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Please accept this letter as the Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations Range Branch (FLNRO – Range Branch) - response to the Forest Practices Board’s
recommendations in two reports:
·
and

Range Use Planning under the Forest and Range Practices Act (November 2009);

·
Audit of Forest and Range Planning and Practices Affecting Water Quality in
Oyama and Vernon Creek Community Watersheds (August 2012)
FLNRO - Range Branch is addressing the five recommendations from these two reports in
one response, as they all relate to range use planning and practices under the Forest and
Range Practices Act – FLNRO – Range Branch is in the process of addressing them under a
comprehensive review of the legislative framework governing range planning and practices.
Forest Practices Board recommendations
Range Use Planning under the Forest and Range Practices Act    
1a      The Board recommends that government explore the option of creating a more streamlined framework for
range planning by replacing the RUP with a set of clear practice requirements and creating a defined approach
for preparation of RSPs. A number of considerations would have to go into such a framework including:
What should the criteria be for determining who can follow practice requirements and who can prepare an
•
RSP? Also, to what extent will the holder of an RSP be able to vary from the practice requirements?
How should the timing and amount of grazing be determined—through range readiness criteria and stubble
•
heights? And who should make the determination?
•

How should tenure‐specific issues be identified and addressed?

•
Who should have monitoring responsibilities and how should monitoring be set up to efficiently and
effectively assess range condition and modify plans and practices to achieve continuous improvement?
1b      For those agreement holders who prepare RSPs, their content and quality needs improvements, such as
ensuring:
•

Tenure‐specific issues or problems are identified, and measures to address them are proposed in the plan.

•
Readiness criteria and period of use are specified in such a way that it is clear what is required so that
over‐grazing does not result.
•

Issues and actions are measurable and enforceable.

•
Designated features are identified on range tenure maps, and measures to protect those features from
grazing impacts are proposed where appropriate.
Adequate monitoring of the range resource is done to enable adaptive management and continuous
•
improvement in range condition.
2       The Board recommends that government ensure that all range plans being considered for approval fully
meet the content requirements set out in legislation before they are approved.    
3       The Board recommends that government invest in training to ensure agreement holders and range staff
understand government’s objectives for range, and that agreement holders have sufficient knowledge to comply
with the range plan and the range practice requirements.      

Audit of Forest and Range Planning and Practices Affecting Water Quality in Oyama and
Vernon Creek Community Watersheds
1       Government should provide guidance on the implementation of the practice requirement to not cause
material that is harmful to human health to be deposited in, or transported to, water that is diverted for human
consumption by a licensed waterworks, recognizing the variable risks within and between watersheds, of the
harmful material reaching the intake.    
2       Streams, wetlands and other areas with riparian function require protection from cattle impacts.
Government should ensure that all watercourses and areas with riparian function are protected to the extent
that range use does not materially impair their function.

FLNRO – Range Branch Response
Range use planning under FRPA
I would like to thank the Board for its evaluation of range use planning across BC. The
Board’s findings are consistent with FLNRO’s own evaluations of range planning and
practices over the past several years, and the Board’s recommendations confirm the
importance of FLNRO moving forward with a comprehensive review of the legislative
framework governing range planning and practices under the Forest and Range Practices
Act (FRPA).
Since the Board’s report was released a few years ago, FLNRO – Range Branch has
identified a number of potential changes to range planning and practice requirements
under the Range Act, FRPA, and the Range Planning and Practices Regulation (RPPR) that
would streamline, clarify and reduce the complexity of range use planning requirements
for FLNRO range staff and agreement holders.
Some of these potential changes include:
•

Eliminate Range Stewardship Plans (RSPs);

•
Establish best management practices (BMPs) under the RPPR, and allow range
agreement holders to propose alternative BMPs where appropriate (this amendment will
satisfy the original intent of the RSP);
•

Require FLNRO to prepare range tenure maps (the maps would identify designated

features);
•
Reduce Range Use Plan (RUP) content requirements to: a grazing schedule, actions to
address issues, and identification of key areas;
•

Give agreement holders flexibility within their RUP grazing schedule;

•
Eliminate stubble height requirements for hay cutting areas (this amendment
addresses the outcome of FRPA effectiveness evaluations, which show that stubble height
does not influence the health of hay cutting areas); and,
•
Make RUPs a longer term, matching the term of the Range Act agreement, with the
ability of FLNRO staff or agreement holders to administer amendments to plans at any
time.
Over the next six months, Range Branch plans to complete the policy work to support
desired legislative changes that aim to streamline, clarify and reduce the complexity of
range use planning and practices. Once this work has been completed, Range Branch will
consult with other affected policy departments and range stakeholders to review and refine
the proposed changes. We hope to have the proposed legislative and policy changes
endorsed by the end of 2013. As the Board will be aware, the process of amending
legislation can be lengthy, but we will work towards completing this effort by December
2014.
Once the amendments are implemented, Range Branch will review and update its
administrative procedures for range planning, and will develop implementation guidance to
ensure the new, streamlined approach to range planning is effectively and efficiently
implemented by range staff and agreement holders.
FLNRO – Range Branch - will communicate the changes to range use planning to FLNRO
range staff, agreement holders, and range stakeholder groups through various
communication and extension tools, including: internal briefings, written communications
and implementation guidance, ongoing discussions between district range officers and
agreement holders, and presentations to stakeholder groups.
These extension efforts should yield significant improvements to the quality of future RUPs.
In the meantime, FLNRO district managers will continue to review RUP submissions with a
view to approving only those that fully meet legislated content requirements and include
clear, measurable and enforceable actions and measures.
As part of FRPA compliance and enforcement, and the FRPA Resource Evaluation Program
(FREP), FLNRO range staff and specialists will continue to inspect, monitor and evaluate
rangeland health with a view to working with agreement holders to continuously improve
range practices, planning policies, and procedures.

Given that this legislative review will take some time, we commit to providing the Forest
Practices Board with periodic informal updates on our progress. We also invite the Board to
contact Jodie Kekula, Range Legislation and Policy Officer, Range Branch (250-861-7627) if
you require more information on FLNRO’s efforts to improve range planning and practices.
Range Practices Affecting Water Quality
FLNRO – Range Branch - is planning six key actions to address the Board’s findings and
recommendations in its recent audit report on water quality in Oyama Creek and Vernon
Creek watersheds. We will:
1.      Prepare a memorandum to FLNRO district range staff and agreement holders that
speaks to the outcomes of the audit and the importance of implementing best
management practices designed to avoid harm to water quality in community watersheds
as a result of range practices. The memorandum will promote best management practices
(BMPs) that:
·
soils;

support stream bank and channel stability and healthy riparian vegetation and

·
restrict cattle activity adjacent to sensitive watercourses through off-site
watering, natural range barriers, fencing, and other tools; and,
·
sustain herd health to minimize the likelihood of cattle becoming infected with
pathogens through good nutrition, mineral supplementation, vaccinations and other
methods.
In this memorandum, FLNRO – Range Branch - will emphasize the importance of
proactive action on the part of district staff: (a) to facilitate communication between
range and forest agreement holders to ensure natural range barriers are maintained
despite development activities; and, (b) to work with range agreement holders to
identify and prioritize vulnerable watercourses that require heightened BMPs.
We will forward the Board a copy of this memorandum once it is completed, in early
2013.
2.      Propose an amendment to the Range Planning and Practices Regulation (RPPR)
definition of ‘riparian area’ to remove ambiguity and provide protection for all areas that
exhibit riparian function, including those areas defined by the Board as ‘unclassified riparian
areas’ (e.g., springs, seeps, shrub carrs and wooded swamps). Despite this regulatory gap,
FLNRO – Range Branch - assessments of properly functioning condition include the sedge
meadow components of wetlands and streams, and seepage areas, in the same way they
are applied to other riparian areas. As well, current range practices aim to protect all areas

that exhibit riparian function, including those areas not currently legally subject to
protection.
3.      Integrate suitable BMPs into the RPPR where feasible and desirable, as part of our
review of the legislative framework governing range planning and practices.
4.      Collaborate with the Okanagan Shuswap District, the Interior Health Authority, and
water purveyors to carry out annual community watershed extension field days for forest
and range clients and interested public. In doing so, we will focus on explaining the science
behind BMPs and our monitoring protocol.
5.      Carry out range effectiveness evaluations of two community watershed in the
Okanagan Shuswap District each year for the next five years. If warranted (based on FLNRO
and Board projects that evaluate range practices elsewhere), we will carry out range
effectiveness evaluations in other areas of BC in future years.
6.      Revisit Oyama Creek and Vernon Creek watersheds in 2014 or 2015 to evaluate and
report on the effectiveness of infrastructure changes and BMP application.
If the Board has any questions or would like more information regarding FLNRO – Range
Branch actions to address the Board’s water quality recommendations, please contact Doug
Fraser, Range Stewardship Officer, Range Branch (250-746-1436).
In closing, we trust that FLNRO - Range Branch plans to improve range planning and
practices, and the application of those practices in community watersheds, as described in
this response adequately address the Board’s findings and recommendations.
David Borth
Director, Range Branch (Located in Kamloops)
Ministry of Forests, Lands, and Natural Resource Operations

250 371 3836

