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| This map and accompanying report were researched and prepared by the Final compilation of the report by W. Strong, Wood Bay Consulting Group
ECOREGIONS WORKING GROUP OF THE CANADA COMMITTEE ON Limited, Edmonton, Alberta, and S.C. Zoltai, Northern Forestry Centre,
ECOCLIMATIC REGIONS: broad areas that are characterized by distinctive ecological ECOCLIMATIC PROVINCES: groupings of ecoclimatic regions that show similarities in the ECOLOGICAL LAND CLASSIFICATION. The major contributors to this map Forestry Canada, Edmonton, Alberta.
responses to climate, as expressed by vegetation and reflected in soils, wildlife, and water. ecological responses to climate at a global scale. and report were the following members of the Working Group:
40° Final compilation of the map by S.C. Zoltai, Northern Forestry Centre,
R.M. Annas, Wildlife Management Branch, Department of Renewable Forestry Canada, Edmonton, Alberta.
B Ecoclimatic regions are recognized by comparing the vegetation development (from pioneer It follows from the definition that similar vegetation responses can be expected on similar Resources, Tuktoyaktuk, Northwest Territories. o o ) _
to climax) on similar sites (soil, soil moisture, physiography) in different areas. Vegetation sites within the same ecoclimatic region. Responses to management practices and to the D. Burger, formerly with the Ontarlq Forest Research Centre, Ministry of Coordmatnfm of report and map preparation by G.R: Iron§|Qe, CCELC
development (often indicated by successional trends) is similar on similar sites within the manipulation of vegetation will be similar on comparable sites. Such considerations as rate Na'tural Resourceg, Maple, .Ontarlo. _ _ . Sec.retanat, Sustainable Development Branch, Canadian Wuldhfe Service,
same ecoclimatic region. The intent of this analysis is to screen out the effects of local anoma- of growth, regeneration success, competition between species, etc. will be comparable on G. Gilbert, formerly V\{lth the Office of the Regional Director General, Environ- Environment Canada, Ottawa, Ontario.
lies (differences in history, soils, physiography, etc.), thereby isolating the total effect of the similar sites within the same region. Ecoclimatic regions should provide a sound ecological mgnt Cangda, S.a FERE : i ; Coordination of cartography and drafting by G. Larose, Drafting Section o
climate, as the remaining major environmental factor, on the ecosystems. framework for natural resource/environmental management. H. Hirvonen, Sustainable Development Branch, Canadian Wildlife Service, S g pDY et ng by G. ot 9 il 35
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s - g : ; AR coclimatic provinces identify broad areas that show similarities on a much more gener- A. Kabzems, Prince Albert, Saskatchewan. o )
S I NG MR, (DR SSOSOR ORI, HUCHEENSE RN, I 08 R alized level than ecoclimatic regions. Such generalization may be useful when the detail W.J. Meades. Newfoundland Forestry Centre. Forestry Canada. St. John’s Cartography by McElhanney Geosurveys Limited, Ottawa, Ontario.
factors (shallow soils, poor drainage, toxic nutrient levels, etc.) may result in a dominant ided b imati . 5 | ite of th i J. s ry - ry , St )
vegetation that is adapted to these conditions. Vegetation under such conditions will be PI’OV(; N \ At w:atvc regions ';.m.)t. neeq:q. Bapte I(‘) chormisee gen:rallzatlon, i e Newfoundland. Typesetting of text by APH Plus Canada Inc., Hull, Quebec.
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that has a full spectrum of sites. : °u| g provinces:Hiey. areiiierClon SUllabiops & Jocoodical ramewuik al suchigeneralize of Manitoba, Winnipeg, Manitoba. o N Base map taken from MCR-129 © Energy, Mines and Resources Canada.
eve's. E. Oswald, Pacific Forestry Centre, Forestry Canada, Victoria, British
Ecoclimatic regions are not delineated based on climatic data. One of the reasons is that This approach to ecoclimate classification assumes that a knowledge base of vegetation Columbia. | i ) Bibliographic Citation:
we lack a solid base of climatic observations for many parts of the country. The main reason, development on different sites is available. While a considerable body of such knowledge W.W. Pettapiece, Alberta Soil Survey, Agriculture Canada, Edmonton, ) ) o )
however, is that we lack a full understanding of climate-vegetation relationships. We do not does exist, this knowledge is fragmentary for many areas. In such cases, the ecoclimatic Alberta. , Ecoregions Working Group. 1989. Ecoclimatic Regions of Canada, First
know whether the averages, extremes, or fluctuations of certain parameters are limiting or regions are based on insufficient information. It is anticipated, therefore, that revisions of C. Tarnqcal, Land Resource Research Centre, Agriculture Canada, Ottawa, Approx1rr!at|on. Ecoreglgps Workmg Grpup of the CangQa Qommmee
favouring the vegetation, and what combination of these variable parameters should be mea- ecoclimatic region boundaries and their descriptions will be necessary as more knowledge Onta.rlo. : ' o . on Ecological .Land Classification. Ecological Land (;)Iass@ca}mn Ser!es,
sured. This is the reason for using vegetation development to express an integration of cli- is gained. In this sense, the map of the ecoclimatic regions of Canada is provisional, a E.B: Wlken, Sustainable Development Branch, Canadian Wildlife Service, No. .23, Sustainable Development Bljanch, Canadian W|Id||f_e Service,
matic inferences in the definition of the ecoclimatic regions. Once established, the ecoclimatic first approximation. Comments are, therefore, invited so‘that we may improve the quality EnVIron.ment Canada, Ottawa, Ontario. Environment Canada, Ottawa, Ontario. 119p. and map at 1:7 500 000
| regions can be characterized in terms of measured climatic parameters. and reliability of the map and descriptions in any future editions. S.C. Zoltai, Northern Forestry Centre, Forestry Canada, Edmonton, Alberta. scale.
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