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CHR Examples (not an exhaustive list)

Archaeological Sites
- Protected by HCA

Pre-1846 Culturally Modified
Tree (CMT)

Pre-1846 Trail
Lithics (stone technology)
Shell middens

Landscape modification
Cache Pit
House Pit
Defensive Trench

Traditional Use Sites

- Managed by FRPA in forest
industry settings

Post-1846 CMT
Post-1846 Trail
Sacred sites
Ceremonial sites

Significant ecological feature
Beaver dam
Bear den

Eagles nest
Wildlife trail

Resource gathering sites
Plant community
Fishing site
Hunting blind



How is CHR managed under the Forest and Range
Practices Act?

The objective set by government for
cultural heritage resources is to

conserve, or, if necessary, protect ¢
cultural heritage resources that '_ Ry \
are -

R

(a) the focus of a traditional use by
an Indigenous people that is of
continuing importance to that
people, and

(b) not regulated under the Heritage
Conservation Act.




Program Mandate & Drivers

Forest and Range Practices Act
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The goal of FREP CHR stewardship monitoring

To evaluate forest practices
in order to answer the
question:

Are cultural heritage
resources being conserved,
and when necessary,
protected for First Nations’
cultural and traditional use
as a result of forest practices
in British Columbia?







FREP Cultural Heritage Evaluation Process
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~6 Sites of known CHR
assessed post-harvest
annually/District, 30
OVer 5 years

Samples can be both

randomly selected, and
targeted by First Nations

District staff, First
Nations and Licensee’s
assess in field together -
best case scenario




Pre-harvest strategies
are compared to post-
harvest visual evidence
of outcomes in the

field

An evaluation checklist

is completed in the
field to answer a set of
criterion to evaluate
the outcomes
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Evaluation Field Questions continued...

[s there evidence of damage to the CHR site or feature?

Where damage has occurred, what is the most likely
cause(s)?

Has the CHR been irreversibly damaged or rendered
unsuitable for continued use?

Are there management strategies and/or practices that
could have been used to reduce impacts on CHR values?
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Potential Methods of Reporting the Results

Forest and Range Evaluation Program

Multiple Resource Value Assessment Report

Thompson Rivers Natural Resource District
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Dashboard Reporting Tool

~ | FREP Dashboard
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Examples of Effective Strategies from Samples Across BC 00

Protected in a Wikdlife Tree retention area

(MTs stubbed above the modification for wind protection

+ Stubbing of surrounding trees around CHR for wind protection g 150
+ Machine Free Zone around CHR feature to reduce soi disturbance 3
+ Retention of a windfirm buffer (75-100m) around CHR 3
+ Modified block baundary to aveid CHR feature H
2 m

Protected CHR in Riparian Reserve Zone

Planted culturally important cedar post harvest
Protected culturally important cedar in a cultural cedar stand reserve zone
CHR s effectively identified, suficiently flagged, and GPSd pre-harvest 0

&1
Maodified road lacation to avoid CHR festures 2 »
Fall and yard away from cultural rais to protect @
Stubbing of trees on either side of cultural trais to idemify trail o e 1 [==—=]

Avoid tree planting of culural sites

EREF Reports
Integrated Monitoring Reports

Windthron Fire Heresting  RecrestionUse  Industrielse  Ste Modification  Rood Buikling  Sivicuhure  OtherDomege  Liveatock
Harvest on frazen ground to prevent soil disturbance around CHRS Activtiea for Sefety Activitiea Couse

2

Last Updartad at (DD/MMAYYYY) FREP Value Lead: Christine Galliazzo
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Causal Factor


https://governmentofbc.maps.arcgis.com/apps/MapSeries/index.html?appid=603880eba0034040810572ca99f7c385

How does FREP Affect Change

Forest and Range Evaluation Program (FREP) in the forestry
development cycle

Forest and Referral to First

Pract?m Forest Nﬂh.u ns

Act Steward;]lip Prelmlmﬂm l;lij’f"ielﬂ
Plan nnaissance

e 8 7 (PFR’s) and/or

(AlA’s)

Assessments

Cmmmmimte
FREP results tn 1
effect change

——__ ' Site Plan and
" Harvest Plan

Forest Harvesting
FREP evaluations and Road

post-harvest Building
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