of land and water designated as a Protected Public Water 

Supply Area, for a municipal authority operating a waterworks or using or intending to use a water sources, under 

Section 39 of the Water Resources Act.  Any other activity within a Protected Public Water Supply Area is considered 

secondary, and if permitted, must be strictly regulated and monitored to ensure that the water supply integrity is not 

threatened and the quality of the water is not impaired.  

In Newfoundland and Labrador forestry operations are permitted in most Protected Public Water Supply Areas on a 

limited and controlled basis provided the proposed operations have no or minimal, water quality impairment 

potential.  More specifically, commercial forest harvesting of more than 10 per cent of the total land area of the 

Protected Public Water Supply Area, or 10 per cent of the total merchantable timber; whichever is less, in any 12 

month period will not be permitted. 

The following permits and approvals are required prior to the beginning of any forestry operations, whether 

commercial or domestic operations, and includes road construction, silviculture activities, and harvesting within a 

Protected Public Water Supply Area: 

I. Approval of the Five-year operating plan by the Environmental Assessment Division of MAE, 

II. Issuance of a permit under section 39(6) of the Water Resources Act which will include consultation with the 

community involved.  Applications for development inside Protected Public Water Supply Area can be 

obtained from the Water Resources Management Division website (Appendix I).   

CONDUCT OF OPERATIONS 

All permits and contracts should include any conditions outlined under section 39(6) of the Water Resources Act.  

In addition to environmental guidelines specified in sections above, the following will apply in Protected Public 

Water Supply Areas.  

MAP OF OPERATING AREA 
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The appropriate Forestry or Company official will provide the operator with a map indicating the harvesting 

area and the location of no-cut buffer zones, and will ensure the operator is familiar with the boundaries 

and conditions of the approved detailed plan of operations. 

PREVENTION OF EROSION 

In areas sensitive to erosion, depending on the nature and location of the proposed forestry operation, the 

Water Resources Management Division may not permit the activity to take place. However, where 

permitted, the following mitigation measures should be put in place: 

1. Sensitive areas prone to erosion and areas which have high potential for erosion can be harvested 

if proper harvesting and site restoration techniques are a part of a detailed plan.  

2. Wherever possible, extraction trails should run along contours and avoid wetlands. 

3. Use of landings will be minimized. Any approved landing area shall be less than 0.25 ha and located 

at least 150 metres from Protected Public Water Supply intake ponds. 

BUFFER ZONES 

No ground disturbance riparian buffer zone requirements in Protected Public Water Supply Areas are as 

follows: 

Water Body Width of Buffer Zone 

Intake Pond, Lake or Reservoir Minimum 150 metres 

River Intake (for a distance of 1000 metres upstream and 100 
meters downstream) 

Minimum 150 metres 

Main River Channel Minimum of 75 metres 

Major Tributaries, Lakes or Ponds Minimum of 50 metres 

Other Waterbodies Minimum of 30 metres 

Any deviation will require approval from Water Resources Management Division. 

PETROLEUM PRODUCTS 

Fuel storage and the operation of fuel storage equipment are regulated by the Storage and Handling of 

Gasoline and Associated Products Regulations, 2003 as amended and the Heating Oil Storage Tank System 

Regulations, 2003 as amended.  

In addition to the above regulatory requirements and Sections 1.2.5.1 to 1.2.5.5 the following are to be 

adhered to; 

I. If fuel must be stored in the Public Protected Water Supply Area, it must be in the least sensitive 

area and be approved by the Water Resources Management Division. 

II. Refueling must not take place within 150 metres of an intake pond.  

III. All tanks must be located at a minimum distance of 500 metres from any major waterbody. 

IV. A fuel or oil spill clean-up kit must be kept on site to facilitate any clean-up in the event of a spill. 

This kit must include absorbent pads, loose absorbent materials such as dried peat, speedy-dry or 

sawdust, a container such as an empty drum for recovering the fuel or oil, and a containment boom. 

STRUCTURES PROHIBITED IN WATER SUPPLY AREA 

1. Dormitory camps, garages or any other structures are prohibited within a Protected Public Water Supply 

Area.  
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2. The establishment of new sawmills is not permitted in Protected Public Water Supply Areas. 

REPORTING WATER QUALITY PROBLEMS 

Any water quality impairment problem should be reported immediately to the Water Resources 

Management Division. 

All spills/leaks regardless of size are reported to Woodlands Staff at CBPPL.  Any repair to hoses on equipment is also 

reported.  It is a requirement that leak reporting is sent to GovNL as part of the company’s legal requirements.   

The PWSA permits are issued by the Department of Environment and Climate Change Water Resources Management 

Division. There are 5 pages of Terms and Conditions which are to be met, in order to operate in this area.  These include 

buffering requirements, equipment storage, fuel storage, disposal of garbage, as well as the submission of a completion 

report at the end of the proposed project.   

Potential for fuel contamination was of extreme importance to members of the towns who use Gander Lake as their 

source of drinking water.  In the PWSA permit Fuel Storage Items 39-48 list all measures and requirements that need to 

be in place.  The company is required to have contingency plans in place as well. CBPPL has already developed 

contingency plans for all our operations, and we have emergency response equipment available on all sites, and on all 

equipment.  See Appendix D for the company’s emergency response plan for fuel spill.    

The potential for degradation of water quality has also been identified as a Significant Environmental Aspect.  Training is 

given to all employees regarding measures that can be taken to prevent a sedimentation event from occurring on the 

job site.  We have developed multiple Standard Operating Procedures which describe the best practices that should be 

used.  Emergency response equipment is also mandatory on all job sites to manage a sedimentation event.  See 

Appendix E.  

 
Next steps:  
 
Staff at CBPP have offered to meet with the Town Council of Appleton and Glenwood to give them the same 
presentation that was given at the first meeting.  The Mayor of Appleton responded with a request for the presentation 
so they can review it first.  This presentation, along with other information (Emergency Response Fuel Spill, and 
Environmental Training – Fuel Spill) was sent on Feb 24, 2022.   
 
CBPP Staff will also provide mapping of Southwest Gander to the concerned citizens.  It is expected that once this 
mapping is provided that a decision will be made by the citizens to either agree to work with the company so harvesting 
can take place, or that there is no compromise to be had.   
 
It is therefore the opinion of CBPPL that the company commits to work with the concerned citizens group to address 
concerns, once operations commence. We would offer to set up a monitoring committee, who would include CBPPL 
staff, harvesting contractor representation and members of the concerned citizens group.  This group could meet 
regularly during the planning and execution stages of harvesting.  We feel that this would satisfy the EA requirements.  
 
As stated earlier, this is not a process to determine “go or no go”, but one to ensure that consultation with this concern 
citizens group was taking place, and that all avenues are being explored to come to a resolution or agreement.   
 
CBPPL has a legal right to manage this resource.    
 
The next meeting, if there will be one, is planned for mid-March.   
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4.0 May 3, 2022   
 
On May 3rd at 1:00 pm at the Appleton Town Office the following people were present for a meeting: 

From CBPPL 

John MacLellan – Woodlands Manager  

Faron Knott – Chief Forester 

Kim Childs – Sustainable Forest Management Forester 

Jerome Compton – District Planner  

              Cathy Dornan – PR Consultant for Corner Brook Pulp and Paper  

From GovNL 

Joanne Sweeney – Director EA Department  

Tara Kelly – ADM Department of Environment 

Aubrey Gover - Office of Indigenous Affairs and Reconciliation (Virtually Attended) 

Paul Carter – EA Department (Virtually Attended)  

Devon Ryan - Office of Indigenous Affairs and Reconciliation (Virtually Attended)  

Jackie Watkins – Minister Haggies Office 

 

Concerned Citizens             

Justin Hodge 

Dean Gillingham 

Other Guests 

Chief Brendan Mitchell 

Ward Chief Calvin Francis  

Derm Flynn – Cabin Owner 

Sheldon Gillingham – Councillor Town of Appleton 

April Hodge – Justin Hodges Fiancé  

Daphnie Jedore – Elder  

Jim Dinn – NDP Leader 

Gram Wood – WERAC  

The meeting agenda consisted of a roundtable and opening remarks, followed by a presentation on the concerns that 

were brought forward by the concerned citizens.  This was led by John MacLellan, Woodlands Manager for Corner Brook 

Pulp and Paper.  The group was engaged, and many questions were asked during the presentation.  After the 

presentation a series of maps were laid on the tables with a request for the group to identify areas that were of 

particular concern to them.  After a short break Justin Hodge produced a map for review which consisted of a gridded 

area which they would like for CBPPL to remove from its harvest plan indefinitely. They gave CBPPL staff permission to 

take it for review.  A follow-up meeting was scheduled for May 6th.   
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5.0 May 6, 2022   
 
On May 6th at 11:00 am at the Appleton Town Office the following people were present for a meeting: 

From CBPPL 

John MacLellan – Woodlands Manager  

Faron Knott – Chief Forester 

Kim Childs – Sustainable Forest Management Forester 

Jerome Compton – District Planner  

Concerned Citizens             

Justin Hodge 

Dean Gillingham 

Marie Vaters 

The original proposal by the concerned citizens consisted of 53km2, and a volume of 65,000m3.  This offer is not 

financially feasible given the cost of bridge and road construction needed vs. the amount of volume that would be 

harvested.  Corner Brook’s counteroffer consisted of 16km2 and 30,000m3 of volume to be set aside.  Buffers were 

widened along the NW and SW Gander Rivers to 500m vs the 100m (as required in the Environmental Protection 

Guidelines).  

See the reproduced offer and counteroffer map in Appendix F. (Map will be attached separately for review). 

We have committed to working with the group over the life of this five-year plan.  
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6.0 Appendices  

A. Species at Risk Brochure 
 

 

 



Corner Brook Pulp and Paper Ltd.  Stakeholder Engagement Report        
 

B. Handouts provided at meeting #2 by Justin Hodge 

 

 

 

 



Corner Brook Pulp and Paper Ltd.  Stakeholder Engagement Report        
 

 

 

 

 



Corner Brook Pulp and Paper Ltd.  Stakeholder Engagement Report        
 

 

 

 

 

 



Corner Brook Pulp and Paper Ltd.  Stakeholder Engagement Report        
 

 

 

 
 



Corner Brook Pulp and Paper Ltd.  Stakeholder Engagement Report        
 

 

 

 



Corner Brook Pulp and Paper Ltd.  Stakeholder Engagement Report        
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Corner Brook Pulp and Paper Ltd.  Stakeholder Engagement Report        
 

 

 



Corner Brook Pulp and Paper Ltd.  Stakeholder Engagement Report        
 

 

 

 

 



Corner Brook Pulp and Paper Ltd.  Stakeholder Engagement Report        
 

 

 

 



Corner Brook Pulp and Paper Ltd.  Stakeholder Engagement Report        
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Corner Brook Pulp and Paper Ltd.  Stakeholder Engagement Report        
 

C. SouthWest Gander Operating Area PWSA Permit  
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D. Emergency Response – Fuel Spill 
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E. Emergency Response – Sedimentation  
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F. Offer and Counteroffer Map 

 


