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FREP RESOURCE VALUE PRIORITY QUESTIONS LIST

1
What has been the impact of FPC on the tree species composition and levels of genetic diversity of forest stands harvested and regenerated prior to December, 2005, using October, 1987 to December 2003 as a benchmark, looking both at the;

- Forest Stand Level, and

Landscape Level (TSA, SPZ/SPU, Region and Province)

2
What has been the impact of FPC on forest productivity (merchantable timber volume, value, and availability) of forest stands harvested and regenerated prior to December, 2005, using October, 1987 to December 2003 as a benchmark, looking both at the;

- Forest Stand Level, and

- Landscape Level (TSA, SPZ/SPU, Region and Province)

3
What has been the impact of FPC on the health of forest stands harvested and regenerated prior to December, 2005, using October, 1978 to December, 2003 as a benchmark, looking both at the:

- Forest Stand Level, and

- Landscape Level (TSA, SPZ/SPU, Region and Province)

4
Are riparian forestry and range practices effective in maintaining the structural integrity and functions of stream ecosystems and other aquatic resource features over both short and long-terms?

5
Are forest road stream crossings or other forestry practices maintaining connectivity of fish habitats?

6
Are forestry practices including those for road systems preserving aquatic habitats by maintaining hillslope sediment supply and the sediment regimes of streams and other aquatic ecosystems?

7
Is the structural retention (WT and CWD) left associated with cutblocks adequate to maintain habitat for dependent species at the site and across the landscape now and in the future?

8
Are ecosystems represented across the landscape in time and space?

9
Is Riparian retention sufficient to maintain structure and function necessary for wildlife (Plants to invertebrates)

10
Do ungulate winter ranges (UWRs) maintain the habitats, structures and functions necessary to ensure winter survival of ungulates now and over time?  (will select a specific species for evaluation)

11
Do wildlife habitat areas (WHAs) maintain the habitats, structures and functions necessary to meet the goal of the WHA (e.g. maintain succesful nesting) now and over time?  (Will select a specific species for eval.)

12
Is the amount and distribution of suitable winter habitat within UWRs sufficient to maintain the ungulate carrying capacity within the landscape over time?

(will select a specific species for eval.)

13
Is the amount and distribution of suitable habitat within protected areas or managed areas (OGMAs, WHAs, NCLB, WTPs) sufficient to maintain the species across its range now and over time?

(will select a specific species for evaluation)

14
Is visual quality being managed and Conserved under FPC?

15
Are previously harvested openings achieving visually effective green-up before new openings are harvested?

16
Are the VQOs being established consistent with HLP direction?

17
Are the results and strategies approved in FSP Plan, resulting in visual quality consistent with established VQOs?

18
What are the impacts of managing Visual Quality on Timber Supply?

19
Are established VQOs being achieved?

20
Are current forest practices adequately protecting and maintaining the integrity of karst features?  Are reserves being established for significant cave entrances, above significant caves, significant surface Karst features, significant karst springs, and unique or unusual karst flora/fauna habitats?

21
Longer-term question – Is windthrow impacting the effectiveness of the reserves over time?

22
Are range practices impeding desired plant succession?

23
Are range practices impeding water cycle/hydro-logical function?

24
Are range practices resulting in reduced quality and quantity of forage?

25
Are range practices resulting in soils loss and/or degradation?

26
Are range practices resulting in a decline in the presence and abundance of wildlife?

27
Are cultural heritage resources being protected and conserved for First Nations cultural and traditional activities as a result of current and future forest practices?

28
Are range practices adequate to maintain “proper functioning condition” in riparian areas?

29
Have forest practices caused sedimentation or turbidity to interfere with treatment, increase treatment costs, damage the intake?

30
Have forest practices increased the magnitude or frequency of bank erosion or stability, channel aggradation, channel widening, flooding?

31
Are recreation sites and trails providing healthy and safe recreation experiences?

32
ARE FOREST PRACTICES RESULTING IN LEVELS OF SITE DISTURBANCE DETRIMENTAL TO SOIL PRODUCTIVITY AND HYDROLOGIC FUNCTION?     (Disturbance in NAR)

33
DO ACCESS STRUCTURES HAVE THE LEAST POSSIBLE IMPACT ON PRODUCTIVE SOIL LOSS AND HYDROLOGIC FUNCTION OF THE SOIL?

(Access Structures)

34
HAVE FORESTRY PRACTICES CAUSED AN INCREASE IN: - THE LIKELIHOOD OR OCCURRENCE OF LANDSLIDES AND GULLY PROCESSES, AND – IF SO, HAVE THERE BEEN, OR COULD THERE BE A MATERIAL, ADVERSE EFFECT ON A RESOURCE OR VALUE?    (Terrain)

