The Assessment Report indicates some items that
need management direction changes (for short we
call them Needs for Change). These areas will
become the focus for the Plan Development, our
next step of the process. We will be seeking public
input on these in early winter 2018. Please watch
the website for upcoming dates of these events.

Aquatic Ecosystems
Watershed conditions on
the Ashley National Forest
need monitoring. In a
Watershed Condition
Framework used to
evaluate conditions, most
watersheds were rated
well, but almost half (47
percent) were functioning
at risk. No watersheds
were rated as impaired
overall.

Terrestrial Ecosystems Changes from 1986
The 1986 Forest Plan makes no
allowance for exceeding the
maximum opening size due to
catastrophic conditions as the
result of wildfires, insect and
disease attack, or windstorms. The
types, size, and quantity of timber
currently available for harvest has
changed significantly since the
1986 forest plan was developed
and these inconsistencies need to
be addressed.
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Average annual timber production on Ashley NF 2006-2015

Recreation changes
The types of Recreation
activities have changed over
time, and the Ashley National
Forest must keep up with the
recreation trends by providing
adequate facilities, as visitor
preferences and activities
change with the times.

• Facilities constructed in the 1970s and
1980s are no longer meeting visitor’s
needs
• Dispersed camping has increased
significantly in the past 30 years.
• Recreational visitation and use is
expected to increase by 15-30 percent
over the next 15 years.
• Accessible developed sites, more
amenities, and local area interpretation
will be necessary to meet increased
demand, even with decreasing funding
and staffing levels

Renewable and non-renewable energy needs
The Ashley must stay abreast of
market forces and how the
forces may affect the different
mineral needs that are found on
the Ashley National Forest. Oil
is the main mineral resource
extracted from the Ashley
National Forest. Hydropower is
the main renewable resource
extracted.

• The Forest is likely to continue
managing energy and mineral
resources for the foreseeable
future. Demand for energy and
minerals from the Ashley NF is
directly related to global demand
and market prices.
• The constant fluctuation of
market prices and demand for
various mineral products requires
flexibility in both management
and staffing. Coordination with
other public agencies and
industry representatives is also
key.

Disturbance regimes to address Forests needs
Increasing temperatures,
drought, and fuel loads will
continue to present
management challenges for
Forest vegetation and if more
trees are killed by insects and
disease the risk of large,
uncharacteristic fires will
increase.

• In 2001, the forest plan was amended to update management of fire
across the Forest. Prescribed fire is now used frequently as a
management tool, with some exceptions in wilderness and research
natural areas.
• In areas where national forest lands abut private lands, the Forest
Service works with private land owners to reduce forest fuels that
could spread across shared boundaries.
• On the Ashley National Forest, there are approximately 125,471 acres
within the wildland-urban interface that are rated as having a
moderate to extreme risk of wildfire potential.

Air quality changes to the Forest
Air quality on the Ashley National Forest is currently rated good to
excellent. However, there are threats to air quality outside the Forest
from urban, industrial, agricultural, energy development and continued
growth in the Wasatch Front (Salt Lake City area). These current and
potential future emissions could impact the Ashley National Forest
environment in adverse ways that need to be addressed.

Current conditions indicate
forest plan direction is still
valid. However, there is
concern about potential future
sources of emissions, primarily
from the Wasatch Front
metropolitan area, energy
development in the Uintah
Basin and southwest
Wyoming, and more frequent
wildfires.

