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Background. The bertBflTS Ofcommercial thinning have 
long been debated by foresters. Advantages such as 
accessing fibre before final harvest, and overcoming 
adjacency constraints to schedule harvesting must be 
weighed against higher harvest costs, and the risk of 
residual stand damage and increased susceptibility to 
windthrow. In Westem Canada commercial thinning 
activity fluctuates with factors such as fibre demand and 
forest policy concerning stumpage assessment and rate-
of-cut controls. In response to member suggestions that 
FERIC expand its commercial thinning research, the 
Westem Division surveyed members to determine the 
status of commercial thinning in Westem Canada today 
and the factors influencing it. 

The objectives of the survey were to: 

- quantify the current activities in commercial thinning 
- determine future interest. 
- identify constraints that need to be addressed for this 

harvesting altemative. 

Methods. A questionnaire was drafted and distributed 
to FERIC members in Westem Canada in August 1996. 
Members responded either by phone or fax. Survey 
participants currently active in commercial thinning 
completed one section of the questionnaire and those 
inactive completed another section. Those active were 
asked questions leading to descriptions of their operations 
and related problem areas, while those inactive were 
asked about future interest levels and factors currently 
preventing them from thinning. 

Results and Discussion. FERIC received 45 survey 
responses from 50 that were solicited. Thirty-four 
responses came from B C and eleven from Alberta. Seven 
(16%) of the respondents indicated they were actively 
thinning with only one being from Alberta. 

Figures 1 to 7 summarize the responses of those active 
in commercial thinning. 

Those companies that are commercial thinning do so 
mainly to improve stand growth and to harvest timber 
before rotation age. Most do a low thinning with cut-to-
length systems. 

Figures 8 to 11 summarize the views of those not 
commercial thinning. 
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Developing techniques to manufacture smaller piece 
sizes was also a factor cited that could increase interest 
in commercial thinning. 
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Figure 1. Reasons for thinning. 
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Figure 2. Annual harvest from thinning. 
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Figure 3. Dominant species treated. 
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Figure 4. Average age of stand thinned. 
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Figure 5. Most common thinning strategy. 
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Figure 6. Most common harvest methods. 
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Figure 7. Log length category produced. 
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Figure 8. When 38 companies plan to begin/change 
their thinning operations. 
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Figure 9. Opinions of thinning equipment. 
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Figure 10. Reasons for not thinning. 
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Figure 11. Factors that would increase interest in 
thinning. 

Summary. Most western F E R I C members are not 
conducting commercial thinning operations because the 
cost of such activities is greater than the product value. 
Changes to policies, such as stumpage and the A A C 
effect, could increase interest in commercial thinning. 
Commercial thinning is a means of extracting timber 
before the final harvest and it may help to overcome 
timber supply short falls. 

Information. The information contained in this report 
is limited and based only on the survey responses. It is 
only published to disseminate information to FERIC 
member companies. It is not intended as an endorsement 
or approval by FERIC of any product or service to the 
exclusion of others that may be suitable. More information 
can be obtained from: 

S.M. Sambo, Silvicultural Operations and 
M.L. Clark, R.P.F., Research Director 


