A number of changes to the Forest Practices Code of B.C occurred in October 1998.  These changes:


brought into force some previously announced provisions. 


changed portions of three regulations related to planning and practices.





Following are the highlights of the October changes.  For the full legal wording, please refer to the regulations available from Crown Publications Inc. (250) 386-4636.





1.  In Force October 15, 1998





On October 15th, 1998, the transition provisions for grandparenting Category A cutblocks introduced in early 1998 came into force (OPR s. 23).  Cutblocks included in a FDP approved* before October 15, 1998 are deemed to be Category A if, before the next FDP is approved:


the cutblock has an approved silviculture prescription; or


has been exempted from requiring a SP; or


a silviculture prescription that meets specified requirements has been submitted for approval; or


a cutting permit has been issued.





* Note that on October 23, 1998, this was expanded to apply to FDPs submitted or approved.  Refer to Category A Cutblocks on page 2 for October amendments.





Also effective on October 15th, the definition of ungulate winter range and provisions related to their establishment came into force. (OPR s. 1 & 69).  As of October 15, 1998, district managers have made known the locations of grandparented ungulate winter ranges.  Any new ungulate winter ranges will be established either in a higher level plan or by the Chief Forester and Deputy Minister for Environment, Lands and Parks.





2.  New Amendments





On October 23, 1998, a number of changes were made to the:


Operational Planning Regulation (OPR), 


Timber Harvesting Practices Regulation (THPR), and 


Silviculture Practices Regulation (SPR). 


�



Operational Planning Regulation





The following changes were brought in effective October 23, 1998, by over-riding the requirement for four months notice that would otherwise apply.  The main changes to the OPR, in the order that they appear in the regulation, are:





Permanent Access Structures�
It is no longer necessary to rehabilitate logging trails if the trails will be used continuously or periodically in a manner that precludes establishing a commercial crop of trees on the trails.


�
OPR s. 1(1)�
�
Category A Cutblocks


�
Cutblocks that meet specified criteria and are included as part of forest development plans (FDPs) that were either:


a) submitted for approval, or 


b) approved 


before October 15, 1998 are grandparented.  


�
OPR s. 23(2)


�
�
Silviculture Prescription Content�
A silviculture prescription must now describe the site conditions that will exist to accommodate resource features identified in the prescription.  


�
OPR 


s. 39(3)(m)(iii)�
�
�
A silviculture prescription for commercial thinning, pole harvesting, sanitation treatments and other intermediate cuttings without regeneration objectives must specify the net area to be reforested (NAR) (i.e. the area under the prescription that is growing trees).  This is required because things like stocking requirements and soil disturbance limits are specified for the NAR and do not apply to non-productive areas. 


�
OPR                 s. 39(8)(a)�
�
Stand Management Prescription�
For each special area within a standards unit, a stand management prescription must specify how matters relating to pruning and fertilization (as well as to spacing and mechanical stand treatments) vary from the rest of the standards unit.�
OPR s. 50(4)�
�
�



Timber Harvesting Practices Regulation


Changes to the THPR, in the order that they appear in the regulation, are:


Fisheries sensitive Zones�
The definition of a “fisheries-sensitive zone” now excludes streams, wetlands and lakes that have a riparian management zone established under the OPR.


�
THPR s. 1(2)


�
�
Resource Features�
The section that prohibited disturbance to resource features during timber harvesting was repealed.  The prohibition was brought into force on June 15, 1998 as part of the Bill 47 regulation amendments.  However, the unintended consequence was that it  introduced an absolute prohibition against disturbance or damage and prevented government from giving any consideration to management objectives for other forest resources.


For example, one could have argued that disturbance of streams (a resource feature) is absolutely prohibited during harvesting operations, even if it is authorized in a silviculture prescription.  An example of disturbance is an authorized stream crossing or the felling of timber across a stream to provide for worker safety.


�
THPR s. 4�
�
Excavated or Bladed Trails�
In a community watershed, construction of excavated or bladed trails is prohibited in areas where both of the following conditions apply:


the soil erosion hazard is high or very high, and


the risk of sediment delivery to streams is moderate, high or very high.


Previously, this section could be interpreted to prohibit trail construction in areas where only one of the conditions existed.  The amendment clarifies the original intent.�
THPR s. 7(4)�
�
�
Excavated or bladed logging trails constructed before December 15, 1999 on areas outside of community watersheds or on terrain and soils of low sensitivity do not need to be rehabilitated, even if rehabilitation is specified�
THPR s. 13�
�
�
Timber Harvesting Practices Regulation cont’d …





�
in a silviculture prescription or logging plan.  Previous amendments postponed the requirement to rehabilitate these trails from June 15, 1998 until after December 15, 1999.  However, many silviculture prescriptions which anticipated the original rehabilitation requirements were approved.  The new amendment eliminates any requirement to amend silviculture prescriptions in order to implement the postponement.


�
THPR s. 13�
�
Approvals�
The district manager may now authorize the following operations either by approving them in an operational plan or by a written notice:


use of alternate methods (other than those specified in the regulations) for rehabilitating excavated or bladed logging trails and temporary landings. 


constructing temporary stream crossings.�



THPR s. 14


THPR s. 17(2)





THPR  s. 21(1)�
�






Silviculture Practices Regulation


The changes to the SPR, in the order that they appear in the regulation, are:


Fisheries-sensitive Zones�
The definition of a “fisheries-sensitive zone” is clarified to exclude streams, wetlands and lakes that have a riparian management zone established under the OPR.


�
SPR s. 1(2)�
�
Resource Features �
Similar to changes in the Timber Harvesting Practices Regulation, the section that prohibited disturbance to resource features during silviculture operations was repealed.


�
SPR s. 3


repealed�
�
Rehabilitate Landings�
Licensees no longer need to prepare and obtain the district manager’s approval for a rehabilitation plan before rehabilitating landings.  This requirement is redundant because the standard of practice for landing rehabilitation is set out in the THPR.�
SPR s. 31(1)�
�
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