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Interior Silviculture Sub-Committee of N &S OIF
September 23, 2020 @ 1:00 pm – 3:00 pm pacific
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	Start time
	            Description                                                                       Lead

	1:00
	Review agenda, previous meeting minutes & actions                  Craig
· John Hopper presented dry site management
· Paul updated on PGA

	1:05
	Review Action Tracking Spreadsheet                                                Craig
#47-COMPLETE confirm George, Tammy, Richard on Broadleaf WG
#50,51,52 drought impact work continuing
#56-COMPLETE, FG Reports are 4-page summaries for each area and were distributed to OIF, to obtain a copy for each area contact Greg Jorgenson 

#57 COMPLETE-Dave Waddell presenting today on RESULTS data and modelling
#59 In progress- Repression Density Decision note to be presented to North OFI Oct 7 and South OFI TBD
      #71-COMPLETE -Kori V.  is rep on Caribou Habitat Tools 


	1:15
	Presentation on how silviculture survey data inputs
are used as inputs to growth and yield curves                              Dave Waddell 

Presentation found at:   1_RESULTs_Overview_ISSC_2020.pptx
Key points:
· current silviculture surveys don’t collect all the data needed for Growth and Yield inputs
· planting information is used and adjusted based on inventory label, (i.e., species, density) collected during free growing survey no Free Growing information is used
· submitting spatial record with the planting record would greatly reduce assumptions and improve accuracy
· better data collected and used will ultimately lead to improved AAC determinations
· Monitoring and data collection of openings through time post free growing would be very helpful to understand how natural ingress influences the stand development
· Currently using TASS II but TASS III will provide better modelling in the future but limited staff resources for get all species usable in TASS III
· Main validation method for using RESULTS data for growth and yield modelling is to compare opening curve with Young Stand Monitoring plots where available and to compare future conditions of both inputs. We can also compare site indexes as well.  
· Fill plants and replants are ignored as they do not effect stand conditions 80 years down the road, they may just shift the yield curve slightly by 2 or 3 years
· The new process appears to be going smoothly as there is a lack of negative feedback so far
· Aspen and Alder are the only deciduous species that can be modelled currently. Aspen curves are used for Birch curves, which may be leading to an overestimation of yield. Other deciduous species’ curves will need to be built to be more accurate. 


	2:00
	Repression Density Working Group (RDWG)                                      Greg Jorgenson
· RDWG provided briefing to Chief Forester in June on their work; emerging policy options and potential changes to address maximum density issues in the province. 
· Chief Forester was supportive and appreciated research group contributions and noted that decision making needs to consider financial implications of changing policies. 
· She is willing to support a Chief Forester standard when the time comes and is interested in potential uses of small fiber and the bioeconomy.
· We need to know if there are negative impacts to carbon from the proposed changes and where does this land in decisions to space and not to space. Currently, the carbon benefit model does not account for gross volume, only net merchantable volume. We need to address and understand the implications of possibly ignoring smaller fiber.
· In July, some issues resurfaced from the research group. They would like to see concerns strongly addressed that relate to the assumptions in the repression density decision tool regarding;
· High variability in site index estimates in young stands, uncertainty is present when it comes to what the baseline estimates look like in young stands. If there is a difference in even a 2-3m gain in SI it can alter decisions. We need to see this more strongly portrayed in the documents.
· Researchers also wanted stronger language describing the materials used to construct decision key. Some were not peer reviewed etc. There needs to be some distinction needed for contractor reports vs peer reviewed reports
· The next step is to present to North OIF Oct 7 and the South OIF is TBD. Then they need to update the Chief Forester with feedback from the OIF groups. The goal is to have the new policy direction signed off by Chief Forester and then published and introduced in the relevant training groups.
· Confirmation to come for the North OIF Oct. 7 agenda time 

	2:15
	Broadleaf Working Group                                                                  Larry/Tammy/Craig      
· Richard Kabczens and George Harper are confirmed to help (experts with mixed species and deciduous), also want to look at when is glyphosate appropriate or when to consider mixed wood management on the landscape. 
· Information gathering phase complete, they have collected documentation and research work
· On Sept 15th the working group met in Prince George and looked at 4 sites. A couple sites were interesting and had little At on blocks or adjacent but had small At patches that did not meet FG or FPPR 46.11. It was agreed that they had benefits to the stand. There was a biologist present which added value to the field trip and discussions on other benefits deciduous may have. Next steps TBD at next meeting
· Discussions led to questions on how to manage for broadleaf species at the landscape level. They discussed the possibility of other ecological and biological values that At would provide such as moose habitat characteristics from swales and areas adjacent to riparian. Also, having mature At stands is valuable too. How much At is desirable and what distribution, sizes of patches? Are there alternative ways of seeing benefits by not brushing everything? There could be a landscape level reforestation standard that could have At left where it’s meeting other values yet still having enough timber volume maintained over the landscape. 
· Next step is to look at PG TSA and scope of At in inventory, age class, size etc. 
· ACTION #72 to include a biologist on Broadleaf WG to provide scientific expertise
· Key time to evaluate At competition could be 15-20 yrs stand age. 
· Being able to calibrate the models and understand how those stands develop over time will give us a better indication of what our expectations are. We need to understand implications of completing brushing treatments or not completing brushing treatments. 

	2:30
	· Update on Professional Governance Act                                        Paul Nuttall
· suite of 14 Bylaws now complete
December 21 2020, transition will last a year until Dec 21 2021. 
· What’s new? We must take the time to review new items such as the duty to report, prework declarations required. The PGA is different than old Foresters Act in many ways, it speaks to each of us as registrants and to associations as regulatory bodies. If you would like current progress, Google “Bill 49” and not “PGA” so you can see where it’s sitting (currently 3rd reading).
· Everyone should start thinking about what applies to them as individuals
· Continuous professional development program Bylaw 10 will describe minimum number of hours of learning/yr. We will have a year or two to understand the new tracking and reporting tool. Webinars and guidance to come. 
· Bylaw for Audits and Practice Reviews will have variety of inputs and outputs. Linkages to continuous professional development and statutory committees to be made clear. 
· Bylaws 11 and 12 will be merged into one Code of Ethical Conduct to align with PGA requirements in a Code of Ethical Conduct. 
· Communications are through magazine and Increment but a series of PGA webinars will be available in the future. First one will be “5 things you need to know about the PGA”
· PGA will require 5 statutory committees and have 2 lay volunteers appointed by government. Working on having the statutory committees positioned and lay people appointed. 
· Please go to ABCFP website to learn more or reach out and contact them


	2:45
	Caribou GAR order                                                                                Kori / Craig/ Nina                                    
· Habitat Tools Working Group are developing BMPs on Caribou habitat in the interior for matrix and core habitat. In the Matrix habitat adjacent to core habitat, they are looking to manage moose browse to manage alternate prey and predator populations. 
· Craig, Nina and Kari were guests on a conference call this week to discuss the development of silviculture regimes and enhanced stocking standards to minimize moose browse. We stated we need to know the stand structure attributes to be achieved and then silviculture regimes and objective driven stocking standards can be developed. 
· Enhanced Stocking Standards could have planting higher densities to achieve crown closure quicker to reduce vegetation (moose browse) by BEC subzone/site series and allow for cost recovery through the appraisal system
· Core areas may need to have more open stands to mimic open trees and lichen management
· In order to help, we need to know from the Habitat Tools Working Group, based on BEC zones, where is the core habitat and where is the matrix habitat and then look at developing objective based stocking standards and incorporating these into FLP pilots such as Kamloops. 
· Next steps, additional conference calls to further the discussion 
· Kori is lead representative on group with government and industry biologists
· We need to follow up with Timber Pricing Branch to make sure licensees can recover costs and determine through what mechanism.
· ISSC can provide some valuable input to the process

	2:55
	· Next steps – next meeting                                                                  Kori

December 9th 1pm-3pm, TEAMS meeting


	3:00
	· Adjourn                                                                       






