Streamlining the Code


Highlights of Regulatory Amendments Deposited June 3, 1998 


in force June 15, 1998 unless otherwise specified 








1.0  Operational Planning Regulation








Terrain Stability Field Assessments For Areas Outside Joint Approval Areas














�



The slope gradient which triggers the requirement for a terrain stability field assessment is amended.  A terrain stability field assessment is now required for areas shown on a forest development plan as having a slope gradient greater than 60%, rather than a slope gradient greater than 70%.  This section was changed because the scale of forest development plan maps does not allow for adequate differentiation between areas with a slope gradient between 60% and 70% and those with a slope gradient greater than 70%.  As a result, this distinction has no practical application in differentiating areas where terrain stability assessments would be required for forest development plans and silviculture prescriptions.�



OPR,


s. 17(1)(c)























�
�



Period of a Forest Development Plan








�



The district manager may reduce the period of a forest development plan if 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.  This amendment is intended to clarify the original intent of the section.  As previously worded, the section would not allow reductions in period for all circumstances beyond the control of the person preparing the plan.


�



OPR,


s. 3(3)(d)








�
�



Map and Information Requirements 





�



The slope gradients that trigger the requirement for a terrain stability field assessment have been amended.  If no terrain stability hazard mapping or reconnaissance terrain stability mapping has been carried out, the forest development plan map must show areas with slope gradients greater than 60%. As above, the level of differentiation previously required could not be shown on a forest development plan map.  Before a silviculture prescription can be approved on an area shown in a forest development plan with a moderate likelihood of landslides or potentially unstable terrain, a terrain stability field assessment must be completed.


�



OPR,


s. 18(1)(c),


s. 37(1)(b)(ii)








�
�



Archaeological Impact Assessments 





�



Archaeological impact assessments are not required to be made available for review when operational plans are referred or reviewed by the public.  This corrects a drafting error.  They are not made available in order to minimize the risk of damage to archaeological resources (e.g. vandalism and theft).  


�



OPR, 


s. 7(5),


s. 47 (3)


�
�
�
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Treatment Standards 





�



The definition of “treatment standards” has been amended to refer to those standards specified in the stand management prescription.  The previous definition referred to standards specified in section 50 of the stand management prescription, which was incorrect.





�



OPR,


s. 48


�
�



Ungulate Winter Range





�



The definition of Ungulate Winter Range under this section will come into effect on October 15, 1998, rather than June 15, 1998.  This will allow Ministry of Forests and Ministry of Environment, Lands and Parks staff time to develop policy around grand parenting ungulate winter range.





The transition period for confirmation of ungulate winter ranges has been moved forward four months, to end October 15, 2003.


�



OPR,


s. 1, 69(2)�
�



�
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2.0: Forest Road Regulation








Soil Erosion Field Assessment 


�



A qualified professional is no longer required to carry out such an assessment.  Qualified persons other than professionals may carry out these assessments.  It is up to the licensee to ensure that a person with sufficient training and experience carries out the assessment.


�



FRR,


s. 1, 6(2)


�
�



Riparian Management Areas


�



Amendments to this section clarify that a riparian management area exists whether or not the stream was identified or correctly classified on an operational plan or road layout and design.  Similar to amendments made to s. 4 SPR and s. 6 THPR.


�



FRR, 


s. 4�
�



Content Requirements For Road Layout and Design


�



A person required to prepare a road layout and design must ensure that where required it also includes:





measures to maintain slope stability and water quality; and





The following signed and sealed statements:





proposed measures to maintain slope stability are included in the geometric road design.


whether or not the resulting work must be certified as being in general conformance with the road design.


there are reasonable grounds to believe that leaving or placing stumps, roots and embedded logs in the road prism will not significantly increase the risk of a failure of the road subgrade.





These items are required to ensure that the district manager has the information needed to approve the road layout and design.


�



FRR,


s. 6(1),


8(1)


�
�



Certification of Terrain Stability Field Assessment Required


�



Those responsible for measures to maintain slope stability on areas of moderate or high likelihood of landslide must certify that a terrain stability field assessment was carried out.  This is required as an additional safeguard to ensure the assessment which will not usually be submitted to the district manager, is done.





�



FRR,


s. 8(4)





�
�
�
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Deposit of Materials Into Waterbodies Permitted Under Specific Circumstances 


�



This section has been redrafted to clarify its original intent to set out a requirement not to deposit slash, debris or erodable soil into waterbodies if this would cause damage to fish habitat or known water quality objectives.  As previously worded, the section could be viewed as prohibiting the deposit of any of these materials into waterbodies.  This would have a significant negative impact on road building in the province.  





As amended, it allows a deposit into the waterbody if the deposit will not harm fish habitat or known water quality objectives.


�



FRR,


s. 11(7)





�
�



Inspection of Major Culverts Required


�



The reference to “major culverts” was previously omitted in this section.  Both bridges and major culverts must be inspected at least once every three years.  This amendment is necessary if the inspection requirement is to apply.�



FRR, 


s. 16(1)





�
�



�
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3.0: Silviculture Practices Regulation








Definition of Silviculture Treatment Clarified


�



The definition is amended to clarify that silviculture treatments include treatments carried out to establish the “post harvest stand structure or site conditions in the prescription”.  The definition currently includes all treatments that are included in the silviculture prescription.  With the new results oriented silviculture prescription, these treatments are no longer specified in the prescription.  


�



SPR,


s. 1


�
�



Incorrectly Classified Streams


�



Amendments to this section clarify that one must not fell or modify trees in a riparian reserve zone regardless of whether or not a stream, wetland or lake is properly identified and classified in an operational plan.  This change is similar to the changes to THPR, s. 6, and FRR, s. 4.





�



SPR,


s. 4


�
�



Third Criteria Added �



This section establishes the criteria for counting coniferous trees to determine if spacing is required.  A third criteria – if a silviculture system is single tree selection, the tree must be at least 1.3 metres in height and less than 7.5 cm in diameter measured at the height of 1.3 metres – has been added.


�



SPR,


s. 13(9)


�
�



Alternative Methods of Insect Control May Be Permitted�



Amendments to this section allow for alternative methods of insect control if they are specified in an operational plan or approved by the district manager.  This section also provides for an exemption with or without conditions, if the district manager is satisfied that doing so will adequately manage and conserve forest resources.�



SPR,


s. 22











�
�



�
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4.0: Timber Harvesting Practices Regulation








Marking Requirements For WTs/WTPs Clarified


�



Before the commencement of harvesting, a person carrying out harvesting must mark the location of all wildlife trees or wildlife tree patches that are





0.25 ha or more, unless exempted by the district manager, and





less than 0.25 ha, if required by the district manager





�



THPR,


s. 3(1)


�
�



Incorrectly Classified Streams


�



Amendments to this section clarify that one must not fell or modify trees in a riparian reserve zone regardless of whether or not a stream, wetland or lake is properly identified and classified in an operational plan.  This change is similar to the changes to SPR, s. 4, and FRR, s. 4.





�



THPR,


s. 6


�
�



Exemptions From Green-Up Requirements


�



Licenses to cut and Christmas tree permits are exempt from green-up requirements.  





�



THPR,


s. 9(2)(a)


�
�



Green-up Requirements Don’t Apply To Private Land


�



The references to “area” in this section have been changed to “cutblock”.  This is needed to ensure that green-up requirements do not apply to adjacent land if the adjacent land is private land (i.e. private land does not have to be greened up before the adjacent cutblock can be harvested), and to clarify that the green-up requirements apply to a cutblock and not a portion of a cutblock.


�



THPR,


s. 9


�
�



Retention Of Streamside Trees�



This subsection requires streamside trees to be retained where they contribute significantly to the maintenance of stream bank and channel stability.  The revised wording is similar to the previous requirement in that sufficient trees must be retained to ensure stream channel and stream bank stability.


�



THPR,


s. 22(2)�
�
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