

Forest Development Plans

Section  6



6.1:  Introduction







Key Changes�

Map and content requirements have changed significantly. 



Forest development plans must identify those cutblocks that require assessments to be carried out and whether the assessments have been completed.



The following assessments must be completed, where required by regulation:



forest health;



riparian (in joint approval areas);



watershed; and



terrain stability field assessments for areas of joint approval and areas with a high likelihood of landslides or unstable terrain (must be done before a cutting permit is applied for).



Assessments are not submitted with forest development plans for review and approval by the district manager, however, the forest development plan must be consistent with the results and recommendations of the assessments.



There are now 2 categories of cutblocks that may be shown in a forest development plan submitted for review:



Category A (cutblocks are either shown as proposed for Category A approval or already approved as Category A, but not yet harvested); and



Category I blocks are not part of the forest development plan that is reviewed or approved.  They are for information purposes only and there is no obligation for agencies to comment.  

���    �Public review comments are only required to be considered if they are related to proposed category A cutblocks or new road construction, modification or deactivation.



The district manager may require that a forest development plan be referred to a person that is materially affected by the plan. 



A cutting permit can only be applied for if a cutblock appears as a category A in an approved forest development plan and any required terrain stability assessment has been completed and available for review during a review period for the forest development plan.



Once a cutblock is approved as a category A, it does not need to be approved again and the approval cannot be revoked, except under specific identified circumstances (see Chapter 6.4, Categories of Cutblocks: Limited Protection, page 6-26).



New green-up requirements are in place May 1, 1998.



There are now three categories of salvage instead of two.  “Expedited major salvage operations” has been added to “minor salvage operations” and “emergency harvesting.”



The locations of minor salvage operations are not required to be shown on the forest development plan.

 ����

�

The volume of timber that may be harvested at a location as a minor salvage operation has been increased from 500 m3 to 2000 m3.  This does not include the volume of timber harvested from road clearing widths.  The volume of special forest products that may be harvested is not limited.



Expedited major salvage operations include areas where the volume of timber required to be harvested to carry out salvage operations is greater than 2000 m3.����



Provisions that come into effect by regulation















































�

Effective May 1, 1998:



Forest development plans have a new definition of Green-up [Operational Planning Regulation (sections 67 and 68)]



Effective June 15, 1998:



Forest development plans submitted for approval from June 15, 1998 onwards must be in accordance with the acts, regulations and standards in place 4 months before the plans are submitted for approval.  This means that as of October 15, 1998 forest development plans must comply with the new Code requirements.



Effective October 15, 1998:



Operational Planning Regulation, section 23.  As of October 15, 1998, existing cutblocks will be considered category A if they meet any of the following criteria:



has an approved silviculture prescription;



has been exempted from the requirement for a silviculture prescription;



a silviculture prescription has been submitted for approval and the silviculture prescription meets certain specified forest development plan requirements; (see page 6-22) or



a cutting permit has been issued.

����6.2:  FDP General Content and Requirements







Cutblock Size







Terrain Mapping in Community Watersheds�

The previous provisions for cutblock size have been consolidated in one section, with some clarification around how higher level plans may set alternate standards. 



Terrain stability hazard and soil erosion potential mapping must be completed for all areas within a community watershed by June 15, 2000.  

	�



OPR, 

s. 11(2)









OPR, s. 12



��Forest Development Plans: References for Content and Requirements



  Act:	Forest Statutes Amendment Act (FSA), 1997, section 54



	Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act (FPC Act), 

	section 10



  Regulation:	Operational Planning Regulation (OPR), sections 11(2), 12, 13,

	14, 15, 16, 17 and 18.



Map and Information Requirements



















Access for Operations other than Harvesting



FDP Template�There have been a considerable number of changes to the map and information requirements for FDPs.  Table 6.1 on page 6-6 outlines changes to FDP content requirements.  Refer to the Operational Planning Regulation, section 18, for complete details.  For areas where only minor salvage operations will be carried out, these information requirements have been exempted unless requested by the district manager. 



*Note: The Operational Planning Regulation deposited April 2, 1998, contained drafting errors in sections 16(3) and 18(1)(c)(iii) that were corrected prior to the June 15, 1998 in-force date.



Access management plan information must be amalgamated into FDPs after January 5, 1998.



Government and industry have together produced a standardized provincial template for FDPs.  See Appendix 4 for more details.�



OPR, s. 18*































OPR, s. 18���

Table 6.1:  CHANGES TO FOREST DEVELOPMENT PLAN CONTENT REQUIREMENTS  (OPR)

��Previous Content Requirement�Original Regulation�Amended Regulation�Rationale��topography�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(b)�same��natural features�FDP�FDP, but limited to streams wetlands and lakes - OPR 18(1)(b)�The scale of map used for the forest development plan does not allow other features (e.g., rock outcrops) to be easily portrayed.��forest cover�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(a)�same��terrain stability information�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(c)�18(1)(g)�same��operability lines�FDP�FDP at DM discretion - OPR 18(1)(d)�Operability changes dependent on markets may be of limited value.��known cultural heritage resources�FDP�FDP � for cutblocks - OPR 20(1)(a)(i)�“Cultural heritage resources” are included in “resource features” [in FPC of B.C. Act, s. 51(1)]��known protected areas�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(e)(i)�same��known deferred areas�FDP�FDP � designated areas under part 13, of the Forest Act - OPR 18(1)(e)(ii)�clarification of existing requirement��known wilderness areas�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(e)(iii)�same��known sensitive areas�FDP�FDP � modified to read established in accordance with the Act - OPR 18(1)(e)(iv)�clarification of existing requirement��known resource features other than wildlife habitat features�FDP�FDP but only for the area of the cutblock/road and adjacent area - OPR 20(1)(a)(i)�These are localized features.  Only the ones that may be impacted by the harvest activity need to be mapped.��known licensed domestic water supply intakes�logging plan�Licensed domestic water intakes must now be shown in the FDP - OPR 20(1)(a)(iii)�Licensed domestic water intakes have been added as government will give this information to licensees.��Wildlife Habitat Areas (WHAs)�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(e)(v)�Same��Forest Ecosystem Networks (FENs)�FDP�FDP (revised definition) - OPR 18(10(e)(vi)�Same, but definition modified to reflect these only exist if approved precode or from a higher level planning process.���known old growth management areas�not required�FDP - OPR 18(1)(e)(vii)�significant areas required to implement landscape unit objectives for biodiversity.���

�

Table 6.1:  CHANGES TO FOREST DEVELOPMENT PLAN CONTENT REQUIREMENTS  (OPR) cont’d

��known scenic areas�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(e)(viii)�same��known ungulate winter ranges�not required�FDP - OPR 18(1)(e)(ix)�It was originally thought ungulate winter range would be included as identified wildlife and that winter ranges would be mapped as Wildlife Habitat Areas.��community watersheds and water supply infrastructure�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(e)(x) & (xi)�same��known private property�FDP�FDP � for cutblocks - OPR 20(1)(a)(ii)�same��known fish streams�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(e)(xii)�same��known riparian class of streams

�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(e)(xiii)�same��riparian class of streams, wetlands and lakes�FDP - all cutblocks and roads where the SP or road layout and design will be submitted during the term of the plan�In joint approval areas, the riparian class of streams wetlands and lakes in or adjacent to cutblocks and roads - OPR 18(1)(h)(ii): roads

- OPR 20(10(b)(vii) - cutblocks�MELP statutory decision-makers (DEOs) only have authority over the forest development plan, not the silviculture prescription.  District Managers will have the opportunity to review this information in the SP.��known lake class�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(e)(xiv)�same��transmission lines, gas and oil pipelines, railways�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(f)�same��location of cutblocks not yet greened up�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(s)�same��community watersheds � soil erosion mapping results�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(g) �same��location of any helicopter or balloon log drop areas�FDP�FDP � for cutblocks - OPR 20(1)(b)(ii)�same (clarification) � only have to show drop areas associated with cutblocks.��location and scheduling of cutblocks�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(q - proposed cutblocks) & (r - approved Category A); also OPR 20(1)(b)(i)�same (also covered in Act)���



Table 6.1:  CHANGES TO FOREST DEVELOPMENT PLAN CONTENT REQUIREMENTS  (OPR) cont’d

��silviculture system�FDP�FDP (for cutblocks) - OPR 20(1)(b)(iii)�same��harvest method�FDP�FDP (for cutblocks) - OPR 20(1)(b)(vi)�same��existing road access�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(l)�same��approximate location of proposed road construction and modification & year if timing critical to non-timber forest resources�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(h)(i)�same, with proviso that timing is only stated if critical��Location of road (most recently approved FDP) and whether assessments under s. 4 & 5 of FRR have been completed�(new)�FDP - OPR 18(1)(i)�completion of assessments (which have been moved out of the FDP) is a required step��for proposed bridges, whether the bridge will be temporary or permanent bridge, as defined in the FRR��FDP - OPR 18(1)(k)���road maintenance�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(m)�same��road deactivation�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(n)�same��forest operations for which road construction is required for operations other than harvesting�access management plan�FDP - OPR 18(1)(j)�Access management plan was deleted; requirement moved to FDP.��known location of roads proposed by other persons�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(o)�same��known location of temporary or permanent barriers to vehicle access�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(p)�same��actions required to achieve known landscape level objectives, including any biological diversity objectives�FDP�FDP � for cutblocks; revised to strategies, if any, proposed to achieve higher level plan objectives - OPR 20(10(b)(iv)�Biodiversity objectives are a component of landscape unit objectives � which are one type of higher level plan.��objectives respecting coarse woody debris (CWD) and wildlife trees�FDP�FDP � revised to say general objectives respecting target levels of retention for coarse woody debris and wildlife trees - OPR 18(1)(u)�clarification of existing requirement; makes the meaning explicit���



Table 6.1:  CHANGES TO FOREST DEVELOPMENT PLAN CONTENT REQUIREMENTS  (OPR) cont’d

��objectives for management of identified wildlife�FDP�(see Managing Identified Wildlife Strategy and the practices regulations)�Objectives for management of identified wildlife are now covered by general wildlife measures (GWMs in the Identified Wildlife Management Strategy).  These will be mandatory; must undertake practices according to the GWMs.��objectives for fuel management�FDP�requirement deleted from the FDP�Fire protection issues are covered by the Forest Protection Regulation.��objectives for riparian management zones, including basal area retention�not required�FDP - OPR 18(1)(v)�The Act was amended to say that the SP must be consistent with the FDP.  Therefore, the FDP must set out the general objectives for retention in order to provide direction to the SP.��objectives for known ungulate winter range�FDP, though not explicitly required (thought to be included in identified wildlife)�FDP - OPR 18(1)(w)�As the Managing Identified Wildlife Strategy has evolved, ungulates have been removed from identified wildlife and must now be treated separately in the FDP and elsewhere in plans and practices.��strategies for management of known ungulate winter range�not required�FDP � for cutblocks - OPR 20(1)(b)(v)�This requirement allows agencies and the public to review management strategies for ungulate winter range.��for community watersheds, the known water quality objectives�(new)�FDP - OPR 18(1)(x)�FDP is appropriate place to make known.��management strategies to reduce significant risk to forest resources identified in forest health assessments�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(t) measures�Measures to reduce significant risks.  The word strategies was replaced to avoid confusion with higher level plan terminology.��signature of the [tenure-] holder �FDP�FDP - OPR 10�same��statement that the FDP is consistent (or not consistent) with results of a WAP�FDP�FDP - OPR 18(1)(y)�The requirement is basically the same, but required statement of consistency is new.��



�6.3: Assessments







Assessments

�

The following assessments must be completed, where required by regulation, before submitting a FDP for review:



forest health overview assessment (occurrence of detected forest health factors);



forest health assessment to determine the nature and extent of the forest health factors if required by the district manager;



riparian assessment (in joint approval areas); 



watershed assessment; and



terrain stability field assessment or amendment.



For areas of joint approval and areas with a high likelihood of landslides or unstable terrain, a licensee can submit a FDP for approval prior to conducting a terrain stability field assessment. However, the cutblock is not eligible for CP application until the terrain stability field assessment has been completed and the results been made available for public review and comment with a subsequent FDP or amendment.�



OPR, 

s. 13, 14, 15







OPR,

s. 13(a)





OPR,

s. 13(b)























OPR,

s. 16, 17, 

    20, 21��























�

Although assessments are no longer required to be included in FDPs for approval by the DM, the FDP must be consistent with the results and recommendations of the assessments.



At the request of the district manager, or, for joint approval areas, the district manager or designated environment official, the proponent must submit  assessments for review.  If the assessment demonstrates that the cutblock cannot be harvested as proposed in the FDP, the DM or DEO, as the case may be, can refuse to approve the subsequent FDP.

�

















OPR, 

s. 26(2)









���

�

Assessments must be carried out by qualified people and they must be carried out in accordance with procedures described in Code guidebooks.  



Table 6.2 on page 6-16 indicates the assessments and new information licensees must obtain before submission of a FDP for approval.���

Forest Health Assessment





























































�

	Before making a forest development plan available for review under section 27 of the OPR, a person must



record and evaluate the occurrence of detected forest health factors currently causing damage or which may potentially cause damage in the area under the plan, and



An example of this would be a statement that “FIDS reports from 1972 to 1994 for the area in question were reviewed to obtain the history of Spruce Beetle damage in drainage X and that current aerial overview survey data shows an active infestation in the valley bottom spruce”.



conduct a forest health assessment, if required by the district manager, to determine the nature and extent of the forest health factors.  These are usually done for forest health factors that are a management concern at the time.  If significant risks to forest resources are recorded or disclosed, measures to reduce those risks, that do not, themselves, cause new or significantly increased risks.



An example of an assessment using the above example is:  “The expected impact of this spruce beetle infestation is minor since ground probes have found few new attacks due to poor overwintering survival.  Furthermore, there is little susceptible spruce in the stands adjacent to the infestation due to a change in timber type.” 



�











OPR,

s. 13, 





























OPR,

s. 13, 

   18(1)(t)





































���



Watershed Assessment�

The phase-in period for completing a watershed assessment in community watersheds has been extended to December 15, 1998 to provide sufficient time for existing watershed assessment procedures to be upgraded to meet the requirements of the revised guidebook.  This assessment must be updated every 3 years. 



If the proponent satisfies the district manager that the amount of harvesting or road construction would not significantly affect the watershed the district manager may relieve them of the assessment requirement.�



OPR,

s. 14 (3),

    18(1)(y)�����EMBED Unknown����

�EMBED Unknown����Table 6.2    ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED BEFORE REVIEW OF FOREST DEVELOPMENT PLANS



The following NEW information must  be obtained by the licensee  ( not previously “known”).

Source: OPERATIONAL PLANNING REGULATION 

���AVAILABILITY FOR REVIEW���TYPE�OPR SECTION�WHERE REQUIRED�AGENCIES�PUBLIC�NOTES��Occurrence of detected forest health factors �13�all areas under the FDP�( statutory decision-makers: DM, and DEO for joint-approval areas

( referrals: where DM requires licensee to refer the plan under OPR 7(1)(a) to resource agencies, or (b) any government agency � then the licensee under OPR 7(5) must make assessment related to the plan available for review at their place of business nearest the plan area, or at another location as specified by the DM�( referrals under OPR 7(1)(c) to a person that may be materially affected by the proposed operational plan or amendment (as specified by the DM)

( public review under OPR 27(2): assessments completed under OPR sections 13 to 17, the licensee must make the assessment available for viewing at the request of a person reviewing the plan; assessment to be made available at the place of business nearest the plan area, or another location as directed by the DM�Recording and evaluating detected forest health factors is simply compiling existing and available forest health incidence data for damaging or potentially damaging pests and reporting it in the FDP.  ���Table 6.2    ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED BEFORE REVIEW OF FOREST DEVELOPMENT PLANS

���AVAILABILITY FOR REVIEW���� TYPE�OPR SECTION�WHERE REQUIRED�AGENCIES�PUBLIC�NOTES��Forest health assessment �13�Where required by the DM�( statutory decision-makers: DM, and DEO for joint-approval areas

( referrals: where DM requires licensee to refer the plan under OPR 7(1)(a) to resource agencies, or (b) any government agency � then the licensee under OPR 7(5) must make assessment related to the plan available for review at their place of business nearest the plan area, or at another location as specified by the DM�( referrals under OPR 7(1)(c) to a person that may be materially affected by the proposed operational plan or amendment (as specified by the DM)

( public review under OPR 27(2): assessments completed under OPR sections 13 to 17, the licensee must make the assessment available for viewing at the request of a person reviewing the plan; assessment to be made available at the place of business nearest the plan area, or another location as directed by the DM�A forest health assessment is a synthesis or integration of the known information on the detected pests that were recorded and evaluated into a statement of expected impacts.  If the assessment requires more information – ground probes, for example – the DM should specify this as part of the description of the assessment he is requiring.���Table 6.2    ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED BEFORE REVIEW OF FOREST DEVELOPMENT PLANS

���AVAILABILITY FOR REVIEW���� TYPE�OPR SECTION�WHERE REQUIRED�AGENCIES�PUBLIC�NOTES��Watershed assessment procedure (WAP)�14�for the following areas under the FDP:



( community watershed

( significant downstream fisheries or licensed domestic water users & significant watershed sensitivity

( where DM determines a WAP is necessary�(same)�(same)�WAPs:

( done every 3 years

( done in accordance with WAP Guidebooks OR other procedure approved by the DM [DM & DEO for 41(6) areas]

( not required before Dec. 15/98 unless DM & DEO request

( may be waived by DM & DEO [see 14(4)] if there has been little harvesting

( may be required sooner than 3 years by DM if significantly more harvesting or terrain instability than anticipated [see 14(5)]���Table 6.2    ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED BEFORE REVIEW OF FOREST DEVELOPMENT PLANS

���AVAILABILITY FOR REVIEW���� TYPE�OPR SECTION�WHERE REQUIRED�AGENCIES�PUBLIC�NOTES��Riparian assessment (riparian classification of streams, wetlands and lakes)�15�( for areas under FDPs that require joint approval, those streams, wetlands & lakes shown on reconnaissance fish & fish inventory maps, forest cover maps or terrain resource inventory maps � & in or adjacent to proposed cutblock, or where directly impacting or impacted by a proposed road�(same)�(same)�Note: OPR section 18 requires the FDP to include: location of streams, wetlands and lakes shown on forest cover and like maps, and known riparian classification.���

Table 6.3  ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED TO BE AVAILABLE BEFORE A SILVICULTURE PRESCRIPTION (SP) MAY BE APPROVED

     ���AVAILABILITY FOR REVIEW��� TYPE�OPR SECTION�WHERE REQUIRED�AGENCIES�PUBLIC�NOTES��Visual impact assessment (VIA)�37(1)(a)�if the cutblock is in a known scenic area with established visual quality objectives�( licensee must make available to the DM, on request

( SPs may be referred to MELP or other agencies under OPR section 7�( DM may require referral to materially affected public, same as for agencies

( any member of the public that reviews an SP can request to view any assessments that have been completed to prepare either the FDP or SP

( licensee must make assessments available for viewing�VIA is NOT required, unless requested by the DM in writing, if the FDP relates to minor salvage operation OR expedited major salvage��Terrain stability field assessment�37(1)(b)�for the cutblock, IF:



( no TSFA was previously required for expedited major salvage in a joint approval area;

( the cutblock is not in a joint approval area and has a moderate likelihood of landslides, or potentially unstable terrain;

( DM determines that the cutblock requires a TSFA; or

�(same)�(same)�TSFA is NOT required IF [OPR 37(2)] the cutblock is shown on an FDP as located in an area with moderate likelihood of landslides, and:

(a) if the cutblock meets ALL of the following:

( area is located in the Interior,

( cable or aerial harvesting proposed,

( no excavated or bladed trails � OR���Table 6.3  ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED TO BE AVAILABLE BEFORE A SILVICULTURE PRESCRIPTION (SP) MAY BE APPROVED

     ���AVAILABILITY FOR REVIEW���TYPE�OPR SECTION�WHERE REQUIRED�AGENCIES�PUBLIC�NOTES��TSFA cont’d��( indicators of potential slope instability in the cutblock are identified while carrying out field work for the SP���(b) cutblock area included in an assessment previously done for a road

NOTE: IF the situation is an emergency harvesting operation by amendment to an FDP, the TSFA is the ONLY assessment required but only IF the DM requests in writing [OPR 37(5)].��Gully assessment�37(1)(c)�for a gully in a cutblock, where a person is proposing to carry out timber harvesting in a gully on the Coast�(same)�(same)�to be carried out in accordance with the Gully Assessment Procedure Guidebook��Pest incidence survey�37(1)(d)�for the cutblock, and IF required by the DM to determine the nature and extent of forest health factors�(same)�(same)����Table 6.3  ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED TO BE AVAILABLE BEFORE A SILVICULTURE PRESCRIPTION (SP) MAY BE APPROVED

     ���AVAILABILITY FOR REVIEW���TYPE�OPR SECTION�WHERE REQUIRED�AGENCIES�PUBLIC�NOTES��Archaeological impact assessment�37(1)(e), 7(1)(a), 

7(4), 

7(5)�if the DM determines is necessary to adequately manage and conserve archaeological sites in the area�not available except to specified resource agencies upon their request �not available�must meet requirements of the minister responsible for the Heritage Conservation Act��Riparian assessment, to:

( determine riparian class of streams, wetlands and lakes, and

( identify fish streams in community watersheds�37(1)(f)�for all streams, wetlands and lakes in or adjacent to the area under the prescription�(same)�(same)���

�Table 6.4  ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED BEFORE APPLICATION FOR A CUTTING PERMIT (CP)

  ���AVAILABILITY FOR REVIEW��� TYPE�OPR SECTION�WHERE REQUIRED�AGENCIES�PUBLIC�NOTES��Terrain stability field assessment�16�for a cutblock in a joint approval area, IF any of the following apply:



Cutblock is located in an area mapped as having:

( moderate or high likelihood of landslides,

( unstable or potentially unstable terrain,

( slope gradient greater than 60%,

( an area identified by the DM & DEO as requiring a TSFA�( statutory decision-makers: DM, and DEO for 41(6)/joint approval areas



( referrals: where DM requires licensee to refer the plan under OPR 7(1)(a) to resource agencies, or (b) any government agency � then the licensee under OPR 7(5) must make assessment related to the plan available for review at their place of business nearest the plan area, or at another location as specified by the DM �( referrals under OPR 7(1)(c) to any person that may be materially affected by the proposed operational plan or amendment (as specified by the DM)

( OPR 27(2): for assessments completed under OPR sections 13 to 17, the licensee must make the assessment available at the request of a person reviewing the plan; assessment to be made available at the place of business nearest the plan area, or another location as directed by the DM�TSFA is NOT required for �

16(2)(a): areas meeting ALL the following:

( moderate likelihood of landslides,

( area is in the Interior,

( cable or aerial harvesting method,

( partial cut silvicultural system for a cutblock in a community watershed,

( no excavated or bladed trails, OR

16(2)(b): assessment done for road layout & design included the area to be harvested;



16(3): not required for FDP amendment where moderate likelihood of landslides, or potentially unstable terrain if:

( emergency ���Table 6.4  ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED BEFORE APPLICATION FOR A CUTTING PERMIT (CP)

  ���AVAILABILITY FOR REVIEW���TYPE�OPR SECTION�WHERE REQUIRED�AGENCIES�PUBLIC�NOTES�������operation

( expedited major salvage operation and DM & DEO agree there is insufficient time for assessment��Terrain stability field assessment�17�areas that are NOT joint approval areas, IF any of the following situations apply:



Cutblock is located in an area mapped as having:

( high likelihood of landslides,

( unstable terrain, or

( slope gradient greater than 60%�( statutory decision-maker: DM



( agency referrals � (same)�(same)���Terrain stability field assessment � additional requirement�20(3)�If a TSFA is required under section 16 or 17, before the licensee applies for a CP, the cutblock must be included as a Category A on an approved FDP that includes statements confirming that the cutblock does not conflict with any of the prohibitions on harvesting or clearcutting set out in the THPR.������

�

Should conditions change in the watershed since the previous assessment, due to terrain instability or the amount of emergency harvesting or expedited major salvage harvesting, the district manager may require a new assessment to be conducted sooner than three years.�



OPR, 

s. 14(5)





��

Riparian Assessment�

	Before making a FDP available for review, a riparian assessment must be carried out to identify the riparian class of streams, wetlands and lakes located within community watersheds or other joint approval areas.  Only those streams, wetlands and lakes that are shown on a reconnaissance fish and fish habitat inventory map, forest cover map or a terrain resource inventory map, and that are either in or adjacent to a proposed cutblock, or could directly impact on or be impacted by a proposed road need to be assessed at this stage.  �



OPR, 

s. 15, 41(6)















��

Terrain Stability Field Assessment



Joint 

Approval 

Areas



�

Terrain stability field assessments are now required in two distinct situations:



Areas requiring joint approval.



Before a cutting permit can be applied for, a terrain stability field assessment must be completed if the cutblock is located in an area identified on the FDP map as having a moderate or high likelihood of landslides, unstable or potentially unstable terrain, a slope gradient greater than 60 percent, or if the area was identified by the district manager or designated environment official as requiring a terrain stability field assessment.  



The designated environment official can now identify areas requiring these assessments. Indicators of slope instability may be identified when the silviculture prescription is prepared and could trigger a requirement to have a terrain stability field assessment done at that point. 

�



OPR,

s. 18(1)(r)









OPR, 

s. 16(1)

















���



Terrain Stability Field Assessment continued�

The above assessment is not required if either:



A. the assessment has been carried out for the purposes of a road layout and design, and the assessment included the area to be harvested; or 



B. if all of the following are met:



i) the cutblock is in an area with a moderate likelihood of landslides; and 



ii)  the area is located in the Interior; and 



iii)  the harvesting method is cable or aerial; and



iv)  no excavated or bladed trails will be constructed; and 



v) if the cutblock is located in a community watershed, the proposed silvicultural system is partial cut.



A terrain stability field assessment is not required for an amendment to a FDP that relates to areas with moderate likelihood of landslides, or potentially unstable terrain if the harvesting is for the purposes of:



an emergency operation; or 



an expedited major salvage operation under certain conditions. 

�

OPR, 

s. 16(2)























































OPR, 

s. 16(3)



��Other Areas With

Unstable Terrain�2. In areas that do not require joint approval



Before a cutting permit application can be submitted, a terrain stability field assessment is required if the cutblock is located in an area identified in the FDP as having a high likelihood of landslides, unstable terrain, or a slope gradient greater than 60 percent.  Refer to section 6.4, “Limited Protection for Cutblocks and �





OPR,

s. 17(1)��

�











Transition





�

Roads”, for the impact of terrain stability field assessments on approval of cutblocks on FDPs, and cutting permit applications.

 

Prior to December 15, 1998, terrain stability field assessments can be completed by a person qualified to assess terrain stability and soil erosion hazards.  On or after this date, this assessment must be completed by a qualified registered professional.

�











OPR,

s. 1







���6.4: Categories of Cutblocks







Cutblock Categories�

There are now 2 categories of cutblocks:



Category A (proposed and previously approved), and



Category I for information purposes only (shown on a FDP map) but are not part of the FDP that is reviewed or approved.  These blocks have no status in the plan, and cutting permit applications cannot be submitted for them.  Although agencies have no obligation to do so,  they can comment on these category 1 blocks, but licensees are not required to respond to the comments.



Category A:



Forest development plans must show cutblocks that have met the information requirements for category A cutblocks.  In addition to previous general content requirements for all forest development plans, additional information must be included in a proposed forest development plan, in order to propose a cutblock for category A approval.  Following are some highlights of these additional requirements:



the year of harvest, if timing is critical to the management of non-timber forest resources;



strategies, if any, for the management of known ungulate winter ranges;



strategies, if any, proposed to achieve higher-level plan objectives; and



in joint approval areas, the riparian class of streams, wetlands and lakes.
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�

A cutting permit application can only be submitted if:



a cutblock appears as a category A in an approved FDP; and



any required terrain stability field assessment has been completed and made available for review during the time the FDP was available for review and comment, and, 



iii)   a statement is included in the plan that:



the cutblock is consistent with the assessment’s results and recommendations;  



there will be no harvesting within a community watershed where the area is subject to a high likelihood of landslides;  and

�
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���restrictions on development inside and outside community watersheds are met (refer to Table 

10-1: Restrictions on Development Inside and Outside Community Watersheds in section 10.2 page 10-4).



if the above requirements have not been met, the reason they have not been met must be documented, as well as the reason the person believes the FDP should be approved in spite of the failure to meet the above requirements .  The district manager or, in joint approval areas, the DM and the DEO then looks at all the factors and decides whether to approve it or not.
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Limited Protection for Cutblocks and Roads





























































































Transition�

If a category A cutblock or a road has been shown on an approved FDP, the district manager, and designated environment official for joint approval areas, may reject a subsequently proposed FDP on the grounds that the cutblock or road does not satisfy the requirements of the Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act, only if one of the situations listed in the Operational Planning Regulation occurs during the specified period.  These situations include:



an enactment; 

a new higher level plan;

a wildlife habitat area is established;

community watershed designated;

catastrophic damage;

watershed assessment results reveals previously unidentified adverse impact;

harvesting will not be proceeding; or

a terrain stability field assessment indicates that the block cannot be harvested as planned.



Even if a cutblock has been included as category A on an approved forest development plan, the district manager or the designated environment official may refuse to approve the plan if the results of a terrain stability field assessment indicated that the block can not be harvested as planned.  Changes to the harvest plan may be required, or harvesting will not be permitted.



Those blocks requiring a terrain stability field assessment are not eligible for cutting permit application until such an assessment is available with a forest development plan for review and comment, and the approved forest development plan includes a statement that the cutblock is consistent with the results and recommendations of the assessment, and complies with relevant sections of the timber harvesting practices regulation.

 

Category A cutblocks are carried forward as approved, unless information has been updated for the cutblock.  



If a cutting permit has been issued for a cutblock or a road permit has been issued for a road, or the cutblock or road 



has been shown on an approved FDP with certain assessments completed, the district manager (or designated environment official) cannot refuse to approve a FDP on the grounds that the cutblock or road does not satisfy section 41 (plan approval) or 10(1)(d) (plan content) requirements of the Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act.



A cutblock included in an approved forest development plan immediately before October 15, 1998 is deemed to be a category A cutblock if, before the next approval of the FDP: 



the cutblock has an approved silviculture prescription or has been exempted from the requirement for a silviculture prescription,



a silviculture prescription has been submitted for approval and the silviculture prescription meets the requirements of all the following sections:



measures to reduce significant risks to forest resources, if these are recorded or identified by the forest health assessment



general objectives for target levels of retention for coarse woody debris and wildlife trees



general objectives for riparian management zones, including the range of basal area retention by riparian class



known objectives for known ungulate winter ranges



for community watersheds, the known water quality objectives, or



 a cutting permit has been issued.
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Forest Development Plans: References for Categories of Cutblocks



  Act:	Forest Practices Code of British Columbia Act (FPC Act), sections

	10(1)(d), 41, 208(2) and 212.1  



  Regulation:	Operational Planning Regulation (OPR), sections 19, 20, 21, 22 		and 23      



	Timber Harvesting Practices Regulation (THPR), sections 7(2),         

	7(3), 8(2), 8(3) and 8(4)  
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6.5:  Period of Forest Development Plans







What’s New

�

The period of a FDP is five years, however, it may be reduced with the consent of the district manager or, for joint approval areas, the district manager and the designated environment official (he/she or both, as the case may be), are satisfied that: 



There is insufficient time to prepare a FDP that covers a period of five years for a new licence;



a significant portion of the plan is for the harvesting of blowdown or timber damaged by insects or fire and the exact location of the damaged timber cannot be determined;



there is insufficient timber available to provide operational activities for the required period; or 



the five year period cannot be met for a reason that is beyond the control of the person required to prepare the forest development plan. 
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Notice











Referral 





















Review and Comment�

Before a person submits for approval or a district manager puts into effect a FDP or amendment, a notice must be placed in a newspaper stating that the FDP or amendment is available for public review and comment.  There is no longer a requirement to place a notice in the Gazette.



The current provisions have been slightly modified in that referrals to persons can only be required by the district manager in situations where persons are materially affected by the plans. 



The district manager sets the referral period.



Resource agencies and other parties to whom plans are referred may require proponents to supply them with any assessments related to the operational plan.



A number of minor changes have been made to review and   comment requirements for FDPs.  These include:



if requested by a person reviewing a FDP, assessments must be made available for viewing at the licensees’ place of business nearest to the area under the plan or at a location specified by the district manager;



the period of review is 60 days (previously, at least 60 days) from the date of the first publication (this change was made to not discourage multiple advertising)  in a newspaper with a provision that the district manager and, for joint approval areas, the district manager and the designated environment official, can require a licensee to extend the review period;.



the period of review for a FDP or amendment that relates to “expedited major salvage” is at least 10 days; and�
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�

a review opportunity is not required for a FDP amendment if the district manager, or district manager and designated environment official for joint approval areas, is satisfied that it is for an emergency operation and there is insufficient time to provide for a 10 day review. 



Review comments need only be considered if they are related to proposed category A cutblocks or proposed road construction, modification, deactivation, or maintenance. 



The district manager and the person responsible for preparing a plan will not be required to respond to comments regarding Category A cutblocks or roads that were shown as Category A cutblocks on previously approved FDPs, unless the comment is related to a required terrain stability field assessment that was not completed for the cutblock before the approval of the most recent FDP. 
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��Forest Development Plan: References for Notice, Referral and Review 



  Regulation:	Operational Planning Regulation (OPR), sections 7(1), 24, 25, 26,	 	 27, 28, 29 and 30.
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