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WLPPR section 24

(1) The default performance requirement is an 8% 

maximum limit on soil disturbance 

(2) Must not cause concentrated soil disturbance that would 

negatively impact productivity or hydrologic function

(3) Can exceed 8% if stumping or salvaging windthrow  
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WLPPR section 13(1)(a) only allows an alternative performance requirement to change the soil disturbance limit without changing WLPPR section 24(2) or (3).    

Example Alternative Performance Requirement: 

1. For the purposes of Woodlot Licence Planning and Practices Regulation section 24(1)(a), the maximum amount of soil disturbance that may be caused by the WL holder on the net area to be reforested is 

5 % if the area is predominantly comprised of sensitive soils, and 

10 % if the areas is not predominantly comprised of sensitive soils.

2. In this alternative performance requirement: 

“sensitive soils” means soils that, because of their slope gradient, texture class, moisture regime, or organic matter content have the following risk of displacement, surface erosion or compaction:


(a) for the Interior, a very high hazard;


(b) for the Coast, a high or very high hazard.

3. Prior to harvesting the soils in the net area to be reforested of each cutblock would be carefully examined and areas predominantly comprised of sensitive soils will be indicated on the maps that are prepared under Woodlot Licence Planning and Practices Regulation section 33.

4. This alternative performance requirement would apply over the entire woodlot licence area.

Rationale: The maximum soil disturbance limits established in this alternative performance requirement are consistent with section 35 of the Forest Planning and Practices Regulation  by proposing the same maximum basic soil disturbance limits and process for assessing soil hazards as apply to major licensees.  This alternative performance requirement is also consistent with WLPPR section 9(1)(b) and Factor 3(b) of Schedule 1 of the WLPPR.  Under this alternative performance requirement areas of sensitive soil (where productivity and hydrologic function could be more easily impaired) would have a lower maximum soil disturbance limit than the default soil disturbance limit of 8 % in the WLPPR.   More resilient soils where the Forest Practices Code Soil Conservation Guidebook suggest a maximum soil disturbance limit of 10 % (for interior sites), would be afforded this traditional maximum limit for soil disturbance. The classification and the mapping of sensitive soils would provide guidance (i.e. a warning) to persons carrying out the harvesting and a mechanism to facilitate compliance and enforcement.     
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

The default performance requirements 

sets the following maximum limits for 

permanent access structures: 



7% of the total area of cutblocks > 5 ha



10% of the total area of cutblocks < 5 ha



7% of the total WL area



Write an alternative performance 

requirement to allow 12% permanent 

access structures due to large main 

roads in a 4 ha cutblock



WLPPR section 25(2)(a)
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 Default

Default


Identify the roads and other permanent access structures for the initial cutblocks you plan to harvest under the WLP and calculate the percentage of the total cutblock areas that will be occupied by permanent access structures.  If it looks like the initial cutblocks will not exceed the default maximum limits for permanent access structures, there is probably no need to propose an alternative performance requirement.  If it look like the default limits for permanent access structures will be exceeded ask the MoF about approving an alternative performance requirement for the size of cutblocks where the maximum limit for permanent access structures is problematic.   

Note: The district manager is not able to grant exemptions from the maximum limits for permanent access structures established under WLPPR section 25. 

Consider the implications of alternative performance requirement for permanent access

More access = more efficient logging due to shorter skid distances

More access = higher road cost (construction, maintenance, possible deactivation or rehabilitation) and possible environmental liability

More access = lower timber productivity, less timber harvesting land base = lower AAC

The previous training material suggested you should set a lower maximum limit for permanent access structures in the WLP and use this to justify an increase in AAC.  All assumptions in the management plan that are used to propose an AAC should be based on achieved practices on the WL area.   The assumptions in the WL management plan about the area removed for permanent access structures are based on what is actually achieved on the ground (on the portion of the WL you have developed with roads) rather than the maximum limits for permanent access structures that are established in the WLP.  

"Factors" relating to objective set by government for soils   
The following "Factor" may be used to determine if a woodlot licence plan is consistent with the objective set out in section 9 (1) (b) [conserving the productivity and the hydrologic function of soils ]: 

(a) the amount of productive forest land base that will be occupied by permanent access structures.


[image: image3.emf]Stocking Standards



Default: WLPPR s.35(1)(b)  Adopt the stocking standards 

as described in the MoF publication, 

Reference Guide for 

FDP Stocking Standards

, as amended from time to time.  

See http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/hfp/forsite/stocking_stds.htm



Option: Use of the current stocking standards, described 

in the MoF publication “

Reference Guide for FDP 

Stocking Standards

”, the pertinent sections (including 

footnotes) are shown in Appendix II. 



Alternative: 

WLPPR s.35(1)(a)
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The MoF publication Reference Guide for FDP Stocking Standards is available at http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/hfp/forsite/stocking_stds.htm 

In this ‘Reference Guide’ the Regional Stocking Standard Tables indicate, under the heading “Free Growing Guide”, the “earliest” and “latest” years from the commencement date when a free growing assessment can be conducted. Under the WLPPR, only the “latest” column applies and a free growing assessment can be conducted at any time before the latest date, so long as the trees have reached the minimum free growing height.

Under the WLPPR, there is no maximum density criteria specified in the stocking standards.

If you are willing to adopt the applicable default stocking standards, regeneration dates and free growing dates as described in the MoF publication “Reference Guide for FDP Stocking Standards”, as amended from time to time, simply check the box for the Default. You do not need to include a table of stocking standards in Appendix II if you select the Default.

Check the “Option” box if you want to adopt the current stocking standards, regeneration dates and free growing dates as described in the MoF publication “Reference Guide for FDP Stocking Standards”.  Copy these standards into the table in Appendix II of the WLP for the applicable biogeoclimatic site series you will encounter in your WL area.  This way you will not be subject to any changes the MoFR makes to the ‘Reference Guide’ and you will have an easily accessible  record of the stocking standards that you agreed to accept.

To propose alternative stocking requirements under WLPPR section 35(1)(a) check the Alternative box in the WLP template and prepare the table in Appendix IIA. 


[image: image4.emf]Restrictions in Riparian 

Reserve Zone



No cutting, modification or removal of 

trees unless specified in the WLP, or for: 



Safety hazards



Topping or pruning for wind firmness



Building a stream crossing



Corridors for full-suspension yarding



Guyline tiebacks



Sanitation treatments



Felling trees for salvage if no material adverse 

impact on the RRZ



Establishing or maintaining a recreation site, 

trail or facility



No road construction unless specified in 

the WLP
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WLPPR section 39 contains two instances where the WLP can be used to specify activities that are otherwise restricted or prohibited in a riparian reserve zone.

(1) A WL holder must not cut, modify or remove trees in a riparian reserve zone, unless it has been specified in a woodlot licence plan or it is limited to one of the following purposes: 

(a) felling or modifying a tree that is a safety hazard, if there is no other practicable option for addressing the safety hazard; 

(b) topping or pruning a tree that is not wind firm; 

(c) constructing a stream crossing; 

(d) creating a corridor for full suspension yarding; 

(e) creating guyline tiebacks; 

(f) carrying out a sanitation treatment (there is no longer a regulation definition of what a sanitation treatment is)

(g) felling or modifying a tree that has been windthrown or has been damaged by fire, insects, disease or other causes, if the felling or modifying will not have a material adverse impact on the riparian reserve zone; 

(h) felling or modifying a tree for the purpose of establishing or maintaining an interpretative forest site, recreation site, recreation facility or recreation trail. 

Subsection (1) allows a WL holder to propose an alternative performance requirement in the WLP to specify other situations where trees may be cut, modified or removed from a location within a riparian reserve zone.

(2) A woodlot licence holder who fells, tops, prunes or modifies a tree under subsection (1) may remove the tree only if the removal will not have a material adverse affect on the riparian reserve zone.

(2.1) A woodlot licence holder must not construct a road in a riparian reserve zone in a cutblock unless the construction has been specified in a woodlot licence plan. 

Subsection (2.1) allows the WL holder to propose road construction in a riparian reserve zone that would otherwise not be allowed.  This is best done by indicating the approximate location of the proposed road on the map and providing a rationale as to why the road should be located in the riparian reserve zone.  Subsection (2.1) is not an alternative performance requirement described in WLPPR section 13(1). 

It is recommended that the WL holder discuss situations where it is necessary to construct a road in a riparian reserve zone with the MoF before proposing the road construction in the WLP. In the event that the district manager is willing to approve the construction of the road in the riparian reserve zone an alternative performance requirement would be required to cover the cutting, modification and removal of trees, under WLPPR section 39(1), from the road clearing width, unless the road construction in the riparian reserve zone is limited to a stream crossing.  


[image: image5.emf]Restrictions in a Riparian 

Management Zone

A WL holder must not construct a road in a 

riparian management zone, unless:
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a) the construction of the road is provided for in the 

woodlot licence plan;

b) locating the road outside the RMZ would create 

a higher risk of sediment delivery to the stream, 

wetland or lake to which the RMZ applies;

c) there is no other practicable option for locating 

the road;

d) the road is required as part of a stream 

crossing.


WLPPR 40(1)(a) A WL holder must not construct a road in a riparian management zone in a cutblock, unless one of the following applies: 

(a) the construction of the road is provided for in the woodlot licence plan; 

(b) locating the road outside the riparian management zone would create a higher risk of sediment delivery to the stream, wetland or lake to which the riparian management zone applies; 

(c) there is no other practicable option for locating the road; 

(d) the road is required as part of a stream crossing.  

In the event that a WL holder feels it is necessary to construct a road in a riparian management zone the WL holder should attempt to obtain written confirmation from the MoF that the road satisfies the requirements of WLPPR section 40(1)(b),(c) or (d) (see above).

If the district confirms in writing that the road can be located in the riparian management zone based on satisfying one or more of the criteria of WLPPR section 40(1)(b),(c) or (d) there may be no need to propose the construction of the road as an alternative performance requirement under WLPPR section 40(1)(a).  

There is no legal authority to propose alternative performance requirements for the other subsections of section 40. 
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

A WL holder must ensure that the % 

of the WL area occupied by wildlife 

tree retention areas is no less than 

the least of the following:



the % specified in a land use objective;



the % specified in the WLP;



8% of the WL area.



An alternative performance 

requirement may propose a lower % 

of the WL area if:



Adjacent to a protected area with lots of 

wildlife trees
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“Wildlife trees” means a tree or group of trees that

(a) provide wildlife habitat, and

(b) assist in the conservation of stand level biodiversity;

“Wildlife tree retention area” means an area for retention of wildlife trees specified in a WLP;

WLPPR section 52 indicates: 
(1) Unless exempted under section 78 (1), a WL holder must ensure that the proportion of the WL area that is occupied by wildlife tree retention areas is no less than the least of the following: 

(a) the proportion specified for the area in a land use objective; 

(b) the proportion specified for the area in the holder's woodlot licence plan; 

(c) 8% of the woodlot licence area.  

(2) A WL holder must not cut, damage or remove wildlife trees or trees within a wildlife tree retention area except in accordance with the wildlife tree retention strategy prepared under section 11 [wildlife tree retention strategy required].

Note: If the WL was originally issued before June 15, 1995, and the current WL management plan doesn’t contain commitments about wildlife tree retentions, then there is no legal requirement for wildlife tree retention on the WL private Schedule A land.  A WL holder who meets these criteria may want to document in the WLP that wildlife tree retention is not required on their private Schedule A land. 

Slide 10
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 Default Minimum requirement for CWD on 

areas where a free growing stand must be 

established are:

•

On the Coast

: 4 logs per ha ≥ 5 m in length 

and ≥30 cm in diameter at one end.

•

In the Interior: 

4 logs per ha ≥ 2 m in 

length and ≥ 7.5 cm in diameter at one end

 Alternative WLPPR s. 54(1)(a)
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 Default

Default

You can leave more CWD than the default  

without needing to propose an alternative

A higher limit for CWD in the WLP will not change 

the utilization standards in your WL and cutting 

permit


Coarse Woody Debris (CWD): sound and rotting logs and stumps that provide habitat for plants, animals, and insects and a source of nutrients for soil development. 

Default:  WLPPR section 54(1)(b)

Area in Interior – minimum retention of 4 logs per ha ≥ 2 m in length and ≥ 7.5 cm in diameter at one end.

Recommendation: Accept the default standards as they are easily achieved and provide flexibility to leave more CWD if you wish.   

Some may wish to increase the minimum by stating an alternative.

 Describe the type of wood that will be left

 Describe the minimum amount that will be left

 Don’t be overly restrictive so that you will not be able to achieve your alternative performance     requirement.
Notes:

1. The District Manager may grant an exemption from meeting either the default or alternative performance requirement for coarse woody debris that is applicable.

2. A WL holder is only required to leave the minimum amounts of CWD on areas where there is an obligation to establish a free growing stand.

3. A WL holder is exempt from the requirements to provide required minimum amount of CWD if 

(a) the holder’s agreement (including the CP), or an enactment requires the holder to act in a manner contrary to the minimum amount of CWD, or

(b) the holder carries out a controlled burn on the cutblock that is authorized under an enactment (Wildfire Act and Wildfire Regulation).


[image: image8.emf]Resource Features



Default WLPPR s.56(1)(b)



Ensure that forest practices do 

not damage or render 

ineffective a resource feature.



Alternative - Specify 

measures



Relating to particular resource 

features



Provide rationale
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WLPPR section 56(1) indicates: Unless exempted under section 78 (1) [minister may grant exemptions], a woodlot licence holder who carries out a “forest practice” that could affect a resource feature must (a) carry out the measures specified in the holder's WLP that relate to the resource feature, or (b) if no measures are specified in the holder's WLP, ensure that the forest practice does not damage or render ineffective a resource feature.

Note: Unless a resource feature was made known under the Code or has been established under the Government Actions Regulation, there is no specific requirement to protect it under FRPA.  There may be protection requirements under the Heritage Conservation Act, Wildlife Act or Fisheries Act. 
The following are considered to be resource features if they were established as such under the Code 

· wildlife habitat features, 

· domestic water supply intakes and 

· related water supply infrastructures 

· marine sensitive zones

The following may be identified as resource features under the Government Actions Regulation:

· a surface or subsurface element of a karst system

· a range development (defined as a structure, excavation, a livestock trail indicated in a range plan or a forage improvement)

· Crown land used for research or experimental purposes

· a government sample site used as a snow course for measuring the water content of the snow pack in an area

· a cultural heritage resource that is the focus of a traditional use by FN’s and that is not regulated by the Heritage Conservation Act
· an interpretative forest site, recreation site or recreation trail

· a trail or other recreation facility referred to in section 57 of the Act that is authorized by the minister or under another enactment

· a recreation feature that the minister considers to be of significant recreational value


[image: image9.emf]RPF Signature and Seal



Required for results, strategies and measures 

that do not have default performance 

requirements



Strategy for protecting FN cultural heritage resources 



Wildlife tree retention strategy



Stocking information for specified areas 



Measures to prevent the spread of invasive plants, 



Measures to mitigate the effect of removing natural 

range barriers, and



any alternative performance requirements



Seriously consider the benefits of the

WLP being signed and sealed by an RPF



Risks, liabilities of managing a woodlot



Due diligence, professional accountability 

54


A WL holder is not required to have their entire WLP signed and sealed by a Registered Professional Forester. However, the following must be signed and sealed:

 Results and strategies for sections that do not have default performance requirements stated in the WLPPR, i.e. 

 Strategy for protecting and conserving of cultural heritage resources that are important to First Nations.

 Wildlife tree retention strategy,

 Stocking information for specified areas of commercial thinning, removal of individual trees, intermediate cuttings and/or harvesting for special forest products,

 Measures to prevent the introduction or spread of invasive plants, 

 Measures to mitigate the effect of removing natural range barriers,

 Any proposed alternative performance requirements in accordance with WLPPR section 13.

Due Diligence: It is strongly recommended that each licensee give serious consideration to the potential risks and liabilities associated with managing their specific woodlot licence and the possible benefits of having their entire WLP signed and sealed by an RPF to provide professional accountability for due diligence.  

The WL holder should carefully select an RPF that is knowledgeable in the preparation of WLPs and the WLPPR to ensure that nothing is overlooked in the preparation of the WLP that may lead to non-compliance.   


[image: image10.emf]Disclaimer & RPF Signature



The ‘Disclaimer’ in the WLP template is suggested by the 

MoF as appropriate wording for an RPF to use when signing 

off the portion of the WLP that does not include the default 

performance requirements accepted from the WLPPR.   



The Association of BC Forest Professionals Bylaw 10.5 

provides other wording

that may be used to sign off the entire 

WLP when an RPF:



supervises the WLP preparation, or



reviews a WLP prepared by a non-professional and provides a 

signed and sealed statement that the WLP has been prepared 

to the standards expected of a member of the ABCFP.   
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The MoF had the Disclaimer in the WLP template reviewed by the Association of BC Forest Professionals and indicates it is acceptable for a RPF to use when signing the portion of the WLP that does not include default performance requirements.  

The Association of BC Forest Professionals Bylaw 10 provides the following statements which might be useful where the RPF is signing and sealing the entire WLP for a WL holder who wants to use professional reliance as part of their due diligence:

10.5 Where some of all  of the work described in a professional document has not been carried out directly by the member authorized to affix their signature, seal or stamp to that professional document, and where that person is satisfied that the work has been carried out to a standard expected of an association member, he/she must sign and seal the professional document and depending on the type of review undertaken, shall add a certification statement in either of the following two (2) forms:

10.5.1.  I certify that the work described here in fulfills the standards expected of a member of the Association of British Columbia Forest Professionals and that I did personally supervise the work; or

10.5.2   I certify that I have reviewed this document and, while I did not personally supervise the work described, I have determined that this work has been done to the standards expected of a member of the Association of British Columbia Forest Professionals.

Bylaw 10.5.2 may be particularly useful in allowing a WL holder (who is not a professional forester) to carry out some or all of the preparation of the WLP with the RPF reviewing the WLP in the field to determine that the work has been done to a professional standard. 

Where the WL holder is an RPF who is signing and sealing a WLP they prepared for their own WL, the Disclaimer should not be used.


[image: image11.emf]Review and Comment



One advertisement required in a 

local newspaper



Referral may be required



Must make reasonable efforts to 

meet with First Nations groups



Review and Comment Period

•

normally 30 days

•

at least 5 days, if an emergency

•

> 30 days, if required by DM 
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Section 17 of the WLPPR specifies that a notice must be published in a local newspaper, and that an opportunity for review and comment must normally be provided for at least 30 days from the date that the notice first appears in the newspaper. 

A notice that the WLP is available for review and comment is normally sent to those parties who may be affected by operations on the WL, namely ranchers who have grazing rights in the WL area, trappers and guide outfitters with an interest in the area, First Nations, major licence holders, and private landowners if the WL is immediately adjacent to private land


The District Manager may require referrals to government agencies or any person.

EFFORTS MADE TO MEET WITH FIRST NATIONS
Describe the efforts (date and content) to meet with First Nations groups, and include any written comments received from these discussions.


[image: image12.emf]Supplemental Information to be 

Submitted with Final WLP



Copy of newspaper advertisement



Description of any referrals



Copy of any written comments received



Summary of revisions made to WLP as a result of 

comments



Summary of efforts made to meet with FN’s



Any relevant exemptions received (optional)



Rationales for any alternative performance requirements 
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Include a copy of the newspaper add that provided public notice that the WLP was available for public review and comment.  Make sure the copy of the add shows that date the add was published in the newspaper.

If you received any exemptions that are relevant to the preparation of the WLP you might want to include them with the supplemental information to assist the MoF in approving the WLP.

If the supplemental information is submitted as a separate document form the WLP and contains any rationales for proposed alternative performance requirements, the rationales should be signed and sealed by an RPF.


[image: image13.emf]Normal WLP Approval



The WLP will be approved if the DM is 

satisfied the plan:



conforms to all of the WLP requirements,  



is consistent with government objectives



is signed by an RPF

"Factors" relating to: 



land use objectives 



biodiversity 



objectives set by government for soils 



water, fish, wildlife and biodiversity in riparian areas 



cultural heritage resources 



stocking specifications 
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Section 16 of the Forest and Range Practices Act contains a number of provisions that must be met to allow the District Manager to approve a WLP

(1.1) The district manager must approve a WLP or an amendment to a WLP if it conforms to section 13.  
(1.2) A WLP or an amendment to a WLP conforms to section 13 if    

   (a) a person with prescribed qualifications, certifies that it conforms to section 13 in relation to prescribed subject matter, and    

   (b) the district manager is satisfied that it conforms to section 13 in relation to subject matter not prescribed for the purpose of paragraph (a).  

Note: The WLPPR identifies no prescribed subject matter described in paragraph (a) so there is no need for a person with prescribed qualifications to certify that the WLP conforms to section 13 of FRPA.  This means that the district manager must be satisfied that the entire WLP conforms to section 13 of FRPA. 

(2) Unless an enactment, whenever enacted, or an objective set by government, whenever established, includes a statement that it applies despite this subsection, a woodlot licence plan or an amendment submitted to the district manager for approval must be considered to have conformed to this Act, the regulations, the standards and the objectives set by government if the plan or amendment conforms to the relevant provisions of this Act, the regulations, the standards and the objectives as they were 4 months before the date of the submission of the plan or amendment to the district manager.

(2.1) Except in prescribed circumstances, before approving a WLP or amendment, the district manager may require the holder of a proposed plan or amendment to submit information that the district manager reasonably requires in order to determine if the proposed plan or amendment conforms to subsection (1.1). 

WLPPR section 18(2) indicates: The district manager may request information under section 16 (2.1) of the Act in respect of an alternative performance requirement or stocking standard if the information is 

(a) relevant to the factors in Schedule 1 that were addressed, if any,

(b) relevant to any factor that the holder addressed that is not a factor listed in Schedule 1, and

(c) either available to the holder or in the control or possession of the holder. 


[image: image14.emf]Minor Amendments



Approval Required if an amendment adds or varies an 

Alternative Performance Requirement



Approval Not Required if:



Correcting map or non-substantive data if it doesn’t 



reduce the area where harvesting will be avoided  or 

constrained



increase adverse impacts on forest resources



Reclassifying a stream, wetland or lake



It does not decrease the nature or quality of wildlife trees or 

wildlife tree retention areas
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Forest and Range Practices Act section 20 indicates: (1) Despite section 16, except in prescribed circumstances, an approval is not required to amend a WLP if its holder determines that   

(a) the proposed amendment    

    (i) conforms to section 13, and    

    (ii) does not materially change the intended results or strategies specified in the plan, or   

(b) the proposed amendment conforms to prescribed requirements. 

(2)The holder of a WLP must provide the district manager with a copy of the amendment as soon as practicable after it has been incorporated in the plan. 

(3)The district manager may take action in accordance with the regulations if he or she considers that the decision under subsection (1) was wrongly made.

WLPPR section 21 states:

(1) For the purpose of section 20 (1) (b) [minor amendments] of the Act, a proposed amendment to a WLP does not require approval of the district manager if the proposed amendment is in respect to  

(a) correcting a mapping or non-substantive data entry referred to in section 8, that will not  

    (i) decrease the area where harvesting will be avoided or constrained, or 

    (ii) increase the adverse impact on forest resources,  

(b) the reclassification of a stream, wetland or lake, or 

(c) the wildlife tree retention strategy prepared under section 11, that will not decrease the nature or quality of wildlife trees or wildlife tree retention areas.  

(2) An amendment that does not require the approval of the district manager takes effect when it is signed in accordance with section 13 (4) of the Act or section 16.


[image: image15.emf]Mandatory Amendments



If you (ought to) know 

that your plan won’t 

achieve the required 

results



Submit an amendment



Stop operations affected 

by the amendment



If your actions or a 

natural event make the 

plan unachievable



Notify the district manager



Amend if required



Stop operations affected 

by the amendment
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WLPPR section 23 indicates: 

(1) A WL holder who knows or ought reasonably to know that performing the operations specified in a WLP will not achieve the results specified in the plan or the requirements of this regulation  

(a) must submit to the district manager an amendment to the plan, and 

(b) must not carry out any operation that would be materially affected by the amendment submitted under paragraph (a) until the amendment has been approved.  

(2) If the requirements of the WLP cannot be met as a result of the WL holder carrying out, or failing to carry out, a forest practice on the area covered by the plan, or the occurrence of a natural event, the holder must  

(a) notify the district manager, and 

(b) if an amendment to the plan is required, not carry out any operation that would be materially affected by the proposed amendment until the amendment has been approved.


[image: image16.emf]Amendments for New Objectives



After a WLP is approved, if a new government 

objective is established and  the WLP is 

inconsistent with the objective,  a WLP 

amendment must be submitted for approval 

no later than 5 years after the date an 

objective is established.
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Section 15 of the Forest And Ranger Practices Act indicates the following: (1) In this section: 
“amendment” means an amendment to a woodlot licence plan to make it consistent with an objective,
“objective” means 

(a) an objective set by government, and

(b) an objective that is established under this Act or the regulations

but does not include an objective referred to in section 13 (3).
(2) No later than 5 years after the date an objective is established, the holder of a woodlot licence plan that becomes inconsistent with an objective must submit an amendment to the district manager for approval.

(3) Despite subsection (2), the holder of a woodlot licence plan need not submit an amendment that pertains to a portion of the plan that is subject to 

(a) a cutting permit, or 

(b) a road permit in effect immediately before the establishment of the objective.

This means that CPs and RPs that are in effect immediately before the objective is established are not affected by the new objective.  

[image: image17.emf]Use of Seed WLPPR s.32



Must comply with the Chief Forester’s 

Standards for Seed Use (the seed transfer 

rules) 



Alternatives can only be approved by the Chief 

Forester if consistent with the standards



cannot be approved by the District Manager

More Info: http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/code/cfstandards/
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A copy of the Chief Forester’s Standards for Seed Use can be obtained from http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/code/cfstandards/ . 

What are the Chief Forester’s Standards for Seed Use?
describe the requirements for using tree seed when reforesting Crown land in BC. include the requirements for registering, storing, selecting and transferring tree seed 

Q. What is the purpose of these standards?
To ensure that seed can be tracked from its source of collection to its planting site and that seed is adapted to the environment in which it is planted.

Q. When did the standards come into effect?

April 1, 2005

Q. To whom do the standards apply?
Any person who plants trees or uses direct seeding methods to establish a free growing stand under FPRA and its regulations. 

Q. Do these standards apply to private forestland?
Only private forestland that is subject to FPRA, including all private land within woodlot licences. 

Q. Why are the standards written in such legal terms and format?
The standards are part of FRPA’s legal framework. As such they have the weight and force of law. 

Q. Why are these seed use requirements described as chief forester standards and not as regulations or guidelines?
Detailed scientific and technical information is not usually found in regulation. Government conferred responsibility to the chief forester, to establish standards.
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
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at time of sowing
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

Alternatives are very unlikely to be 
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consistent with these standards
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The Chief Forester is not planning to delegate authority to approve variances from the ‘Standards for Seed Use’ to the District Managers.  

It will be difficult to obtain a variance to use natural stand seed where section 7.3 of the Chief Forester’s Standards for Seed Used requires that seed orchard seed with at least 5 % genetic worth be used, if available, at the time of sowing.  Seed with 5% genetic worth should grow 5% faster than seed from natural stands.

There is little chance that a variance to plant seedlings grown from natural stand seed would  be approved as it would not be consistent with the Chief Forester’s standards to use seed orchard seed with at least 5 % genetic worth if available at the time the seedlings were sown.  

Section 8.8 of the Chief Forester’s Standards for Seed Use allow up to 5% of the seedlings planted during a fiscal year (April 1st to March 31st),on a WL to be inconsistent with the ‘transfer limits for registered lots’ described under Part 8 of the standards. This 5% allowance does not apply to the requirement to use of seed orchard seed.

If a cutblock was harvested under the Code and there are still outstanding silviculture obligations, section 198 of FRPA indicates the old Woodlot Licence Forest Management Regulation requirements apply with respect to the use of seed for reforestation.
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
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FRPA section 198 indicates: If a WL holder has carried out a “forest practice” in the WL area before the effective date (January 31, 2004), and the requirements of the Code and the Code regulations that pertain to that area have not been completed before the effective date, the holder must comply with those requirements.  

FRPA section 1 indicates: “forest practice” means each of the following activities carried out by the government or by a holder of an agreement under the Forest Act on private land subject to a tree farm licence, community forest agreement or a woodlot licence or on Crown forest land:
(a) timber harvesting, road construction, road maintenance, road use, road deactivation, silviculture treatments, including grazing for the purposes of brushing, botanical forest product collecting and fire use, control and suppression;

(b) any other activity that is carried out by the government or by the holder of an agreement under the Forest Act;

This mean that if you harvested a cutblock before January 31, 2004, and you haven’t established a free growing stand on the area, you could apply for an ‘exemption’ from the seed transfer rules or the requirement to use the best genetic source available under Woodlot Licence Forest Management Regulation (WLFMR) section 82(2)(b) or (c). 

These provisions of the WLFMR allow the District Manager to 

authorize the use of registered seed that is not of the best genetic quality source available (i.e. to use natural stand seed instead of seed orchard seed), or 

permit the limits for seed or vegetative material transfer specified in the Seed and Vegetative Material Guidebook to be exceeded. 

You may be able to convince the district manager that, prior to January 31, 2004, you carried out a “forest practice” (any other activity that is carried out by the holder of an agreement under the Forest Act), on the area you need to reforest you may be able to get the district manager to authorize a variance from the requirements for seed use under the WLFMR.
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

Once the WLP is approved you can apply for 

CPs and RPs as long as they are consistent 
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
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WLPPR section 33 indicates: Before a WL licence holder harvests timber from an area where the holder is required to establish a free growing stand, the holder must prepare a map for the area according to the standards set under subsection (1), showing 

(a) the biogeoclimatic ecosystem classification, including the site series listed within that classification, for the area, and

(b) the stocking standards that apply to the area. 

WLPPR section 35 makes it clear that a free growing stand must conform with the approved stocking standards from the WLP, not the stocking standards in pre-harvest mapping.  

Although the pre-harvest mapping provides the biogeoclimatic ecosystem classification to the site series level that allows the exact stocking standards in the WLP to be identified for the cutblock, if the pre-harvest mapping is incorrect, the stocking standards from the WLP will be identified using the correct biogeoclimatic ecosystem classification to the site series level. 

The pre-harvest map also allows the MoF to record stocking standards that apply to particular cutblocks for record keeping purposes.  
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Woodlot Licence holders need to stay informed on new orders that are created under the Government Actions Regulation.

The Ministry of Environment will be establishing regionally important wildlife, fisheries sensitive watershed objectives and wildlife habitat features in the near future.  

These new Government Actions Regulation orders will affect WLs which happen to be situated where the order applies.
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

Section 2 of the Government Actions Regulation  

indicates that an order does not apply to an area 

where a CP or RP was issued before the order 
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prior to an order being established that may 

have a material adverse effect on the holder. 
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[image: image23.emf]WLPPR Practice Requirements 

and Linkages to GAR



When a GAR order creates a new item that is 

linked to a practice requirement the WL holder 

must comply with the practice requirement 

except on areas where a CP or RP was issued 

before the effective date of the GAR order
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Example:  A GAR order creates a new wildlife 

habitat feature and WLPPR section 56(2) 

requires the WL holder not to damage the 

wildlife habitat feature or render it ineffective.
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In the example of a newly created  wildlife habitat feature, it is important to understand that the practice requirement to not damage the wildlife habitat feature in WLPPR section 56(2) applies to areas of the affected WL that are not covered by an active cutting permit or road permit even though the new wildlife habitat feature is not identified or described in the WLP.  

With the exception of areas where there is an active CP or RP, when a new item is established by an order under the Government Actions Regulation the associated practice requirements in the WLPPR are activated as soon as the order under the Government Actions Regulation established the item.  
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Resource Features

Default WLPPR s.56(1)(b)

		Ensure that forest practices do not damage or render ineffective a resource feature.



Alternative - Specify measures

		Relating to particular resource features

		Provide rationale
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WLPPR section 56(1) indicates: Unless exempted under section 78 (1) [minister may grant exemptions], a woodlot licence holder who carries out a “forest practice” that could affect a resource feature must (a) carry out the measures specified in the holder's WLP that relate to the resource feature, or (b) if no measures are specified in the holder's WLP, ensure that the forest practice does not damage or render ineffective a resource feature.

Note: Unless a resource feature was made known under the Code or has been established under the Government Actions Regulation, there is no specific requirement to protect it under FRPA.  There may be protection requirements under the Heritage Conservation Act, Wildlife Act or Fisheries Act. The following may be identified as resource features under the Government Actions Regulation:

		a surface or subsurface element of a karst system

		a range development (defined as a structure, excavation, a livestock trail indicated in a range plan or a forage improvement)

		Crown land used for research or experimental purposes

		a government sample site used as a snow course for measuring the water content of the snow pack in an area

		a cultural heritage resource that is the focus of a traditional use by FN’s and that is not regulated by the Heritage Conservation Act

		an interpretative forest site, recreation site or recreation trail

		a trail or other recreation facility referred to in section 57 of the Act that is authorized by the minister or under another enactment

		a recreation feature that the minister considers to be of significant recreational value

		The following are still considered to be resource features if they established as resource features under the Code 

		wildlife habitat features, domestic water supply intakes and related water supply infrastructures 

		marine sensitive zones
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Supplemental Information to be Submitted with Final WLP

		Copy of newspaper advertisement

		Description of any referrals

		Copy of any written comments received

		Summary of revisions made to WLP as a result of comments

		Summary of efforts made to meet with FN’s

		Any relevant exemptions received (optional)

		Rationales for any alternative performance requirements 
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Include a copy of the newspaper add that provided public notice that the WLP was available for public review and comment.  Make sure the copy of the add shows that date the add was published in the newspaper.



If you received any exemptions that are relevant to the preparation of the WLP you might want to include them with the supplemental information to assist the MoF in approving the WLP.



If the supplemental information is submitted as a separate document form the WLP and contains any rationales for proposed alternative performance requirements, the rationales should be signed and sealed by an RPF.
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Amendments for New Objectives

		After a WLP is approved, if a new government objective is established and  the WLP is inconsistent with the objective,  a WLP amendment must be submitted for approval no later than 5 years after the date an objective is established.
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Section 15 of the Forest And Ranger Practices Act indicates the following: (1) In this section: 

“amendment” means an amendment to a woodlot licence plan to make it consistent with an objective,

“objective” means 

(a) an objective set by government, and

(b) an objective that is established under this Act or the regulations

but does not include an objective referred to in section 13 (3).

(2) No later than 5 years after the date an objective is established, the holder of a woodlot licence plan that becomes inconsistent with an objective must submit an amendment to the district manager for approval.

(3) Despite subsection (2), the holder of a woodlot licence plan need not submit an amendment that pertains to a portion of the plan that is subject to 

(a) a cutting permit, or 

(b) a road permit in effect immediately before the establishment of the objective.



This means that CPs and RPs that are in effect immediately before the objective is established are not affected by the new objective.  
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Chief Forester’s Standards for Seed Use 

		Must use seed orchard seed with at least 5 % genetic worth if it is available at time of sowing

		95% of seedlings planted in a fiscal year must comply with the seed transfer rules 

		Alternatives are very unlikely to be approved by the Chief Forester unless consistent with these standards
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The Chief Forester is not planning to delegate authority to approve variances from the ‘Standards for Seed Use’ to the District Managers.  

It will be difficult to obtain a variance to use natural stand seed where section 7.3 of the Chief Forester’s Standards for Seed Used requires that seed orchard seed with at least 5 % genetic worth be used, if available, at the time of sowing.  Seed with 5% genetic worth should grow 5% faster than seed from natural stands.

There is little chance that a variance to plant seedlings grown from natural stand seed would  be approved as it would not be consistent with the Chief Forester’s standards to use seed orchard seed with at least 5 % genetic worth if available at the time the seedlings were sown.  

Section 8.8 of the Chief Forester’s Standards for Seed Use allow up to 5% of the seedlings planted during a fiscal year (April 1st to March 31st),on a WL to be inconsistent with the ‘transfer limits for registered lots’ described under Part 8 of the standards. This 5% allowance does not apply to the requirement to use of seed orchard seed.

If a cutblock was harvested under the Code and there are still outstanding silviculture obligations, section 198 of FRPA indicates the old Woodlot Licence Forest Management Regulation requirements apply with respect to the use of seed for reforestation.
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Pre-Harvest Mapping

		Once the WLP is approved you can apply for CPs and RPs as long as they are consistent with the WLP.



		Before harvesting a new cutblock under the WLP you must prepare a map of the area showing: 

		the biogeoclimatic ecosystem classification to the site series, and 

		the stocking standards that apply.
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WLPPR section 33 indicates: Before a WL licence holder harvests timber from an area where the holder is required to establish a free growing stand, the holder must prepare a map for the area according to the standards set under subsection (1), showing 

(a) the biogeoclimatic ecosystem classification, including the site series listed within that classification, for the area, and

(b) the stocking standards that apply to the area. 



WLPPR section 35 makes it clear that a free growing stand must conform with the approved stocking standards from the WLP, not the stocking standards in pre-harvest mapping.  



Although the pre-harvest mapping provides the biogeoclimatic ecosystem classification to the site series level that allows the exact stocking standards in the WLP to be identified for the cutblock, if the pre-harvest mapping is incorrect, the stocking standards from the WLP will be identified using the correct biogeoclimatic ecosystem classification to the site series level. 



The pre-harvest map also allows the MoF to record stocking standards that apply to particular cutblocks for record keeping purposes.  
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Government Actions Regulation Orders

		Section 2 of the Government Actions Regulation  indicates that an order does not apply to an area where a CP or RP was issued before the order was established.



		This means the issued CP or RP does not need to comply with practice requirements that are linked to the item established by the order.



		With the exception of establishing species at risk, WL holders are to be consulted and notified prior to an order being established that may have a material adverse effect on the holder. 
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WLPPR Practice Requirements and Linkages to GAR

		When a GAR order creates a new item that is linked to a practice requirement the WL holder must comply with the practice requirement except on areas where a CP or RP was issued before the effective date of the GAR order



		Example:  A GAR order creates a new wildlife habitat feature and WLPPR section 56(2) requires the WL holder not to damage the wildlife habitat feature or render it ineffective.
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In the example of a newly created  wildlife habitat feature, it is important to understand that the practice requirement to not damage the wildlife habitat feature in WLPPR section 56(2) applies to areas of the affected WL that are not covered by an active cutting permit or road permit even though the new wildlife habitat feature is not identified or described in the WLP.  



With the exception of areas where there is an active CP or RP, when a new item is established by an order under the Government Actions Regulation the associated practice requirements in the WLPPR are activated as soon as the order under the Government Actions Regulation established the item.  
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Government Actions Regulation Orders

Orders under the Government Actions Regulation can establish new:

		  resource features 

		  lakeshore management zones 

		  scenic areas and visual quality objectives 

		  community watersheds and water quality objectives

		  general wildlife measures

		  wildlife habitat areas and objectives

		  wildlife habitat features

		  ungulate winter ranges and objectives

		  species at risk, regionally important wildlife 

		  general wildlife measures 

		  fisheries sensitive watersheds and objectives

		  temperature sensitive streams
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Woodlot Licence holders need to stay informed on new orders that are created under the Government Actions Regulation.



The Ministry of Environment will be establishing regionally important wildlife, fisheries sensitive watershed objectives and wildlife habitat features in the near future.  



These new Government Actions Regulation orders will affect WLs which happen to be situated where the order applies.
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Code Use of Seed WLFMR s.82

		For areas harvested before 

Jan 31/2004 the District Manager can:



		authorize the use of registered seed that is not of the best genetic quality source available, or 



		permit the limits for seed or vegetative material transfer specified in the Seed and Vegetative Material Guidebook to be exceeded. 
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FRPA section 198 indicates: If a WL holder has carried out a “forest practice” in the WL area before the effective date (January 31, 2004), and the requirements of the Code and the Code regulations that pertain to that area have not been completed before the effective date, the holder must comply with those requirements.  



FRPA section 1 indicates: “forest practice” means each of the following activities carried out by the government or by a holder of an agreement under the Forest Act on private land subject to a tree farm licence, community forest agreement or a woodlot licence or on Crown forest land:

(a) timber harvesting, road construction, road maintenance, road use, road deactivation, silviculture treatments, including grazing for the purposes of brushing, botanical forest product collecting and fire use, control and suppression;

(b) any other activity that is carried out by the government or by the holder of an agreement under the Forest Act;



This mean that if you harvested a cutblock before January 31, 2004, and you haven’t established a free growing stand on the area, you could apply for an ‘exemption’ from the seed transfer rules or the requirement to use the best genetic source available under Woodlot Licence Forest Management Regulation (WLFMR) section 82(2)(b) or (c). 

These provisions of the WLFMR allow the District Manager to 

		authorize the use of registered seed that is not of the best genetic quality source available (i.e. to use natural stand seed instead of seed orchard seed), or 

		permit the limits for seed or vegetative material transfer specified in the Seed and Vegetative Material Guidebook to be exceeded. 





You may be able to convince the district manager that, prior to January 31, 2004, you carried out a “forest practice” (any other activity that is carried out by the holder of an agreement under the Forest Act), on the area you need to reforest you may be able to get the district manager to authorize a variance from the requirements for seed use under the WLFMR.
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Use of Seed WLPPR s.32

		Must comply with the Chief Forester’s Standards for Seed Use (the seed transfer rules) 



		Alternatives can only be approved by the Chief Forester if consistent with the standards

		cannot be approved by the District Manager



More Info: http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/code/cfstandards/
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A copy of the Chief Forester’s Standards for Seed Use can be obtained from http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/code/cfstandards/ . 



What are the Chief Forester’s Standards for Seed Use?

		describe the requirements for using tree seed when reforesting Crown land in BC. include the requirements for registering, storing, selecting and transferring tree seed 



Q. What is the purpose of these standards?

		To ensure that seed can be tracked from its source of collection to its planting site and that seed is adapted to the environment in which it is planted.



Q. When did the standards come into effect?

		April 1, 2005



Q. To whom do the standards apply?

		Any person who plants trees or uses direct seeding methods to establish a free growing stand under FPRA and its regulations. 



Q. Do these standards apply to private forestland?

		Only private forestland that is subject to FPRA, including all private land within woodlot licences. 



Q. Why are the standards written in such legal terms and format?

		The standards are part of FRPA’s legal framework. As such they have the weight and force of law. 



Q. Why are these seed use requirements described as chief forester standards and not as regulations or guidelines?

		Detailed scientific and technical information is not usually found in regulation. Government conferred responsibility to the chief forester, to establish standards.



Q. Can one obtain a variance to the standards through a Forest Stewardship Plan or Woodlot Licence Plan?

		No. Only the chief forester or his delegate can approve an alternative to the standards if the proposed alternative is consistent with the intent of the standard. 
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Minor Amendments

		Approval Required if an amendment adds or varies an Alternative Performance Requirement



		Approval Not Required if:

		Correcting map or non-substantive data if it doesn’t 

		reduce the area where harvesting will be avoided  or constrained

		increase adverse impacts on forest resources

		Reclassifying a stream, wetland or lake

		It does not decrease the nature or quality of wildlife trees or wildlife tree retention areas
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Forest and Range Practices Act section 20 indicates: (1) Despite section 16, except in prescribed circumstances, an approval is not required to amend a WLP if its holder determines that   

(a) the proposed amendment    

    (i) conforms to section 13, and    

    (ii) does not materially change the intended results or strategies specified in the plan, or   

(b) the proposed amendment conforms to prescribed requirements. 



(2)The holder of a WLP must provide the district manager with a copy of the amendment as soon as practicable after it has been incorporated in the plan. 



(3)The district manager may take action in accordance with the regulations if he or she considers that the decision under subsection (1) was wrongly made.



WLPPR section 21 states:

(1) For the purpose of section 20 (1) (b) [minor amendments] of the Act, a proposed amendment to a WLP does not require approval of the district manager if the proposed amendment is in respect to  

(a) correcting a mapping or non-substantive data entry referred to in section 8, that will not  

    (i) decrease the area where harvesting will be avoided or constrained, or 

    (ii) increase the adverse impact on forest resources,  

(b) the reclassification of a stream, wetland or lake, or 

(c) the wildlife tree retention strategy prepared under section 11, that will not decrease the nature or quality of wildlife trees or wildlife tree retention areas.  



(2) An amendment that does not require the approval of the district manager takes effect when it is signed in accordance with section 13 (4) of the Act or section 16.
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Mandatory Amendments

		If you (ought to) know that your plan won’t achieve the required results

		Submit an amendment

		Stop operations affected by the amendment



		If your actions or a natural event make the plan unachievable

		Notify the district manager

		Amend if required

		Stop operations affected by the amendment
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WLPPR section 23 indicates: 



(1) A WL holder who knows or ought reasonably to know that performing the operations specified in a WLP will not achieve the results specified in the plan or the requirements of this regulation  

(a) must submit to the district manager an amendment to the plan, and 

(b) must not carry out any operation that would be materially affected by the amendment submitted under paragraph (a) until the amendment has been approved.  



(2) If the requirements of the WLP cannot be met as a result of the WL holder carrying out, or failing to carry out, a forest practice on the area covered by the plan, or the occurrence of a natural event, the holder must  

(a) notify the district manager, and 

(b) if an amendment to the plan is required, not carry out any operation that would be materially affected by the proposed amendment until the amendment has been approved.
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Normal WLP Approval

		The WLP will be approved if the DM is satisfied the plan:

		conforms to all of the WLP requirements,  

		is consistent with government objectives

		is signed by an RPF





"Factors" relating to: 

		land use objectives 

		biodiversity 

		objectives set by government for soils 

		water, fish, wildlife and biodiversity in riparian areas 

		cultural heritage resources 

		stocking specifications 
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Section 16 of the Forest and Range Practices Act contains a number of provisions that must be met to allow the District Manager to approve a WLP

(1.1) The district manager must approve a WLP or an amendment to a WLP if it conforms to section 13.  

(1.2) A WLP or an amendment to a WLP conforms to section 13 if    

   (a) a person with prescribed qualifications, certifies that it conforms to section 13 in relation to prescribed subject matter, and    

   (b) the district manager is satisfied that it conforms to section 13 in relation to subject matter not prescribed for the purpose of paragraph (a).  

Note: The WLPPR identifies no prescribed subject matter described in paragraph (a) so there is no need for a person with prescribed qualifications to certify that the WLP conforms to section 13 of FRPA.  This means that the district manager must be satisfied that the entire WLP conforms to section 13 of FRPA. 

(2) Unless an enactment, whenever enacted, or an objective set by government, whenever established, includes a statement that it applies despite this subsection, a woodlot licence plan or an amendment submitted to the district manager for approval must be considered to have conformed to this Act, the regulations, the standards and the objectives set by government if the plan or amendment conforms to the relevant provisions of this Act, the regulations, the standards and the objectives as they were 4 months before the date of the submission of the plan or amendment to the district manager.

(2.1) Except in prescribed circumstances, before approving a WLP or amendment, the district manager may require the holder of a proposed plan or amendment to submit information that the district manager reasonably requires in order to determine if the proposed plan or amendment conforms to subsection (1.1). 

WLPPR section 18(2) indicates: The district manager may request information under section 16 (2.1) of the Act in respect of an alternative performance requirement or stocking standard if the information is 

(a) relevant to the factors in Schedule 1 that were addressed, if any,

(b) relevant to any factor that the holder addressed that is not a factor listed in Schedule 1, and

(c) either available to the holder or in the control or possession of the holder. 
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Disclaimer & RPF Signature

		The ‘Disclaimer’ in the WLP template is suggested by the MoF as appropriate wording for an RPF to use when signing off the portion of the WLP that does not include the default performance requirements accepted from the WLPPR.   



		The Association of BC Forest Professionals Bylaw 10.5 provides other wording that may be used to sign off the entire WLP when an RPF:



		supervises the WLP preparation, or

		reviews a WLP prepared by a non-professional and provides a signed and sealed statement that the WLP has been prepared to the standards expected of a member of the ABCFP.   
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The MoF had the Disclaimer in the WLP template reviewed by the Association of BC Forest Professionals and indicates it is acceptable for a RPF to use when signing the portion of the WLP that does not include default performance requirements.  

The Association of BC Forest Professionals Bylaw 10 provides the following statements which might be useful where the RPF is signing and sealing the entire WLP for a WL holder who wants to use professional reliance as part of their due diligence:

10.5 Where some of all  of the work described in a professional document has not been carried out directly by the member authorized to affix their signature, seal or stamp to that professional document, and where that person is satisfied that the work has been carried out to a standard expected of an association member, he/she must sign and seal the professional document and depending on the type of review undertaken, shall add a certification statement in either of the following two (2) forms:

10.5.1.  I certify that the work described here in fulfills the standards expected of a member of the Association of British Columbia Forest Professionals and that I did personally supervise the work; or

10.5.2   I certify that I have reviewed this document and, while I did not personally supervise the work described, I have determined that this work has been done to the standards expected of a member of the Association of British Columbia Forest Professionals.



Bylaw 10.5.2 may be particularly useful in allowing a WL holder (who is not a professional forester) to carry out some or all of the preparation of the WLP with the RPF reviewing the WLP in the field to determine that the work has been done to a professional standard. 



Where the WL holder is an RPF who is signing and sealing a WLP they prepared for their own WL, the Disclaimer should not be used.
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Review and Comment

		One advertisement required in a local newspaper

		Referral may be required

		Must make reasonable efforts to meet with First Nations groups

		Review and Comment Period



normally 30 days

at least 5 days, if an emergency

> 30 days, if required by DM 
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Section 17 of the WLPPR specifies that a notice must be published in a local newspaper, and that an opportunity for review and comment must normally be provided for at least 30 days from the date that the notice first appears in the newspaper. 



A notice that the WLP is available for review and comment is normally sent to those parties who may be affected by operations on the WL, namely ranchers who have grazing rights in the WL area, trappers and guide outfitters with an interest in the area, First Nations, major licence holders, and private landowners if the WL is immediately adjacent to private land



The District Manager may require referrals to government agencies or any person.



EFFORTS MADE TO MEET WITH FIRST NATIONS

Describe the efforts (date and content) to meet with First Nations groups, and include any written comments received from these discussions.
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RPF Signature and Seal

		Required for results, strategies and measures that do not have default performance requirements

		Strategy for protecting FN cultural heritage resources 

		Wildlife tree retention strategy

		Stocking information for specified areas 

		Measures to prevent the spread of invasive plants, 

		Measures to mitigate the effect of removing natural range barriers, and

		any alternative performance requirements



		Seriously consider the benefits of the

WLP being signed and sealed by an RPF

		Risks, liabilities of managing a woodlot

		Due diligence, professional accountability 
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A WL holder is not required to have their entire WLP signed and sealed by a Registered Professional Forester. However, the following must be signed and sealed:

		 Results and strategies for sections that do not have default performance requirements stated in the WLPPR, i.e. 

		 Strategy for protecting and conserving of cultural heritage resources that are important to First Nations.

		 Wildlife tree retention strategy,

		 Stocking information for specified areas of commercial thinning, removal of individual trees, intermediate cuttings and/or harvesting for special forest products,

		 Measures to prevent the introduction or spread of invasive plants, 

		 Measures to mitigate the effect of removing natural range barriers,

		 Any proposed alternative performance requirements in accordance with WLPPR section 13.





Due Diligence: It is strongly recommended that each licensee give serious consideration to the potential risks and liabilities associated with managing their specific woodlot licence and the possible benefits of having their entire WLP signed and sealed by an RPF to provide professional accountability for due diligence.  



The WL holder should carefully select an RPF that is knowledgeable in the preparation of WLPs and the WLPPR to ensure that nothing is overlooked in the preparation of the WLP that may lead to non-compliance.   
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Restrictions in Riparian Reserve Zone

		No cutting, modification or removal of trees unless specified in the WLP, or for: 

		Safety hazards

		Topping or pruning for wind firmness

		Building a stream crossing

		Corridors for full-suspension yarding

		Guyline tiebacks

		Sanitation treatments

		Felling trees for salvage if no material adverse impact on the RRZ

		Establishing or maintaining a recreation site, trail or facility

		No road construction unless specified in the WLP
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WLPPR section 39 contains two instances where the WLP can be used to specify activities that are otherwise restricted or prohibited in a riparian reserve zone.

(1) A WL holder must not cut, modify or remove trees in a riparian reserve zone, unless it has been specified in a woodlot licence plan or it is limited to one of the following purposes: 

(a) felling or modifying a tree that is a safety hazard, if there is no other practicable option for addressing the safety hazard; 

(b) topping or pruning a tree that is not wind firm; 

(c) constructing a stream crossing; 

(d) creating a corridor for full suspension yarding; 

(e) creating guyline tiebacks; 

(f) carrying out a sanitation treatment (there is no longer a regulation definition of what a sanitation treatment is)

(g) felling or modifying a tree that has been windthrown or has been damaged by fire, insects, disease or other causes, if the felling or modifying will not have a material adverse impact on the riparian reserve zone; 

(h) felling or modifying a tree for the purpose of establishing or maintaining an interpretative forest site, recreation site, recreation facility or recreation trail. 

Subsection (1) allows a WL holder to propose an alternative performance requirement in the WLP to specify other situations where trees may be cut, modified or removed from a location within a riparian reserve zone.

(2) A woodlot licence holder who fells, tops, prunes or modifies a tree under subsection (1) may remove the tree only if the removal will not have a material adverse affect on the riparian reserve zone.

(2.1) A woodlot licence holder must not construct a road in a riparian reserve zone in a cutblock unless the construction has been specified in a woodlot licence plan. 

Subsection (2.1) allows the WL holder to propose road construction in a riparian reserve zone that would otherwise not be allowed.  This is best done by indicating the approximate location of the proposed road on the map and providing a rationale as to why the road should be located in the riparian reserve zone.  Subsection (2.1) is not an alternative performance requirement described in WLPPR section 13(1). 

It is recommended that the WL holder discuss situations where it is necessary to construct a road in a riparian reserve zone with the MoF before proposing the road construction in the WLP. In the event that the district manager is willing to approve the construction of the road in the riparian reserve zone an alternative performance requirement would be required to cover the cutting, modification and removal of trees, under WLPPR section 39(1), from the road clearing width, unless the road construction in the riparian reserve zone is limited to a stream crossing.  
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Wildlife Tree Retention

		A WL holder must ensure that the % of the WL area occupied by wildlife tree retention areas is no less than the least of the following: 

		the % specified in a land use objective; 

		the % specified in the WLP; 

		8% of the WL area.  



		An alternative performance requirement may propose a lower % of the WL area if:

		Adjacent to a protected area with lots of wildlife trees
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“Wildlife trees” means a tree or group of trees that

(a) provide wildlife habitat, and

(b) assist in the conservation of stand level biodiversity;



“Wildlife tree retention area” means an area for retention of wildlife trees specified in a WLP;



There is no definition of how dispersed wildlife trees contribute to the required percentage of the WL area that needs to be occupied by wildlife tree retention.  The wildlife tree retention strategy or an alternative performance requirement could propose a way of measuring the contribution of scattered individual wildlife trees, (e.g. 20 m2 of basal area of quality wildlife trees = 1 ha. in the interior)



WLPPR section 52 indicates: 

(1) Unless exempted under section 78 (1), a WL holder must ensure that the proportion of the WL area that is occupied by wildlife tree retention areas is no less than the least of the following: 

(a) the proportion specified for the area in a land use objective; 

(b) the proportion specified for the area in the holder's woodlot licence plan; 

(c) 8% of the woodlot licence area.  

(2) A WL holder must not cut, damage or remove wildlife trees or trees within a wildlife tree retention area except in accordance with the wildlife tree retention strategy prepared under section 11 [wildlife tree retention strategy required].



Note: If the WL was originally issued before June 15, 1995, and the current WL management plan doesn’t contain commitments about wildlife tree retentions, then there is no legal requirement for wildlife tree retention on the WL private Schedule A land.  A WL holder who meets these criteria may want to document in the WLP that wildlife tree retention is not required on their private Schedule A land. 
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Coarse Woody Debris (CWD)

Default Minimum requirement for CWD on areas where a free growing stand must be established are:

On the Coast: 4 logs per ha ≥ 5 m in length and ≥30 cm in diameter at one end.

In the Interior: 4 logs per ha ≥ 2 m in length and ≥ 7.5 cm in diameter at one end



Alternative WLPPR s. 54(1)(a)
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 Default

You can leave more CWD than the default  without needing to propose an alternative



A higher limit for CWD in the WLP will not change the utilization standards in your WL and cutting permit



Coarse Woody Debris (CWD): sound and rotting logs and stumps that provide habitat for plants, animals, and insects and a source of nutrients for soil development. 

Default:  WLPPR section 54(1)(b)

		 Area on Coast – minimum retention of 4 logs per ha ≥ 5 m in length and ≥30 cm in diameter at one   end.

		 Area in Interior – minimum retention of 4 logs per ha ≥ 2 m in length and ≥ 7.5 cm in diameter at one end.



Recommendation: Accept the default standards as they are easily achieved and provide flexibility to leave more CWD if you wish.   

Some may wish to increase the minimum by stating an alternative.

		 Describe the type of wood that will be left

		 Describe the minimum amount that will be left

		 Don’t be overly restrictive so that you will not be able to achieve your alternative performance     requirement.



Notes:

1. The District Manager may grant an exemption from meeting either the default or alternative performance requirement for coarse woody debris that is applicable.

2. A WL holder is only required to leave the minimum amounts of CWD on areas where there is an obligation to establish a free growing stand.

3. A WL holder is automatically exempt from the requirements to provide required minimum amount of CWD if 

(a) the holder’s agreement (including the CP), or an enactment requires the holder to act in a manner contrary to the minimum amount of CWD, or

(b) the holder carries out a controlled burn on the cutblock that is authorized under an enactment (Wildfire Act and Wildfire Regulation).
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Restrictions in a Riparian Management Zone

A WL holder must not construct a road in a riparian management zone, unless: 
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		the construction of the road is provided for in the woodlot licence plan; 



		locating the road outside the RMZ would create a higher risk of sediment delivery to the stream, wetland or lake to which the RMZ applies; 



		there is no other practicable option for locating the road; 



		the road is required as part of a stream crossing. 





WLPPR 40(1)(a) A WL holder must not construct a road in a riparian management zone in a cutblock, unless one of the following applies: 

(a) the construction of the road is provided for in the woodlot licence plan; 

(b) locating the road outside the riparian management zone would create a higher risk of sediment delivery to the stream, wetland or lake to which the riparian management zone applies; 

(c) there is no other practicable option for locating the road; 

(d) the road is required as part of a stream crossing.  



In the event that a WL holder feels it is necessary to construct a road in a riparian management zone the WL holder should attempt to obtain written confirmation from the MoF that the road satisfies the requirements of WLPPR section 40(1)(b),(c) or (d) (see above).



If the district confirms in writing that the road can be located in the riparian management zone based on satisfying one or more of the criteria of WLPPR section 40(1)(b),(c) or (d) there may be no need to propose the construction of the road as an alternative performance requirement under WLPPR section 40(1)(a).  



There is no legal authority to propose alternative performance requirements for the other subsections of section 40. 
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Permanent Access Structures

		The default performance requirements sets the following maximum limits for permanent access structures: 



		7% of the total area of cutblocks > 5 ha

		10% of the total area of cutblocks < 5 ha

		7% of the total WL area



		Write an alternative performance requirement to allow 12% permanent access structures due to large main roads in a 4 ha cutblock

		WLPPR section 25(2)(a)
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 Default



Identify the roads and other permanent access structures for the initial cutblocks you plan to harvest under the WLP and calculate the percentage of the total cutblock areas that will be occupied by permanent access structures.  If it looks like the initial cutblocks will not exceed the default maximum limits for permanent access structures, there is probably no need to propose an alternative performance requirement.  If it look like the default limits for permanent access structures will be exceeded ask the MoF about approving an alternative performance requirement for the size of cutblocks where the maximum limit for permanent access structures is problematic.   



Note: The district manager is not able to grant exemptions from the maximum limits for permanent access structures established under WLPPR section 25. 



Consider the implications of alternative performance requirement for permanent access

		More access = more efficient logging due to shorter skid distances

		More access = higher road cost (construction, maintenance, possible deactivation or rehabilitation) and possible environmental liability

		More access = lower timber productivity, less timber harvesting land base = lower AAC



	

The previous training material suggested you should set a lower maximum limit for permanent access structures in the WLP and use this to justify an increase in AAC.  All assumptions in the management plan that are used to propose an AAC should be based on achieved practices on the WL area.   The assumptions in the WL management plan about the area removed for permanent access structures are based on what is actually achieved on the ground (on the portion of the WL you have developed with roads) rather than the maximum limits for permanent access structures that are established in the WLP.  



"Factors" relating to objective set by government for soils   

The following "Factor" may be used to determine if a woodlot licence plan is consistent with the objective set out in section 9 (1) (b) [conserving the productivity and the hydrologic function of soils ]: 

(a) the amount of productive forest land base that will be occupied by permanent access structures.
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Stocking Standards

Default: WLPPR s.35(1)(b)  Adopt the stocking standards as described in the MoF publication, Reference Guide for FDP Stocking Standards, as amended from time to time.  

See http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/hfp/forsite/stocking_stds.htm





Option: Use of the current stocking standards, described in the MoF publication “Reference Guide for FDP Stocking Standards”, the pertinent sections (including footnotes) are shown in Appendix II. 



Alternative: WLPPR s.35(1)(a)
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The MoF publication Reference Guide for FDP Stocking Standards is available at http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/hfp/forsite/stocking_stds.htm 



In this ‘Reference Guide’ the Regional Stocking Standard Tables indicate, under the heading “Free Growing Guide”, the “earliest” and “latest” years from the commencement date when a free growing assessment can be conducted. Under the WLPPR, only the “latest” column applies and a free growing assessment can be conducted at any time before the latest date, so long as the trees have reached the minimum free growing height.

Under the WLPPR, there is no maximum density criteria specified in the stocking standards.



If you are willing to adopt the applicable default stocking standards, regeneration dates and free growing dates as described in the MoF publication “Reference Guide for FDP Stocking Standards”, as amended from time to time, simply check the box for the Default. You do not need to include a table of stocking standards in Appendix II if you select the Default.



Check the “Option” box if you want to adopt the current stocking standards, regeneration dates and free growing dates as described in the MoF publication “Reference Guide for FDP Stocking Standards”.  Copy these standards into the table in Appendix II of the WLP for the applicable biogeoclimatic site series you will encounter in your WL area.  This way you will not be subject to any changes the MoFR makes to the ‘Reference Guide’ and you will have an easily accessible  record of the stocking standards that you agreed to accept.



To propose alternative stocking requirements under WLPPR section 35(1)(a) check the Alternative box in the WLP template and prepare the table in Appendix IIA. 
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Soil Disturbance Limits

WLPPR section 24

(1) The default performance requirement is an 8% maximum limit on soil disturbance 

(2) Must not cause concentrated soil disturbance that would negatively impact productivity or hydrologic function

(3) Can exceed 8% if stumping or salvaging windthrow  
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WLPPR section 13(1)(a) only allows an alternative performance requirement to change the soil disturbance limit without changing WLPPR section 24(2) or (3).    

Example Alternative Performance Requirement: 

1. For the purposes of Woodlot Licence Planning and Practices Regulation section 24(1)(a), the maximum amount of soil disturbance that may be caused by the WL holder on the net area to be reforested is 

		5 % if the area is predominantly comprised of sensitive soils, and 

		10 % if the areas is not predominantly comprised of sensitive soils.



2. In this alternative performance requirement: 

“sensitive soils” means soils that, because of their slope gradient, texture class, moisture regime, or organic matter content have the following risk of displacement, surface erosion or compaction:

	(a) for the Interior, a very high hazard;

	(b) for the Coast, a high or very high hazard.

3. Prior to harvesting the soils in the net area to be reforested of each cutblock would be carefully examined and areas predominantly comprised of sensitive soils will be indicated on the maps that are prepared under Woodlot Licence Planning and Practices Regulation section 33.



4. This alternative performance requirement would apply over the entire woodlot licence area.

Rationale: The maximum soil disturbance limits established in this alternative performance requirement are consistent with section 35 of the Forest Planning and Practices Regulation  by proposing the same maximum basic soil disturbance limits and process for assessing soil hazards as apply to major licensees.  This alternative performance requirement is also consistent with WLPPR section 9(1)(b) and Factor 3(b) of Schedule 1 of the WLPPR.  Under this alternative performance requirement areas of sensitive soil (where productivity and hydrologic function could be more easily impaired) would have a lower maximum soil disturbance limit than the default soil disturbance limit of 8 % in the WLPPR.   More resilient soils where the Forest Practices Code Soil Conservation Guidebook suggest a maximum soil disturbance limit of 10 % (for interior sites), would be afforded this traditional maximum limit for soil disturbance. The classification and the mapping of sensitive soils would provide guidance (i.e. a warning) to persons carrying out the harvesting and a mechanism to facilitate compliance and enforcement.     
















