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1. Regional Summary of Enhancing Environmental Values Issues and Priorities

The main issue and priority for the Enhancing Environmental Values (EEV) strategic objective in the Cariboo Region is the Watershed Restoration Program (WRP).  The vision of WRP is to speed the recovery of fish habitat and water quality in priority key watersheds across the province that have been damaged or which are seriously threatened by past forest development activities. Twenty percent of the Key Watersheds in the Cariboo Region are targeted to have restoration work completed over a five year period. Table 3a shows the Highest Future Priorities that should be addressed, across the region, as restoration is completed in other watersheds.
The goals of WRP are to:

· Restore and protect fish habitat and water quality in priority key watersheds adversely affected by forest harvesting practices that, without intervention, would require decades to recover naturally.

· Provide better knowledge, information and tools to strengthen sustainable management of watersheds.

Provide community-based employment, training and stewardship opportunities.

1.1. Criteria

Guidelines were provided as a benchmark to achieve objectives for developing the EEV strategic objective for the 2002/2003 Resource Management Plan.  The process to develop key products to achieve these objectives is as follows:

· Identify Key Buckets
A regional list (and GIS-based map) of high-priority watersheds was developed by MINISTRY OF WATER, LAND & AIR PROTECTION (WLAP) using watershed sub-basins called ‘buckets’ developed for the Cariboo Forest Region.  These buckets were ranked according to WLAP’s criteria for high fish value and domestic water supply.  In conjunction with this process, the Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO) ranked its high priority buckets to form a key bucket list.


· Review and Rank the Bucket List
the list was reviewed by Ministry of Forests (MOF) district staff and ranked and included district priorities.  Ranking included forestry-related current issues within district buckets that continue to impact fisheries and domestic water supply values.


· Aggregate Ranking
Ranking information collected from each process was then incorporated into a multi-agency ranking for each of the key buckets.


· Consultation
The multi-agency ranking list was then discussed with licensee stakeholders from the three TSAs within the Cariboo Forest Region—Williams Lake, Quesnel and 100 Mile House.  From this consultation, 20% of the key buckets were selected as satisfying FRBC 2002/2003 funding objectives.

1.2. Regional List of Criteria Used to Derive the Relative Ranking of Watersheds and Determine Key Watersheds

The scoring and ranking of the bucket watersheds was not revisited in 2001.  Proponents accepted and invested in the identified watersheds without conflict last year and this process was left as is for the 2002/2003 RMP.  For reference, the criteria are as follows.

1.2.1. Target Fish Species

Concerns have been raised in the Cariboo Forest Region for a number of fish species and stocks.  After a review of the database and from local knowledge, WLAP and DFO have identified the target fish species and stocks depending on (a) threatened status, (b) uniqueness, and (c) fish species/stocks below conservation level. 

The following is a list of identified fish species/stocks of concern for the region and rationale for their selection.  One or more of these target species may be present within the key buckets identified within this RMP.

· Rainbow trout (RB):  Surveys have shown that 70% of all fish caught by anglers in the Cariboo Forest Region were rainbow trout.  This species contributes significantly to the economy of the region.  Rainbow trout are stream spawning and rearing obligatory and, as such, are sensitive to stream disturbances caused by land development.  Many of the rainbow trout populations are isolated stocks with restricted ranges and locally adapted traits.

· Bull trout (BT), (Dolly Varden Char):  The BC Conservation Data Centre has blue-listed bull trout as sensitive due to its global decline in distribution and abundance.  Bull trout are stream spawning and rearing obligatory and have very specific stream requirements.  These requirements include cool temperatures, unobstructed stream migration routes and stable stream substrate with good cover.  Bull trout appear to be very sensitive to stream disturbances caused by land development.

· Chiselmouth (CMC) and Brassy Minnow (BMC):  The BC Conservation Data Centre considers chiselmouth and brassy minnow as blue-listed species due to their limited distribution in BC.  The two species’ habitat requirements are poorly documented, and therefore, a precautionary approach is required.  Restoring pre-harvesting stream conditions is desired. 

· Salmon (Chinook, Coho and Sockeye):  DFO to date have identified a high priority on Chinook as the target species, although it is know that special management considerations are in place for Coho and Sockeye as well.  All three species are present in most of the region.  Some additional work in the future may need to be completed to address these species as target fish species in the Cariboo region.

1.2.2. Bucket Base Map for the Cariboo Forest Region

Buckets are used as land area units for restoration in the Cariboo-Chilcotin region instead of complete watersheds or sub-basins.  The bucket map would also be used as the regional base map for watershed restoration prioritization.  Of 398 buckets in the Cariboo Forest Region, 133 key buckets were identified and ranked across the region.  Key buckets were identified on the basis of selected target fish species and presence of domestic water supply point of diversion (POD).  These target fish-bearing and domestic water supply buckets were ranked on the basis of a qualitative estimation of the degree of impact and cause.

From this point onward, the buckets will be referred by bucket numbers, with cross reference to the drainage name for convenient locating on the base map.

1.2.3. List of Key Buckets

Table 1 provides a list of the identified key buckets for the region.  The table shows the drainage, within which the bucket is located, the buckets as identified by bucket number, the types and number of target fish species, and the presence of a domestic water supply point of diversion corresponding to each of the key buckets.  Some buckets were included in the list if harvesting activities in those buckets could have impacts on the downstream fish-bearing habitat.

Key buckets for ranking were initially identified by WLAP Fisheries incorporating information from, but not limited to, biological studies and watershed assessments, and satisfying the obligations of the Cariboo-Chilcotin Land Use Plan. 

Table 1.  Buckets containing target fish species and water supply point of diversion

P indicates presence

(P) indicates likelihood of presence, but further inventory required.

	
	Fish species present
	

	Forest District
	Drainage

Name
	Bucket #
	Rainbow Trout
	Bull 

Trout
	Chisel-mouth
	Brassy Minnow
	Chinook
	POD

	Quesnel
	John Boyd
	493
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	P

	
	Lightning
	494
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	P

	
	Lower Nazko
	381
	P
	
	P
	
	P
	P

	
	Willow
	103
	P
	P
	
	
	(P)
	P

	
	Antler
	100
	P
	P
	
	
	(P)
	P

	
	Fontaine
	488
	P
	(P)
	
	
	
	P

	
	Clisbako
	391
	P
	
	
	
	(P)
	P

	
	Cunningham
	486
	P
	P
	
	
	(P)
	

	
	Swift River
	483
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	

	
	Little Swift
	490
	P
	P
	
	
	
	

	
	Narcosli
	291
	P
	
	
	
	P
	P

	
	Victoria Creek
	478
	P
	P
	
	
	
	

	
	Sovereign
	491
	P
	P
	
	
	
	

	
	Umiti
	496
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Mid Nazko
	381a
	P
	
	P
	
	P
	

	
	Big Valley
	106
	P
	P
	
	
	(P)
	

	
	Lower Bowron
	104
	P
	P
	
	
	(P)
	P

	
	Matthew
	489
	P
	P
	
	
	
	

	
	Fraser
	283
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	P

	
	
	283a
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	P


Table 1.  (Continued)

	
	Fish species present
	

	Forest District
	Drainage

Name
	Bucket #
	Rainbow Trout
	Bull 

Trout
	Chisel-mouth
	Brassy Minnow
	Chinook
	POD

	Quesnel
	Ramsay Ck
	293
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	(cont.)
	Wentworth
	392
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Merston
	296
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Bazaeko
	401
	P
	P
	
	
	(P)
	

	
	
	409
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	

	
	
	420
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	

	
	Tregallis
	102
	P
	P
	
	
	
	

	
	Ketchum
	109
	P
	P
	
	
	(P)
	

	
	Kimball
	487
	P
	P
	
	
	
	

	
	Mcfarlane
	398
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Snaking
	407
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Bazaeko
	394
	P
	P
	
	
	
	

	
	
	399
	P
	
	
	
	P
	

	
	
	402
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Coglistiko
	414
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Summit
	105
	P
	P
	
	
	
	

	
	Udy
	413
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Webster
	289
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Twan
	286
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Unnamed
	295
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	298
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	Williams
	Williams Lake
	265a
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	Lake
	Lower Big Creek
	142a
	P
	(P)
	
	
	(P)
	P

	
	Lower Churn
	243a
	P
	P
	
	
	(P)
	P

	
	McLeese Lake
	290
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Hawks Creek
	284
	P
	
	
	
	(P)
	P

	
	Fredy/Beedy
	462
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Chimney
	271
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Mons Creek/Lake
	165
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Cooper Creek
	158
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	150 Mile
	280
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Rose Lake
	285
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Upper Churn
	243
	P
	P
	
	
	
	

	
	Hungry Valley
	142
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	Horsefly
	McKinley
	445
	P
	
	
	P
	(P)
	P

	
	Wolverine
	472a
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	North Arm
	464c
	P
	P
	
	
	
	P

	
	Woodjam
	451
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Horsefly Mainstem
	453
	P
	
	
	P
	P
	P

	
	Keithley
	480
	P
	P
	
	
	
	P

	
	Mid Quesnel River
	464a
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	P

	
	Likely
	464b
	P
	
	
	
	P
	P

	
	Moffat
	448
	P
	
	
	
	P
	P

	
	Cariboo Lake
	472
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	P

	
	Little River
	479
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	

	
	Bill Miner
	464
	P
	P
	
	
	
	

	
	Rollie
	477
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Roaring River
	473
	P
	P
	
	
	
	

	
	McKusky
	450
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Spanish
	468
	P
	P
	
	
	
	


Table 1.  (Continued)

	
	Fish species present
	

	Forest District
	Drainage

Name
	Bucket #
	Rainbow Trout
	Bull 

Trout
	Chisel-mouth
	Brassy Minnow
	Chinook
	POD

	Horsefly
	Sellers
	470
	P
	P
	
	
	
	

	(cont.)
	Polley
	463
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Molybdenite
	447
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Wasko
	467
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Grain Creek
	469
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Upper Horsefly
	455
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Hen Ingram
	465
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Tisdale
	452
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Watt Creek
	475
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Beaver Valley
	456a
	P
	
	
	
	(P)
	P

	
	Cameron
	485
	
	
	
	
	
	

	100 Mile
	Bonaparte River
	77
	P
	
	
	
	P
	P

	House
	Young Lake
	77a
	P
	
	
	
	P
	P

	
	Fifty-seven Creek
	86
	P
	
	
	
	P
	P

	
	Chasm
	87
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Fifty-nine Creek
	90
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Scott Creek
	91
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Rayfield River
	93
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Eagan Lake
	96
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Cutoff Valley Creek
	82
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Clinton
	84
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Loon Lake
	81
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Brown Creek
	95
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Murphy Lake
	371
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Bridge
	357a
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Bridge
	357b
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	San Jose
	273
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Jim
	360
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Gorge Cr/Deadman
	78
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Hamilton/Deadman
	85
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Lang Lake
	371a
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Watch Lake
	99
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Bridge/Canim
	357
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Bradley
	368
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Peach Creek
	374
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Coffee
	378
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Boss
	372
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Hendrix
	375
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Deception
	373
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Spanish
	377
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Joe Ross Cr/Deadman
	88
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Green Lake
	94
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	No name (?) Creek
	376
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	McKinley
	445
	P
	
	
	P
	(P)
	P


Table 1.  (Continued)

	
	Fish species present
	

	Forest District
	Drainage

Name
	Bucket #
	Rainbow Trout
	Bull 

Trout
	Chisel-mouth
	Brassy Minnow
	Chinook
	POD

	Chilcotin
	Chilcotin Lake
	124b
	P
	(P)
	(P)
	
	(P)
	P

	
	Hanceville
	180
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	P

	
	Chilcotin
	119
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	P

	
	Alexis Creek
	190
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	P

	
	Upper Chilcotin
	124
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	

	
	Haines Creek
	171
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Anaham Creek
	185
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Alexis Lakes
	187
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Tatlayoko
	327
	P
	P
	
	
	
	P

	
	Homathko
	327a
	P
	P
	
	
	
	P

	
	Clusko
	130
	P
	
	(P)
	
	(P)
	

	
	Charlotte Lake
	70
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Kappan Lake
	74
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Scum Lake
	171a
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Zenzaco
	184
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Avon Creek
	188
	P
	
	
	
	
	P

	
	Mosley Creek
	332a
	P
	P
	
	
	
	

	
	Punkutlaenkut
	131
	P
	P
	
	
	(P)
	

	
	S. Anahim Creek
	186
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Nimpo Creek
	194
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Upper Chilcotin
	124a
	P
	P
	(P)
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


1.3. Criteria Used to Designate Key Watersheds into Categories I to V

There are now five categories for key watersheds, as described below.

· Category I: Watersheds that have known impacts from pre-Code forestry but are still functional watersheds that will potentially benefit from restoration activities.

These watersheds are known to have experienced forestry-related habitat impairment or water-quality degradation in a portion of the watershed (at least 15% of the total area), or are believed to have a forestry-related threat to fish habitat or water quality, but still with significant areas of good quality habitat.  It is believed that restoration activity can be rapidly focused on improving conditions or preventing damage before it occurs (e.g., roads with high risk of failure).  Category I watersheds can also include those portions of a watershed that contain important identified target species and are upstream of agricultural or urbanized areas, or supply water to a community intake that is upstream of other land uses.  Where the important habitat areas are affected by other land uses, the watershed is not Category I.  This category may include watersheds where restoration activity has previously occurred.

· Category II:  Watersheds with impacts from pre-Code forestry as well as other land uses (including private land), for which there is a coordinated restoration plan in place.

The watershed must still be functional and able to benefit from coordinated restoration activity.  Restoration will require a coordinated approach to address all of the land-use impacts.  WRP activities in Category II watersheds must be coordinated with other funding sources, such as Fisheries Renewal BC or the Habitat Restoration Salmonid Enhancement Program, to significantly affect fish recovery or water quality improvement. This category may include watersheds where restoration activity has previously occurred.

· Category IIB: Watersheds with significant impacts from other land use, including private land, but where there is no coordinated restoration plan in place.

Restoration of these watersheds through activity only if the forest land will potentially provide low benefit because of impacts from other land uses such as agriculture, mining or residential development.

· Category III: Watersheds with minimal or no pre-Code forestry-related impairment of fish habitat or water quality.

In these cases, restoration activity may not be required or may not be cost-effective in relation to a small, incremental improvement in fish habitat or water quality.  This category includes watersheds with little or no forest development.

· Category IV: Watersheds known to be impacted to such an extent that restoration effort is

unlikely to be successful.

These watersheds are believed to have experienced such extensive habitat or hillslope damage that expenditures will be so high and restoration time so slow that it is not cost-effective to restore.

· Category V: Watersheds with insufficient data to make a determination

Watersheds with no assessment surveys are temporarily on hold and are subject areas for overview assessments.  They do not become candidate watersheds for restoration activity until more is known about their status, but they are not rejected at this point either.

Information used to place watersheds into these categories is based on assessments completed to date and knowledge of the watershed by industry and/or agency.  The preliminary category of each of the designated key watersheds is included in table 4 and a regional summary is found in table 2.  A considerable amount of subjectivity was used to categorize these key watersheds, and as increased knowledge of the watershed is brought forward, the category of the watershed may have to change.

Table 2.   Regional Watershed Unit Summary By Category

	Region: Cariboo
	Number of Watershed Units

	Key watershed units that are Category l
	130

	Key watershed units that are Category ll
	6

	Key watershed units that are Category llB
	3

	Key watershed units that are Category lll
	8

	Key watershed units that are Category lV
	1

	Key watershed units that are Category V
	25

	Number of Key Watershed Units (Sum of key categories 1-V)
	173

	Total Number of priority key watershed units
	101

	Total Number of watershed units (including key and non key) 
	398


2. Summary of Regional Priority Setting 

Table 3 lists the buckets by forest district and gives the bucket rankings by WLAP Fisheries and Water Management, DFO and MOF.  The multi-agency ranking was determined as the final step. Table 3(a) lists a regional summary of the highest future priority buckets which require work.

Table 3.  Cariboo Forest Region Key Buckets

	MOF District
	Drainage Name
	Bucket No.
	Area (ha)
	WLAP Fisheries Ranking
	WLAP Water Mgmt. Ranking
	DFO Ranking
	MOF Ranking
	Multi-Agency Ranking/

Priority Key Watershed for Region
	Category II Issues
	MYA # For Units With Active Projects
	Implem. Partner

	Quesnel
	John Boyd
	493
	42,559
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02106      
	West Fraser

	
	Lightning
	494
	24,547
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	Mining
	CCM02105
	Weldwood

	
	Lower Nazko
	381
	42,256
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Willow
	103
	54,864
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02105
	Weldwood

	
	Willow-

Crescent Creek
	103
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	CCM02106      
	West Fraser

	
	Antler
	100
	28,342
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	Mining
	
	

	
	Antler-

Russian Creek
	100
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	CCM02106      
	West Fraser

	
	Fontaine
	488
	7,106
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02106      
	West Fraser

	
	Clisbako
	391
	67,444
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Cunningham
	486
	16,639
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02105
	Weldwood

	
	Swift River
	483
	39,957
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Little Swift
	490
	12,812
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02105
	Weldwood

	
	Narcosli
	291
	25,312
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	Agriculture
	
	

	
	Victoria Creek
	478
	24,572
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Sovereign
	491
	12,449
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02106      
	West Fraser

	
	Umiti
	496
	15,256
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02106      
	West Fraser

	
	Mid Nazko
	381a
	42,167
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Big Valley
	106
	21,655
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02106      
	West Fraser

	
	Lower Bowron
	104
	33,572
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Matthew
	489
	39,744
	H
	L
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02105
	Weldwood


Table 3. (Continued)

	MOF District
	Drainage Name
	Bucket No.
	Area (ha)
	WLAP Fisheries Ranking
	MSRM Water Mgmt. Ranking
	DFO Ranking
	MOF Ranking
	Multi-Agency Ranking/

Priority Key Watershed for Region
	Category II Issues
	MYA # For Units With Active Projects
	Implem. Partner

	Quesnel
	Fraser
	283
	63,812
	L
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	
	283a
	44,197
	L
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Ramsay Creek
	293
	29,206
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Wentworth
	392
	15,444
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Merston
	296
	27,586
	H
	H
	L
	L
	H
	
	
	

	
	Bazaeko
	401
	42,820
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	
	409
	21,006
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	
	420
	20,508
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Tregallis
	102
	9,445
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	Mining
	
	

	
	Ketchum
	109
	12,826
	H
	L
	L
	L
	H
	
	CCM02106      
	West Fraser

	
	Kimball
	487
	6,807
	H
	L
	L
	H
	L
	
	CCM02105
	Weldwood

	
	Mcfarlane
	398
	11,326
	L
	L
	H
	H
	L
	
	
	

	
	Snaking
	407
	17,633
	H
	L
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	Bazaeko
	394
	13,917
	L
	L
	H
	H
	L
	
	
	

	
	
	399
	9,944
	L
	L
	H
	H
	L
	
	
	

	
	
	402
	6,734
	L
	L
	H
	H
	L
	
	
	

	
	Coglistiko
	414
	12,591
	L
	L
	H
	H
	L
	
	
	

	
	Summit
	105
	6,702
	H
	L
	L
	H
	L
	Mining
	
	

	
	Udy
	413
	22,145
	H
	L
	L
	L
	L
	Mining
	
	

	
	Webster
	289
	20,261
	L
	L
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	Twan
	286
	36,635
	L
	L
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	Unnamed
	295
	6,600
	L
	L
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	Unnamed
	298
	9,222
	L
	L
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	Antler-Russian Creek
	100
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Willow-Crescent Creek
	103
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Williams Lake
	Williams Lake
	265a
	32,367
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Lower Big Creek
	142a
	26,406
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02203
	Riverside

	
	Lower Churn
	243a
	30,575
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	McLeese Lake
	290
	15,580
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Hawks Creek
	284
	38,379
	L
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	


Table 3. (Continued)

	MOF District
	Drainage Name
	Bucket No.
	Area (ha)
	WLAP Fisheries Ranking
	MSRM Water Mgmt. Ranking
	DFO Ranking
	MOF Ranking
	Multi-Agency Ranking/

Priority Key Watershed for Region
	Category II Issues
	MYA # For Units With Active Projects
	Implem. Partner

	Williams Lake
	Fredy/Beedy
	462
	26,187
	H
	H
	L
	L
	H
	
	CCM02205
	Weldwood

	
	Chimney
	271
	44,212
	L
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Mons Creek/Lake
	165
	7,999
	L
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02203
	Riverside

	
	Cooper Creek
	158
	10,855
	H
	H
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	150 Mile
	280
	26,043
	L
	H
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	Rose Lake
	285
	9,963
	L
	H
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	Upper Churn
	243
	38,639
	H
	L
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	Hungry Valley
	142
	24,745
	H
	L
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	Bambrick Creek
	161
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Big Creek – Main Stem
	142B
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Farwell Creek
	170
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Gaspard Creek
	168
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Goundhog Creek
	155
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Un-Named Creek
	166
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	Horsefly
	*McKinley (Note: Also included in 100 Mile House FD)
	445
	38,898

(total area of bucket)
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02205
	Weldwood

	
	Wolverine
	472a
	19,535
	H
	H
	H
	U
	H
	
	
	

	
	North Arm
	464c
	36,549
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Woodjam
	451
	9,302
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02205
	Weldwood

	
	Horsefly Main Stem
	453
	31,890
	H
	H
	H
	U
	H
	
	CCM02203
	Riverside

	
	Keithley
	480
	15,090
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02203
	

	
	Mid Quesnel River
	464a
	42,083
	H
	H
	H
	U
	H
	
	
	

	
	Likely
	464b
	67,025
	H
	H
	H
	U
	H
	
	
	

	
	Moffat
	448
	44,562
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02205
	Weldwood

	
	Cariboo Lake
	472
	25,868
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02204
	Lignum

	
	Little River
	479
	38,772
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02205
	Weldwood


Table 3. (Continued)

	MOF District
	Drainage Name
	Bucket No.
	Area (ha)
	WLAP Fisheries Ranking
	MSRM Water Mgmt. Ranking
	DFO Ranking
	MOF Ranking
	Multi-Agency Ranking/

Priority Key Watershed for Region
	Category II Issues
	MYA # For Units With Active Projects
	Implem. Partner

	Horsefly
	Rollie
	477
	6,131
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02204
	Lignum

	
	Bill Miner
	464
	49,105
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Roaring River
	473
	19,598
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	McKusky
	450
	32,000
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	Riverside

	
	Cameron
	485
	35,289
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	Park
	CCM02205
	Weldwood

	
	Spanish
	468
	12,904
	H
	L
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02205
	Weldwood

	
	Sellers
	470
	8,811
	H
	L
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02205
	Weldwood

	
	Polley
	463
	9,851
	H
	L
	H
	U
	H
	
	CCM02205
	Weldwood

	
	Molybdenite
	447
	8,222
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02205
	Weldwood

	
	Wasko
	467
	11,350
	H
	L
	H
	L
	H
	
	
	

	
	Grain Creek
	469
	11,378
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02205
	Weldwood

	
	Upper Horsefly
	455
	46,384
	L
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02203
	Riverside

	
	Hen Ingram
	465
	9,131
	H
	H
	L
	L
	H
	
	
	

	
	Tisdale
	452
	7,030
	H
	L
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	Watt Creek
	475
	9,984
	L
	L
	H
	H
	L
	
	
	

	
	Beaver Valley
	456a
	41,538
	H
	H
	L
	U
	H
	
	
	

	100 Mile House
	Bonaparte River
	77
	35,717
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	Agriculture
	CCM02305

CCM02303
	Weldwood

West  Fr.



	
	Young Lake
	77a
	40,051
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	CCM02305

CCM02303
	Weldwood

West Fraser

	
	Fifty-seven Creek
	86
	12,820
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Chasm
	87
	14,903
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Fifty-nine Creek
	90
	10,952
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Scott Creek
	91
	6,261
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Rayfield River
	93
	41,754
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Eagan Lake
	96
	17,264
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	(Community 
	Cutoff Valley Creek
	82
	11,922
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	Watersheds)
	Clinton
	84
	14,057
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Loon Lake
	81
	37,580
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Brown Creek
	95
	6,445
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Murphy Lake
	371
	31,490
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	


Table 3. (Continued)

	MOF District
	Drainage Name
	Bucket No.
	Area (ha)
	WLAP Fisheries Ranking
	MSRM Water Mgmt. Ranking
	DFO Ranking
	MOF Ranking
	Multi-Agency Ranking/

Priority Key Watershed for Region
	Category II Issues
	MYA # For Units With Active Projects
	Implem. Partner

	100 Mile House
	Bridge
	357a
	21,753
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02303
	West  Fraser

	
	Bridge
	357b
	51,017
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	San Jose
	273
	12,903
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	Agriculture
	CCM02305

CCM02303
	Weldwood

West  Fraser

	
	Jim
	360
	39,828
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02305

CCM02303
	Weldwood

West  Fr.



	
	Gorge Creek/Deadman
	78
	4,151
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Hamilton/

Deadman
	85
	11,419
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Lang Lake
	371a
	27,977
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Watch Lake
	99
	7,834
	L
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Lower Bridge/Canim
	357
	45,152
	L
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Bradley
	368
	23,268
	L
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Peach Creek
	374
	9,443
	L
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Coffee
	378
	11,432
	H
	L
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02305
	Weldwood

	
	Boss
	372
	13,889
	H
	L
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02305
	Weldwood

	
	Hendrix
	375
	15,978
	H
	L
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02305
	Weldwood

	
	Deception
	373
	32,240
	H
	L
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02305
	Weldwood

	
	Spanish
	377
	14,876
	H
	L
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02305
	Weldwood

	
	*McKinley (Note: Also included in Horsefly FD)
	445
	38,898

(total area)
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	Weldwood



	
	Joe Ross Cr/Deadman
	88
	9,548
	H
	L
	L
	H
	L
	
	
	

	
	Green Lake
	94
	24,916
	L
	H
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	No name (?) Creek
	376
	6,083
	L
	L
	L
	H
	L
	
	CCM02305
	Weldwood

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Chilcotin
	Chilcotin Lake
	124b
	30,366
	H
	H
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Hanceville
	180
	26,256
	H
	H
	H
	U
	H
	
	
	

	
	Chilcotin
	119
	27,669
	H
	H
	H
	L
	H
	
	
	


Table 3.  (Continued)

	MOF District
	Drainage Name
	Bucket No.
	Area (ha)
	WLAP Fisheries Ranking
	MSRM Water Mgmt. Ranking
	DFO Ranking
	MOF Ranking
	Multi-Agency Ranking/

Priority Key Watershed for Region
	Category II Issues
	MYA # For Units With Active Projects
	Implem. Partner

	Chilcotin
	Alexis Creek
	190
	31,215
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Upper Chilcotin
	124
	27,252
	H
	L
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Haines Creek
	171
	43,951
	L
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	

	
	Anaham Creek
	185
	46,058
	L
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02204

CCM02203
	Lignum

Riverside

	
	Alexis Lakes
	187
	30,443
	L
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02204

CCM02203
	Lignum

Riverside

	
	Tatlayoko
	327
	49,023
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02203
	Riverside

	
	Tatlayoko
	327a
	25,477
	H
	H
	L
	H
	H
	
	CCM02203
	Riverside

	
	Clusko
	130
	45,815
	H
	L
	L
	H
	L
	
	
	

	
	Charlotte Lake
	70
	39,374
	L
	H
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	Kappan Lake
	74
	16,911
	L
	L
	L
	H
	L
	
	
	

	
	Scum Lake
	171a
	18,243
	L
	L
	L
	H
	L
	
	
	

	
	Zenzaco
	184
	11,965
	L
	H
	L
	H
	L
	
	
	

	
	Avon Creek
	188
	16,039
	L
	H
	L
	H
	L
	
	
	

	
	Mosley Creek
	332a
	43,570
	H
	L
	L
	L
	L
	
	CCM02203
	Riverside

	
	Punkutlaenkut
	131
	32,943
	L
	L
	H
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	S. Anahim Creek
	186
	11,830
	L
	L
	L
	H
	L
	
	
	

	
	Nimpo Creek
	194
	12,616
	L
	L
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	Upper Chilcotin
	124a
	41,653
	L
	L
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	

	
	Moore Creek
	132
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Un-named
	129
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Upper Bidwell
	183
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	McDermottt
	169
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Bidwell Creek
	179
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Maxwell Creek
	389
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Aneko Creek
	388
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Palmer Lake
	382
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	
	383
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	
	381b
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	
	386
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	
	381a
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	
	385
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	


Table 3.  (Continued)

	MOF District
	Drainage Name
	Bucket No.
	Area (ha)
	WLAP Fisheries Ranking
	MSRM Water Mgmt. Ranking
	DFO Ranking
	MOF Ranking
	Multi-Agency Ranking/

Priority Key Watershed for Region
	Category II Issues
	MYA # For Units With Active Projects
	Implem. Partner

	Chilcotin
	
	384
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Clearwater
	353
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	
	189
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	
	323
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	
	332
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	
	336
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Miner Lake
	347
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Miner Lake
	348
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	One Eye
	351
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Kappan
	73
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Hotnarko
	76
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Nimpo
	191b
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Holtry
	193
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Smokey
	348a
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	Anahim
	195
	
	
	
	
	
	none
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 3a.  Highest Future Priorities

	Forest District
	MOF Identified Priorities
	WLAP Identified Priorities

	Quesnel
	493 – John Boyd

494 – Lightning

103 – Willow

106 – Big Valley

100 – Antler
	494 – Lightning

	Williams Lake
	265a – Williams Lake

142a – Lower Big Creek

158 – Cooper Creek

290 – McLeese Lake

284 – Hawks Creek
	

	Horsefly
	470 – Seller

472 – Cariboo Lake
485 – Cameron

445 – McKinley *
	472 – Cariboo Lake

445 – McKinley *

	100 Mile House
	445 – McKinley  *

360 – Jim / Windy

93 – Rayfield River

96 – Eagan Lake

81 -  Loon Lake 
	360 – Jim / Windy

84   - Clinton

357b – Bridge



	Chilcotin
	180 – Hanceville


	185 – Anaham Creek

187 – Alexis Lakes


* Included in Horsefly and 100 Mile House Forest Districts

Watershed Status Report

Table 3b. All Watershed Units

	MOF District
	Bucket Name
	Bucket Number
	Are there significant pre-Code forestry impacts to fish habitat or water quality?
	Is it likely that restoration efforts will be successful?
	Recipient
	MYA Number
	Partners

	Quesnel
	John Boyd
	493
	Yes
	Yes
	West Fraser
	CCM02106
	

	
	Lightning
	494
	Unknown
	Unknown
	Weldwood
	CCM02105
	

	
	Lower Nazko
	381
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Willow
	103
	yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02106
	

	
	Willow – Crescent Creek
	103
	Yes
	Yes
	West Fraser
	CCM02106
	

	
	Antler
	100
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Antler – Russian Creek
	100
	Yes
	Yes
	West Fraser
	CCM02106
	

	
	Fontaine
	488
	Yes
	Yes
	West Fraser
	CCM02106
	

	
	Clisbako
	391
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Cunningham
	486
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02106
	

	
	Swift River
	483
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Little Swift
	490
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02106
	

	
	Narcosli
	291
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Victoria Creek
	478
	No
	
	
	
	

	
	Sovereign
	491
	Yes
	Yes
	West Fraser
	CCM02106
	

	
	Umiti
	496
	Yes
	Yes
	West Fraser
	CCM02106
	

	
	Mid Nazko
	381a
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Big Valley
	106
	Yes
	Yes
	West Fraser
	CCM02106
	

	
	Lower Bowron
	104
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Matthew
	489
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02106
	

	
	Fraser
	283
	yes
	
	
	
	

	
	
	283a
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Ramsay Creek
	293
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Wentworth
	392
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Merston
	296
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Bazaeko
	401
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	
	409
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	
	420
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Tregallis
	102
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Ketchum
	109
	Yes
	Yes
	West Fraser
	CCM02106
	


Table 3b (Continued)

	MOF District
	Bucket Name
	Bucket Number
	Are there significant pre-Code forestry impacts to fish habitat or water quality?
	Is it likely that restoration efforts will be successful?
	Recipient
	MYA Number
	Partners

	Quesnel
	Kimball
	487
	Unknown
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02106
	

	
	Mcfarlane
	398
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Snaking
	407
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Bazaeko
	394
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	
	399
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	
	402
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Coglistiko
	414
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Summit
	105
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Udy
	413
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Webster
	289
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Twan
	286
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Unnamed
	295
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	
	298
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	Williams Lake
	Williams Lake
	265a
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Lower Big Creek
	142a
	Unknown
	
	Riverside
	CCM02203
	

	
	Lower Churn
	243a
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	McLeese Lake
	290
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Hawks Creek
	284
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Fredy/Beedy
	462
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02205
	

	
	Chimney
	271
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Mons Creek/Lake
	165
	Unknown
	
	Riverside
	CCM02203
	

	
	Cooper Creek
	158
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	150 Mile
	280
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Rose Lake
	285
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Upper Churn
	243
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Hungry Valley
	142
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Bambrick Creek
	161
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Unnamed Creek
	166
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Big Creek Mainstem
	142b
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Groundhog Creek
	155
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Gaspard Creek
	168
	Unknown
	
	
	
	

	
	Farwell Creek
	170
	Unknown
	
	
	
	


Table 3b (Continued)

	MOF District
	Bucket Name
	Bucket Number
	Are there significant pre-Code forestry impacts to fish habitat or water quality?
	Is it likely that restoration efforts will be successful?
	Recipient
	MYA Number
	Partners

	Horsefly
	*McKinley (Note: Also included in 100 Mile House FD)
	445
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood 
	CCM02205
	

	
	Wolverine
	472a
	Unknown
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	North Arm
	464c
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Woodjam
	451
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02205
	

	
	Horsefly Mainstem
	453
	Yes
	Yes
	Riverside
	CCM02203
	

	
	Keithley
	480
	Yes
	No
	
	CCM02203
	

	
	Mid Quesnel River
	464a
	Unknown
	Unknown
	
	
	

	
	Likely
	464b
	Unknown
	Unknown
	
	
	

	
	Moffat
	448
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood 
	CCM02205
	

	
	Cariboo Lake
	472
	Yes
	Yes
	Lignum
	CCM02204
	

	
	Little River
	479
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02205
	

	
	Bill Miner
	464
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Rollie
	477
	Yes
	Yes
	Lignum
	CCM02204
	

	
	Roaring River
	473
	Yes
	Yes
	West Fraser
	CCM02206
	

	
	McKusky
	450
	Yes
	Yes
	Riverside
	
	

	
	Cameron
	485
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02205
	

	
	Spanish
	468
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02205
	

	
	Sellers
	470
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02205
	

	
	Polley
	463
	Unknown
	Unknown
	West Fraser 
	CCM02206
	

	
	Molybdenite
	447
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02205
	

	
	Wasko
	467
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Grain Creek
	469
	Yes
	Unknown
	Weldwood
	CCM02205
	

	
	Upper Horsefly
	455
	Yes
	Yes
	Riverside
	CCM02203
	

	
	Hen Ingram
	465
	No
	N/A
	West Fraser 
	CCM02206
	

	
	Tisdale
	452
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Watt Creek
	475
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Beaver Valley
	456a
	Yes
	Yes
	WLAP 
	
	

	100 Mile House
	Bonaparte River
	77
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood/ West Fraser 
	CCM02305/ CCM02303
	

	
	Young Lake
	77a
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood/ West Fraser
	CCM02305/ CCM02303
	

	
	Fiftyseven Creek
	86
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Chasm
	87
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	


Table 3b (Continued)

	MOF District
	Bucket Name
	Bucket Number
	Are there significant pre-Code forestry impacts to fish habitat or water quality?
	Is it likely that restoration efforts will be successful?
	Recipient
	MYA Number
	Partners

	100 Mile House
	Fiftynine Creek
	90
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Scott Creek
	91
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Rayfield River
	93
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Eagan Lake
	96
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	(community
	Cutoff Valley Creek
	82
	No
	N/A
	
	
	

	watersheds)
	Clinton
	84
	No
	N/A
	
	
	

	
	Loon Lake
	81
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Brown Creek
	95
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Murphy Lake
	371
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Bridge
	357a
	Yes
	Yes
	West Fraser
	CCM02303
	

	
	Bridge
	357b
	Yes
	Yes
	West Fraser
	CCM02303
	

	
	San Jose
	273
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood/ West Fraser
	CCM02305/

CCM02303
	

	
	Jim
	360
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood/ West Fraser 
	CCM02305/

CCM02303
	

	
	Gorge Creek/Deadman
	78
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Hamilton/Deadman
	85
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Lang Lake
	371a
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Watch Lake
	99
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Lower Bridge/Canim
	357
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Bradley
	368
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Peach Creek
	374
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Coffee
	378
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02305
	

	
	Boss
	372
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02305
	

	
	Hendrix
	375
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02305
	

	
	Deception
	373
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02305
	

	
	Spanish
	377
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02305
	

	
	*McKinley (Note: Also included in Horsefly FD)
	445
	Yes
	Yes
	Weldwood
	CCM02305
	

	
	Joe Ross Cr/Deadman
	88
	Yes
	Yes
	
	
	

	
	Green Lake
	94
	No
	N/A
	
	
	

	
	No name (?) Creek
	376
	No
	N/A
	Weldwood
	CCM02305
	


Table 3b (Continued)

	MOF District
	Bucket Name
	Bucket Number
	Are there significant pre-Code forestry impacts to fish habitat or water quality?
	Is it likely that restoration efforts will be successful?
	Recipient
	MYA Number
	Partners

	Chilcotin
	Chilcotin Lake
	124b
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Hanceville
	180
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Chilcotin
	119
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Alexis Creek
	190
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Upper Chilcotin
	124
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Haines Creek
	171
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Anaham Creek
	185
	Yes
	
	Lignum and Riverside
	CCM02204/

CCM02203
	

	
	Alexis Lakes
	187
	Yes
	
	Lignum and Riverside
	CCM02204/

CCM02203
	

	
	Tatlayoko
	327
	Yes
	
	Riverside
	CCM02203
	

	
	Tatlayoko
	327a
	Yes
	
	Riverside
	CCM02203
	

	
	Clusko
	130
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Charlotte Lake
	70
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Kappan Lake
	74
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Scum Lake
	171a
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Zenzaco
	184
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Avon Creek
	188
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Mosley Creek
	332a
	Yes
	
	Riverside
	CCM02203
	

	
	Punkutlaenkut
	131
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	S. Anahim Creek
	186
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Nimpo Creek
	194
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Upper Chilcotin
	124a
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Moore Creek
	132
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Unnamed
	129
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Upper Bidwell
	183
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	McDermott
	169
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Bidwell Creek
	179
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Maxwell Creek
	389
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Aneko Creek
	388
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	Palmer Lake
	382
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	  Eagle Lake
	115
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	  Minton
	174
	Yes
	
	
	
	

	
	  Hanceville
	180
	Yes
	
	
	
	


Table 4. Project Status Summary for Watershed Units

The codes are:  C = Completed, O = Ongoing, P = Planned, A = Accepted (pertains to Watershed Restoration Plan)

	Forest 

District
	Bucket Name
	Buck.

No.
	Prelim.

Water-

shed

Category
	Sub-

Basin

Name
	Overview Assessments
	Watershed Restoration Plan
	Prescriptions
	Works
	Routine Effectiveness Evaluation

	
	
	
	
	
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Interim
	Full
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream

	Quesnel
	John Boyd
	493
	I
	John Boyd
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	

	
	Lightning
	494
	II
	Lightning
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Lower Nazko
	381
	V
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Willow
	103
	I
	Crescent Cr
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	

	
	
	103
	I
	Rebman
	C
	
	C
	
	
	O
	
	C
	O
	
	C
	O
	
	C

	
	Antler
	100
	II
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	100
	I
	Russian Creek
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	C
	O
	
	

	
	Fontaine
	488
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	
	C
	C
	
	C
	O
	
	O

	
	Clisbako
	391
	V
	Clisbako
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	C
	C
	
	C
	C
	
	O
	O

	
	Cunning-ham
	486
	I
	Cunningham
	C
	
	C
	P
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	P
	
	
	

	
	Swift River
	483
	I
	Fontain
	
	C
	C
	
	
	O
	C
	C
	O
	C
	C
	
	O
	O

	
	
	483
	I
	Bendixon
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	483
	I
	Porter
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Little Swift
	490
	I
	Little Swift
	C
	C
	C
	P
	
	O
	
	C
	O
	
	O
	
	
	

	
	Narcosli
	291
	IIB
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	O
	O
	
	P
	P
	
	
	

	
	Victoria Creek
	478
	III
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Sovereign
	491
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	P
	
	P
	P
	
	P
	P
	
	

	
	Umiti
	496
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	P
	
	P
	P
	
	P
	O
	
	

	
	Mid Nazko
	381a
	V
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Big Valley
	106
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	O
	
	O
	O
	
	O
	O
	
	

	
	Lower Bowron
	104
	V
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Matthew
	489
	I
	Matthew
	C
	
	C
	
	
	O
	
	O
	O
	
	P
	O
	
	P

	
	Fraser
	283
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	283a
	V
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Ramsay Creek
	293
	V
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	

	
	Wentworth
	392
	V
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Merston
	296
	V
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	P
	C
	
	P
	O
	
	
	

	
	Bazaeko
	401
	V
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	C
	P
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	409
	V
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	C
	P
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	420
	V
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	C
	P
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Tregallis
	102
	II
	Tregallis
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	P
	
	
	

	
	Ketchum
	109
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	O
	
	P
	P
	
	P
	P
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 4. (Continued)

	Forest 

District
	Bucket Name
	Buck.

No.
	Prelim.

Water-

shed

Category
	Sub-

Basin

Name
	Overview Assessments
	Watershed Restoration Plan
	Prescriptions
	Works
	Routine Effectiveness Evaluation

	
	
	
	
	
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Interim
	Full
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream

	Quesnel
	Kimball
	487
	V
	Kimball
	C
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	P
	
	
	

	
	Mcfarlane
	398
	V
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Snaking
	407
	V
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Bazaeko
	394
	V
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	399
	V
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	402
	V
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Coglistiko
	414
	V
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Summit
	105
	IIB
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Udy
	413
	II
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Webster
	289
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Twan
	286
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Unnamed
	295
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	298
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Williams
	Williams Lake
	265a
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Lake
	Lower Big Creek
	142a
	I
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Lower Churn
	243a
	I
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	McLeese Lake
	290
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Hawks Creek
	284
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Fredy/ Beedy
	462
	I
	Fredy/ Beedy
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	O
	C
	O
	O
	C
	O
	
	P
	P

	
	Chimney
	271
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Mons Creek/Lake
	165
	I
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Cooper Creek
	158
	I
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	150 Mile
	280
	I
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Rose Lake
	285
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Upper Churn
	243
	I
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Hungry Valley
	142
	I
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Bambrick Creek
	161
	I
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Unnamed Creek
	166
	I
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Big Creek Mainstem
	142b
	I
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Groundhog Cr.
	155
	I
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Gaspard Creek
	168
	I
	
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Farwell Creek
	170
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 4.  (Continued)

	Forest 

District
	Bucket Name
	Buck.

No.
	Prelim.

Water-

shed

Category
	Sub-

Basin

Name
	Overview Assessments
	Watershed Restoration Plan
	Prescriptions
	Works
	Routine Effectiveness Evaluation

	
	
	
	
	
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Interim
	Full
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream

	Horsefly
	*McKinley (Note: Also included in 100 Mile House FD)
	445
	I
	
	C
	O
	C
	
	
	O
	P
	P
	O
	P
	P
	
	
	

	
	Wolverine
	472a
	V
	
	P
	
	C
	
	
	P
	
	
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	North Arm
	464c
	I
	
	C
	
	C
	
	
	O
	
	P
	O
	
	P
	
	
	

	
	Woodjam
	451
	I
	Upper Woodjam
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	C
	C
	C
	C
	C
	P
	P
	P

	
	Horsefly Mainstem
	453
	I
	Black Creek Area
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	
	O
	O

	
	Keithley
	480
	IV
	
	C
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Mid Quesnel R.
	464a
	V
	
	P
	
	
	
	
	P
	
	
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Likely
	464b
	V
	
	P
	
	
	
	
	P
	
	
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Moffat
	448
	I
	Upper Moffat
	C
	O
	C
	
	
	O
	O
	O
	O
	P
	O
	
	
	

	
	Upper Cariboo River
	472
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	P
	C
	O
	P
	
	P
	
	

	
	Little River
	479
	I
	Little River
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	C
	C
	P
	C
	O
	
	P
	

	
	Bill Miner / Kill Dog
	464
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	O
	O
	O
	O
	P
	P
	
	
	

	
	Rollie
	477
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	C
	C
	C
	C
	C
	O
	
	

	
	Roaring River
	473
	III
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	McKusky
	450
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	P
	
	

	
	Cameron
	485
	llB
	Cameron
	O
	
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Spanish
	468
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	O
	P
	P
	O
	P
	P
	
	
	

	
	Sellers
	470
	I
	
	C
	
	C
	
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	P
	
	

	
	Polley
	463
	V
	
	P
	C
	C
	
	
	P
	
	
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Molybdenite
	447
	I
	Molybdenite
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	O
	O
	O
	O
	P
	P
	P
	
	P

	
	Wasko
	467
	V
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Grain Creek
	469
	V
	Grain
	P
	P
	P
	
	
	P
	
	
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Upper Horsefly
	455
	I
	
	C
	P
	P
	
	
	O
	P
	P
	O
	P
	P
	P
	
	

	
	Hen Ingram
	465
	III
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Tisdale
	452
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Watt Creek
	475
	III
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Beaver Valley
	456a
	V
	Beaver 

Valley
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	P
	C
	C
	P
	O
	P
	
	
	

	100 Mile House 
	Bonaparte River
	77
	II
	Bonaparte River
	O
	C
	C
	
	
	
	O
	O
	
	O
	O
	
	
	

	
	Young Lake
	77a
	I
	Bonaparte River
	C
	C
	C
	
	O
	O
	
	P
	O
	
	P
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 4. (Continued)

	Forest 

District
	Bucket Name
	Buck.

No.
	Prelim.

Water-

shed

Category
	Sub-

Basin

Name
	Overview Assessments
	Watershed Restoration Plan
	Prescriptions
	Works
	Routine Effectiveness Evaluation

	
	
	
	
	
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Interim
	Full
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream

	100 Mile House
	Fiftyseven Creek
	86
	I
	Bonaparte River
	O
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Chasm
	87
	I
	Bonaparte River
	O
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Fiftynine Creek
	90
	I
	Bonaparte River
	O
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Scott Creek
	91
	I
	Bonaparte River
	C
	C
	C
	
	O
	O
	
	O
	O
	
	O
	
	
	

	
	Rayfield River
	93
	I
	Bonaparte River
	O
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Eagan Lake
	96
	I
	Bonaparte River
	O
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Com-

munity
	Cutoff Valley Cr.
	82
	III
	Bonaparte River
	O
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Water

-sheds
	Clinton
	84
	III
	Bonaparte River
	O
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Loon Lake
	81
	I
	Bonaparte River
	O
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Brown Creek
	95
	I
	Bonaparte River
	C
	C
	C
	
	O
	O
	
	O/P
	O
	
	O/P
	P
	
	

	
	Murphy Lake
	371
	I
	Eagle / Bradley
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	O
	
	
	

	
	Bridge
	357a
	I
	Bridge Creek
	C
	
	C
	O
	
	P
	
	P
	P
	
	P
	
	
	O

	
	Bridge
	357b
	I
	Bridge Creek
	
	
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	

	
	San Jose
	273
	II
	San Jose River
	
	C
	C
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Jim
	360
	I
	Jim / Windy Cr.
	O
	P
	C
	
	
	
	P
	C
	
	P
	O
	
	
	

	
	Gorge Creek
	78
	I
	Deadman River
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Hamilton
	85
	I
	Deadman River
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Lang Lake
	371a
	I
	Eagle / Bradley
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	O
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	

	
	Watch Lake
	99
	I
	Bonaparte River
	O
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Lower Bridge/ Canim
	357
	I
	Bridge Creek
	C
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Bradley
	368
	I
	Eagle / Bradley
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	C
	C
	
	O
	O
	
	
	

	
	Peach Creek
	374
	I
	Eagle / Bradley
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	O
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 4.  (Continued)

	Forest 

District
	Bucket Name
	Buck.

No.
	Prelim.

Water-

shed

Category
	Sub-

Basin

Name
	Overview Assessments
	Watershed Restoration Plan
	Prescriptions
	Works
	Routine Effectiveness Evaluation

	
	
	
	
	
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Interim
	Full
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream

	100 Mile House
	Coffee
	378
	I
	Eagle / Bradley
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	O
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Boss
	372
	I
	Boss / Hendrix
	C
	C
	C
	O
	
	
	C
	C
	
	P
	P
	
	
	

	
	Hendrix
	375
	I
	Boss / Hendrix
	C
	
	O
	O
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	P

	
	Deception
	373
	I
	Deception/ Spanish
	C
	
	C
	O
	
	O
	N/A
	C
	O
	N/A
	O
	P
	N/A
	O

	
	Spanish
	377
	I
	Deception/ Spanish
	C
	
	C
	O
	
	O
	N/A
	C
	O
	N/A
	O
	P
	N/A
	O

	
	*McKinley (Note: Also included in Horsefly FD)
	445
	1
	Horsefly River
	O
	
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Joe Ross Cr.
	88
	I
	Deadman River
	C
	
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Green Lake
	94
	III
	Bonaparte River
	O
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	No name (?) Cr.
	376
	III
	Eagle / Bradley
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	

	Chilcotin
	Chilcotin Lake
	124b
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Hanceville
	180
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Chilcotin
	119
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Alexis Creek
	190
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Upper Chilcotin
	124
	I
	(east of river)
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Haines Creek
	171
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	

	
	Anaham Creek
	185
	I
	Anaham
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	C
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	

	
	Alexis Lakes
	187
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Tatlayoko
	327
	I
	Tatlayoko
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	C
	O
	C
	C
	O
	
	O
	O

	
	
	327a
	I
	Tatlayoko
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	C
	O
	C
	C
	O
	
	O
	O

	
	Clusko
	130
	I
	Clusko
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Charlotte Lake
	70
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Kappan Lake
	74
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	

	
	Scum Lake
	171a
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	

	
	Zenzaco
	184
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Avon Creek
	188
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Mosley Creek
	332a
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	C
	C
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	P

	
	Punkutlaenkut
	131
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	S. Anahim Creek
	186
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	C
	
	C
	C
	
	
	
	

	
	Nimpo Creek
	194
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 4. (Continued)

	Forest 

District
	Bucket Name
	Buck.

No.
	Prelim.

Water-

shed

Category
	Sub-

Basin

Name
	Overview Assessments
	Watershed Restoration Plan
	Prescriptions
	Works
	Routine Effectiveness Evaluation

	
	
	
	
	
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Interim
	Full
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream
	Up

Slope
	Riparian
	In Stream

	Chilcotin
	Upper Chilcotin
	124a
	I
	(east of river)
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Moore Creek
	132
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Unnamed
	129
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Upper Bidwell
	183
	I
	
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	McDermott
	169
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Bidwell Creek
	179
	I
	Bidwell
	C
	C
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Maxwell Creek
	389
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Aneko Creek
	388
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Palmer Lake
	382
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	383
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	381b
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	386
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	381a
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	385
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	384
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Clearwater
	353
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	189
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	323
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	332
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	336
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Miner Lake
	347
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Miner Lake
	348
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	

	
	One Eye
	351
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Kappan
	73
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Hotnarko
	76
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Nimpo
	191b
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Holtry
	193
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Smokey
	348a
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	O
	
	
	O
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Anahim
	195
	I
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	C
	
	
	C
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


3. Enhancing Environmental Values Research

3.1. Regional Prioritized List of Needs for Research and Intensive Effectiveness Monitoring

Table 5. Effectiveness Evaluations Required Under Enhancing Environmental Values.

	Identifier
	MYA Number
	Effectiveness Evaluation Issue and Potential Benefits
	Type of Effectiveness Evaluation
	Category (1,2,3)
	Estimated

Budget 2002-03
	Estimated Term of Evaluation (years)

	
	
	
	Routine
	Intensive
	Operational Techniques Refinement
	
	
	

	Weldwood

(Williams Lake)
	
	· Riparian Restoration – Little River and Cottonwood Trial

· Road Deactivation Sites 1,2,4,5,6,8,11,12

· Road Deactivation Site 10

· Road Deactivation – Little River, Cameron, Grain

· McKinley Slide

· S Rd. Slide

· 8420 Slide

· D Rd. Slide

· Fish Culverts – 726.5 and 728 (Beedy)

· Bridge Inspections – fish passage / structural

· 8108

· 2382

· 551

· 553

· Ballock Cr.

· Divan Cr.

· Arbuthnot Cr.

· Cameron Cr.

· Grizzly Cr.
	X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X
	
	
	2

2

3

3

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2
	$3,000

7,000

0

0

600

1,200

1,200

600

600

0

300

300

300

300

300

300

300

300

300

300
	3

1

1

2

3

2

2

2

1

0

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

	MOF 

(Quesnel)
	
	· Cottonwood Unity sub-basin deactivation sediment reduction (.5 km)

· Cottonwood John Boyd Sub-basin sediment reduction (9.25 km)

· Willow River Willow “A” (9.75 km)

· Willow River Willow Big Valley 24A Rd. (5 km)

· Willow River Big Valley 24D & E (35 km)

· Willow River Big Valley 24A Branch 10 (25 km)

· Bowron River Antler Creek Segment R04-BM1 (6.5 km)

· 3100 Road Bioengineering (.5 km)

· Ketchum Creek R22 C&D (21.5 km)

· Ketchum Creek R22B (12.5 km)

· Big Valley BV11 thru BV12D (25 km)
	X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X


	
	
	1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

3

3

3
	$600

2,400

2,400

900

3,600

3,200

1,200

600

3,000

2,200

3,100


	5

5

5

5

5

5

5

5

5

5

5


Table 5.  (Continued)

	Identifier
	MYA Number
	Effectiveness Evaluation Issue and Potential Benefits
	Type of Effectiveness Evaluation
	Category (1,2,3)
	Estimated

Budget 2002-03
	Estimated Term of Evaluation (years)

	
	
	· 
	Routine
	Intensive
	Operational Techniques Refinement
	
	
	

	Weldwood – 100 Mile House
	
	· Spanish and Deception Upslope Deactivation Works. Of the 6 sites, 2 were noted for inspection next spring, and a further 2 after a winter with above average snow pack.
	X
	2 sites in MOF Ford Project
	
	1
	$700 - 1000

for REE
	REE 2 or 4 sites in 2002.

Est. inspect all 6 sites again in 2007.

	Weldwood – 100 Mile House
	
	· Spanish and Deception Fish Access

4 minispan ll culverts. All 4 should be inspected after a winter with an average or above average snow pack.
	X
	
	
	1
	$500 for REE
	If work needs to be carried out inspect 2002, and 2003.

	Weldwood – 100 Mile House
	
	· Spanish Deception Upslope deactivation works 

Assessments underway.
	X
	
	
	3
	$500- $1000
	

	West Fraser (Ainsworth)
	
	· The effectiveness of bioengineering for slope stabilization
· To determine the conditions under which bioengineering techniques can be applied to obtain a significant improvement in cut and fill slope stabilization.  
	
	
	
	
	
	

	MOF  (Quesnel)
	
	· The effectiveness of soil bioengineering.
· To determine the effectiveness of different structure types used for stabilizing erosive hillslope processes.
	
	
	X
	1
	$10,000
	2 more years for a total of 5 years

	MOF

(–Region)
	
	· Effectiveness evaluation of open stream crossings.
· To determine techniques to design and construct more sustainable fords
	
	
	
	
	$50,000
	5 years

	West Fraser

(Ainsworth)
	
	· The effectiveness of fish passage structures
· To determine the most effective fish passage structures in replacing or upgrading current fish barrier culverts (i.e. arches, weirs, etc.)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Weldwood

(Quesnel)
	
	· Effectiveness of deactivation structures
· Currently in the third year of this project in the Rebman Creek watershed
	
	X
	
	1
	$60,000
	2 more years for a total of 5 years


Table 5.  (Continued)

	Identifier
	MYA Number
	Effectiveness Evaluation Issue and Potential Benefits
	Type of Effectiveness Evaluation
	Category (1,2,3)
	Estimated

Budget 2002-03
	Estimated Term of Evaluation (years)

	
	
	
	Routine
	Intensive
	Operational Techniques Refinement
	
	
	

	WLAP
(Region)
	
	· Determine long term stability of instream structures of different anchoring techniques
· To determine the most effective anchoring method for in-stream structures
	
	
	
	
	$15,000
	1

	WLAP
(Region)
	
	· Fish redistribution in new habitat
· To determine the population dynamics of fish associated with newly accessed habitats with road crossing improvements.
	
	
	
	
	$15,000
	3

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Table 5(a) lists 5 topics for research under enhancing environmental values.

Table 5a. Needs for Research - Enhancing Environmental Values.

	Multi-year Agreement Holder
	MYA Number
	Research Topic or Need
	Rationale
	Partners
	Forest District in which the proposed research will be conducted
	Priority
	Length of Study (years)
	Estimated Total Cost

	Ministries
	
	What effect does road deactivation have on prevention of stream sedimentation, and stabilization of stream sedimentation processes?
	Should help to define under what conditions road deactivation should be undertaken.
	
	Regional
	High
	5
	$150,000

	Ministries
	
	Insitu analysis of culvert hydraulics affecting fish passage as these relate to the migratory requirements of the various life stages of fish
	Help determine the range of acceptable conditions for protecting migratory requirements of fish populations
	
	Regional
	High
	5
	$150,000

	MOF
	
	What are the optimal conditions for stabilization of erosion sites using re-vegetation techniques
	Should give a clear idea of how much maintenance is required for typical stabilization of upslope areas
	
	Regional
	Moderate
	5
	$130,000

	Ministries
	
	Regionally significant criteria for evaluating both hazard and consequence of past forest practices on regional fish species.
	Would determine objective criteria, indicating where restoration work has the highest priority and what risk reduction can be achieved through restoration activities
	
	Regional
	High
	1
	$50,000

	WLAP
	
	Quantification of stream sediment impacts to fish and water quality.
	Increases accountability to public for expenditures on EEV – what is the opportunity cost of not stabilizing forest roads and streambank erosion?
	
	Regional
	High
	3
	$15,000


4. EEV Road Priorities

4.1. Priority Setting

Priorities for activities under the Road and Hillslope Management Plan have been estimated by two different methods.  While each program has its own basis for priority setting, a number of other criteria are relevant to MOF’s business priorities.  The business priority for each activity is based on the risk of not completing the work and, in the interim, is derived from district knowledge of road use by various resource road users, such as mining, range, timber and recreation.  In time, standard definitions for each of these will be developed.  Risks and priorities for the business priority are designated as VH (very high), H (high) or M/L (moderate/low).  In comparison, the program priority is based on the criteria and processes that are unique to that program.  For example, under the EEV component of the RMP, the program priorities have been set according to the guidelines for that component.

Table 6 identifies some priority upslope work that should be incorporated into the Forest Renewal planning process, as these sites are considered relevant to the current goals of WRP.

Table 6.  Some Identified EEV Priorities For Upslope Stabilization

	Road Management Area
	Bucket Number
	Component Identifier
	Access Strategy
	Activity
	Quantity: km or ha
	Business Drivers
	Business Priority
	Program Priority
	Pro-gram
	Potential Proponent
	Funding Pressure

	
	
	
	
	
	
	CCLUP Access Targets
	Public Use
	Provincial Revenue
	
	
	
	
	

	(e.g. Watershed Name)
	(e.g. bucket)
	(e.g. 6000 Road)
	(e.g. maintain)
	(e.g. RD)
	(default km)
	
	
	Tourism/ Resorts
	Mining & Mineral Explor’n
	Tim-ber
	Range/ Ranch-ing
	Fish-ery
	
	
	
	
	

	SPANISH
	468
	93A-053-033
	
	RR
	1
	H
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	EEV
	MOF
	$5,000

	SPANISH
	468
	93A-053-050
	
	RD
	1
	H
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	EEV
	MOF
	$4,000

	SPANISH
	468
	93A-054-001
	
	RD
	1
	H
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	EEV
	MOF
	$5,000

	SPANISH
	468
	93A-054-003
	
	HR
	1 ha
	VH
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$40,000

	SPANISH
	468
	93A-045-019
	
	RD,LR
	1km,1ha
	VH
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$5,000

	SPANISH
	468
	93A-054-026
	
	RR
	1
	H
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	EEV
	MOF
	$5,000

	SPANISH
	468
	93A-064-026
	
	RD,RT
	1km,1ha
	VH
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$15,000

	SPANISH
	468
	93A-054-020
	
	RR,LR
	1km,1ha
	VH
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$5,000

	SPANISH
	468
	93A-064-025
	
	RD
	1
	H
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	EEV
	MOF
	$4,000

	BILL MINER
	464
	93A-058-018
	
	RR,LR
	1km,1ha
	VH
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$4,000

	BILL MINER
	464
	93A-058-005
	
	RD,HR
	1km,1ha
	VH
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$5,000

	BILL MINER
	464
	93A-058-003
	
	RD,LR
	1km,1ha
	VH
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$5,000

	BILL MINER
	464
	93A-058-227
	
	RD
	1
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	EEV
	MOF
	$8,000

	BILL MINER
	464
	93A-058-249
	
	RD,HR
	1km,1ha
	VH
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$10,000

	SELLER
	470
	93A-064-028
	
	RD,HR
	1km,1ha
	VH
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$5,000

	SELLER
	470
	93A-064-027
	
	RR
	1
	VH
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$3,000

	SELLER
	470
	93A-064-029
	
	RD
	1
	VH
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$2,000

	SELLER
	470
	93A-064-016
	
	RD
	1
	VH
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$5,000

	SELLER
	470
	93A-064-022
	
	RD,RT
	1km,1ha
	VH
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$25,000

	SELLER
	470
	93A-046-018
	
	RD,LR
	1km,1ha
	VH
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$10,000

	SELLER
	470
	93A-064-081
	
	RD,HR
	1km,1ha
	VH
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$80,000

	SELLER
	470
	93A-046-010
	
	RD,HR
	1km,1ha
	VH
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$5,000

	LITTLE RIVER
	479
	8417-8421
	
	RD,HR
	4km,2ha
	VH
	H
	VH
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	VH
	VH
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$60,000

	UPPER CARIBOO R
	472
	HARVEY CR.
	
	RD,HR
	15km,2ha
	VH
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	M/L
	H
	VH
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$50,000

	LITTLE RIVER
	479
	J ROAD 
	
	HR 
	1ha
	VH
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	VH
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$10,000

	NORTHARM
	464C
	non-status
	
	DAU
	30
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	EEV
	MOF
	$25,000

	MID QUESNEL R.
	464a
	non-status
	
	DAU
	30
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	EEV
	MOF
	$25,000

	LIKELY
	464b
	non-status
	
	DAU
	30
	H
	VH
	H
	H
	H
	M/L
	H
	H
	M/L
	EEV
	MOF
	$25,000

	KEITHLEY
	480
	non-status
	
	DAU
	30
	VH
	VH
	VH
	VH
	H
	M/L
	H
	VH
	H
	EEV
	MOF
	$50,000


Table 6. (Continued)

	Road Management Area
	Bucket Number
	Component Identifier
	Access Strategy
	Activity
	Quantity: km or ha
	Business Drivers
	Business Priority


	Program Priority


	Pro-gram


	Potential Proponent


	Funding Pressure



	
	
	
	
	
	
	CCLUP Access Targets
	Public Use
	Provincial Revenue
	
	
	
	
	

	(e.g. Watershed Name)
	(e.g. bucket)
	(e.g. 6000 Road)
	(e.g. maintain)
	(e.g. RD)
	(default km)
	
	
	Tourism/ Resorts
	Mining & Mineral Explor’n
	Tim-ber
	Range/ Ranch-ing
	Fish-ery
	
	
	
	
	

	McKUSKEY
	450
	non-status
	
	DAU
	30
	H
	VH
	VH
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	VH
	H
	M/L
	EEV
	MOF
	$50,000

	YOUNG
	77a
	non-status
	
	DF
	
	VH
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	H
	VH
	VH
	EEV
	West Fraser
	$50,000

	YOUNG
	77a
	6315.01
	
	MK
	
	VH
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	H
	VH
	VH
	EEV
	West Fraser
	$35,000

	SCOT CREEK
	91
	non-status
	
	DF
	
	H
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	H
	H
	H
	EEV
	West Fraser
	$10,000

	BROWN CR.
	95
	non-status
	
	DF
	
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	H
	H
	H
	EEV
	West Fraser
	$10,000

	DECEPTION
	373
	non-status
	
	DF
	
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	H
	H
	H
	EEV
	Weldwood
	$15,000

	SPANISH
	377
	non-status
	
	DF
	
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	H
	H
	H
	EEV
	Weldwood
	$15,000

	BRIDGE 
	357a
	non-status
	
	DF
	
	VH
	VH
	VH
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	VH
	VH
	VH
	EEV
	West Fraser
	$70,000

	RAYFIELD R.
	93
	non-status
	
	DF
	
	VH
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	H
	H
	H
	EEV
	West Fraser
	$50,000

	EAGAN LAKE
	96
	non-status
	
	DF
	
	H
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	H
	H
	H
	EEV
	West Fraser
	$20,000

	McKINLEY
	445
	non-status
	
	DF
	
	VH
	M/L
	H
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	H
	H
	H
	EEV
	Weldwood
	$10,000

	JIM
	360
	non-status
	
	DF
	
	VH
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	H
	H
	H
	EEV
	Weldwood
	$70,000

	JIM
	360
	6061.01
	
	MK
	
	VH
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	H
	H
	H
	EEV
	Weldwood
	$35,000

	JIM
	360
	6061.07
	
	MK
	
	VH
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	H
	H
	H
	EEV
	Weldwood
	$30,000

	HENDRIX
	375
	non-status
	
	DF
	
	H
	H
	M/L
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	H
	H
	H
	EEV
	Weldwood
	$50,000

	LOON LAKE
	81
	non-status
	
	DF
	
	H
	H
	H
	M/L
	VH
	M/L
	H
	H
	H
	EEV
	West Fraser
	$50,000

	WILLIAMS LAKE
	265a
	Mikkelson Cr.
	
	RD
	1.7 km
	M/L
	h
	M/l
	M/L
	H
	H
	VH
	H
	H
	EEV
	Licensee
	$10,000

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


4.2. Spreadsheet Key

A key to the EEV Roads spreadsheet (Table 6) is provided as follows.

· Road Management Area

This column identifies a land unit, which organizes the row information by watershed on an interim basis.  In this way, the required outputs for EEV are easily transferred.  Planning under EEV currently references core buckets by name and number, so both could be inserted here.

· Bucket Number

This column identifies the land unit by bucket number(s).  Several bucket numbers may comprise a watershed.

· Component Identifier

This column identifies the road segment, system or network.  This is typically the number or name of a road, although in the case of landslides, a unique identifier may be necessary.

· Access Strategy

This column identifies the access strategy for each road as upgrade, maintain, deactivate, or rehabilitate.  These can be used in conjunction with the activity codes to determine non-standard codes, which are primarily set by the RMP component guidelines.

· Activity Codes

This column reflects a code that relates to some activity.  Under EEV, FRBC codes include HR (hillslope rehabilitation) or RD (road deactivation.  However, the standard for these road codes has been extracted from the Forest Road Management System pilot for consistency with other RMP components.  The codes are provided in Table 7.

Table 7.  Activity Codes and Their Expanded Meaning for EEV Roads

	Activity Code
	Expanded Meaning
	Activity Code
	Expanded Meaning

	GATE
	Gate
	DJ
	Outslope road

	CLS
	Close
	DK
	Inslope road

	RST
	Restrict
	DL
	Install / repair erosion protection

	NEW
	Construction
	DM
	Install / repair sediment basins

	RAC
	Reactivation
	DN
	Re-vegetate

	REL
	Relocation
	DO
	Pull back sidecast

	WID
	Widening
	MB
	Carry out brushing

	BREPAIR
	Bridge Repair
	MC
	Remove snags and danger trees

	BREPLACE
	Bridge Replacement
	MD
	Clean ditches

	RSM
	Routine Surface Maintenance
	ME
	Clean culvert inlets and outlets

	STRM
	Structural Maintenance
	MF
	Grade surface

	CC
	Stabilize slopes
	MG
	Stabilize sub-grade

	CD
	Rectify hazards
	MH
	Replace planks, delineators, etc.

	DA
	Install or repair cross-ditches
	MI
	Replace or repair cattle guard

	DD
	Remove cross-drains / stream culverts
	MJ
	Replace signs

	DE
	Clean or repair cross-drain / stream culverts
	MK
	Replace Culvert

	DF
	Back up cross-drain / stream culverts
	NAC
	No Action

	DG
	Clean ditches
	HR
	Hillside restoration

	DH
	Repair / replace bridges
	LRU
	Landing re-contouring

	DI
	Remove bridges
	RD
	Road Deactivation

	
	
	RR
	Road re-contouring

	
	
	RT
	Riparian Rehabilitation


· Units

This column is simply the quantity of road, hill slope or site relating to the activity.  The default for units is kilometres (km) of road.

· Business Drivers

Three different criteria are used to assess the risk of not funding the specified activity in relation to both legislation and government function.  Combining these criteria—CCLUP, public use and provincial revenue generators—describes the business drivers that rationalize the undertaking of work by the Ministry of Forests.

· CCLUP Access Targets

Maintenance of access to various percentages of land units (polygons) has been identified in the Cariboo-Chilcotin Land-Use Plan.  Since this is plan has been legislated as a higher level plan under FPC, there is a need for funding to meet maintenance requirements.  This column in the spreadsheet is meant to reflect the risk of not maintaining access for the various resource users as described in the 90-day implementation report if funding is not provided. 

· Public Use

This column represents an indirect measure of risk to the government that potentially arises from public exposure and liability.  The rating applies to the aggregate use of the watershed by the public in addition to any resource uses not exclusively classified as industrial.  Public use includes hunting, fishing, trapping, First Nations interests, recreation, wildcraft, range, and guide outfitters.

· Provincial Revenue Generators

The criteria falling under this category characterize the risk of lost revenue to the province if the work is not undertaken.  In general, the risk relates the revenue foregone to the cost of doing the work.  That is, if the work is not done there is a high risk that the province will forego income that exceeds the cost of the work, say $10,000 for example, in lost royalties (e.g. stumpage), direct taxes, export taxes, and taxes on goods and services.  Although this measure calls for some quantification, the risk ratings are relatively qualified based on the best information currently available.

· Tourism/Resorts

This column provides an estimate of the risk to provincial revenue that comes from Tourism.  In the Cariboo region, the presence of resorts may help approximate more or less risk.

· Mining and Mineral Exploration

Local knowledge of historical resource use of the land unit for this category is used to estimate the risk to provincial revenue foregone as a result of road failure.

· Timber

This column provides an estimate of the risk to provincial revenue that relates to reduced reliability on fire protection, Standing Timber Inventory, timber access, wood manufacturing, silviculture, and other timber uses.

· Range/Ranching

This column represents the risk to provincial revenue that comes from range use or ranching, including provincial income from permitting, taxes on animal sales, or expenditures on fencing.

· Fishery

This column provides a relative estimate of risk to provincial income that is related to a sport and/or commercial fishery.  This is one of the more difficult items to estimate because it is not part of the MOF business expertise.

· Business Priority

This column is a visual average or approximation of the aggregate risk to MOF business, based on the identified business drivers.

· Program Priority

This column represents the program priority that is assigned uniquely to each of the funding programs.  For example, the priorities for EEV are based on VH, H, and M/L.  Some systems will have a larger number of rating levels than others—four compared to three—so this needs to be flexible.

· Funding Program

This column identifies how the different activities are grouped, such that the activities are considered for funding under each respective program’s priorities.

· Proponent

This column is an indication of which entity, government or private, that would likely be a proponent with whom funds for the work could be negotiated, based on the “user pays” principle.  For example, if mining interests wish to maintain 4x4 access on a road, then there is a need to negotiate responsibility for funding that activity.

· Funding Pressure

This column is simply an estimate of the cost to complete the work under any given activity, without reference to time.

5. Appendix A.  Contact and Support Personnel

	Management Unit
	Name
	Affiliation

	Cariboo Forest Region 
	Doug Krogel
	WLAP/MSRM Region

	
	Bruce McFarlane
	MOF Region

	
	Ken Gilbert
	FRBC

	
	Trevor Andrews
	WLAP Region

	
	Rick Mumford
	RMP coordinator

	Quesnel TSA
	Ray Jungaro
	MOF, Quesnel District

	
	Gerry Powell
	Weldwood, Tolko

	
	Al Hunter 
	West Fraser

	
	Al Moi
	West Fraser

	Williams Lake TSA
	Bruce Hopper
	Weldwood

	
	James Moe
	MOF, Horsefly District

	
	Ryan Weltz
	Lignum

	
	Andy Turner
	MOF, Chilcotin

	
	John Bradley
	MOF, Williams Lake

	
	Daryl Taylor
	West Fraser

	
	Rick Wheeler
	Riverside

	100 Mile House TSA
	Peter Baggs
	MOF, 100 Mile District

	
	Val Duffin
	Weldwood, 100 Mile House

	
	
	


6. Appendix B.  References Supporting EEV Component

None.

7. Appendix C.  Authorized Signatories

Ministry of Forests
_______________________________

Date:  _________________

Authorized Signatory

Ministry of Water, Land and Air Protection
_______________________________

Date:  _________________

Authorized Signatory
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