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Composite Strategies A, J: 
• A ‒ Resilience 
• J ‒ Age Class Balance 

Overview:  
Vegetation management on the ANF has been more focused on regeneration. Implementation of recent 
decisions will move the ANF towards structural objectives outlined in the Forest Plan. 

What We Have Done: 
Projects, like Salmon East, Bradford Emerald Ash Borer Remediation, Bradford Restoration and 
Farnsworth, have prioritized treatments in areas with substantial forest health concerns, and proposed 
regeneration treatments with the intent of creating early structural habitat that is both more diverse 
and resilient than the existing communities. These treatments, combined with other previously 
approved regeneration treatments, will be moving the ANF towards structural objectives outlined in the 
Forest Plan. 

Currently, existing early structural vegetation (Table 1) comprises 3.4% of forest vegetation on the ANF 
(USDA-FS 2014, pg. 120), compared to a Forest Plan objective of 8% (USDA –FS 2007a, page 11 and 19). 

Table 1. Allegheny National Forest Existing Early Structural Vegetation (7/14/17) 

MA1 Description Acres 

LRMP Objective 
0-20 Year-old 

Forest (Percent) 

Actual 0-20 
Year-old Forest 

(acres) 
Percent of MA 0-

20 years old 
1.0 Early Structural Habitat 7,937 20-40% 130 1.6% 

2.1 Uneven-aged 
Management 2,837  12 0.4% 

2.2 Late Structural Linkages 121,176 4-6% Oak, 2-4% 
non-oak 1,858 1.5% 

3.0 Even-aged Management 287,380 10-12% 14,443 5.0% 

6.1 Late Structural Habitat 16,421 6-7% 161 1.0% 
 ANF Total 506,474 8% 17,376 3.4% 

Regeneration harvest prescriptions underway 

• Approximately 33,365 acres approved for regeneration 
• 13,420 acres of regeneration harvests in projects being analyzed.  

Early structural vegetation (0-20 years old) on the ANF 
• Currently 3.4% 
• Previously approved projects will sustain 4.5 to 6% over the next 20 years.  
• Projects being analyzed and previously approved projects together are projected to sustain 5.3 

to 8.8% over the next 20 years. 
• Projects currently being analyzed are focused on forest health and stand regeneration, and will 

contribute towards sustained early structural vegetation. 

                                                           
1 The five Management Areas (MA) suited for scheduled timber production (435,751 acres or 86% of the ANF) 
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Additional actions that are in line with some of the other identified strategies 
• The Bradford Emerald Ash Borer Remediation EA included 3,232 acres of treatments in areas 

with substantial concentrations of ash. Treatments were prioritized to focus ANF resources on 
the most operable, accessible, and heaviest concentrations of ash. Greater Stickney included 
3,841 acres of treatments, and many of these areas contained a substantial component of ash. 

• A professional forestry services contract, to increase the Forest’s silvicultural capacity, was 
awarded to two private consulting groups in the spring of 2017. 

• Staff have been considering site characteristics and treatment history, as well as desirable and 
acceptable outcomes when making decisions concerning removals. 

What We Are Doing: 

• Areas with high concentrations of black cherry to the north and west of Kane that have 
experienced multiple CSSM defoliations have been prioritized; 16,048 acres of common stand 
exams have been awarded, and these areas will be included in upcoming projects. 

• Future vegetation management projects will continue to limit intermediate harvests and focus 
on regeneration in an effort to move each project area towards the desired future conditions 
outlined in the Forest Plan. 

• The ANF would like collaborative efforts to continue, particularly with the development of 
rotation ages and area control models for suitable management areas.  These concepts may 
become integrated into next ANF Forest Planning efforts. 

• The ANF would like to establish a collaborative working group to develop, monitor, and share 
information on adaptive silvicultural guidelines to regenerate declining stands.  

Future Considerations: 
Project development, analysis, and implementation are only pieces of the puzzle. We need to improve 
our efficiency in other areas, e.g. consultation with other agencies such as the State Historic 
Preservation Office and US Fish and Wildlife Service, as these also affect project timelines; and because 
structural changes are ephemeral, we need to be consistent in our planning to sustain an even flow of 
early structural vegetation‒year after year after year... 

We also need to continue investigate emerging tools, like the Good Neighbor Authority. Do our 
neighbors have the capacity to assist? And do we have the capacity to handle additional project 
planning decisions (NEPA)? These are just a few of the questions that have not yet been answered. 


