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Forest Vegetation Management
Definition and Purpose

A Using knowledgef autecology, competition, and
responses in developing prescriptions that include
strategies for avoiding problems through the use of
appropriate site preparation treatments and the
selection and timely application of appropriate
treatments.

A Art and practice of manipulating vegetation.
A Treatmentsapplied at one or two points in time.

A Promotethe growth of Important crop trees by
delaying the growth of competing brush and trees of
little commercial value.



Integrated Vegetation Management

Integrated forest vegetation management is an organized and
planned approach that utilizes all available techniques for
managing forest vegetation. Integrated forest vegetation
management (like Integrated Pest Management) involves the
following five steps

1) problemidentification or diagnosis;
2) specifyingnjury and treatment thresholds;

3) monitoringand predicting vegetation development and
young stand dynamics;

4) selectingtreatment options; and,
5) evaluatingtreatment effectiveness and impacts.



Back to the Future (1993)

G ¢ K Sré&ldany challenges still to be met in forest vegetation
management in British Columbia. Theselude:

A improvingcommunication with the generadublic

A determiningthe impact of brushing activities on
biodiversity
A resolvingconcerns about worker health and safety,

A strivingto build and maintain a balanced vegetation
managemenprogram

A Work must also be directed at investigating the relationship
betweenbrushing and mixetdardwood/conifermgmt.

A maintainingthe treatment options that are presently
available while continuing the search fornéwy/ S a €
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Chemical Brushing (ha)
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Coastal Chemical Brushing (ha)
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Last 10 Years
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' Integrated Vegetation I\/Ianagement‘
approach
A So, what has been happening over time with

the way that we control competing
vegetation.

A - Genetically improved planting stock
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Sustainable Forest Initiative (SFI)

Objective: To ensure longerm forest
productivityand conservatiorof forest resources
through promptreforestation soilconservation
afforestation and other measures

Performance Measure 2. Program Participants
shall reforest after final harvest, unless delayed
for site-specific environmental diorest health
considerations, throughrtificial regeneration
within two years or two planting seasons, or by
plannednatural regeneratioormethods within

five years

Performance Measure 2.Rrogram Participants
shallminimizechemical use required to achieve
management objectives while protecting employees,
neighbors, the public, and the forest environment.
Indicators:

1. Minimizedchemical use required to achieve

management objectives _
4. Use ofntegrated pest managementhere feasible.



A Seed VS B Seed

19952005 A VS B Genetic Summary
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Genetic Improvemen
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Genetic Improvement
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Advantages to Higher Genetic gain
planting stock

A Both anecdotal and survey assessments
Indicate that planting stock performance
generally is improving in terms of height and
caliper growth In early stages of development.



