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DISTRICT MANAGER’S POLICY - STAND LEVEL BIODIVERSITY	








This policy will focus on providing clarification on the specific aspects of �Stand Level Biodiversity that have caused the greatest amount of uncertainty during the implementation of Stand Level Biodiversity.





Successful implementation of Stand Level Biodiversity relies to a great extent on clear objectives and the judgment of professionals in the field.  A list of what can or cannot be included in a wildlife tree patch is not appropriate or realistic.  There is simply too much variability in the forests to permit a cookbook approach.  Much of the information included in this policy is drawn from the Biodiversity Guidebook.  Foresters involved with the preparation of operational plans should be familiar with that guidebook.  Professional Foresters are expected to use their best judgment to ensure that the biodiversity objectives as outlined in the Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act and the Biodiversity Guidebook are met. 





As is the case for all District Manager’s Policy, it is not compulsory that the direction provided here be followed.  If a forester chooses to prepare a plan that differs widely from the direction provided here, they should expect that they will be asked to provide a rationale for the variance.





This policy replaces the previous District Manager’s Policy on Stand Level Biodiversity dated July 2, 1996. 





The following situations require clarification with respect to establishment of �Wildlife Tree Patches (WTPs) and Wildlife Trees (WTs):








USE OF CONSTRAINED AREAS, NON-CONTRIBUTING AREAS, AND TIMBER HARVESTING LANDBASE





In order to minimize the potential timber supply impacts of Stand Level Biodiversity, the opportunities to locate WTPs in areas already constrained should be maximized.  It is anticipated that at least 50 percent of the stand level retention on a TSA wide basis can be drawn from these already constrained areas.  Individual blocks and cutting permits will vary; however, by applying good design principles the expectation is that the 50 percent target will be met.


��
Listed below are examples of areas that are part of the contributing land base that are already constrained by land use or integrated resource management objectives.  Where appropriate, WTP requirements should be focused in these constrained areas.  





in-operable ground


riparian reserves


riparian management areas


designated wildlife habitat areas or general resource  features such as mineral licks, etc.


terrain sensitive areas


visually sensitive areas


recreation areas


lake-shore management areas 


archeological sites  


cultural and heritage sites ( CMTs )








2.	USE OF TREES IN SWAMPS AND BOGS TO MEET WILDLIFE TREE  	REQUIREMENTS�


Under the Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act, a wetland means a swamp,  marsh or other similar area that supports natural vegetation that is distinct from adjacent upland areas.  Trees located within wetlands do not contribute to �Stand Level Biodiversity in the same way as adjacent mature upland forest. 





The Biodiversity Guidebook recognizes that “all living things” contribute to biodiversity, but for the purposes of table 20, it specifically refers to the timber harvesting land base.  In my view, trees that form part of the non-contributing forest cover are not part of the timber harvesting land base and should not be included in the Stand Level Biodiversity calculation.








USE OF NP/NCBR GROUND�


Areas designated as NP/NCBR patches that are not identified on a Ministry of Forest’s (MOF) inventory forest cover map may be included in the Stand Level Biodiversity calculation, if an equivalent sized patch of trees are left directly adjacent to the NP/NCBR ground.  The whole area may then be counted as a WTP.


 


�
4.   USE OF INDIVIDUAL TREES ON A BASAL AREA BASIS�


The Biodiversity Guidebook provides detailed direction on the use of individual trees to contribute to the required retention targets;  their use,  must be planned and selected carefully on a site-specific basis.  Partial cutting in areas considered for WTs will use a basal area calculation for their contribution.  However, care should be exercised to prevent the loss of coarse, woody debris and snag components in the impacted stand and ensure that an objective driven prescription retains a broad range of tree diameters. 





For reporting purposes on blocks where meeting the requirements in intact WTPs is difficult, the cumulative basal area of retained individual trees (stems counted and diameters averaged for these purposes) will be calculated and  measured against the average basal area (m²/ha) from the cruise data or borrowed information to arrive at an appropriate area contribution to assist in meeting the biodiversity targets. 








5.   Stand Level Biodiversity TARGETS APPLIED AT THE �      CUTTING PERMIT LEVEL





As I have indicated in previous District Manager’s policies, Stand Level Biodiversity will be measured on a cutting permit basis.  Prescribing Foresters should understand the intent of the Biodiversity Guidebook and in most cases there should be some level of retention on each block. 





Where no WTPs are left WTs and/or advance regeneration should be retained until they can offer equivalent replacement habitat and structural diversity. 








RETENTION RATE�


The Morice Forest District  has established targets for Stand Level Biodiversity in each Landscape Unit.  The percentages represent the sum of WTPs, WTs �(basal area equivalent), and reserved (forested) Riparian Management Areas (RMA).  





Table 20 (b) on page 65 of the Biodiversity Guidebook will be used to determine the stand level retention targets by NDT type.  Once Landscape Unit objectives for biodiversity have been established, table 20 ( a ) will be used.





�
7.   Wild Life Tree Patches in blocks adjacent to previously�      logged areas





I would like to encourage licensees to increase the average block size in the �Morice Forest District.  The District Manager’s Policy on Patch Size Distribution will provide further direction on developing larger blocks.  There are important ecological benefits that could be attained by increasing block size, provided these blocks are properly planned.  In the Morice Forest District there are very few opportunities to plan large blocks with a corresponding area that is not logged adjacent to the block.  In most cases large blocks will include areas that have been previously harvested.  Many of these previously logged areas will have little or no Stand Level Biodiversity.  





The calculation of the stand level biodiversity targets for a specific patch will be based on the total area of that patch.  The patch includes both areas proposed for harvesting as well as previously harvested blocks within the patch.  





As we move to larger blocks I expect that there will be considerable discussion between MOF, MOELP and licensees prior to the submission of the FDP.  The extent and location of stand level retention on specific blocks should be discussed at that time.





WTP Boundary MArking





Harvesting should not occur within WTPs.  However, danger trees may be felled for WCB purposes with the felled stems retained on site as coarse, woody debris.


The boundaries of  WTPs should be clearly marked in the field so that they can be readily identified as an area where harvesting will not occur.








Implementation�


This policy will be fully implemented on August 1, 1998.  There are benefits to both industry and the Forest Service to implement this policy prior to the August 1, date.  Where possible Prescribing and Reviewing Foresters are asked to look for opportunities to implement sooner without causing an increase in workload of either party.
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