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1. Overview
Introduction
This Forest Stewardship Plan is presented to Government, First Nations, Licensed Stakeholders and
the community more generally. It contains the commitments of WL Community Forest LP to achieve
the results or strategies and employ measures to achieve government’s objectives as described in the
Forest and Range Practices Act, the Forest Planning and Practices Regulation, and the Government
Actions Regulation (GAR) Orders. WL Community Forest LP has written this plan as a commitment to
meet the standards expressed by government.
The community forest is Crown Land held under tenure by WL Community Forest L.P. -- the Limited
Partnership established by the Williams Lake Indian Band and the City of Williams Lake. WL
Community Forest LP is governed by a volunteer Board of Directors appointed by the partners to carry
out the business of the Community Forest. A Standing Committee of the Board of Directors has been
created to make recommendations to the Directors, and the Directors must respond to those
recommendations. The first Standing Committee members have been appointed by the Directors
following an open nomination process.
The term of this Forest Stewardship Plan is 5 years, the commencement date of which is the date of
Ministerial approval. It is intended to include the period from April 1, 2015 to March 31, 2020.

Physical and Geographic Description of the Williams Lake Community Forest
Two geographical areas together comprise the Williams Lake Community Forest (see Figure 1).
Selected from the area that overlaps the Secwepemc traditional territory and vacant crown land
within Central Cariboo Forest District, these blocks were identified as being capable of sustaining a
long-term forestry enterprise. Tree species, stand age profiles and compatibility with other tenure and
land-claim processes are among the many considerations put into area selection.
The Ne Sextsine (Flat Rock) Block (5,927 hectares) overlooks the Fraser River, just west of Williams
Lake, B.C., and is situated in the Interior Douglas-fir biogeoclimatic zone. The forest growing in the
dry/very dry climate is made up of multi-aged Douglas-fir stands. The Peskwenkwinem (Potato
Mountain) Block (22,913 hectares) spans an area between the Likely and Horsefly Roads from Potato
Mountain north to Beaver Valley. The climate of the Sub-Boreal Spruce biogeoclimatic zone leads to
productive forests dominated by Douglas-fir, interior spruce, lodgepole pine, aspen and birch,
generally in even-aged stands.
Both blocks have significant historic and present cultural value for the T’exelcemc – the people of the
Williams Lake Indian Band. In addition to significant archaeological, cultural and spiritual sites, there
are important areas for fishing, hunting and gathering within the community forest area.
The blocks also have significant historic and present value for all the people of the Central Cariboo –
ranching, logging, transportation, hunting, gathering and recreation have been and continue to be
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important activities. Surface and ground water are important for both potable and irrigation water
sourced from numerous wells and surface developments.
The Community Forest Area surrounds and abuts private land, Indian Reserves, Grazing Leases and
Woodlot Licenses, and overlaps range permits, mineral tenures, transportation and transmission
corridors. Many existing forest roads and cutblocks are subject to current licensee obligations.
Access is a significant issue within the community forest area, particularly in the Flat Rock block where
there are authorized and unauthorized non-motorized and motorized recreation trails. Access to
private properties adjacent to the Flat Rock Block is via roads within and outside the community forest
boundaries.
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Figure 1: Location map for the Williams Lake Community Forest
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Values, Goals and Objectives of the WL Community Forest LP
A series of community meetings, questionnaires and direct conversations were held with neighbouring
communities and stakeholders. That input process resulted in a better understanding of both general
community values and spatially specific values that apply to the Community Forest, as noted in Table 1.
Table 1: Community values identified through open houses and questionnaires.
Water Quantity and Quality
Community Safety from
Wildfire
Fishing and Hunting
Conserving Soils
Recreation
Respect for the Land
Stewardship
Respect for Traditional
Medicines and Foods

Wildlife Habitat
Visual Quality and Aesthetics
Range and Forage
Access to the Forest
Public Safety
Spirituality
Local Assets - Trails and
Green Spaces
Economic Activity

Cultural and Traditional Uses
Appreciation of Scenery and
Nature
Gathering Firewood
Gathering Food
Sequestering carbon
Archaeological Sites
Improved Roads
Small Scale Logging

The partners in the Williams Lake Community Forest Agreement have developed a clear set of goals to
which the management of the Community Forest will respond. The partners’ goals for the Community
Forest are to:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Reflect community values and respect the land;
Sustainably manage for all forest resources;
Enhance local partnerships that support forest education and an increased public
understanding of forestry;
Operate the community forest as a viable forestry enterprise
Realize socioeconomic benefits such as local employment and economic activity
associated with milling and manufacturing, and
Generate revenue for economic development and community stability

The objectives of forest management on the Community Forest support the goals outlined above. Our
objectives for management are to:
1.

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Manage and conduct operations in accordance with a management plan and a forest
stewardship plan which identify and address community values, and respect the land
and resources.
Protect cultural heritage resources.
Acknowledge and respect traditional uses.
Respect public access to crown land and manage access to minimize conflict between
values and users.
Respect neighbours and their expectation for natural spaces.
Protect the productivity and hydrologic function of the soil in all operations.
Sustain or enhance the forest resources available on the community forest for:
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8.


9.


10.



11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
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fish and wildlife habitat
water
timber
range, and
recreation
Protect and conserve the values in place on the Community Forest including:
visual quality
biological diversity, and community interface
Protect the forest from catastrophic losses due to:
forest fires
insect and disease infestations
Regulate the composition of the forest through harvest and silviculture treatments to
ensure:
vigorous and productive forests
a diversity of habitats, and
a diversity of product opportunities
Minimize conversion of productive forest land to non-productive land (e.g. roads).
Build capacity in local communities for work in forestry, logging and wood products
manufacturing.
Provide opportunities for education, research, and demonstration in forest resources
conservation, management, and wood products manufacturing.
Work with others to share knowledge and improve forest management.
Harvest timber to provide sufficient revenue to pay for the management of the
Community Forest, provide a financial return to the partners and contribute to a grant
program.
Retain earnings to cover future expenses associated with timber harvesting.
Grow and harvest a diverse range of timber products and non-timber forest products.
Regulate the harvest of timber and non-timber forest products to minimize the periodic
variation in revenue and down-side risk.
Sell timber competitively to seek maximum value for the logs produced.
Carry out activities in a safe, healthy, and secure environment.
Work with neighbours and licensed users (range tenure holders, guide outfitters and
trappers) to seek mutually satisfactory outcomes.
Manage and harvest the timber profile to provide a diverse range of products.
Sell timber as close to the retail customer as possible.
Seek opportunities to market forest products presently left as waste.
Hire qualified local contractors to carry out activities.
Harvest timber to generate residual net revenue to the partner communities to pursue
their goals.
Distribute a portion of the residual net revenues to the regional community
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Legislative Framework
Community Forest Agreement K3A provides the legal framework within which all activities must occur.
This is in effect from January 1, 2014 to December 31, 2038.
Community Forest Agreements are governed under the Forest Act and the Community Tenures
Regulation. Accordingly a forest management plan was submitted with the Application and has been
approved (Day 2013).
Commitments made in the application for the Community Forest Agreement (WL Community Forest
LP 2013) endure and attach to the tenure and are therefore reflected in this Forest Stewardship Plan.
The approved Management Plan describes guiding principles, proposed management objectives, and a
proposed allowable annual cut for the community forest agreement area.
The Management Plan prepared as part of our application complies with the required content for a
Community Forest Agreement, and has been approved by the Regional Executive Director, Cariboo
region, Ministry of Forests, Lands, and Natural Resource Operations. That plan sets out goals and
objectives, describes guiding principles, proposed management objectives, and a proposed allowable
annual cut (40,000 m3/year) within the Community Forest. Commitments made in the Management
Plan for the Community Forest Agreement (WL Community Forest LP 2013) endure and attach to the
tenure and are therefore reflected in this Forest Stewardship Plan
This Forest Stewardship Plan draws directly from the Management Plan to create the strategies and
results that are laid out herein. The Management Plan is written to be very readable and nonlegalistic, and should be consulted for additional discussion of the results, strategies, and measures
included in this Forest Stewardship Plan.

Commitment to Write a Working Plan
In addition to this plan, the Community Forest is committed to writing and implementing a Working
Plan to contain the stretch goals and detailed strategies to be used in the management of the
Community Forest. In this way the Forest Stewardship Plan establishes minimum expectations, and
the Working Plan will devise management approaches over and above the minimum requirements.
That Working Plan will be developed with the participation of First Nations, neighbours, users, and
licensed stakeholders. It will have a 20 year horizon and will be revised periodically to reflect new
knowledge and changing conditions. It will not be submitted to government for approval, but it will
guide the Community Forest in its land management by affecting operations on the ground. The
standards and commitments established in the Working Plan will be over and above the commitments
made in this Forest Stewardship Plan.
The Working Plan will provide a rationale and a tactical plan to join our corporate goals and objectives
with the public’s goals and objectives and the Crown’s land management objectives as stated in the
CCLUP. The Working Plan will:



Discuss the values and uses in place on the Community Forest;
Describe the values, goals and objectives;
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Indicate where each value and objective exists; and
Set strategies to achieve goals and objectives while maintaining stated values.

Higher Level Land Use Planning
The Cariboo-Chilcotin Land Use Plan (Province of BC 1995) “presents the overall framework for land
use, conservation and economic development.” The Land Use Plan divides the Cariboo-Chilcotin into
three Resource Development Zones depending on intensity of use -- Enhanced, Special, and
Integrated.
Both blocks of the Community Forest fall into Enhanced Development Zones. The Flat Rock Block is
situated in the Williams Lake Subzone and Potato Mountain Block is situated in the Beaver Valley
Subzone. The Enhanced zone is defined (Province of BC 1995) as follows:
“The Enhanced Resource Development Zone includes areas where economic benefits and jobs will be
increased through intensive resource management and development. In this zone, the plan challenges
all local resource users and government to set targets for increased sustainable resource development.
In particular, forest productivity will be maintained and enhanced through intensive reforestation,
spacing, pruning, thinning, and new harvest practices.”
Resource Development Zones (from the CCLUP) are subdivided into Landscape Units, which are the
basic unit for landscape level planning. The Community Forest is situated in four Landscape Units:



Flat Rock Block -- Williams Lake and Chimney Landscape Units
Potato Mountain Block -- Beaver Valley and Big Lake Landscape Units

While our management will not have a significant impact on the overall attainment of the resource
targets for the Land Use Plan, the status of the Landscape Units within which we are situated will have
an impact on government’s objectives. Our commitments to Government’s objectives are reflected in
this Forest Stewardship Plan.
The CCLUP has been implemented by way of the Williams Lake Sustainable Resource Management
Plan (Anon 2005a) and more recently the Ministerial Order on Land Use Objectives for the CaribooChilcotin Land Use Plan Area2 (the Land Use Order). The Land Use Order has replaced some but not all
of the direction provided by the CCLUP.
Implementation direction published as a companion document to the Land Use Order (Anon 2011)
compares the Land Use Order to the CCLUP requirements and directs readers to follow the
interpretation provided in Summary of CCLUP Legal Requirements and Selected Non- Legal Direction
(Anon 2005). Table 2 compares the CCLUP numeric targets stated for the Resource Development
Subzones with the approved Management Plan targets resulting from the Land Use Order.
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Table 2: Cariboo Chilcotin Land Use Plan (CCLUP) targets for the Williams Lake Community Forest as
compared to expectations from the Management Plan (MP).
Timber Targets

Conventional Harv. (% by Modified Harv.* (% by
No Harv.** (% by
productive area)
productive area)
productive area)
Block
CCLUP
MP
CCLUP
MP
CCLUP
MP
Flat Rock Block
45
0
50
49
5
51
Potato Mountain Block
62
56
32
21
6
23
Grazing (AUM)
Wildcraft (% Access)
Recreation (% Backcountry)
Other Numeric Targets
CCLUP
MP
CCLUP
MP
CCLUP
MP
Flat Rock Block
34,501
Unknown
80
100
5
31
Potato Mountain Block
40,076
Unknown
80
100
5
0
Mule Deer Winter Range
(% of Area)
Other Numeric Targets
CCLUP
MP
Flat Rock Block
50
100
Potato Mountain Block
18
10
*Modified Harvesting refers to silvicultural systems other than clearcutting, modified in consideration of wildlife
or visuals.
**Including Reserves and Old Growth Management Areas, but not including Wildlife Tree
Patches or Riparian Management Areas.

Table 3 provides a summary of the gross area for each block of the Community Forest by
biogeoclimatic subzone.
Table 3: Biogeoclimatic zones and subzones of the Williams Lake Community Forest.
Block

BEC Zone

Flat Rock

IDF

Potato Mountain
Total

SBS

Gross Area (Ha) by Subzone
dk3

xm

3,499

2,394

dw1

dw2

mh

Total Area
(Ha)
5,893

21,316

2,567

9

22,892
28,840

Non-forest land is an important component of the Community Forest, supporting ecological goods and
services that are important to the community. Table 4 provides a summary of forest and non-forest
area.
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Table 4: Total Forest and non-forest area (hectares) of the Williams Lake Community Forest.

Forest

Category

Potato Mountain

Flat Rock

Grand Total

Forested

19,890

5,675

25,565

NSR

1,690

30

1,720

21,580

5,705

27,285

Clearing

17

63

79

Gravel Pit

3

0

3

Lake

630

17

646

NP Brush

136

8

144

Open Range

1

27

28

2

2

Subtotal

Non-Forest

River
Rock

5

Urban

5

100

105

Wetland

536

5

541

Subtotal

1,333

222

1,554

Grand Total

22,913

5,927

28,840
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2. Definitions and Acronyms
AAC - Annual Allowable Cut.
AUM - Animal Unit Month, unit of measure for range use describing the forage consumed by
one cow-calf pair.
Backcountry - Backcountry is defined as a combination of the following Recreation
Opportunity Spectrum (ROS) experiences: Semi-Primitive Motorized, Semi-Primitive NonMotorized, and Primitive. CCLUP 90 day report p. 144.
CCLUP – Cariboo Chilcotin Land-Use Plan, declared a Higher Level Plan on Jan 23, 1996, and
includes documents pertinent to that plan and list in the declaration order.
Chief Forester Guidance (Dec, 2005) – Guidance from the Chief Forester for prescribing
Foresters to provide increased riparian retention and Wildlife Tree patch areas in larger beetle
killed pine salvage blocks.
ECA - Equivalent Clearcut Area.
ERDZ – Enhanced Resource Development Zone.
EMS - Environmental Management System.
FBB – Douglas-fir bark beetle
FDU – Forest Development Unit as detailed in this Forest Stewardship Plan.
FPPR – Forest Planning and Practices Regulation. B.C. Reg. 14/2004 effective January 31, 2004.
Consolidated to March 18, 2005. includes amendments up to B.C. Reg. 137/2014, June 30,
2014.
FRPA – Forest and Range Practices Act.
FSP – Forest Stewardship Plan.
GAR - Government Actions Regulation.
GWM - General Wildlife Measure.
High Value or Significant Wildlife Tree - means a tree over 37.5 cm DBH among the target
residual conifer species or over 20 cm DBH for deciduous species, and that falls within one of
the wildlife tree classes of 2 through 8.
.
IRMZ – Integrated Resource Management Zone.
LUO – Land Use Objective: Ministry of Agriculture and Lands, Integrated Land Management
Bureau, Ministerial Order, April 18, 2011, Land Use Objectives for the Cariboo-Chilcotin Land
Use Plan (CCLUP) Area.
MAG - Ministry of Agriculture
MDWR – Mule Deer Winter Range.
MFLNRO - Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations
MoE - Ministry of Environment.
MPB – Mountain Pine bark beetle
NRFL – Non-Replaceable Forest Licence.
Polygon – As used in the CCLUP 90-Day Report, Polygon is the term used to describe the land
use Zones.
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Primary Forest Activity - means timber harvesting, road construction, road maintenance, road
deactivation and silviculture treatments carried out by FSP holder.
Appendix 1 – Describes the map set that shows all of the special mapping features associated
with the Cariboo-Chilcotin Land Use Plan and Government mapping information.
SBB – Spruce bark beetle
Scenic area - means an area of land established as a scenic area under the Forest Practices
Code of British Columbia Act on or before October 24, 2002 and continued as a scenic area
under section 180 (c) of FRPA
SRDZ – Special Resource Development Zone.
SRMP - Sustainable Resource Management Plans.SRP - Sub-Regional Plans
Visual sensitivity class - means a visual sensitivity class established on or before October 24,
2002, particulars of which are publicly available in the Land and Resource Data Warehouse
maintained by the minister responsible for the Land Act.
WLCF – WL Community Forest Limited Partnership, a limited partnership between the
Williams Lake Indian Band and the City of Williams Lake.
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3. Administration
Plan Dates
Commencement Date
The term of this Forest Stewardship Plan begins on the date specified in writing by the minister in
approving the plan. See FRPA Sec. 6(1)(b).
Term of Plan
The term of the plan is five (5) years from the commencement date.

Application
This Forest Stewardship Plan applies to Community Forest Agreement K3A, an area-based tenure
within the Cariboo-Chilcotin Resource District with an Annual Allowable cut of 40,000 m3/year. The
boundaries of CFA K3A are shown on the maps in Appendix 1.
Forest Development Units (FDU)
There are no Transitional Forest Development Units (FDUs) in effect under this FSP on the date of
submission for approval.
There are two FDUs proposed under this FSP, each representing a block of CFA K3A. FDU 1 and FDU 2
are both located in the Cariboo-Chilcotin Resource District. The FDUs are contained entirely within
CFA K3A, the boundaries of which exclude all private land, federal land, and Woodlot Licences.
The following table identifies the CCLUP zones which are overlapped by the FDUs proposed under this
FSP.
FDU 1: Ne Sextsine (Flat Rock) Block
CCLUP – ERDZ*
Williams Lake

Landscape Unit
Williams Lake
Chimney

FDU 2: Peskwenkwinem (Potato Mountain) Block
CCLUP – ERDZ*
Beaver Valley

Landscape Unit
Beaver Valley
Big Lake

* ERDZ – Enhanced Resource Development Zone;
See Maps in Appendix 1.
Transition
A Transitional FSP was not submitted prior to March 31, 2007.
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Forest Development Plans.
Not Applicable.
Protection of cutblocks and roads from previously approved Forest Development Plans.
Not Applicable at this time.
WL Community Forest LP (WLCF) will discuss the possibilities and opportunities associated with
previous approved forest development plans held by other major Forest Licensees. If sections or parts
of these plans including blocks and roads are adopted by WLCF, these will be amended into this FSP as
appropriate.
Effect of Approval of this Forest Stewardship Plan.
For the purposes of FRPA Section 197 (4), (5) and (7):
a) The results, strategies and measures specified in this FSP do not apply to any cutblock or road if, on
the commencement date, the cutblock or road is included in an approved cutting permit or road
permit, and,
b) The stocking standards specified in this plan do not apply to blocks where harvesting commenced
under a Cutting or Road Permit that was approved pursuant to a Forest Development Plan.
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4. Objectives Prescribed by Government in the FPPR, Results and
Strategies.
WLCF considers the Strategies and Results presented in this FSP to be consistent with meeting the
intent of the License requirements. In general, default legislated values have been used. Section 5 of
this Plan incorporates direction from the Land Use Order, CCLUP, April 2011.

Soils
Objective 1
Source of Objective
The objective set by government for soils is to conserve the productivity and the
British Columbia FPPR
hydrologic function of soils, as outlined in the Forest Planning and Practices Regulation
(FPPR)
Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
The FSP holder adopts as a result or strategy FPPR Sections 35 (1-7), 36(1-4), 36(2), 36(3) and 36(4) as those sections
were on the date of FSP submission, including amendments up to B.C. Reg. 177/2014, September 22, 2014.
The FSP holder adopts as a result or strategy (as written on the date of FSP approval) for the purposes of calculating
permanent access the proportion shall be the gross cutblock area which will include the net area to be reforested,
naturally occurring non- productive area, unnatural non-productive areas, immature and all retention and reserve
areas associated with the block.

Wildlife
Objective 2

Source of Objective

As described in the FPPR of B.C., the objective set by government for wildlife is to
FPPR Sec 7.
conserve sufficient wildlife habitat in terms of amount of area, distribution of areas
and attributes of those areas, for
(a) the survival of species at risk,
(b) the survival of regionally important wildlife, and
(c) the winter survival of specified ungulate species.
CCLUP Land Use Order,
LUO – June 2010 – Objectives 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23,
April 2011.
24, 25, 32, 33 and 34.
Applicable area: Description of applicable area is as specified for each individual species within FDUs 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
The FSP holder adopts as written on the date of FSP approval the strategies presented in the species specific sections
of this FSP in Sections 5, pages 22-38 of this document.

Water, fish, wildlife and biodiversity within riparian areas.
Objective 3
Source of Objective
As described in the FPPR of B.C., the objective set by government for water, fish,
FPPR Sec 8.
wildlife and biodiversity within riparian areas is, to conserve, at the landscape level,
the water quality, fish habitat, wildlife habitat and biodiversity associated with those
riparian areas.
CCLUP Land Use Order,
LUO – April 2011 – Objectives 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23,
April 2011.
24, 25, 32, 33 and 34.
Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
The FSP holder adopts as written on the date of FSP approval the strategies and/or results presented in Table 5 (page
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25 of this document) and Appendix 1 of this document.

Fish habitat in fisheries sensitive watersheds.
Objective 4
Until December 31, 2005 the objective set by government for fish habitat in fisheries
sensitive watersheds was to prevent to the extent described in subsection (3) the
cumulative hydrological effects of primary forest activities in the fisheries sensitive
watershed from resulting in a material adverse impact on the habitat of the fish
species for which the fisheries sensitive watershed was established.
Fisheries sensitive watersheds are not identified within the area applicable to this FSP.
Applicable Area: Not Applicable to CFA K3A.
Result and/or Strategy
The Objective set by government has expired.
Fish habitat conservation measures are discussed in Sections 5, pages 22-27 of this FSP.

Source of Objective
FPPR Sec 8.1.

Water in Community Watersheds.
Objective 5
Source of Objective
1) In this section "community watershed" means a community watershed that is
FPPR Sec 8.2.
continued under section 180 (e) of the Act, and for which a water quality objective
has not been continued under section 181 of the Act, or established under the
Government Actions Regulation.
2) The objective set by government for water being diverted for human consumption
through a licensed waterworks in a community watershed is to prevent to the
extent described in subsection (3) the cumulative hydrological effects of primary
forest activities within the community watershed from resulting in
a) a material adverse impact on the quantity of water or the timing of the flow
of the water from the waterworks, or
b) the water from the waterworks having a material adverse impact on human
health that cannot be addressed by water treatment required under
c) an enactment, or
d) the license pertaining to the waterworks
3) The objective set by government under subsection (2) applies only to the extent
that it is described in FPPR of B.C.
Applicable area: Not applicable to CFA K3A.
Result and/or Strategy
No Strategy or Result is required as no areas are designated as Community Watershed within CFA K3A.

Wildlife and Biodiversity at the Landscape and Stand Levels.
Objective 6

Source of Objective

As described in FPPR of B.C., the objective set by government for wildlife and
biodiversity at the landscape level is to design areas on which timber harvesting is to
be carried out that resemble, both spatially and temporally, the patterns of natural
disturbance that occur within the landscape.
LUO - Landscape Units for Biodiversity Management

FPPR Sec 9.0.

5. Maintain biodiversity in accordance with the landscape units and biodiversity
emphasis shown on LUO Map02 (Appendix 1) and defined by the spatial dataset,
Cariboo-Chilcotin Landscape Units.

CCLUP Land Use Order,
April 2011.

Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2 - applicable CCLUP Zones.
Result and/or Strategy
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The FSP holder adopts as written on the date of FSP approval the strategies and/or results presented in Sections 5.5.5
and 5.5.6 of this FSP.

Objective 7

Source of Objective

As described in FPPR of B.C., the objective set by government for wildlife and
biodiversity at the stand level is to retain wildlife trees.
LUO - Wildlife Tree Retention
6. Where harvesting removes >50 percent of the pre-harvest stand basal area or
where the harvest is part of a shelterwood silvicultural system, meet or exceed the
minimum areas for wildlife tree retention for each harvest area (cutblock or cutting
permit) as set out in schedule 1of the CCLUP LUO.
7. Where practicable, in partially cut stands, where harvesting removes <50 percent of
the pre-harvest basal area, retain trees of high value to wildlife up to the limits in
schedule 1of the CCLUP LUO.
Conserve biological diversity through retention of coarse woody debris and retention
of wildlife trees.
Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy

FPPR Sec 9.1.
CCLUP Land Use Order,
April 2011.

CCLUP 90 day Report. P
153.

The FSP holder adopts as written on the date of FSP approval the Wildlife Tree Retention Targets (CCLUP LUO
Schedule 1) as set out in Section 5,pages 28-31 and Appendix 4 of this document.

Visual Quality
Objective 8

Source of Objective

"Scenic area" means an area of land established as a scenic area under the Forest
Practices Code of British Columbia Act on or before October 24, 2002 and continued as
a scenic area under section 180 (c) of the Act;
"Visual sensitivity class" means a visual sensitivity class established on or before
October 24, 2002, particulars of which are publicly available in the Land and Resource
Data Warehouse maintained by the minister responsible for the Land Act.
The objective set by government in relation to visual quality for a scenic area, that
(a) was established on or before October 24, 2002, and
(b) for which there is no visual quality objective
is to ensure that the altered forest landscape for the scenic area:
(i) in visual sensitivity class 1 is in either the preservation or retention category,
(ii) in visual sensitivity class 2 is in either the retention or partial retention category,
(iii) in visual sensitivity class 3 is in either the partial retention or modification
category,
(iv) in visual sensitivity class 4 is in either the partial retention or modification
category, and
(v) in visual sensitivity class 5 is in either the modification or maximum modification
category.
LUO - Scenic Areas
26 Maintain the visual quality objectives for scenic areas as shown on LUO Map09a
(Appendix 1) and defined by the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin Scenic Areas.
27 Despite objective 26, harvesting is permitted where it is essential for insect control
to curtail severe damage to forest values at the landscape level in a beetle
management unit (BMU) classified as suppression for that insect pest.
28 Along the scenic corridors shown on LUO Map09b (Appendix 1) and defined by the
spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin Scenic Corridors, design harvest areas to mimic

FPPR Sec 9.2.
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existing natural openings, vegetation patterns and natural features.
29 Design harvest areas to mimic existing natural openings, vegetation patterns, and
natural features when viewed from the high elevation viewpoints shown on LUO
Map09c (Appendix 1) and defined by the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin High
Elevation Viewpoints.
Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
The FSP holder adopts as written on the date of FSP approval the strategy presented in Section 5.3.2 of this FSP and
the spatial data in Appendix 1.

Cultural Heritage Resources.
Objective 9
Source of Objective
The objective set by government for cultural heritage resources is to conserve, or, if
FPPR Sec 10.
necessary, protect cultural heritage resources that are
(a) the focus of a traditional use by an aboriginal people that is of continuing
importance to that people, and
(b) not regulated under the Heritage Conservation Act.
LUO-Mature Birch Retention
CCLUP Land Use Order,
24 Maintain at least 40 percent of the existing, mature birch to allow for First Nations
April 2011.
cultural use within cutblocks in the areas of Beaver Valley Landscape Unit as shown on
LUO Map07 (Appendix 1) and defined by the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin Birch
Areas for First Nations.
Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
1) WLCF will initiate actions that are consistent with:
a) Developing positive relationships with aboriginal people and First Nations within whose traditional territories
the CFA is situated;
b) Determining potential impacts of actions carried out by the Licensee under this plan, in the context of
traditional and contemporary use by aboriginal people, through;
i) Comments made by affected First Nations in accordance with Section 21 of the FPPR and, subsequently
confirmed by government in consultation with the First Nation; or
ii) Comments made by affected First Nations during information meetings with the Licensee that may occur
from time to time during the term of this plan,
c) Conserving or, if necessary, protecting cultural heritage resources that are:
i) Referred to in Section 10 of the FPPR, as of the date of submission of this plan or as designated to be
resource features;
ii) Not conserved or protected by other arrangements;
iii) Likely to be adversely impacted by actions of the Licensee carried out under this plan;
iv) Capable of being addressed in the context of normal CP applications and primary forest activity; and
v) Considered to be important, valuable, scarce and of continued importance.
d) The timber harvesting rights in the agreements to which this plan applies.
2) WLCF will abide by agreements developed in conjunction with aboriginal groups within whose Traditional
Territory the FDU is situated.
3) WLCF will refer proposed harvesting and road building activities to interested aboriginal groups whose Traditional
Territory the FDU is situated during the initial planning stages of a Cutting Permit area. (Cut block/Road level
review).
a) To reduce re-referral of proposals, CP Referral Notices will request that adjacent areas or points of critical or
sensitive Traditional Use be included. This will be done to accommodate potential block amendments
identified during the planning phase where field work has indicated minor changes would be appropriate
from a forest development perspective. Where an increase in block size does not materially affect the result
of the Traditional Use information overlap, proposed additions to block shapes will be noted on CP maps sent
to the First Nation.
4) Where comments are received by WLCF as a result of notification of proposed forest management activity, WLCF
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will:
i) Keep a written record of such correspondence;
ii) Cooperatively evaluate the direct impact of the proposed action on the cultural heritage resource; and,
iii) Through a collaborative process find practicable strategies for Cultural Heritage Resource Conservation
measures.
5) WLCF will maintain Birch at the stand level within FDU 2 by retaining at least 40 % of existing mature birch > 12.5
cm DBH within cutblocks harvested by the Licensee in areas as shown on LUO Map07 (Appendix 1) and defined
by the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin Birch Areas for First Nations.
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5. Objectives Specified in the Cariboo-Chilcotin Land Use Plan, Results
and Strategies as brought forward by ILMB, Chair of Cariboo
Manager’s Committee, June 2005, and incorporating the Land Use
Order of April 2011.
Grazing
Objective 10
Source of Objective
To maintain the current authorized level of (see below) AUMs in the both FDU 1 and FDU CCLUP 90 day Report. Pg.
2.
84, 86, 102, 114, 116, 120,
Plan and manage forest development to minimize or mitigate the impacts to other
130.
values, including ….range….
Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
1) WLCF will notify affected grazing tenure holders of the general location of proposed cutblocks and roads during
initial block planning stages.
2) Where evidence is provided by government or the grazing tenure holder that either:
a) the designated AUM level (as at February 15, 1995) for the FDU is not sustainable or achievable as a direct
result of harvesting or silviculture practices conducted by WLCF; or
b) the existing proportion of AUMs by range unit (as at February 15, 1995) has been or will be decreased below
these levels by specific harvesting and/or silviculture activities,
3) WLCF will discuss measures with the grazing tenure holder and/or government with the intent of modifying
harvesting and silviculture activities to, at minimum, maintain the levels of AUM and proportion of AUM by range
unit as at February 15, 1995.

Wildcraft Maintain Roaded Access/Coordinated Access.
Objective 11
Source of Objective
FDU 1: Williams Lake ERDZ: To maintain roaded access to 50% of the FDU. Access to the CCLUP 90 day Report. Pg.
rest of the polygon will be walk-in off permanent main roads, or temporary in
84, 86, 102, 114, 116, 120,
conjunction with any forest industry development or other forest road user.
130.
FDU 2: Beaver Valley ERDZ: To maintain roaded access to 80% of the FDU. Access to the
majority of the polygon will be walk-in off permanent main roads, or temporary in
conjunction with any forest industry development or other forest road user
Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
1) Where WLCF constructs primary access to approved harvesting locations with an expected use of more than five
years, the roads may remain open until the cutblocks accessed by the roads are considered satisfactorily restocked
or the roads are required for other primary forest activities.
2) WLCF will make reasonable efforts to coordinate forest management access development coordination with the
expressed interests of other tenure holders and interested road users.
3) WLCF will undertake to comply with any Cariboo Manager’s Committee or Regional Resource Board endorsed
recommendations of Regional or Local Access Management Plans in regards to road location, density and use. See
also Objective 12 below.

Recreation
Backcountry, Access and Trails
Objective 12
Williams Lake ERDZ: To maintain 5% of the polygon in a backcountry condition, concentrating
on areas along the Fraser River.
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Beaver Valley ERDZ: To maintain 5% of the polygon in a backcountry condition, concentrating
116, 120, 130.
around key lakes.
Legally Established Trails - Established under FRPA Sec 56, Managed under Forest Recreation
Regulation (https://www.for.gov.bc.ca/tasb/legsregs/archive/fpc/fpcaregs/forrec/frr.htm)
LUO - Trails
CCLUP 90 day Report
30 For the buffered trails shown on LUO Map10 (Appendix 1), and Legally Established Trails Pg. 85, 87.
- Established under FRPA Sec 56, Managed under Forest Recreation Regulation, maintain 50
meter management zones on either side, with the treed area inside the management zones
managed to the combined minimum basal area retention of 85 percent, except where roads
CCLUP Land Use Order,
cross trails.
April 2011.
31 Despite objective 30, primary forest activities that remove more than 15 percent of the
basal area within the management zones are permitted for any of the following reasons:
1) Where harvesting is essential for insect control to curtail severe damage to forest values
at the landscape level in a beetle management unit (BMU) classified as suppression for
that insect pest,
2) Where harvesting is necessary to manage for blowdown where that helps to maintain the
recreational value of the trail.
3) Where harvesting is necessary to reduce fire hazard or for fire suppression activities
4) Where public or workplace safety is concerned
Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
1) WLCF will adopt as written on the date of FSP approval, any Cariboo Manager’s Committee or Regional Resource
Board endorsed recommendations of Regional or Local Access Management Plans in regards to road location,
density and use.
2) Where no endorsed plan exists, WLCF will:
a) Consider the impact that timing of road building, harvesting or hauling may have on back-country users,
probable backcountry use and tourism operations; and
b) Implement methods to manage impacts on and/or conflicts with back country use including the use of modified
harvest systems, road deactivation, buffers and alternate access control measures.
Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
1) In the event that WLCF proposes to operate within a recreation site or trail, MFLNRO staff will be contacted to
obtain Section 16 Authorization under the Forest Recreation Regulation.
2) Buffered Trails: WLCF will use designated crossings to cross Buffered trails and will incorporate a timbered buffer
with an average width of 50 m on each side except where harvesting is necessary to manage for blowdown or other
forest health agents where that helps to maintain the recreational value of the trail. Harvesting would be done with
the proviso that the buffer can be accumulated on either side as appropriate, except where natural disturbance has
severely compromised the wilderness character and visual buffering effect of the management zone and the trail
network stakeholder or Provincial Agency has requested that the FSP holder remove dead or damaged stems within
the 50 m buffer. See also Objective 30.
3) Buffered trails are shown on LUO Map10 (Appendix 1), other regionally significant trails (Appendix 5) will be mapped
as appropriate.
4) Regionally Significant and Buffered trail locations will be verified on the ground before buffering actions are
implemented. Buffering actions may be modified where a trail may not exist, is verified as being a road or is no
longer in use as a regionally significant trail.
5) WLCF will:
a) ensure that public access is not interfered with.
b) Schedule operations such that timing of use issues are addressed.
c) ensure that impacted tenure holders are contacted prior to the event and that constraints are discussed and
consensus is reached.
d) adhere to the Forest Recreation Regulations ( https://www.for.gov.bc.ca/tasb/legsregs/frpa/frparegs/) and all
other federal and provincial legislation.
6) Ensure that any and all tree removal be conducted in a manner as to not block or damage the trail bed, and
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operations give due regard to trail integrity.
7) Reasonable efforts will be made to restrict motorized vehicle access to non-motorized trail networks such that
access created by harvesting will deactivated as operationally feasible.

Visual Quality
Objective 13
Source of Objective
Williams Lake ERDZ: To maintain the visual quality in the viewshed of highway corridors
CCLUP 90 day Report. Pg. 84,
Beaver Valley ERDZ: To maintain the visual quality in the viewshed of highway corridors
86, 102, 114, 116, 120, 130.
and key lakes.
FPPR Section 1.1
"Scenic Area" means an area of land established as a scenic area under the Forest
Practices Code of British Columbia Act on or before October 24, 2002 and continued as a
scenic area under section 180 (c) of the Act;
"Visual sensitivity class" means a visual sensitivity class established on or before October
24, 2002, particulars of which are publicly available in the Land and Resource Data
Warehouse maintained by the minister responsible for the Land Act.
The objective set by government in relation to visual quality for a scenic area, that was
established on or before October 24, 2002, and for which there is no visual quality
objective is to ensure that the altered forest landscape for the scenic area
1. in visual sensitivity class 1 is in either the preservation or retention category,
2. in visual sensitivity class 2 is in either the retention or partial retention category,
3. in visual sensitivity class 3 is in either the partial retention or modification category,
4. in visual sensitivity class 4 is in either the partial retention or modification category,
and
5. in visual sensitivity class 5 is in either the modification or maximum modification
category.
LUO - Scenic Areas
CCLUP Land Use Order, April
26 Maintain the visual quality objectives for scenic areas as shown on LUO Map09a
2011.
(Appendix 1) and defined by the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin Scenic Areas.
27 Despite objective 26, harvesting is permitted where it is essential for insect control to
curtail severe damage to forest values at the landscape level in a beetle management
unit (BMU) classified as suppression for that insect pest.
28 Along the scenic corridors shown on LUO Map09b (Appendix 1) and defined by the
spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin Scenic Corridors, design harvest areas to mimic existing
natural openings, vegetation patterns and natural features.
29 Design harvest areas to mimic existing natural openings, vegetation patterns, and
natural features when viewed from the high elevation viewpoints shown on LUO Map09c
(Appendix 1) and defined by the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin High Elevation
Viewpoints.
Applicable area: Areas specified above within FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
1. WLCF commits to use block shapes that follow terrain features and existing forest cover type lines where practicable.
2. WLCF commits to meet the VQOs for Designated Scenic Areas as in place on the date of FSP approval when proposing
or harvesting block shapes, road locations and retention within and adjacent to proposed harvesting unless varied per
CCLUP Land Use Order, April 2011, Section 18 below.
3. WLCF will design harvest areas to mimic existing natural openings, vegetation patterns, and natural features when
viewed from the high elevation viewpoints shown on the map in Appendix 1 and defined by the spatial dataset,
Cariboo-Chilcotin High Elevation Viewpoints LUO Map09c (Appendix 1), as noted in the Land Use Order – April
2011.
4. LUO April 2011 Designated Scenic Areas and associated VQOs are those noted as per LUO Maps 09a, 09b, and 09c

(Appendix 1)
5.

Where harvesting is essential for insect control, WLCF commits to adhering to Regional Forest health strategies as
implemented by MFLNRO. Operational adherence to these strategies will include ensuring that bark beetle sanitation
harvesting appropriately addresses infestations adjacent to constrained areas, that appropriate thresholds of current
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attack are utilized to trigger sanitation operations, that other methods of insect control are assessed and utilized
where appropriate, and timing of operations are appropriate to mitigate impacts on specific constraints.
Variances from CCLUP Land Use Order, April 2011:
18. Despite objectives 16 and 17, variance from the VQOs and the maximum disturbance limits in schedule 2 and the lake
management intent in schedule 3 is permitted in lakeshore management zones for any of the following reasons:
1. Where harvesting is essential for insect control to curtail severe damage to forest values at the landscape level in a
beetle management unit (BMU) classified as suppression for that insect pest,
2. Road and fence construction in Class A lakeshore management classes where there is no other practicable location
available,
3. Reduction of fine surface debris, ladder fuels and small diameter trees in intermediate and overtopped crown classes
within interface fire management plan areas, where that does not diminish old growth characteristics.

Tourism
Objective 14
Williams Lake ERDZ , Beaver Valley ERDZ: To maintain the visual quality in the
viewshed surrounding existing tourism operations.

Source of Objective
CCLUP 90 day Report. Pg.
84, 86, 102, 114, 116, 120,
130.

Applicable area: Areas specified above within FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
WLCF commits to meet the VQOs for Designated Scenic Areas as in place on the FSP approval date when proposing or
harvesting block shapes, road locations and retention within and adjacent to proposed harvesting.

Fish and Wildlife
Critical Fish Habitat and Salmonid Conservation
Objectives 15 and 17
Source of Objective
1) Williams Lake ERDZ: To manage the habitats along the Fraser River mainstem and CCLUP 90-Day Report. Pg.
banks for salmon stocks.
85, 87, 103, 115, 117, 121,
2) Avoid irreversible man-made changes to fish-producing habitats.
131, 168
3) Maintain the physical and biological diversity of fish habitats.
4) Maintain watershed and stream channel integrity and stability.
5) Maintain and/or enhance water quality and water quantity for in-stream uses.
6) Manage for grizzly bear, moose, furbearer, species at risk and other sensitive
habitats within the areas identified as riparian buffers, recreation areas and
lakeshore management zones and throughout the polygon under the biodiversity
conservation strategy.
CCLUP Land Use Order,
LUO - Critical Habitat for Fish
April 2011.
12 Maintain critical habitat for fish shown on LUO Map04 (Appendix 1) and defined by
the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin Critical Habitat for Fish as no-harvest areas.
13 Despite objective 12, primary forest activities are permitted in areas classified as
critical habitat for fish for the following reasons:
(a) Where harvesting is essential for insect control to curtail severe damage to forest
values at the landscape level in a beetle management unit (BMU) classified as
suppression for that insect pest,
(b) Road and fence construction where there is no other practicable location available.
Applicable area: Areas specified above within FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
1) WLCF will not conduct harvesting or road building activities within the Fraser River mainstem Riparian
Management Zone.
2) WLCF commits to maintain critical habitat for fish shown on LUO Map04 (Appendix 1) and defined by the spatial
dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin Critical Habitat for Fish as no-harvest areas.
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3) WLCF will not conduct harvesting within No-Harvest areas identified as Critical Fish Habitat except for roads
where there is no other practicable location or harvesting is essential for safety and/or insect control to curtail
severe damage to forest values at the landscape level.
4) WLCF will protect streamside and riparian areas in accordance with the riparian habitat management strategies
presented in Table 5 of this FSP.
5) Regarding controls on rate of harvest, as they pertain to critical fisheries habitat, WLCF will manage for
biodiversity targets as presented in Sections 5.5.2, 5.5.5 and 5.5.6 of this plan. Further controls on rate of harvest
are considered to be the inclusion of visual area harvest modification, buffers around quality, wildlife refugia and
wilderness lakes, MDWR, and the increased retention incorporated through the Chief Forester Guidance (Dec.
2005).
6) Where harvesting is essential for insect control, WLCF commits to adhering to Regional Forest health strategies as
implemented by MFLNRO. Operational adherence to these strategies will include ensuring that bark beetle
sanitation harvesting appropriately addresses infestations adjacent to constrained areas, that appropriate
thresholds of current attack are utilized to trigger sanitation operations, that other methods of insect control are
assessed and utilized where appropriate, and timing of operations are appropriate to mitigate impacts on specific
constraints.

Watershed Hydrology Stability
Objective 16
Not Applicable

Source of Objective
CCLUP 90-Day Report Pg
85.

Applicable area: None
Result and/or Strategy
N/A

Maintain Riparian Habitats
Objective 18

Source of Objective

1) Beaver Valley and Williams Lake ERDZ’s:
a) To maintain riparian habitats through the establishment of riparian management
zones on all streams, lakes and wetlands as specified under the Sections 47 to 51,
52(2), 53 and 55 to 57 of the FPPR and Riparian Guidelines.
2) Conserve Riparian Habitat through Biodiversity Conservation Strategies outlined in the
CCLUP 90 day report and the CCLUP Land Use Order of April 2011. In this context it will
include the following components:
a) Targets will be applied at the Landscape Unit Level and will be based on Riparian
Guidelines among other considerations
b) Targets for the conservation of riparian habitats and sensitive species and habitats
are also specified for each polygon.
c) Riparian habitats are extremely important in the WLCF and require special attention.
Consistent with the targets, maintenance of deciduous (aspen) and spruce
components are important considerations on the Community Forest.
LUO - Lakes Management
16 For the lakeshore management zones shown on LUO Map06a (Appendix 1) and defined
by the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin Lakeshore Classes, maintain the lakeshore
management zones in accordance with schedule 2.
17 For the lakes shown on LUO Map06b (Appendix 1) and defined by the spatial dataset,
Cariboo-Chilcotin Lake Management Classes, manage the lakes in accordance with schedule 3.
18 Despite objectives 16 and 17, variance from the VQOs and the maximum disturbance limits
in schedule 2 and the lake management intent in schedule 3 is permitted in lakeshore
management zones for any of the following reasons:
(a) Where harvesting is essential for insect control to curtail severe damage to forest values at
the landscape level in a beetle management unit (BMU) classified as suppression for that

CCLUP 90 day Report.
Pg. 85, 87, 103, 115,
117, 121, 131, 153, 158.
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insect pest,
(b) Road and fence construction in Class A lakeshore management classes where there is no
other practicable location available,
(c) Reduction of fine surface debris, ladder fuels and small diameter trees in intermediate and
overtopped crown classes within interface fire management plan areas, where that does not
diminish old growth characteristics.
19 For refugia and wilderness fisheries lakes, locate new roads away from the lakeshore,
sufficient to protect the existing character of the lake, unless no other practicable route
exists.
LUO - Stream, Wetland and Lake Riparian Areas
20 (a) Maintain riparian reserve zones as no harvest areas.
(b) Despite objective 20(a), primary forest activities may be carried out in riparian reserve
zones for the following purposes:
 where harvesting is essential for insect control to curtail severe damage to forest
values at the landscape level in a beetle management unit (BMU) classified as
suppression for that insect pest,
 felling or modifying a tree that is a safety hazard, if there is no other practicable
option for addressing the safety hazard constructing a stream crossing
 creating a corridor for full suspension yarding
 creating guyline tiebacks
 felling or modifying a tree under an occupant license to cut, master license to cut or
free use permit issued in respect of an area that is subject to a license permit, or
other form of tenure issued under the Land Act, Geothermal Resources Act, Mines
Act, Mineral Tenure Act, Mining Right of Way Act, Ministry of Lands, Parks and
Housing Act or Petroleum and Natural Gas Act, if the felling or modification is for a
purpose expressly authorized under that license, permit or tenure,
 felling or modifying a tree for the purpose of establishing or maintaining an
interpretive forest site, recreation site, recreation facility or recreation trail.
21 Except at road crossings, retain windfirm trees and other vegetation in riparian
management zones on all S4 streams, sufficient to:
(a) maintain streambank stability and channel processes, and
(b) minimize adverse changes to stream shade and organic input to the stream.
22 In riparian management zones on W3 and W4 wetlands and L3 and L4 lakes retain
deciduous patches, significant wildlife trees and major wildlife features.
23 For L3 lakes and selected L1 lakes shown in LUO Map06c (Appendix 1) and defined by the
spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin L3/LI Lakes, maintain a 10 meter riparian reserve zone.
Applicable area: Areas specified above within FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
1) WLCF will, as per Section 12.1(2) of the FPPR, adopt as a Result or Strategy, Sections 47 to 51, 52(2), 53 and 55 to 57 of
the FPPR as those sections were on the date of FSP approval.
2) WLCF adopts as a strategy the Retention Strategy - Minimum Retention within the RMA as shown in Table 5. Results
will be calculated on all features as an average over a cutblock or Cutting Permit.
3) WLCF may make application to take an existing non-status road within the RMA of non-salmon bearing streams or
other riparian features under road permit where there will be no introduction of deleterious material to the feature
through modification or maintenance.
4) Given the nature immediate term salvage harvesting, where dead MPB attacked pine being targeted for harvesting,
WLCF will strive to retain such windfirm trees and other vegetation in riparian management zones on all S4 streams,
sufficient to:
a) Maintain stream-bank stability and channel processes, and
b) Minimize adverse changes to stream shade and organic input to the stream; as are practicable given the level of
attack present at pre-harvest.
c) No attempt will be made to create conditions that do not exist at pre-harvest.
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5) On W1 to 5 wetlands classified as key wetlands for moose habitat purposes, WLCF commits to retaining 50% of the
RMA until green-up is achieved. See also Section 8 Stocking Standards and Objective 24.
6) Riparian retention will follow that shown in the following Table 5 - Riparian Management Area, Reserve Zone and
Riparian Management Zone Specifications and Retention table.
7) WLCF will, in riparian management zones on W3 and W4 wetlands and L3 and L4 lakes, retain deciduous patches,
significant wildlife trees and major wildlife features.
8) WLCF will maintain a 10 meter riparian reserve zone for L3 lakes and selected L1 lakes shown on LUO Map06c and
Appendix 1 and defined by the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin L3/LI Lakes.
9) Where harvesting is essential for insect control, WLCF commits to adhering to Regional Forest health strategies as
implemented by MFLNRO. Operational adherence to these strategies will include ensuring that bark beetle sanitation
harvesting appropriately addresses infestations adjacent to constrained areas, that appropriate thresholds of current
attack are utilized to trigger sanitation operations, that other methods of insect control are assessed and utilized
where appropriate, and timing of operations are appropriate to mitigate impacts on specific constraints.

Table 5: Riparian Management Area, Reserve Zone and Riparian Management Zone Specifications
and Retention Table
Width
(m) or
Riparian Feature
Area
(ha)

Riparian
Class

Riparian
Riparian
Riparian
Management ManageReserve Zone
Zone
ment Area
Minimum
Minimum
Minimum
Width (m)
Width (m)
Width (m)

Retention Strategy - Minimum Retention
within the RMA.
Retain naturally occurring ground vegetation,
shrubs, non-merchantable stems, advanced
regeneration and deciduous stems to the
extent practicable within 10 meters of the
shoreline, feature edge or Reserve Zone edge
if present except in areas approved for
mistletoe control, site preparation and
planting. Note: Retention percentages for
the management zone for dominant and
codominant trees are for the portion of the
RMA affected by harvesting and not the
entire Feature RMA.

All Classes

Streams

All streams in
community
watersheds, and
all fish streams

> 100

S1 - A

0

100

100

> 20

S1 - B

50

20

70

30

20

50

> 5 ≤ 20 S2

September 2015

Minimum 10% of the pre-harvest basal area
or 10 % of the RMZ area.
Minimum 10% of the pre-harvest basal area
or 10 % of the RMZ area.
Note: The primary objective of the
management zone for this riparian class is to
manage the risk of windthrow to the reserve
zone.
Minimum 10% of the pre-harvest basal area
or 10 % of the RMZ area.
Note: The primary objective of the
management zone for this riparian class is to
manage the risk of windthrow to the reserve
zone.
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1.5 ≤ 5 S3

20

20

40

< 1.5

S4

0

30

30

Riparian
Class

Riparian
Riparian
Riparian
Management ManageReserve Zone
Zone
ment Area
Minimum
Minimum
Minimum
Width (m)
Width (m)
Width (m)

S5

0

30

30

10

40

50

All streams in
community
watersheds, and
all fish streams

Width
(m) or
Riparian Feature
Area
(ha)
>3
Streams outside
of community
watersheds that
are not fish
≤3
streams

Wetlands and
shrub-carrs

S6

Size (ha) All
> 5 ha

W1

> 1 ≤ 5 W2
Any location
> 1 ≤ 5 W3
> 0.25 ≤
W4
1
2 or more
individual
wetlands and/or
shrub-carrs with
overlapping
riparian
management
zones.
For W3 & W4
wetlands

Combin
ed size
of
W5
wetland
s≥5

September 2015

Minimum 10% of the pre-harvest basal area
or 10 % of the RMZ area.
Note: The primary objective of the
management zone for this riparian class is to
manage the risk of windthrow to the reserve
zone.
Minimum 30% of the pre-harvest basal area
or 30 % of the RMZ area. *** - In cut blocks
where a moderate or high windthrow hazard
is identified the variance may be to 0 %, but
the average within the cut block will still be
30%. Any areas of moderate or high
windthrow hazard where the retention is
prescribed for < 30% will be identified in the
CP file and/or SP.

Retention Strategy - Minimum Retention
within the RMA.

Minimum 20% of the pre-harvest basal area
or 20 % of the RMZ area.
On a cutblock or cutting permit average the
influenced RMA of S6 streams will have an
average basal area retention of 5%. The
0
20
20
influenced RMA will include portions of the
RMA which are included in retention areas
(WTPs, etc).
Note: Retention percentages for the management zone for dominant and codominant
trees are for the harvest area (cutblock) and not the entire wetland RMA.
Minimum 10% of the pre-harvest basal area
10
40
50
or 10 % of the RMZ area. Retain 75% of
deciduous concentrated near the RRZ.
Minimum 50% of the pre-harvest basal area
10
20
30
or 50 % of the RMZ area.
Minimum 10% of the pre-harvest basal area
0
30
30
or 10 % of the RMZ area. Retain 75% of
deciduous concentrated near the RRZ.
Minimum 50% of the pre-harvest basal area
0
30
30
or 50 % of the RMZ area.

Minimum 10% of the pre-harvest basal area
or 10 % of the RMZ area. Retain 75% of
deciduous concentrated near the RRZ.

Retain deciduous patches, significant wildlife trees and major wildlife features.
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as per LUO
Map11

as per LUO
Map11

as per LUO
Minimum 50% of the RMZ area.
Map11

27

Forest Stewardship Plan

Width
(m) or
Riparian Feature
Area
(ha)

Riparian
Class
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Lakeshore
Management
Zone – Classified Riparian
Riparian
Lake; Riparian Manage Reserve Zone
Retention Strategy - Minimum Retention
Management
ment Area
Minimum
within the RMA.
Zone – nonMinimum
Width* (m)
Classified Lake - Width (m)
Minimum Width
** (m)
Note: Retention percentages for the management zone for dominant and codominant
trees are for the harvest area (cutblock) and not the entire wetland RMA.
Per LUO Map06a
See Classified Lakes Management,
10
Map 6a + 10
data.
Objective 21

Lakes

Size (ha) All

Any location

>5

L1

Any location

>5

L1A

10

200

210

Any location

>5

L1B

10

200

210

10

20

30

0

30

30

10

30

40

Minimum 10% of the pre-harvest basal area
or 10 % of the RMZ area.

10

Per map.

Per map.

Minimum 10% of the pre-harvest basal area
or 10 % of the RMZ area.

0

30

30

Minimum 10% of the pre-harvest basal area
or 10 % of the RMZ area.

> 1 ≤ 5 L2
> 1 ≤ 5 L3
Any location
L3 – per
(applicable only
if the lake has not > 1 ≤ 5 map 6c
been addressed in
data.
Section 5.6
L3 – per
Lakes).
> 0.5 ≤ 1 map 6a
data.
> 0.5 ≤ 1 L4
For L3 & L4
lakes as per LUO
Map06c.

September 2015

See Classified Lakes Management,
Objective 21
See Classified Lakes Management,
Objective 21
Minimum 10% of the pre-harvest basal area
or 10 % of the RMZ area.
Minimum 10% of the pre-harvest basal area
or 10 % of the RMZ area.

Retain deciduous patches, significant wildlife trees and major wildlife features.
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Wildlife and Biodiversity at the Landscape Level
Objective 19
1) As per FPPR the objective set by government for wildlife and biodiversity at the
landscape level is to design areas on which timber harvesting is to be carried out
that resemble, both spatially and temporally, the patterns of natural disturbance
that occur within the landscape.
2) Conserve biological diversity through the establishment of
a) Landscape Units and
b) objectives for retention of old growth,
c) seral stage distribution,
d) landscape connectivity,
e) species composition,
f) temporal distribution of cutblocks,
(and at the stand level: )
g) stand structure,
h) retention of coarse woody debris and
i) retention of wildlife trees.
3) Beaver Valley and Williams Lake ERDZ:
a) Manage for the biodiversity targets that will be developed in the Regional
Biodiversity Conservation Strategy. The following seral stage targets will be
used in the development of the strategy:
“old forest” category: 7% to 19% range.
“mature/old forest” category: 17% to 36% range.
4) To establish Landscape units which include both the Enhanced Resource
Development Zone and adjacent protected area; manage in conjunction with
protected area to maintain representational values – Beaver Valley, Williams Lake.
LUO - Landscape Units for Biodiversity Management
5 Maintain biodiversity in accordance with the landscape units and biodiversity
emphasis shown on LUO Map02 (Appendix 1) and defined by the spatial dataset,
Cariboo-Chilcotin Landscape Units.
LUO - Wildlife Tree Retention
6 Where harvesting removes >50 percent of the pre-harvest stand basal area or where
the harvest is part of a shelterwood silvicultural system, meet or exceed the minimum
areas for wildlife tree retention for each harvest area (cutblock or cutting permit) as
set out in schedule 1.
7 Where practicable, in partially cut stands, where harvesting removes <50 percent of
the pre-harvest basal area, retain high-value, wildlife trees up to the limits in schedule
1.
LUO - Old Growth Management Areas (OGMA)
8 Retain old forest and natural successional processes by maintaining as no-harvest
area the permanent OGMA-static, permanent OGMA-rotating, and transition OGMAs
as shown on LUO Map03 (Appendix 1) and defined by the spatial dataset, CaribooChilcotin Old Growth Management Areas.
9 Despite objective 8, harvesting and road-building are permitted in permanent
OGMA-static or permanent OGMA-rotating for any of the following reasons:
(a) Harvesting incursions of 10 hectares or less that better align OGMA boundaries
with intended geographic features,
(b) Where harvesting is essential for insect control to curtail severe damage to forest
values at the landscape level in a beetle management unit (BMU) classified as
suppression for that insect pest,
(c) Road and fence construction where no other practicable location is available,
(d) Thinning-from-below to enhance old forest attributes in OGMAs located within
Mule Deer Winter Range in the shallow and moderate snowpack zones,
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Source of Objective
FPPR Sec 9.

CCLUP 90 day Report Pg.
153.

CCLUP 90 day Report. Pg.
85, 87, 103, 115, 117, 121,
131.

CCLUP 90 day Report. Pg.
85, 87, 103, 115, 117, 121,
131.
CCLUP Land Use
Order - April 2011.
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(e) Reduction of fine surface debris, ladder fuels and small diameter trees in
intermediate and over-topped crown classes within interface fire management plan
areas, where that does not diminish old growth characteristics.
(f) Where permanent-rotating OGMAs on LUO Map03 (Appendix 1) have:
(i) mature conifer mortality exceeding 50% by basal area> 17.5 cm DBH or,
(ii) stand age exceeding 200 years for stands with 70% or greater lodgepole
pine by basal area> 17.5 cm DBH.
10 Despite objective 8, primary forestry activities are permitted in transition old
growth management areas for any the following reasons:
(a) Harvesting incursions of 10 hectares or less that better align OGMA boundaries
with intended geographic features,
(b) Where harvesting is essential for insect control to curtail severe damage to forest
values at the landscape level in a beetle management unit (BMU) classified as
suppression for that insect pest,
(c) Road and fence construction where no other practicable location is available,
(d) Thinning-from-below to enhance old forest attributes in OGMAs located within
Mule Deer Winter Range in the shallow and moderate snowpack zones,
(e) Reduction of fine surface debris, ladder fuels and small diameter trees in
intermediate and overtopped crown classes within interface fire management plan
areas, where that does not diminish old growth characteristics,
(f) Equivalent old forest exists in locations contributing to the permanent OGMA target
in the same LU-BEC unit,
(g) Conifer mortality exceeds 50% of stand basal area in the transition OGMA.
11 Changes to OGMAs resulting from harvesting or road building under objective 9 or
10 must be reported by licensees to ILMB and MFLNRO upon completion.
Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2 - applicable RDZ/RMZ as listed in 3 above
Result and/or Strategy
1) Landscape level Connectivity: Elements contributing to Landscape level connectivity include OGMAs, Fraser River
mainstem buffer, Riparian Reserves, WTPs, Retention areas, additional retention structure (Chief Forester
Guidance, Dec. 2005), and sensitive Habitats. A qualified professional will consider connectivity at the subLandscape level when planning the location of WTPs and retention areas. Species composition is guided through
the Silviculture Stocking Standards included in this FSP (Section 8 and Appendix 2) including deciduous species
2) WLCF adopts Old Growth Management Areas (OGMAs) as described in the Land Use Order - April 2011, LUO
Map03 referenced in Appendix 1.
3) WLCF will not conduct harvesting operations within any permanent OGMAs except for incursions of 10 hectares
or less that better align OGMA boundaries with intended geographic features.
4) WLCF will not construct roads within an OGMA unless no other practicable location is available to access high
priority stands and will notify the appropriate Designated Decision Maker of intended action.
5) WLCF will propose pine salvage harvesting in Transitional and Rotational OGMAs only when stand composition is
> 70% lodgepole pine by volume and mortality levels exceed 50% of the stand’s pine volume or per Biodiversity
updates and LUO Objectives 10.
6) Where harvesting in Transitional and/or Rotational OGMAs is essential for insect control, WLCF commits to
adhering to Regional Forest health strategies as implemented by MFLNRO. Operational adherence to these
strategies will include ensuring that bark beetle sanitation harvesting appropriately addresses infestations
adjacent to constrained areas, that appropriate thresholds of current attack are utilized to trigger sanitation
operations, that other methods of insect control are assessed and utilized where appropriate, and timing of
operations are appropriate to mitigate impacts on specific constraints
7) WLCF will submit changes to OGMAs resulting from harvesting or road building under LUO April 2011 objectives 9
or 10 to MFLNRO annually.
8) WLCF will collaborate with proponents of fuel management projects within fire interface areas as appropriate
and practicable.
9) WLCF recognize and operate appropriately within the Zone and Landscape Units per the boundaries established
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as per the CCLUP Land Use Order – April 2011 as shown on Cariboo-Chilcotin Landscape Units LUO Map02
referenced in Appendix 1
10) Seral Stage Targets
a) WLCF will adopt the seral stage targets (Mature + Old and Old Forest) as shown in Appendix 3, however the
fixed area of the two FDUs are smaller than the Landscape Units within which the targets are established.
WLCF contributes to those targets on a landscape level, and will monitor seral stage targets at the
Community Forest tenure level to ensure that harvest planning does not negatively impact these landscape
targets in the longer term. Drawdown of Mature+Old and Old will be monitored to ensure consistency with
current Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations objectives and with the Strategies
outlined in Regional Biodiversity Conservation Strategy Update Notes #7b, 8, 10 and 11.
b) A qualified professional will consider the most current seral stage analysis tables available in determining
whether drawdown issues may be of concern.
c) In general timber harvesting will respond to the following priorities:
i) imminent or expanding losses;
ii) salvage of dead timber;
iii) regeneration cuts in even-aged partial cutting systems;
iv) timber at risk of infestation by insects;
v) timber of declining vigour;
vi) timber affected by disease;
vii) healthy vigorous timber.

Table 6 identifies the CCLUP Zones and Landscape units found within FDU 1 and 2.
Table 6: Landscape Units included within FDUs 1 and 2:
FDU 1: Ne Sextsine (Flat Rock)
CCLUP – ERDZ*
Williams Lake

Landscape Unit
Williams Lake
Chimney

FDU 2: Peskwenkwinem (Potato Mountain) Block
CCLUP – ERDZ*
Beaver Valley

Landscape Unit
Beaver Valley
Big Lake

Biodiversity Conservation - Stand Level - Wildlife Tree Retention
Objective 20
As per FPPR of B.C., Conserve biological diversity through retention of coarse woody
debris and retention of wildlife trees
LUO - Wildlife Tree Retention
6. Where harvesting removes >50 percent of the pre-harvest stand basal area or
where the harvest is part of a shelterwood silvicultural system, meet or exceed the
minimum areas for wildlife tree retention for each harvest area (cutblock or cutting
permit) as set out in schedule 1.
7. Where practicable, in partially cut stands, where harvesting removes <50 percent of
the pre-harvest basal area, retain trees of high value to wildlife up to the limits in
schedule 1.
LUO-Mature Birch Retention
24 Maintain at least 40 percent of the existing, mature birch to allow for First Nations
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Source of Objective
FPPR Sec 9.1
CCLUP 90 day Report Pg
153.
CCLUP Land Use Order April 2011.
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cultural use within cutblocks in the areas of Beaver Valley Landscape Unit as shown on
LUO Map07 (Appendix 1) and defined by the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin Birch
Areas for First Nations.
Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
1) WLCF adopts as written on the date of FSP approval, the WTP Retention Targets (Schedule 1) as per the Appendix
4 of the CCLUP Land Use Order - April 2011.
2) WLCF will measure WTP retention as either individual trees or as patches under the following specifications:
a) At the Cutting Permit Level, the percentage will be measured as a percentage of the Gross CP area defined as
the cumulative of gross block areas under a Site Plan.
b) As the calculation of WT percentage using an estimate of the area of designated patches which may include
the basal area equivalency in hectares of individual stems.
c) The percentage WT implementation will be assessed against the biogeoclimatic unit which contains the
greatest proportion of area under the Site Plan.
3) WLCF commits to incorporate the guidance presented in the Chief Forester letter of Dec. 2005, regarding
proportionately higher levels of Wildlife Tree retention in large blocks proposed for salvage harvest. WT
retention will be established per current percentage targets. Higher retention areas or percentage may not be
proposed as long term retention.
4) A qualified professional will consider patch size distribution when proposing and implementing harvesting.
5) WLCF commits to leave some unburned debris piles near the end of dead end spurs, generally out of sight of
main or common access routes to provide habitat for either furbearers or prey.
6) WLCF will maintain Birch at the stand level within the FDU 2: Peskwenkwinem (Potato Mountain) Block by
retaining at least 40 % of existing mature birch > 12.5 cm DBH within cutblocks harvested by the Licensee in areas
as shown on LUO Map07(Appendix 1) and defined by the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin Birch Areas for First
Nations.

Quality Lakes for Wilderness Fisheries and Quality Stream Fisheries.
Objective 21
1) Beaver Valley ERDZ: To manage approximately 2 lakes as quality lakes for
wilderness fisheries.
2) Maintaining quality lake and stream fisheries through road access restrictions and
visual quality management.
LUO - Lakes Management
16 For the lakeshore management zones shown on LUO Map06a (Appendix 1) and
defined by the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin Lakeshore Classes, maintain the
lakeshore management zones in accordance with schedule 2.
17 For the lakes shown on LUO Map06b (Appendix 1) and defined by the spatial
dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin Lake Management Classes, manage the lakes in accordance
with Schedule 3.
18 Despite objectives 16 and 17, variance from the VQOs and the maximum
disturbance limits in schedule 2 and the lake management intent in schedule 3 is
permitted in lakeshore management zones for any of the following reasons:
(a) Where harvesting is essential for insect control to curtail severe damage to forest
values at the landscape level in a beetle management unit (BMU) classified as
suppression for that insect pest,
(b) Road and fence construction in Class A lakeshore management classes where there
is no other practicable location available
19 For refugia and wilderness fisheries lakes, locate new roads away from the
lakeshore, sufficient to protect the existing character of the lake, unless no other
practicable route exists.
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Source of Objective
CCLUP 90 day Report. Pg.
85, 87, 115, 121.

Land Use Order, April
2011 – CCLUP.
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21 Except at road crossings, retain windfirm trees and other vegetation in riparian
management zones on all S4 streams, sufficient to:
(a) maintain streambank stability and channel processes, and
(b) minimize adverse changes to stream shade and organic input to the stream.
22 In riparian management zones on W3 and W4 wetlands and L3 and L4 lakes retain
deciduous patches, significant wildlife trees and major wildlife features.
23 For L3 lakes and selected L1 lakes shown in LUO Map06c (Appendix 1) and defined
by the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin L3/LI Lakes, maintain a 10 meter riparian
reserve zone.
Applicable area: Specified lakes and classified lake management zones within FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
1) WLCF will incorporate Land Use Order April 2011 – CCLUP Sections 16, 17, 18, 20, 22 & 23 and associated maps
6a, 6b and 6c regarding Lakeshore Management Zones (Appendix 1).
2) WLCF undertakes to comply with the Strategies presented in this FSP for Wildlife Tree retention, Landscape
level and stand level biodiversity and riparian management as presented in the Riparian Habitats, Wildlife and
Biodiversity at the Landscape Level, and Biodiversity Conservation sections of this document (pages 22-32
inclusive). This adherence will enhance management in and adjacent to Quality Lakes.
3) WLCF will adhere to Lakeshore Management Zone Strategies for Classified Lakes (See Table 7 - Table of
Lakeshore Management Zone (LMZ) Strategies for Classified Lakes below). Schedule 2 material is incorporated
into Table 7.
4) WLCF will locate new permanent access roads a minimum of 2000 m away from key Wilderness Fisheries lakes
or not closer than access that already exists where practicable. Any roads constructed within the Lakeshore
Management Zone will be deactivated immediately post-harvest to prevent regular 4x4 vehicular access.
5) Lakeshore Management Zone and Class Objectives, per Schedule 2 and 3 of the April 2011 CCLUP Land Use
Order, are shown on LUO maps 06a, 06b and 06c (Appendix 1).
6) Lakeshore Management Zone width will be measured from the edge of the 10 m RRZ, or the high water mark
depending on the specific lake classification
7) Where harvesting is essential for insect control, WLCF commits to adhering to Regional Forest health strategies
as implemented by MFLNRO. Operational adherence to these strategies will include ensuring that bark beetle
sanitation harvesting appropriately addresses infestations adjacent to constrained areas, that appropriate
thresholds of current attack are utilized to trigger sanitation operations, that other methods of insect control
are assessed and utilized where appropriate, and timing of operations are appropriate to mitigate impacts on
specific constraints
8)

CCLUP Land Use Order, April 2011 – Schedule 3:
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Table 7 - Table of Lakeshore Management Zone (LMZ) Strategies for Classified Lakes
A Class
Recommended
Visual Quality
Class within the
LMZ
Preferred Forest
Management
Practices for the
Lakeshore
Management
Zone:
Forest
Disturbance and
Retention in the
Lakeshore
Management
Zone:
Uneven-Aged /
Selection
Silvicultural
Systems (partial
cut):*

Preservation

No harvest.

B Class

C Class

D Class

E Class

Retention

Partial Retention

Modification

Modification

Maintain a natural looking landscape incorporating visual landscape design
concepts.
Clear cutting is not
permitted in the
LMZ unless partial
cutting is not
feasible.

Partial cutting is
encouraged to
maintain
non-timber values.

Partial cutting is
encouraged to
maintain
non-timber
values.

Partial cutting is
encouraged to
maintain
non-timber
values.

Conserve deciduous patches, significant wildlife trees, major wildlife features,
and moist under-story habitats.

No harvest; this
restriction may be
waived by government
on a site specific basis
for the management of
fire, windthrow, above
endemic levels of pests
or disease.

≤20% of the LMZ
area per 20 years
and ≥50% of the
original basal area
must be retained.

≤40% of the LMZ
area per 20 years
and ≥50% of the
original basal area
must be retained.

≤60% of the LMZ
area per 20 years
and ≥50% of the
original basal
area must be
retained.

≤100% of the
LMZ area per 20
years and ≥50%
of the original
basal area must
be retained.

≤10% of the LMZ
area per 20 years.

≤20% of the LMZ
area per 20 years.

≤30% of the LMZ
area per 20
years.

≤50% of the LMZ
area per 20
years.

<5 ha cutblocks.

<10 ha cutblocks.

Maximum lateral
distance of an
individual opening
along the LMZ /
RRZ interface is
300 metres.

Maximum lateral
distance of an
individual opening
along the LMZ /
RRZ interface is
400 metres.

Maximum lateral
distance of an
individual
opening along
the LMZ / RRZ
interface is 500
metres.

Maximum lateral
distance of an
individual
opening along
the LMZ / RRZ
interface is 500
metres.

Even Aged
Silvicultural
Systems
(clearcut):*

No harvest; this
restriction may be
waived by government
on a site specific basis
for the management of
fire, windthrow, above
endemic levels of pests
or disease.

Combined
Silvicultural
Systems (partial
and clearcut):

Incorporate/combine the recommendations as per the even and un-even aged silvicultural system
guidelines.

Roads, Landings
and Skid Trails in
the Lakeshore
Management
Zone:

No new roads, borrow
pits or landings should
be located in the LMZ
unless there are no
feasible alternatives.

September 2015

Locate
operational/haul
roads outside of
the LMZ.

Locate
operational/haul
roads outside of
the LMZ.

Locate spur/block
roads and landings
>200 metres away
from the RRZ.

Locate spur/block
roads and landings
>100 metres away
from the RRZ.

Locate
operational/haul
roads >75 metres
away from the
RRZ.
Locate
spur/block roads
and landings >40
metres away
from the RRZ.

Locate
operational/haul
roads >40 metres
away from the
RRZ.
Locate
spur/block roads
and landings >40
metres away
from the RRZ.
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Locate skid trails
>30 metres away
from RRZ.

Locate skid trails
>30 metres away
from RRZ.

Back spar trails are
not recommended
without an
approved
rehabilitation plan.

Back spar trails are
not recommended
without an
approved
rehabilitation plan.

Locate skid trails
>30 metres away
from RRZ.

Locate skid trails
>30 metres away
from RRZ.

* translated to area or basal area retention objectives for each LMZ forest management class (Adopted from
ILMB LMZ Table).

Eastern Caribou.
Objective 22
N/A

Source of Objective
CCLUP 90-Day Report.
Pg. 85, 121, 156, 157.

Applicable area: The WLCF FDU boundaries exclude Caribou management areas.
Result and/or Strategy
Not Applicable. The WLCF FDU boundaries exclude Caribou management areas.

Grizzly Bear.
Objective 23
1) Williams Lake and Beaver Valley ERDZ:
To manage for grizzly bear, moose, furbearer, species at risk and other sensitive
habitats within the areas identified as riparian buffers, recreation areas, mule deer
winter range and lakeshore management zones and throughout the polygon under the
biodiversity conservation strategy.
LUO - Grizzly Bear
The WLCF FDU boundaries exclude Grizzly Bear Habitat area
Applicable area: The WLCF FDU boundaries exclude Grizzly Bear Habitat areas
Result and/or Strategy
N/A
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Source of Objective
CCLUP 90 day Report. Pg.
85, 87, 103, 117, 121.

CCLUP Land Use Order April 2011.
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Moose
Objective 24
Source of Objective
1) Beaver Valley and Williams Lake ERDZ:
CCLUP 90 day Report
To manage for grizzly bear, moose, furbearer, species at risk and other sensitive
Pg. 85, 103, 115, 117,
habitats within the areas identified as riparian buffers, recreation areas, mule deer 121, 131.
winter range and lakeshore management zones and throughout the polygon
under the biodiversity conservation strategy.
CCLUP 90-Day Report
2) Moose and other Species: Moose are a particularly important species in the
Pg. 155-156.
Cariboo region. The current population is estimated at 18,000. They are the most
widely distributed large mammal in the region and, as well as supporting wildlife
viewing, they also support resident and guided hunting. In addition, moose
account for the largest proportion of the native sustenance kill in the region. Their
habitat needs will be largely met through application of the FPPR; of particular
importance are the conservation of wetland and riparian areas. This management
includes forested buffers around wetland and riparian areas. Upland habitats also
provide winter habitat for moose. Management of these areas for moose requires
that both cover and early seral (shrubby) habitat is available. This can largely be
provided if the biodiversity guidelines for the distribution of seral stages on a
Landscape Unit basis are followed. Other aspects of moose habitat needs have to
be addressed on a site specific basis. This includes calving areas and summer
habitat protection which can be addressed under the biodiversity conservation
requirements and the access management targets specified for each polygon.
Moose management also requires careful access management. Excessive access
can produce disturbance and can result in high poaching or hunter harvest levels.
All of the areas indicated above require access planning.
3) Limitations on permanent access and deactivation of temporary roads are
required. Road crossings of wetlands and riparian areas should be as limited as
possible. Additional buffering of wetlands (up to 200 meters) may be required
adjacent to key wetlands or riparian habitats.
LUO - High Value Wetlands for Moose
CCLUP Land Use
32. Retain sufficient vegetation to provide security and thermal cover for wintering
Order - April 2011.
moose adjacent to high-value wetlands shown on LUO Map11 (Appendix 1) and
defined by the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin High Value Wetlands for Moose, and
adjacent to W1, W3, or W5 wetlands including shrub-carrs.
Applicable area: Key Wetlands and their applicable Riparian Management Zones within FDU 2 as referenced
in Appendix 1
Result and/or Strategy
1) WLCF will utilize CCLUP Land Use Order - April 2011 High Value Wetlands for Moose information shown on
map 11 per the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin High Value Wetlands for Moose, and adjacent to W1,
W3, or W5 wetlands including shrub-carrs when planning harvest development.
2) On W1 to 5 wetlands classified as Key Wetlands for moose habitat purposes, WLCF commits to retaining 50
% of the RMA until green-up is achieved.
3) Table 5 - Riparian Management Area, Reserve Zone and Riparian Management Zone Specifications and
Retention describes riparian management strategies that will be utilized on all classified wetlands. These
practices will address moose habitat concerns.
4) WLCF will, with District manager approval, utilize access controls in the vicinity of Key Meadows and
Wetlands, including temporary and permanent road deactivation, seasonal road closures and the use of
visual buffers as practicable.
5) WLCF will implement additional buffer width and road buffers as practicable to provide visual cover
around Key Wetland areas.
6) WLCF will retain vegetation to provide security and thermal cover for wintering moose adjacent to highvalue wetlands shown on map 11, the High Value Moose Wetland map referenced in Appendix 1 and
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defined by the spatial dataset, Cariboo-Chilcotin High Value Wetlands for Moose, and adjacent to W1, W3,
or W5 wetlands including shrub-carrs.
7) Where harvesting is essential for insect control, WLCF commits to adhering to Regional Forest health
strategies as implemented by MFLNRO. Operational adherence to these strategies will include ensuring
that bark beetle sanitation harvesting appropriately addresses infestations adjacent to constrained areas,
that appropriate thresholds of current attack are utilized to trigger sanitation operations, that other
methods of insect control are assessed and utilized where appropriate, and timing of operations are
appropriate to mitigate impacts on specific constraints.
8) Where sanitation and/or salvage of insect damaged coniferous timber is planned, vegetation retention will
focus on immature conifers – preferably at least 3 m in height, deciduous spp., and smaller merchantable
conifers that are deemed to be more windthrow resistant. In areas where there are predominantly heavily
attacked stands WLCF may not meet Visual or Thermal objectives. Where Visual and/or Thermal Cover do
not exist in the pre-harvest stand due to high levels of insect attack, there will be no attempt made to
create it.

Furbearers (Including Fisher).
Objective 25
Source of Objective
1) Beaver Valley, Williams Lake ERDZ:
CCLUP 90 day Report
To manage for grizzly bear, moose, furbearer, species at risk and other sensitive
Pg. 85, 87, 103, 115,
habitats within the areas identified as riparian buffers, recreation areas, mule deer 117, 121, 131.
winter range and lakeshore management zones and throughout the polygon
under the biodiversity conservation strategy.
Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2
Result and/or Strategy
WLCF undertakes to comply with the Strategies presented in this FSP for Wildlife Tree retention, Landscape
level and stand level biodiversity and riparian management as presented in the Riparian Habitats, Wildlife and
Biodiversity at the Landscape Level, and Biodiversity Conservation sections of this document (pages 22-32
inclusive)

Species At Risk and Other Sensitive Habitats.
Objective 26
1) Beaver Valley, Williams Lake ERDZ:
To manage for grizzly bear, moose, furbearer, species at risk and other sensitive
habitats within the areas identified as riparian buffers, recreation areas, mule deer
winter range, and lakeshore management zones and throughout the polygon
under the biodiversity conservation strategy.
2) Grasslands
Many of the species at risk in the region are found on the grasslands of the region.
Research and inventory has begun on these species and additional management
requirements will be developed in the future. To date seven red listed species and
thirty-two blue listed species have been recorded. In the interim the following is
required:
a) Continuation of present research and inventory programs to further identify
species and habitats of concern. Management of these habitats should
consider all resource values.
b) Establish planning and monitoring processes to ensure that the utilization
levels and recovery (targets specified above) are achieved in a timely manner.

Source of Objective
CCLUP 90 day Report Pg.
85, 87, 103, 115, 117, 121,
131.

CCLUP Land Use Order April 2011.

Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2
Result and/or Strategy
1) For the list below, WLCF will record the geographic location of the occurrence of the following attributes and
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features identified by WLCF during forest management activities and upon reasonable request by MFLNRO or
other agencies, make the attribute information collected available:
a) Badger - dens or tunnels only.
b) Goshawk - nest sites only.
c) Great Blue Heron - nest sites only.
d) Grizzly Bear - dens only.
e) Lewis’s Woodpecker - nest sites only.
f) Long-billed Curlew - nest sites only.
g) Long-eared Myotis - roosting sites only.
h) Sandhill Cranes - nest sites only.
i) Sharp-tailed grouse - leks only.
j) Wolverine - dens or tunnels only.
2) In the absence of General Wildlife Measures specified under FRPA, WLCF will follow procedures as outlined in the
Identified Wildlife Management Strategy (2004) for protection of habitat and amelioration of disturbance per the
listed species as dated one month previous to CP submission date.
3) As per Section 7(3) FPPR, a result or strategy is not required for prairie falcon as the objectives, in whole or in
part, are addressed by a General Wildlife Measure. Refer to GAR Orders of 5-004 and 5-005; and the General
Wildlife Measures for the above Wildlife Habitat Areas. Refer to GAR Order of 5-003 – area is not within FDU 1 or
2.
4) As per Section 7(3) FPPR, a result or strategy is not required for White Pelican as the objectives, in whole or in
part, are addressed by a General Wildlife Measure. WLCF will adhere to these WHA/GWMs.

Mountain Goat
The WLCF FDU boundaries exclude Mountain Goat habitat areas
Result and/or Strategy
N/A.

Mule Deer.
Objective 27
Source of Objective
1) Beaver Valley, Williams Lake ERDZ:
CCLUP 90 day Report Pg.
To maintain Mule Deer winter range values through modified harvest regimes in
85, 87, 103, 115, 117, 121,
mapped MDWR
131.
Applicable area: MDWRs within FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
1) As per Section 7(3) FPPR, a result or strategy is not required for this species as the objectives, in whole or in part,
are addressed by a General Wildlife Measure. Concerning Mule Deer Winter Range, refer to GAR Orders of
December 23, 2004 U5-002 and U5-003 and as replaced on December 7, 2006. WLCF will adhere to these
General Wildlife Measures.

California Bighorn Sheep
Objective 28
To manage for key Bighorn Sheep habitat.

Source of Objective
CCLUP 90 day Report Pg.
87, 131.

Applicable area: Specified California Bighorn Sheep Range within FDU 1.
Result and/or Strategy
1) WLCF commits to restrict harvest and access construction within areas identified as California Bighorn Sheep
Range as directed by the Designated Decision Maker.
2) WLCF will follow procedures outlined in the Identified Wildlife Management Strategy (2004) on known and
identified California Bighorn Sheep winter ranges.
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Bull Trout
Objective 29
The WLCF FDU boundaries exclude known bull trout habitat areas

Source of Objective
CCLUP 90 day Report Pg.
79, 87.
Applicable area: There are no known areas of Bull trout habitat within or adjacent to the WLCF. Should such habitat
become known, the following will apply.
Result and/or Strategy
1) WLCF commits to restrict harvest within riparian management zone areas located adjacent to known Bull trout
streams unless an exemption is provided by the Designated Decision Maker outside the normal CP approval
process.
2) On S4 streams with Known Bull trout populations, a No-harvest Zone of 20 m will be maintained.

Grasslands and Grassland Habitats
Objective 30
Source of Objective
1) To manage and maintain grassland complex of species at risk.
CCLUP 90 day Report Pg.
2) To manage to maintain or enhance key grassland habitats, as per the Grasslands
87, 103.
biodiversity strategy and grazing resources strategies.
LUO - Grasslands
25. Implement silvicultural practices that facilitate restoration of open grassland
CCLUP Land Use Order condition when harvesting forest in the grassland benchmark area shown on LUO
April 2011.
Map08 and defined by the spatial dataset Cariboo-Chilcotin Grassland Benchmark
Area.
Many of the species at risk in the region are found on the grasslands of the region.
Research and inventory has begun on these species and additional management
requirements will be developed in the future. To date seven red listed species and
thirty-two blue listed species have been recorded. In the interim the following is
required:
 Continuation of present research and inventory programs to further identify
species and habitats of concern. Management of these habitats should consider
all resource values.
 Management of critical habitat through the FPPR and Riparian and Biodiversity
Guidelines including the designation of Sensitive Areas or Wildlife Habitat areas.
Safeguarding riparian habitats is of particular importance.
 Maintenance of climax seral communities targets as defined by the Biodiversity
Guidelines specific targets (by landscape unit) are: 12% climax seral state, 85%
near climax.
 Establish planning and monitoring processes to ensure that the utilization levels
and recovery (targets specified above) are achieved in a timely manner.
Applicable area: Grassland Benchmark areas within FDU 1
Result and/or Strategy
1) Best Management Practice Guidelines from the Cariboo-Chilcotin Grasslands Strategy will be incorporated into
managing grassland benchmark areas and adjacent ecotones where such areas are located within the Community
Forest Tenure Area.
2) WLCF commits to incorporate grassland restoration stocking standards on identified grassland interface areas.
See Section 8 Silviculture, Grassland Stocking Standards.
3) WLCF commits to utilize CCLUP Land Use Order - April 2011 Grassland LUO Map08 and spatial dataset CaribooChilcotin Grassland Benchmark Area..
4) WLCF will implement silvicultural practices that facilitate restoration of open grassland condition when harvesting
forest in the grassland benchmark areas shown on LUO Map08 and referenced in Appendix 1 and as defined by
the spatial dataset Cariboo-Chilcotin Grassland Benchmark Area.
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6. Other
Recreation Sites and Trails
Objective 31
Source of Objective
Grand-parented objectives for various specific Recreation sites and trails.
FRPA s. 180, 181
Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
1) WLCF will undertake to consult with appropriate agency* staff when proposing harvesting or road building
activities adjacent to or on a Recreation site, Trail, or reserve regarding safety and timing considerations. (* Generally considered to include MOFLNR and MoT.)
2) WLCF will undertake to consult with appropriate agency staff when proposing harvesting or road building
activities that will cross an identified recreation trail regarding safety and timing considerations. See Appendix 5.
3) WLCF commits to buffering Recreation Trails per the Grand Parented Objectives (Appendix 5).

Community Areas of Special Concern
Objective 32
Source of Objective
LUO - Community Areas of Special Concern
CCLUP Land Use Order – April
14 The WLCF FDU boundaries exclude Community Areas of Special concern as
2011.
described in the CCLUP LUO.
15 N/A
Applicable area: No Applicable area in FDU 1 or 2, per CCLUP Land Use Order - April 2011 map 5.
Result and/or Strategy
N/A.
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7. Other Measures
Invasive plants.
Requirement.

Source of
requirement.
FPPR Sec 17.

For the purpose of section 47 [invasive plants] of the Act, a person who prepares a forest
stewardship plan must specify measures in the plan to prevent the introduction or
spread of species of plants that are invasive plants under the Invasive Plants Regulation,
if the introduction or spread is likely to be the result of the person's forest practices.
Applicable area:FDU 1 and 2.
Result and/or Strategy
1) On disturbed areas exceeding 0.1 ha not subject to reforestation activities, WLCF will broadcast seed that
meets or exceeds Common No. 1 Forage Mixture (Specifications as defined by the Canada Seeds Act) within a
specified time frame (generally either the first early spring or late fall period after disturbance) not exceeding
two years.
2) Equipment being brought in from areas with known populations of Invasive Plants will have soil removed
prior to transport to a new operating area.
3) WLCF will work with its grader and bulldozer operators to avoid spreading noxious weeds (primarily
knapweed) when conducting road maintenance work or when removing overburden from borrow pits
through actions including minimizing soil disturbance, using known infestation mapping from the provincial
Invasive Alien Plant Program (IAPP) website during the planning stages, making reasonable efforts to
schedule work in weed-free areas first and to be cognizant of when invasive plants are likely to have set
seeds.
4) WLCF will report invasive plant sightings to applicable government agencies on a regular basis (early spring
and early winter).
5) Where WLCF is shown to be responsible for introducing an invasive plant species, WLCF will enter into
discussions with the Permittee and MFLNRO range staff to confirm how plants were introduced. If WLCF
operations are deemed responsible WLCF will prepare a removal plan in conjunction with the Permittee and
MFLNRO staff and implement the removal plan in a timely manner.
6) The following list of Priority and Invasive Plant species (Table 8) will be managed per Legislation.
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Table 8: List of Priority and Invasive Plant species – (From CCCIPC Regional Strategy – 2009).
Species
Annual sow thistle
Baby’s breath
Blueweed
Bull thistle
Common toadflax
Canada thistle
Common burdock
Common tansy
Dalmatian toadflax
Diffuse knapweed
Field scabious
Giant Hogweed
Gorse
Himalayan Blackberry
Hoary alyssum
Hoary cress
Hound’s-tongue
Invasive Knotweeds
Invasive Yellow hawkweed spp
Knotweeds
Leafy spurge
Marsh plume thistle
Meadow knapweed
Night-flowering catchfly
Nodding thistle
Orange hawkweed
Oxeye daisy
Perennial pepperweed
Perennial sowthistle
Plumeless thistle
Purple loosestrife
Rush Sketeton Weed
Scentless chamomile
Scotch Broom
Scotch thistle
Spotted knapweed
St. John’s wort
Sulphur cinquefoil
Tansy ragwort
Velvetleaf
Wild oats
Yellow flag iris
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Legislation
WCA, CRD
FRPA
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA
WCA, CRD
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA, WCA
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA, WCA, CRD
WCA
WCA
WCA
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA
FRPA (just meadow
hawkweed is listed)
WCA
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA, WCA, CRD
WCA, CRD
FRPA
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA, WCA, CRD
WCA, CRD
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA
WCA
FRPA, WCA, CRD
WCA
WCA, CRD
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA
FRPA, WCA, CRD
FRPA, WCA, CRD
WCA, CRD
WCA, CRD
FRPA

Notes
FRPA = Invasive Plant
regulation, WCA = Weed
Control Act, CRD = CRD
bylaws. Species in bold are
Cariboo Chilcotin Coast
Invasive Plant Committee
priority species. WCA refers
to designated noxious weeds
in the British Columbia Weed
Control Act; FRPA refers to
designated invasive plants
under the Invasive Plant
Regulation of the Forest and
Range Practices Act. Note
that Himalayan balsam is a
priority species in this plan,
but is not currently legislated
to be managed. Local
government could list it in
their bylaws under the
Community Charter Act.
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Natural Range Barriers.
Requirement.
Source of requirement.
For the purpose of section 48 [natural range barriers] of the Act, a person who
FPPR Sec 18.
prepares a forest stewardship plan must specify measures to mitigate the effect
of removing or rendering ineffective natural range barriers.
Applicable area: FDU 1 and 2
Result and/or Strategy
1) WLCF will notify affected grazing tenure holders of the general location of cutblocks and roads during the
initial planning stages of block development for review and/or consult with a District Range Agrologist;
2) Where the grazing tenure holder indicates that a range barrier will be removed or made ineffective, WLCF
will make practicable efforts to reach an agreement with the grazing tenure holder and the Ministry of
Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations on measures to mitigate the loss of the natural barrier and
to complete the construction of the mitigating measures within a reasonable time frame;
3) Where the FSP holder and grazing tenure holder cannot come to a reasonable compromise, the FSP holder
will discuss the issue with FLNRO range staff and will consider arbitration with a neutral third party as a
potential means of resolution.
4) Any fence damaged by WLCF operations will be repaired to the previous condition of the fence or better
subject to cattle presence, weather and other pertinent time frames.
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8. Silviculture
Stocking Standards.
Stocking standards are presented in Appendix 2. Silviculture Stocking Standards are those stated in
Establishment to Free Growing Guidebook - Cariboo Forest Region – Revised edition May 2000 and
January 15, 2002 revision, except where stated otherwise within this FSP.

Stocking Standards for Free Growing Stands Generally
Free growing stands will be established on the net area to be reforested in each harvested cutblock.
Regeneration will be by natural or artificial means, depending on ecological conditions and silvicultural
tactics in use. Although flexibility in prescribing regeneration methods is required, site plans will
generally follow the rationale shown in Table 9.
Areas prescribed for natural regeneration will be assessed immediately after harvest to determine
scarification requirements. The areas will also be assessed within five years of harvest to determine
status of regeneration, and to schedule further treatments as required.
Areas prescribed for planting will be planted after site preparation, if required. Mixed stands of
species appropriate to the site will be planted and additional natural regeneration will add diversity to
the stand. Planting densities are established higher than target stocking standards considering
mortality and natural ingress.
Table 9: Determination of regeneration method depending upon Forest Development Unit
(FDU)and Soil Moisture Regime
FDU

Soil Moisture
Regime

Applicable Silvicultural Systems

Uneven-aged
Slightly Dry and
Single Tree Selection; Irregular
drier
Shelterwood, Group Selection
FDU 1 and 2
Fresh and
wetter

FDU 1 and 2

FDU 1 and 2
MDWR

All soil
moisture
regimes
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Natural -- reserve advanced
regeneration of Douglas-fir
and spruce

Even-aged
Clearcutting; Clearcutting With Reserves;
Irregular Shelterwood

Natural -- from advanced
spruce or Douglas-fir regen;
or Planting

Even-aged
Clearcutting; Clearcutting With Reserves; Group
Shelterwood, Irregular Shelterwood, Uniform
Shelterwood

Planting, or Natural from
advanced regeneration of
Douglas- fir, spruce, or
redcedar

Uneven-aged
Group Selection, Single Tree Selection

Natural or Planting

Uneven-aged
Slightly Dry and
Single-Tree Selection; Group Selection;
drier
Irregular Shelterwood
Fresh and
Wetter

Regen. Method

Even-aged
Clearcutting; Clearcutting With Reserves;
Irregular Shelterwood

Natural -- reserve advanced
regeneration of Douglas-fir
Natural -- reserve advanced
regeneration of spruce; or
Planting
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Variances from Stocking Standards.
Deciduous Stocking
Deciduous trees (aspen, birch, and cottonwood) are important components of the forest landscape
within the Community Forest. They are important for habitat, cultural values, aesthetics, and forest
products and they need to be retained on the landscape through time, in spite of their competition
with conifers which are more valuable as timber species.
1) Mature aspen, birch and cottonwood are important habitat species for cavity nesters and stick
nesting birds, important browse species for moose, and critical food and habitat for beavers. The
objectives of stand-level and landscape level biodiversity and wildlife habitat are supported by
retention of deciduous in harvested stands. In order to perpetuate these values into the future, a
component of deciduous regeneration must achieve maturity in the future crop, particularly in
stands close to riparian ecosystems.
a) Deciduous trees left at the time of harvest are considered to not be competing at time of
Free-growing evaluation. All deciduous stems > 10 cm DBH at the time of free-growing
evaluation are considered non-competing.
b) Aspen, birch and cottonwood will be considered Acceptable for the purposes of a free growing
assessment within Riparian Management Areas and Lakeshore Management Areas. WLCF will
identify the SU in the Site Plan as a Standards Unit where deciduous species are acceptable.
c) Shrub species managed for riparian or wildlife values or erosion control will be considered
non-deleterious at the time of free-growing evaluation (specific examples include willow,
forbs, rose and soopalallie).
2) Regeneration of Douglas-fir and spruce may be enhanced in a mixture with deciduous
regeneration, in that the deciduous trees can form a sheltering canopy, reducing the incidence of
growing-season frost and spruce tip weevil.
a) Where a Site Plan prescribes regeneration of Douglas-fir after fire or clearcutting, deciduous
regeneration will be Acceptable.
3) Birch is deemed to be culturally important, and First Nations Birch Areas are recognized in the
Land Use Order within the Timber Production Working Circle of the Potato Mountain Block1.
Retention of existing birch growing stock is important, and regeneration of future birch trees is
likewise important.
a) Overstory birch will be retained within mapped retention areas.
b) Birch regeneration will be Acceptable for the purposes of a free-growing assessment within
the Timber Production Working Circle.
4) Deciduous trees are aesthetically pleasing and provide visually effective green-up in a mixture
with conifers.

xlvixlvi
1

Refer to Figure 8, page 27 of K3A Application and Management Plan.
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a) Aspen, birch and cottonwood will be considered Acceptable for the purposes of a freegrowing assessment within the Visual Quality Working Circle and in Lakeshore Management
Areas.
5) Deciduous Forest Health Free Growing Damage Criteria: unless otherwise stated in regulation or
an approved FSP stocking standard, an acceptable hardwood crop tree must:
a) be at least 2.0 m in height and the tree pith must not be laterally displaced more than 30 cm
from the location of the root-crown pith2.
b) not originate from a cut stump3.
c) have at least one live leader4.
d) not have a wound that is greater than 10% of the stem circumference nor is greater than 10%
of the total length of the stem.5.
e) not have any fungal infections or insect infestations affecting tissues below the bark surface,
visible without destructive sampling6.
f) not be browsed so as to limit its ability to become a crop tree.
Note: These standards apply to mixed conifer and broadleaf stands managed non-timber objectives.
In mixedwood stands, deciduous trees not tallied as well-spaced, free growing crop trees will be
considered “competing vegetation” for the purpose of assessing the free growing status of coniferous
crop trees.

xlviixlvii
2

A requirement of the Establishment to Free Growing Guidebook, Prince George Forest Region, May 2000,
Appendix 6, Boreal Broadleaf Stocking Guidelines, BWBS.
3

Stems originating from the sides or cut surface of stumps are very susceptible to breakage at the coppice point

4

The objective is that the tree has a single stem that will develop into a healthy crop tree. Accordingly, a healthy,
free growing aspen tree must have an identifiable live leader. It is not important if a portion, but not all, of the
leader is browsed or killed for example by venturia blight. There is no agreement on a minimum leader length of a
healthy aspen tree and as a result no minimum length is prescribed.
5

This criterion is modified from the conifer criterion, and threshold percent values are chosen subjectively.
Research is needed to determine more exactly the size of an open wound at free growing assessment that is likely
to limit the development of a healthy crop tree. A wound is defined as an injury in which the cambium is dead or
completely removed from the tree exposing the sapwood. Measure the wound across the widest point of the
exposed sapwood. Healed-over wounds (= scars) are acceptable. Causes of mechanical damage to aspen
commonly include gnawing by beaver, cattle, deer, elk or moose; logging activities; or windthrow scraping. Fire
or sunscald damage can also cause wounds. Injury of young aspen stems is considered an important entry court
for decay organisms. Injury of mature aspen is a lesser concern since the resulting potential damage of decays
before harvesting would likely be much less.
6

Visible stem infections include cyptospora canker or sooty-bark canker, and visible insect infestations, poplar
borer. The significance of some diseases, such as armillaria root disease, to aspen is unknown or uncertain, and
several cannot be feasibly identified by visual features during free growing surveys.
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Root Disease
In stands found to be infected by Armillaria, Phellinus or Tomentosus root disease, all native
commercial species are Preferred.
Riparian Zones
To accommodate biodiversity, riparian zones may have a minimum 10 m buffer within which nonmerchantable stems and advanced regeneration will be retained as practicable. See Riparian
Retention Table in Table 5 and Section 8.2.5.
Leave Tree Form, Vigour and Health
The standard for conifer stems retained from harvest as a result of meeting non-timber objectives
may be varied such that all stems of appropriate species regardless of form, vigour and health will be
considered acceptable. WLCF will professionally consider a reduction in stocking levels based on the
loss of growing space from stems retained for non-timber purposes. Primary examples are situations
where overstory dead lodepole pine is removed and the understory vegetation, including advanced Pl
or aspen regeneration, is retained for purposes such as visual/line of sight breaks, trail buffering or
increased riparian protection. Anticipated frequency is expected to be low and occurrences will be
identified in SPs.
Within dry alder complexes the conifer height to brush height ratio is reduced to 100% for brush
species other than aspen, cottonwood, or birch (e.g. willow and alder).
Maximum Density
The maximum density for lodgepole pine leading stands (pine stocking > 80 % of inventory) is
considered to be 25,000 countable stems per hectare.
All other species and mixed pine stands of < 80% pine stocking by inventory will remain at 10,000
countable stems per hectare at free-growing.
Minimum Inter-tree Distance
Minimum Inter Tree Distance (MITD) is 2.0 metres.
The minimum inter-tree distance may be varied to 1.0 m on hygric, sub-hygric, mechanically siteprepared areas, areas affected by rock or high cattle damage/concentration; areas where climatic
condition and/or cattle damage impact on seedling survival can be modified through the use of
obstacle planting; areas where non-timber objectives impact on tree planting site location; areas
where existing stems > 10 cm DBH preclude meeting minimum site stocking objectives at the 2.0 m
spacing distance.
Post Spacing Densities
Post-spacing minimum density is 2500 countable stems per hectare and maximum density is 5000
countable stems per hectare unless an exception is requested as determined on a site-specific basis
through a professional evaluation that will consider a number of factors including crop tree species,
health and vigour, site characteristics, site series and target timber product.
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Stratum Size
In accordance with FPPR s 46.11, the minimum stratum size for the purposes of a free growing
assessment is one hectare.

Variations to Stocking Standards for Stand or
Site Level Features
Each of the Stocking Standards set out below can be modified
by the application of variations to reflect stand-level or sitelevel features that will impact the species choice, density,
inter- tree distances, or other measures of the chosen
stocking standards.

In a review of relevant
literature Day (1997)
showed that residual
density of 60% is
approximately equal to the
onset of competitioninduced mortality, assuming
the pre-harvest density
approximates maximum
density. Our experience
shows that residual stands
of about 60% of the preharvest basal area are
generally stable and not
subject to catastrophic
losses from wind or snow
damage, particularly if
uniformly thinned from
below.

Modifier

Rationale

A.

In standards units identified in a site plan as
affected by root disease, all commercial
species (lodgepole pine, Douglas-fir,
redcedar, subalpine fir, spruce, aspen,
cottonwood and white birch) are
considered preferred.

B.

In standards units with a complex of rocky
or wet areas, the minimum inter tree
distance can be set as low as 1.6 m, to
select the best microsites or to increase
stocking.

C.

In standards units with a primary objective
as Mule Deer Winter Range Habitat,
minimum inter tree distance can be set as
low as 1.6 m, to promote a clumpy habitat structure.

Exempted Harvesting
We are exempted from the requirements to prepare a Site Plan7 and establish a free growing stand8 if
the timber harvesting is restricted to one or more of activities specified in FPPR 44(3).
Commercial Thinning, Removal Of Individual Trees, Or Similar Types Of Intermediate
Cutting, Including Harvesting Special Forest Products
Application: Exempted Harvesting will apply in all FDUs, in standards units where an average of at
least 60% of the pre-harvest basal area has been retained.
xlixxlix
7 FPPR Section 33 (1) (b)
8 FPPR Section 44 (3)
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Definition of Intermediate Cutting: We will retain an average of at least 60% of the pre-harvest basal
area with any given spot having a range from 0 to 100% of pre-harvest basal area, as influenced by
leave tree distribution and measurement method (e.g. relascope basal area factor).
Trees will be selected to leave by balancing the characteristics of individual trees according to species
preference (Table 10) and tree vigour (Table 11). We will leave trees from good and medium vigour
classes that are free of wounds encompassing more than 1/3 of the stem circumference.
Leave-tree distribution will reflect the pre-harvest distribution of suitable leave trees. Leave trees will
be distributed throughout the entire standards unit with any contiguous hectare having not less than
30% of the pre-harvest basal area.
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Table 10: Species preference for retention in intermediate cutting, according to Forest
Development Unit (FDU) at the WLCF.
FDU

Species preference order

1

Douglas-fir, lodgepole pine, spruce, aspen, birch, cottonwood

2

Douglas-fir, spruce, lodgepole pine, birch, aspen, subalpine fir

Table 11: Vigour classes for selection of conifer leave-trees on the WLCF

Species

Douglasfir

Spruce

Med.

Judgment Criteria
Height/
Crown
Diam
Crown
PosRatio
Shape
ition*
(m/cm)
Sharply
D, CD <0.8
pointed
CD, I
0.8-1.0 Pointed

Poor

I, S

>1.0

Good

D, CD

<.08

Med.

CD, I

0.8-1.0

Vigour
Class

Good

% Live
Crown
>30
25-30

Bark Characteristics

Reddish, big plates, Smooth
None
light grey upper bole
Big plates, smooth upper bole Fork, sweep, crook

Rounded <25
Sharply
>40
pointed

Dark grey, rough, flat

Cracks, conk, canker

Pink, flat plates

None

Pointed

Less pink, medium flakes

30-40

Fork, sweep, crook,
small brooms
Big cracks, canker,
Dark grey, rough, small flakes
conk

Round to
<30
flat
Sharply
Good
D, CD <0.8
>50
Smooth, silver, resinous
pointed
SubMed.
CD, I
0.8-1.0 Pointed 40-50 Medium smooth
alpine fir
Round to
Poor
S
>1.0
<40
Rough, dark plates
flat
Sharply
Good
D, CD <0.8
>30
Light, small plates
pointed
Lodge- pole
Med.
CD
0.8-1.0 Pointed 20-30 Medium plates
pine
Rounded
Poor
I, S
>1.0
<20
Loose, large plates
to flat
* D=Dominant, CD=Co-dominant, I=Intermediate, S=Suppressed
Poor

I, S

Form Problems or
Damage

>1.0

None
Fork, sweep, crook
Big cracks, canker,
conk
None
Fork, sweep, crook
Cracks, canker, pitch
tubes

Stocking Standards for Complex Stands
(RESULTS Standards ID: UBC COMPLEX)
Application: Complex Stocking Standards apply in all FDUs, on standards units where:




harvest has removed more than 40% of the pre-harvest basal area, and
more than 5 m2/ha of residual basal area remains.
Bark beetle sanitation or salvage harvesting may result in timber removals as per above bullets
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Harvesting is intended to retain and or promote resource strategies and objectives outlined in
this FSP

Definition of Complex Stocking Standards: Complex stocking standards are used in standards units
where we have created a complex residual stand with a heterogeneous mixture of small gaps,
unharvested overstory trees, and variable thinning. In this situation:



harvest has removed sufficient basal area so as to leave the stand insufficiently stocked by
overstory trees, but
harvest has not created conditions conducive to regeneration and growth of a second crop in a
uniform arrangement.

We will determine stocking status of a complex stand by considering: the average density of residual
overstory expressed as a percentage of 60% of pre-harvest density; and the average number of
seedlings expressed as a percentage of target regeneration density for a clearcut situation. In this
way, any standards unity may be stocked by a combination of overstory and regeneration. Target and
Minimum Stocking Standards (TSS and MSS) are taken from the applicable even-aged stocking
standard (Table 11). Pre-harvest basal area is taken from



a pre-harvest survey, from the un-logged condition within the standards unit, or from an adjacent
equivalent site. The matrix of stocking conditions shown in Figure 2 will describe
the outcomes of a stocking survey. This single matrix applies to all stands and all regeneration
stocking levels, by the application of percentages to each standard (Target, Minimum, and
preferred or preferred and acceptable species).

Figure 2: Determination of stocking status for complex stands by comparison of the density of
overstory with the density of regeneration for standards units in the WLCF. Rows and
columns are labelled by their class mid-points. (TSSpa=Target Stocking Standards,
preferred and acceptable species, MSSpa=Minimum Stocking Standard, preferred and
acceptable species and MSSp= Minimum Stocking Standard, preferred species.)
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For example, harvesting to remove beetle-killed lodgepole pine from a matrix of Douglas-fir and
spruce has resulted in complex stands. This harvest has left us with an overstory with less than 60% of
the initial basal area remaining, and insufficient growing space to establish regeneration at normal
stocking densities. The normal stocking standards do not apply, nor do the standards for intermediate
cutting.
UBC Alex Fraser Research Forest has created and used an approved stocking standard to manage this
situation, where:



the overstory component for the standards unit is judged against 60% of the pre-harvest basal
area (since we assume 60% to be the lower limit of intermediate cutting, above), and
the regeneration component for the standards unit is judged against the target and minimum
stocking rate for the normal stocking standard in that FDU.

Comparing the percentage of overstory and percentage of regeneration allows us to judge the
stocking status of a standards unit. Acceptable overstorey trees are defined as being




any species,
with sufficiently good form and health to provide sawlogs in a future entry, and
distributed throughout the standards unit.

Uneven-aged Stocking Standards – single tree selection only
(RESULTS Standards ID: UBC SINGLE)
Single Tree Selection Stocking Standards apply to stands in the WLCF where harvest will abide by the
direction from the GAR Orders of December 23, 2004 U5-002 and U5-003 and as replaced on
December 7, 2006. WLCF will also utilize the Mule Deer Winter Range Strategy (Dawson et al. 2002).
Definition of Single Tree Selection Stocking Standards: For stands that are managed under single tree
selection, post-harvest stand structure will be prescribed by comparing pre-harvest stand structure to
the long term stand structure objective (target stand) using the Reverse 'J' curve analysis
methodology. The prescribed residual stand will be a step toward the target stand, based upon target
stand structure, and current condition. Target stand structure is determined from Mule Deer Winter
Range direction4 (with greater detail from Dawson et al. 2002), and current condition is determined
from pre-harvest cruising.
In some prescriptions, Single tree selection harvesting will remove 20% or less of the pre-harvest basal
area, and as such is exempted from the requirements to establish a free growing stand. This is
technically sound, because in our practice single tree selection is controlled at the tree level by the
application of appropriate marking rules and controls. In general, sites in FDU 1 naturally regenerate
freely, and sufficiency of regeneration is not a management issue.
In prescriptions that prescribe between 20 and 40% single-tree selection removal, species preference
for residual trees is as follows: Douglas-fir, lodgepole pine, spruce, aspen, birch. Trees will be selected
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to leave by balancing the characteristics of individual trees according to the criteria established in
Tables 10 and 11 above.
Leave tree distribution will reflect the pre-harvest distribution of suitable leave trees. Leave trees will
be distributed throughout the entire standards unit, but with a clumpy distribution of residual trees to
satisfy the mule deer habitat objectives for these areas.

Stocking Standards for Grassland Restoration
(No regen objectives)

Application: Upper Grassland and Open Range Stocking Standards apply to permanent
grassland benchmark areas identified by the Cariboo-Chilcotin Grasslands Strategy Working
Group (2001) in the KC FDU that are prescribed to undergo restoration.
Definition of Upper Grassland and Open Range Stocking Standards: For stands that are
managed to reduce forest in-growth and encroachment onto former open range, postharvest stand structure will be prescribed according to the interpreted historical stand
structure of the sites. These stands generally occur above 900 m in elevation and border with
historically forest-dominated sites in the Interior Douglas Fir Biogeoclimatic Zone. Excess
immature, understory and co-dominant trees will be targeted for removal so as to regain
conditions reflective of fire-maintained ecosystems that existed prior to the reduction of fire
frequency over the past century.
Grasslands are defined as having <10% tree cover, while the term ‘open range’ typically refers
to areas having <15% tree cover, some of which may be aggregated in small, localized stands
(Cariboo Chilcotin Grasslands Strategy, 2001). According to the Rocky Mountain Trench
Ecosystem Restoration Committee (2000), open range is dominated by grasslands with
scattered trees (less than 75/ha) while open forest has from 76-400 trees/ha. Significant forest
encroachment and in-growth has occurred in these areas over the past century in the absence
of regular (7-20 year interval), low-intensity fires.
For moderately to very closed stands of older encroachment and in-growth on benchmark
areas, the Cariboo Chilcotin Grasslands Strategy (2001) recommends retention of 90% or
more of large veteran trees (>140 years old) and maintenance of a small number of trees
to become future veterans. Non-veteran trees >12.5 cm dbh will be retained in a
scattered distribution, preferably in clumps. The Strategy recommends a retention rate of
3-4 times the number of retained veterans, however, experience in the Churn Creek
Protected Area in 2005 found that a rate of 2-3 times veteran density was better suited to
grassland restoration and fire hazard reduction. Localized stands <0.5 ha in size, such as
aspen groves, can be retained if they reflect the original nature of the particular open
range or open forest. Trees <12.5 cm dbh should be retained at a rate of about 10 times
the number of kept veterans, preferably in clumps. Some retention trees can have poor
form as this is often conducive to wildlife use, but care should be taken to ensure
recruitment trees have sufficient vigour to likely endure to veteran status.
September 2015

54

Forest Stewardship Plan

WL Community Forest LP

Species preference for residual trees is as follows: Preferred species are Douglas-fir or
trembling aspen; Acceptable species are white birch, hybrid spruce, lodgepole pine.
Free Growing density:
Veterans: Minimum = 0 stems/ha; Target = 90% of pre-harvest number
Layer 1: Minimum = 0 stems/ha; Target = 25 stems/ha preferred and acceptable
Layer 2,3,4: Minimum = 0 stems/ha; Target = 100 stems/ha preferred and acceptable.
Minimum Free Growing Age: Free growing may be declared after at least one year post treatment.

Distribution: Veterans will be distributed according to the nature of the current stand. Layer1,
2, 3, and 4 trees will be left singly or in groups of up to 0.5 ha in area.
This stocking standard does not infer a financial responsibility for future maintenance of the
grassland condition upon the Alex Fraser Research Forest. However, the use of prescribed
fire or cutting to restrict subsequent forest encroachment of regenerating trees should be
employed periodically over time to maintain the restored grassland and open range
conditions. This supports the Williams Lake SRMP objectives of managing benchmark areas as
grassland, as well as maintaining or enhancing grassland ecosystems.
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9. Appendices
1. Detailed Maps
2. Stocking Standards Tables.
a) The following BEC zones/series have been included in FDU 1 and 2.
b) IDFdk3, IDFxm
c) SBSdw1; SBSdw2, SBSmw
3. Minimum Mature+Old and Old Seral Stage Targets.
4. Wildlife Tree Retention Targets.
5. Interpretive Forest Sites, Recreation Sites and Recreation Trails Objectives.
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Appendix 1 Maps
The following maps are available with this FSP:
1. An overview map of FDU 1 - Ne Sextsine (Flat Rock) Block
2. An overview map of FDU 2 - Peskwenkwinem (Potato Mountain) Block
3. A Map of WLCF showing:
a) Forest Range Units.
b) Trap Line numbers and areas; Guide Outfitter areas and names.
c) Biogeoclimatic Zones and Sub-zones.
The following data sets are the LUO 2011 data available on CD or at the following url:
ftp://ftp.geobc.gov.bc.ca/publish/Regional/WilliamsLake/Cariboo-Chilcotin_LUOR_Order/
Map01_Cariboo-Chilcotin_Land_Use_Plan_CCLUP_Area
Map02_Cariboo_Chilcotin_Landscape_Units
Map03_Cariboo_Chilcotin_Old_Growth_Management_Areas
Map04-Cariboo_Chilcotin_Critical_Habitat_for_Fish
Map05_Cariboo_Chilcotin_CASC
Map06a_Cariboo_Chilcotin_Lakeshore_Management_Classes
Map06b_Cariboo_Chilcotin_Lake_Management_Classes
Map06c_Cariboo_Chilcotin_L3_Lakes
Map07_Cariboo_Chilcotin_Birch_Areas_for_First_Nations
Map08_Cariboo_Chilcotin_Grassland_Benchmark_Area
Map09a_Cariboo_Chilcotin_Scenic_Areas
Map09b_Cariboo_Chilcotin_Scenic_Corridors
Map09c_Cariboo_Chilcotin_High_Elevation_Viewpoints
Map10_Cariboo_Chilcotin_Buffered_Trails
Map11_Cariboo_Chilcotin_High_Value_Wetlands_for_Moose
Map12_Cariboo_Chilcotin_Grizzly_Bear_Capability
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Overview Maps Forest Development Units
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Overview Maps Licensed Users
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Appendix 2 - Stocking Standards Tables
A complete set of footnotes can be found at the end of the Stocking Standards Tables.
Regeneration Guide
Species

BGC
Stock
Standard
Number

Classification
Zone/SZ

Series

Target

Preferred (p)

(well-spaced/ha)
700

600

1200

700

600

800

500

28

800

Pl

28

Pl

28

Fd

01 (decid)

01

Fd

27,32

Pl

80095

02

Fd

27,28

Pl

80096

03

Fd

27,28

Pl

80097

04

Fd

27,28

04

Fd

27,28

05

Fd Pl

05 (decid)

05

Fd Pl

06 (decid)

06
06

Fd
Pl
27,28
Fd
Pl

07

Fd Pl Sx

80099

80100
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Accept. (a)

Pl

Sx

13,28

Sx

13,28

At

b

27

27

At

b

At

b

27,28

32

Delay

1200

01

80098

MIN p-a

MIN
p

(Max
yrs)
7

IDFdk3

04 (decid)

Regen

Conifer / Deciduous

27,32

80094

Stocking

28

At

a

Free Growing Guide
Assessment
Min. Height
Ht. >
Brush %

Latest
(yrs)

125

20

7

125

20

500

7

125

20

500

500

7

125

20

1000

500

500

7

125

20

1000

500

400

7

125

20

1200

700

700

7

125

20

1200

700

600

7

125

20

1200
1200

700
700

700
600

7
7

125
125

20
20

1200

700

700

7

125

20
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Species

Ht
(m)

Pl
Fd
Sx
Pl
Fd
Sx
At
Pl
Fd
Pl
Fd
Pl
Fd
Pl
Fd
At
Pl
Fd
Pl
Fd
At
Pl
Pl
Fd
At
Pl
Fd
Sx

1.4
1.0
0.8
1.4
1.0
0.8
1.4
1.0
0.8
1.0
0.8
1.0
0.8
1.0
0.8
1.0
1.4
1.0
1.4
1.0
1.4
1.4
1.4
1.0
1.4
1.4
1.0
0.8
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Stock
Standard
Number

BGC
Classification

Stocking
Target

(well-spaced/ha)

Series

Preferred (p)

07 (decid)
IDFdk3

07

Fd Pl Sx

08

Fd

1,32

Pl Sx

08

Fd

1,32

Pl Sx

09

Sx

1,32

Pl

09

Sx

1,32

Pl Act

08 (decid)

80102
09 (decid)

80120

Regeneration Guide
Species
Conifer / Deciduous

Zone/SZ

80101

Stock
Standard
Number

WL Community Forest LP

BGC
Classification

32

28

a

Act At

a

1

1

a

IDFxm
01a (decid)

01a
01a

Fd
27,28
Fd

01b (decid)

01b
01b
02

Fd
Pl
27,28
Fd
Pl
27,28
Fd

Accept. (a)

27,28

At

a

At

a

27,28

MIN p

Free Growing Guide
Assessment
Min. Height
Latest
Species Ht
Ht. >
Brush % (yrs)
(m)

1200

700

600

7

125

20

1200

700

700

7

125

20

1200

700

600

7

125

20

1000

500

400

7

125

20

1000

500

400

7

125

20

(well-spaced/ha)

Preferred (p)
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Stocking
Target

Series

80122

At

Regeneration Guide
Species
Conifer / Deciduous

Zone/SZ

80121

Accept. (a)

MIN p-a

Regen
Delay
(Max
yrs)

1200
1200

700
700

700
600

Regen
Delay
(Max
yrs)
7
7

1200
1200
1000

700
700
500

700
600
500

7
7
7

MIN p-a

MIN p

63

Pl
Fd
Sx
At
Pl
Fd
Sx
Pl
Fd
Sx
Act, At
Pl
Sx
Pl
Sx
Act

1.4
1.0
0.8
1.4
1.4
1.0
0.8
1.4
1.0
0.8
1.4
1.0
0.6
1.0
0.6
1.0

Free Growing Guide
Assessment
Min. Height
Latest
Species Ht
Ht. >
Brush % (yrs)
(m)
125
125

20
20

125
125
125

20
20
20

Fd
Fd
At
All
All
Fd

0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.6

Forest Stewardship Plan
80123
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27,28

03

Fd

Pl

04 (decid)

04
04

Fd
27,28
Fd

05 (decid)

05
05

Fd
27
Fd

06 (decid)

06
06

Fd
32
Fd

07 (decid)

07
07

Fd
Fd

08

Fd Sx

1000

500

500

7

125

20

At

b

1000
1000

500
500

500
400

7
7

125
125

20
20

At

b

1200
1200

700
700

700
600

7
7

125
125

20
20

At

a

1200
1200

700
700

700
600

7
7

125
125

20
20

1200
1200

700
700

700
600

7
7

125
125

20
20

1200

700

600

7

125

20

IDFxm
80124

80125

80126

80127

80128

08 (decid)

80129
09 (decid)

27,28

27

32

a

At Ep
32

Pl

32

08

Fd Sx

09

Pl Sx

1

1

09

Pl Sx

1

1

a

a

Pl Act At

b

Act At

a

b

1200

700

600

7

125

20

1000

500

500

7

125

20

1000

500

400

7

125

20

Regeneration Guide
Stock
Standard
Number
80194

BGC

Species

Classification
Zone/SZ
SBSdw1

Series
01

Preferred (p)
28
Fd Pl Sx

Mixed Wood

01

Fd Pl Sx At
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28

a

Accept. (a)
28,53
Bl

28,53

Bl

0.8
0.6
0.6
0.6
0.6
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8

Pl

0.6

Fd, Sx
Pl
Act, At
Pl
Sx
Pl
Sx
Act, At

0.8
0.6
0.6
0.8
0.6
0.8
0.6
0.8

Free Growing Guide
Stocking (i)

Conifer / Deciduous

Pl
Fd
Fd
Fd
At
Fd
Fd
At
Fd
Fd
At
Fd
Fd
At, Ep
Fd, Sx

Target

MIN pa

MIN p

(well-spaced/ha)
1200
700

600

1200

600

700

64

MIN p
conifer

180

Regen

Assessment

Min. Height(ii)

Delay
(Max
yrs)
7

Ht. >
Brush %
150

(yrs)
20

7

150

20

Latest

Species

Ht

Pl
Fd
Others
Pl

(m)
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
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28,53

01 (decid)

Bl
a
Ep

28

01

Fd Pl Sx

02*

Fd Pl

02*

Fd Pl

03

Fd Pl

Mixed Wood

03

Fd Pl At

03 (decid)

03

Fd Pl

04

Fd Pl Sx

Mixed Wood

04

Fd Pl Sx At

04 (decid)

04

Fd Pl Sx

05

Fd Pl Sx

80195
02 (decid)
80196

80197

80198
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28

28

At

b

27

27

a

27

At

32

28

32

28

32

28

a

a

At

a

At

Fd
Others

1.4
1.0

Pl, At, Ep
Fd
Others
Pl
Fd
Pl, At
Fd
Pl
Fd
Pl, At
Fd
Pl, At
Fd
Pl
Fd
Sx
Pl, At
Fd
Sx
Pl, At
Fd
Sx
Pl
Fd
Sx

2.0
1.4
1.0
1.4
1.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
2.0
1.4
2.0
1.4
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0

a

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1000

500

500

7

150

20

1000

500

400

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20
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BGC
Stock
Standard
Number

Classification
Zone/SZ
SBSdw1
Mixed Wood

Free Growing Guide

Species

Stocking (i)

20

Pl, At
Fd
Sx
Pl, At, Ep
Fd
Sx
Pl
Fd
Others
Pl, At
Fd
Others
Pl, Act, At,
Ep
Fd
Others
Pl
Fd
Others
Pl, At
Fd
Others
Pl, Act, At
Fd
Others
Pl
Fd
Others
Pl, At

2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0

600

7

150

20

Bl

1200

700

600

7

150

20

Bl

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

Bl

1200

700

600

7

150

20

Bl

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

32

1200

700

600

7

150

20

32

1200

700

600

7

150

20

06

Fd Pl Sx

Mixed Wood

06

Fd Pl Sx At

06 (decid)

06

Fd Pl Sx

07

Fd

1,32

Pl Sx

Mixed Wood

07

Fd

1,32

Pl Sx At

07 (decid)

07

Fd

1,32

Pl Sx

Bl Act At

08

Fd

1,32

Pl Sx

Bl

08

Fd

1,32

Pl Sx At
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150

700

At Ep

a

a

a

a

Bl Act At Ep

a

a

7

1200

Fd Pl Sx

Mixed Wood

Ht
(m)

180

05

80201

Species

600

a

a

Late
(yrs)

700

Fd Pl Sx At

80200

Ht. >
Brush %

1200

05

a

Min. Height(ii)

MIN p

Conifer / Deciduous
Preferred (p)
Accept. (a)

80199

Assessment

Target
MIN pa
(well-spaced/ha)

Series

05 (decid)

Regen
Delay
(Max
yrs)

MIN p
conifer

Bl

a

a

66

180

180

180

2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
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Others

Regeneration Guide
Stock
Standard
Number

BGC

Zone/SZ
SBSdw1

Free Growing Guide

Species

Classification

Stocking (i)

Conifer / Deciduous
Serie
s

Preferred (p)

Target

Accept. (a)
32

08 (decid)

80202

1,32

08

Fd

09

Sx

1,32

1,32

Pl Sx

Bl Act
a
a
At Ep

1,32

1

Bl Pl
a
Act

1

1,32

09

Sx

SBSdw2

01

Fd Pl Sx

01 (decid)

01

Fd Pl Sx

80204

02*

Fd Pl

80205

03

Fd

28,32

Pl

03

Fd

28,32

Pl

04

Fd Pl

04

Fd Pl

80203

03 (decid)
80206
04 (decid)

September 2015

32

32

a

At Ep

28

At

b

27

27

At

b

MIN pa

MIN p

(well-spaced/ha)

MIN p
conifer

Regen

Assessment

Min. Height(ii)

Delay
(Max
yrs)

Ht. >
Brush %

(yrs)

Latest

a

Pl

Bl

09 (decid)

1.4
1.0

a

Species

Ht
(m)

Pl, Act, At,
Ep
Fd
Others
Pl
Others

2.0
1.4
1.0
1.4
0.8

20

Pl, Act
Others

1.4
0.8

150

20

7

150

20

500

7

150

20

700

700

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

700

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

Pl
Fd
Sx
Pl, At, Ep
Fd
Sx
Pl
Fd
Pl
Fd
Pl, At
Fd
Pl
Fd
Pl, At
Fd

2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
2.0
1.4
2.0
1.4
2.0
1.4

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1000

500

400

7

150

20

1000

500

400

7

150

1200

700

700

7

1200

700

600

1000

500

1200
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05

Fd Pl Sx

1200

700

700

7

Regeneration Guide
Stock
Standard
Number

BGC

Zone/SZ
SBSdw2
05 (decid)

80208

06 (decid)

80209

07 (decid)

80210

08 (decid)

80211

Stocking (i)

Conifer / Deciduous

Target

Series

Preferred (p)

Accept. (a)

05

Fd Pl Sx

At

06

Fd Pl Sx

06

Fd Pl Sx

07

Pl Sx

Sb

07

Pl Sx

Sb At

08

Fd

1,32

Pl Sx

Bl

08

Fd

1,32

Pl Sx

Bl Act At

09

Fd Pl Sx

Bl

Fd Pl Sx

Bl Act At
a
Ep

32

28

32

28

At

a

a

a

a

a

09 (decid)

September 2015

09

20

Pl
Fd
Sx

2.0
1.4
1.0

Free Growing Guide

Species

Classification

150

a

MIN pa

MIN p

(well-spaced/ha)

MIN p
conifer

Regen

Assessment

Min. Height(ii)

Delay
(Max
yrs)

Ht. > Brush
%

(yrs)

Latest

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

1200

700

600

7

150

20

a
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Species

Ht
(m)

Pl, At
Fd
Sx
Pl
Fd
Sx
Pl, At
Fd
Sx
Pl
Sx
Sb
Pl, At
Sx
Sb
Pl
Fd
Others
Pl, Act, At
Fd
Others
Pl
Fd
Others
Pl, Act, At,
Ep

2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.0
0.8
2.0
1.0
0.8
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
1.4
1.0
2.0
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10

Sx

1,32

1, 32

Bl

Pl

1

1000

500

400

7

Regeneration Guide
Stock

BGC
Classification

Number

Zone/SZ
SBSdw2

Series

Stocking (i)
Target

Preferred (p)

(well-spaced/ha)

Accept. (a)
1, 32

10 (decid)
80213

10

Sx

11*

Sx

1,32

Bl
Pl
a
Act
Pl

1

Sb

MIN pa

MIN p

MIN p
conifer

Assessment

1

Footnote
elevated microsites are preferred

13

restricted to upper elevations of biogeoclimatic unit

Delay
(Max
yrs)

Latest
Ht. > Brush
%

(yrs)

1000

500

400

7

150

20

400

200

200

7

150

20

Species

Ht
(m)

partial canopy cover required for successful establishment

Pl, Act
Others
Pl
Others

28
32

Footnote
limited by moisture deficit
limited by growing-season frosts

53
#
a
b

minor component
Deciduous Management Constraints
productive, reliable, and feasible regeneration option
limited in productivity, reliability and/or feasibility

Conifer Tree Species - Bl=subalpine fir; Fd=Douglas-fir; Pa=Whitebark Pine; Pl=Lodgepole Pine; Se=Engelmann spruce; Sx=hybrid Spruce.
Deciduous Trees - Act=black cottonwood; At=trembling aspen; Ep=common paper birch.

September 2015

Min. Height(ii)

1

1

27

Regen

Conifer / Deciduous

1,32

20

1.4
1.0
1.4
0.8

Free Growing Guide

Species

Standard

150

Fd
Others
Pl
Others
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Grassland Restoration Stocking Standards
Grassland Restoration Stocking Standards to be applied to areas within or adjacent to Grassland Benchmark zones. In these areas, WLCF will retain some larger
stems, primarily expected to be fir and deciduous; will not conduct mistletoe control treatments; will not plant any conifer species; and will not attempt to
increase stocking beyond what is anticipated to fill in from natural regeneration processes.
This stocking standard does not infer a financial responsibility for future maintenance of the grassland condition upon WL Community Forest LP. However, the
use of prescribed fire or cutting to restrict subsequent forest encroachment of regenerating trees should be employed periodically over time to maintain the
restored grassland and open range conditions. This supports the Williams Lake SRMP objectives of managing benchmark areas as grassland, as well as
maintaining or enhancing grassland ecosystems.

Stock
Standard
Number

BGC
Classification

Regeneration Guide
Species
Conifer / Deciduous

Stocking
Target

Zone/SZ

Series

Preferred (p)

(well-spaced/ha)

IDFxm

01, 02, 03, 04,
05.

Fd

IDFdk3

September 2015

01, 02, 03, 04,
05, 06.

Fd

27,32

27,32

Pl

Pl

Accept. (a)

At

At

a

a

0

0

MIN p-a

MIN p

0

0

0

0

70

Regen
Delay
(Max
yrs)
N/A

N/A

Free Growing Guide
Assessment
Min. Height
Latest
Species
Ht
Ht. >
Brush % (yrs)
(m)

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

Pl

N/A

Fd
At

N/A
N/A

Pl

N/A

Fd
At

N/A
N/A
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Appendix 3 - Mature + Old, Old, Interior Old Forest Representation Targets
and Early Seral Forest Guidelines (% Biodiversity Forest Landbase)
The biodiversity land base represents the productive forest land area with the addition of parks and
proposed Goal 2 areas.
Interior old calculated as the percentage of the Old Forest specified in the Biodiversity Guidebook,
September 1995.

Williams Lake Landscape Unit – Intermediate Biodiversity Emphasis
Natural Disturbance Type –
Mature+Old
Old Forest
Biogeoclimatic Variant
Forest (%)
(%)
4-IDFdk3 (fir group)
>43
>21
4-IDFdk3 (pine group)
>23
>11
4-IDFxm (fir group)
>43
>21
4-IDFxm (pine group)
>23
>11
Chimney Landscape Unit – High Biodiversity Emphasis
Natural Disturbance TypeMature + Old
Old Forest
Biogeoclimatic Variant
Forest (%)
(%)
4-IDFdk3 (fir group)
>65
>32
4-IDFdk3 (pine group)
>34
>16
4-IDFxm (fir group)
>65
>32
4-IDFxm (pine group)
>34
>16
Big Lake Landscape Unit – Low Biodiversity Emphasis
Natural Disturbance TypeMature + Old
Old Forest
Biogeoclimatic Variant
Forest (%)
(%)
3-SBSdw1
>11
>11
3-SBSdw2
>11
>11
3-SBSmh
>11
>11
Beaver Valley Landscape Unit – Low Biodiversity Emphasis
Natural Disturbance TypeMature + Old
Old Forest
Biogeoclimatic Variant
Forest (%)
(%)
3-SBSdw1
>11
>11
3-SBSdw2
>11
>11
3-SBSmh
>11
>11

September 2015

71

Forest Stewardship Plan

WL Community Forest LP

Appendix 4 - Wildlife Tree Retention Targets
Landscape Unit –
Biogeoclimatic Sub-unit
Beaver Valley
3-SBSdw1
3-SBSmh
3-SBSdw2
3-SBPSmk

Big Lake
3-SBSdw1
3-SBSdw2

Minimum Wildlife Tree
Retention Target
(% gross harvest area)
8
7
8
8

Landscape Unit –
Minimum Wildlife Tree
Biogeoclimatic Sub-unit Retention Target
(% gross harvest area)
Williams Lake
4-IDFdk3 (fir group)
8
4-IDFdk3
10
4-IDFdk3 (pine group)
9
4-IDFxm (fir group)
8
4-IDFxm (pine group)
9
Chimney
4-IDFdk3 (fir group)
4-IDFdk3 (pine group)
4-IDFxm (fir group)
4-IDFxm (pine group)

8
8

8
8
9
10

Appendix 5 - Interpretive Forest Sites, Recreation Sites and Recreation Trails
Proj. No.

Project Name

Type

Objectives

2679

Roberts Lake

Site

This site is excluded from the WLCF. However, the site will be managed for a
roaded resource recreation experience and WLCF operations will respect these
management goals.

2987

Williams Lake
River Valley

Site and
Associated
walking
trails

To manage the Mountain Bike and Walking Trails for a roaded resource
recreation experience. To maintain the broad landform features and trail or route
features. To provide opportunities for snow sport activities (cross country skiing),
nature activities, and viewing activities.

6694

Spokey Hollow
Trail

Trail

To manage the Mountain Bike Trails for a roaded resource recreation experience.
To maintain the broad landform features and trail or route features.

2694

Big Lake

Recreation
Reserve

To provide opportunities for roaded resource recreation experiences. To maintain
the aquatic flora/fauna features and water body features. To provide opportunities
for water sport activities (canoeing, swimming). To provide gravel road (2-wheeldrive) access to the site.

2874

Solomon Lake

Recreation
Reserve

To manage the Solomon Lake recreation reserve for a rural recreation experience.
Understory vegetation and lake shoreline features will be retained. The trail is
provided for hiking and small boat portage. Gravel road two-wheel drive access
to the trail will be maintained.

2667

Cook Lake

Recreation
Reserve

To manage the Cook Lake recreation reserve for a rural recreation experience.
Understory vegetation and lake shoreline features will be retained. The trail is
provided for hiking and small boat portage. Gravel road two-wheel drive access
to the trail will be maintained.
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Amendment Log and Summary of Changes

Notice of Review
In addition to the required legal notice in a local newspaper (below), the opportunity for review and
comment was advertised by on the website
(https://williamslakecommunityforest.wordpress.com/draft-submission/) and by email to a list of
about 140 interested individuals. Letters were sent to licensed stakeholders (Range Permitees,
Trappers, Guide Outfitters) and the Williams Lake Indian Band and the Xatśūll First Nations were
consulted.

Legal Notice of FSP Review, Williams Lake Tribune, February 13, 2015 and again February 18, 2015.
Comments were received in writing and verbally, through drop-in visits, scheduled meetings, phone
conversations and one on-site visit. In all, 51 comments were received from 20 individuals during the
review period. A summary of the input, responses, and a summary of changes made to the FSP
follows.

September 2015
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FLNRO

First Nation

Thank you
Agreed - it is not in our interest to own extra road. Stated objective to minimize
conversion to non-forest land.
Local employment is amongst our stated goals and objectives.
FSP does not address harvest scheduling. Maintain access throughout the
Community Forest for fire protection and beetle sanitation.
Connectivity provided primarily by placement of OGMAs, WTPs, Riparian
Management Areas and partial cutting strategies. Connectivity is addressed on
page 28 and 29.
Thank you

Working plan will provide a strong basis to understand tactics in a given
situation, and will allow exchange of spatial information. Would prefer to have
access to traditional use information directly, if that could be arranged.
Tactics for brush control are not specifically mentioned in FSP.

Amended accordingly

No change. Work with staff for
input in development of
Working Plan.
No change - include language re
herbicide use and traditional
plants in Working Plan
Amended accordingly
No change. Undertatke access
planning in Working Plan.
No change
No change. Consider in
development of Working Plan.
Partial cutting added to the
Resource Management
Measures Page 29.
Page 42, Measure 1) - remove '
/or' so that we will refer to
tenure holder and District
Agrologist. Page 42 Measure 4) replace with "WLCF will not
modify, remove, damage or
destroy a range development
without a written authorization
under FRPA Section 51. Such an
authorization will impose
conditions as to the repair or
replacement of the range
development."

Update table
No change

Flammulated owl added to list
on page 36
No change

This comment is correct
Reference is to CCLUP zones, not CF Blocks. Flat Rock Block is contained in
Williams Lake ERDZ.
Thank you
This is our preference too. Work on the basis of annual plan for blocks.

Response Changes to FSP
Add Footnote Table 5 to explain

Response Commentary
This comment is correct

For the Invasive Plants section it states that WLCF will broadcast seed that meets Thank you
or exceeds Common No. 1 Forage Mixture… Meets or exceeds what? Basically it
is meeting or exceeding the weed content of that mixture. This will then allow
you to use a Canada No. 1 Ground Cover mixture as long as the seed company can
state that it still would meet the Common No. 1 mixture for weed content.

Ken, on the Natural Barriers section of the WLCF FSP, section 4 has a section on
fences damaged by operations. This section should be removed as it will be
covered in the section 51 authorization that you will receive. Basically section 51
makes it a contravention to damage or destroy a fence without written
authorization. We will supply a blanket authorization to the community forest LP
stating that they can damage fences during the course of their operations as long
as they meet the specifications provided. Those specifications, like repairing the
fence to as good as or better are then a requirement under the legislation. It
also states that during the initial planning WLCF will notify the grazing tenure
holder and/or consult with the Range Agrologist. This sentence would allow the
WLCF to never contact the tenure holder and always send a note to my staff
asking for comments. I am not sure that that is appropriate. Any discussion with
my staff is not referral, referrals are sent to the tenure holder.

Page 1 last para should also reference Referrals @ Xat'sūll FN.
Community general concerns include: 1. too much road built by forestry
activities;
Interest in employment opportunities;
Preference for a strategy that has us active in an area for a period of time,
followed by a period of rest;
Maintain connectivity for wildlife.

Averse to herbicides that impact traditionally important plants -- please refer
spray or brushing projects well in advance to allow gathering to occur.

FSP is very standard - glad to hear about the intent to write a Working Plan

p. 41: list of IP from 2009. Use most recent (2014).
Prefer to work together on planning rather than receive referrals through govt.

p 37: Flat Rock not listed under "Mule Deer" (why?)

Relationship Concerns
Management P. 25: specify riparian mgt/reserve width is x m from upper limit of stream bank
outwards and to each side of stream
staff
p 36: SAR includes Flammulated Owl

WLCF FSP Input Summary
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Neighbour

Interested
Ecologist

No change

No change

It is our practise to leave non-merchantable logs that come to the landing
available as firewood for personal use, provided they do not contain active bark
beetles.

It is our practise to leave non-merchantable logs that come to the landing
available as firewood for personal use, provided they do not contain active bark
beetles.

No change
Stated objectives to respect our neighbours and work with neighbours to find
mutually satisfactory outcomes. Expect to be in direct contact with neighbours in
advance of any harvesting adjacent to their property.

No change

No change.

No change. Undertatke access
planning in Working Plan.

No change

Thank you

Commercial firewood production must be arranged through the Community
Forest which has exclusive harvest rights. This will allow the manager to direct
commercial harvesting appropriately.
We recognize and adopt public safety and improved roads as a community value.
Recognize Frizzi Road as a significant challenge for industrial traffic. We have a
stated objective to manage access to minimize conflict between values and
users.
Stated objectives to respect our neighbours and work with neighbours to find
mutually satisfactory outcomes. Expect to be in direct contact with neighbours in
advance of any harvesting adjacent to their property.

No change
Local employment is amongst our stated goals and objectives.
No change
Insect and disease protection is an objective of management. Page 30 sets the
priority for harvest as: i) imminent or expanding losses; ii) salvage of dead
timber; iii) regeneration cuts in even-aged partial cutting systems; iv) timber at
risk of infestation by insects; v) timber of declining vigour; vi) timber affected by
disease; vii) healthy vigorous timber.

Preference for local people - employment and contracting.
Recommend using trap trees and MCH around IBD infestations on inaccessible
sites of north slope of Moore Mtn (Flat Rock) and not allow ongoing spread
without management. Concerned about spread to private land.

Firewood collection for personal use is a priority for them. Concerned about
commercial firewood collection occurring there now and reducing opportunities
for residents.
Concerned about industrial traffic on Frizzi Rd. Are expecting use of signage to
indicate when to expect industrial traffic (posting of haul times would be ideal).
Request that WLCF contractors of any kind be extra cautious of residential traffic
on Moore Mtn.
Involved with trail riders association (horses) and were pleased that plan
accommodated the official mountain bike trail network with regard to buffering
and not obstructing. Were interested in logging plans. Discussed harvesting
approach to mule deer winter range. Would appreciate notice of activity if
operations are to occur immediately adjacent to their property.
Had general interest, mostly in Flat Rock Block (did original 1950s cruising there).
Was very supportive of partnership between City of Williams Lake and Williams
Lake Indian Band.
He, as well as several other residents in Subdivision 4733, Moore Mtn. at Flat
Rock, do not have hydro service and use wood heat 365 days/yr. He requires 1012 cords/year and would like to continue to collect it nearby to his home, i.e.
from Flat Rock. He has requested that this need be recognized by managers of
WLCF.
Moore Mtn resident who heats with wood year-round. He has requested that
this need be recognized by managers of WLCF. He stated his intent to continue to
do so. Interested in knowing where thinning from below or spacing will be
happening if non-merch stems are accessible from road-side. Would be willing
to pick up trap-trees for IBD such as steep sites along Frizzi Rd that would be
challenging to get a picker truck into (has wood splitter and pick-up and would
remove bark to prevent spread). Likes to burn bark as well as wood for heating
purposes.
Not very open to the idea of logging operations occurring adjacent to property.
Cathy recommended he have a drive by Big Meadow Rd. to see some partial
cutting and suggested the fuel reduction benefits that come with it, just as
something to think about. Is very concerned about fire risk in stands along both
sides of Fraser River.

Recreation and access are recognized as community values. Maintaining or
developing recreation sites and trails on Crown land requires authorization by
RSTBC. Outside the scope of this FSP.

Non-motorized trail to Horsefly. Rec sites, camp sites at Cook Lake and at
Solomon Lake. Local involvement in access planning.

No change. Consider enhanced
retention strategies in the
Working Plan.
No change. Consider trail
development in access planning
under the Working Plan.

Retention strategies in this FSP meet the standard expectations from the Land
Use Order.

Principal concern is woody debris recruitment -- feed the soil. Retention,
Wildlife Tree Patches, Connectivity.
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Residents
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Don't burn brush piles - grind up your waste. Leave logs for firewood.

Restrict logging trucks during peak travel times on Likely Road.
Collects firewood at Flat Rock. Interested in logging plans for that purpose. Was
supportive of Cathy's description of MDWR and IBD management approach.

First Nations values and sites preserved.

Consider viewscapes in logging planning.

Funding to support non-motorized recreation development.

Employment for local people.
More revenue for local communities.

Retain existing trails. More hiking trails to viewpoints and special features.

As few roads as possible, deactivate when done.

Protect wildlife habitat and OGMAs.

Plant mixed species.

Retention - mix of age classes and species.

Protect wetlands and creeks with buffers.

Please add to contact list. Supportive of UBC AFRF managing WLCF - leaders in
forest mgt. Glad that there is understanding in place about maintenance of
official mountain bike trails (she walks them). Concerned about neighbourhood
overlapping with MDWR and the resultant attraction by cougars. Thought that
perhaps with more widespread management for MDWR across the Flat Rock
block that mule deer would spread out more rather than congregating in the
areas behind the neighbourhoods that have undergone fuel management and
consequently become more attractive to mule deer.
Selective logging.

No change

Agreed - it is not in our interest to own extra road. Stated objective to minimize
conversion to non-forest land. Maintain access throughout the Community
Forest for fire protection and beetle sanitation.
Recreation and access are recognized as community values. Maintaining or
developing recreation sites and trails on Crown land requires authorization by
RSTBC. Outside the scope of this FSP.
Local employment is amongst our stated goals and objectives.
Refer to approved application:
https://williamslakecommunityforest.wordpress.com/?attachment_id=489
Recreation and access are recognized as community values. Maintaining or
developing recreation sites and trails on Crown land requires authorization by
RSTBC. Outside the scope of this FSP.
Visual quality strategies in this FSP meet the standard expectations from the
Land Use Order.
Cultural and traditional use, archaeological sites and traditional medicines and
foods are recognized as community values
Outside the scope of this plan and the legislation it responds to.
It is our practise to leave non-merchantable logs that come to the landing
available as firewood for personal use, provided they do not contain active bark
beetles.
It is our stated objective to seek opportunities to market forest products
presently left as waste. It is our practise to leave non-merchantable logs that
come to the landing available as firewood for personal use, provided they do not
contain active bark beetles.

Planting will focus on Douglas-fir, spruce, and lodepole pine. Natural
regeneration will focus on Douglas-fir, spruce, aspen, birch and cottonwood.
Wildlife and biodiversity strategies in this FSP meet the standard expectations
from the Land Use Order.

No change

No change
No change

No change

No change

No change. Undertatke access
planning in Working Plan.

No change
No change

No change. Undertatke access
planning in Working Plan.

No change. Consider enhanced
retention strategies in the
Working Plan.
No change. Undertatke access
planning in Working Plan.

No change

Partial cutting strategies will be used according to the working circles - Mule deer No change
winter range, visual quality areas, regeneration of Douglas-fir through
shelterwood and commercial thinning.
Riparian strategies in this FSP meet the standard expectations from the Land Use No change
Order.
No change
First-growth timber is predominantly one age class on Potato Mountain Block.
Retention will be predominantly one age, but will favor aspen, birch,
cottonwood, Douglas-fir veterans, and spruce and Douglas-fir in riparian areas.

Will add to contact list. We are investigating ways to reduce deer numbers
resulting after thinning treatments. Direction of regulation is to enhance mule
deer habitat.
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Rancher
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Stay north of "Moon's Powerline" with initial cutblocks as that area is less
important for his trapline. Then we can see how it works.

Snare and trap sets locations need specific stand characteristics - particularly
dense poles and saplings

No change. Take a field trip to
review concerns in the field and
discuss mitigation strategies.

No change

No change

Trapper will provide confidential locations of trap and snare sets for our planning No change. Use set locations as
features for operational
purposes.
planning purposes.
No change. Plan blocks North of
Apart from the grassland restoration blocks, we can comply with this request.
Moon's powerline.

This is a commitment to meet or surpass the benchmark AUMs negotiated during
the CCLUP. Range and forage are recognized as community values. We have a
stated obective to sustain or enhance the range resource.
Juvenile pine killed by MPB on his range - can we remove it? Improve range and Juvenile pine doesn't present a viable financial opportunity. Refer to District
restoration projects (Kerri Howse) as a potential opportunity.
fire safety
Thinning is an integral part of management on mule deer winter range, but
Opposed to juvenile spacing in his trapping area
strategies are in practise to mitigate impacts on furbearers.

Page 19 references AUMs as of 1995. What about if practices reduce AUMs from
current levels?
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