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sessions, countless conversations, and thousands of letters - 
we are proud to release this forest plan amendment for the 
Nantahala and Pisgah National Forests. 

This highlights documlnt gives you an overview of our $4 
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new plan and how we responded to the issues you brought 
before us. 

This amendment combines what we heard from YOU 
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with the best science, which is the basis for all good resource management. 
New approaches chartered in this amendment include: 

applying pnnciples of landscape-level management that move the forests 
forward in ecosystem managemen$ 

e fostering old growth forests, habitat for neo-tropical birds, and 
biodlversity, 

f providing a wood product supply that is sustamable and cost-effectwe over 
time; reducing the need for clearcutting; 

e and focusing on maintaining tS t forests' natural beauty, characteristx of 
westem North Carolina 

The Forest Service faced some tough decisions in this amendment. Even though 
this decision involved over a million acres of public land, we could not make decisions 
that would meet everyone's needs and ensure the land's future health and productivity, 
Certiunly, not everyone will agree with our decisions. 

Any forest plan is only a framework for future decision malung We invite you to 
participate with us as we plan, implement, and monitor projects that bring the forest plan 
to life. 

Protectmg and managing these national forests is important work, and this 
amendment will affect people across the state and nahon. You played a vital role in 
helping us carry out this nussion. We look forward to building upon our ielationship and 
invite your contmued advice on management issues concerning the National Forests in 
North Carolina. 

Sincerely, 

RANDLE G PHILLIPS 
Forest Supervisor 



Where we’re headed in managing forests 

This plan amendment is the first step toward 
using ecosystem management - an approach 
aimed at meeting society’s demands for forests that 
are not only useful and productive, but diverse, 
healthy, and beautiful. This approach steps back 
from the forest stand to view the broader picture of 
the landscape. 

Central to this approach is a view of forests 
as a complex puzzle of plants, animals, people, soil, 
water, nutrients, and w. In ecosystem management, 
the Forest Service will look at all the pieces of this 
puzzle when managing the land. 

A pnmary purpose of ecosystem manage- 
ment is to sustain the levels of all resources over 
time. 

ECOSYSTEM 

STEPS WE’VE TAKEN 

............................................................... 

............................... 
The plan amendment for Nantahala and 

Pisgah National Forests moves forest management 
from where it was in the 1987 plan toward greater 
emphasis on conserving biodwersity and maintain- 
ing aestheoc values. 

implement management 
strategies that truly con- 

serve biodiversity and 
maintain aesthetic values 
- while producing needed 

commodities; 

LL ... 

99 
Dr. Jack Ward Thomas 
Chid, USDA Forest Service 

MANAGEMENT 
CL 

When we see the land as 
a community to which 

we belong, we may 
begin to use it with love 

and respect. 
99 

Aldo Leopold 
A Sand Countv Almanac 

Commodity production will be at a level 

Important steps in conserving biodiversity 
compatible with these goals. 

are the new directions to establish future old gowth 
and forest interior areas and recovery of threatened 
and endangered species. Providmg areas of young 
forest for species, such as grouse and deer, is also 
an important part of ecosystem management. 

New objectives for the scenery along the 
Appalachian Trail and Blue Rdge Parkway will 
result in more pleasant views for the millions of 
visitors. 

is revised in 1997, we will further emphasize the 
ecosystem management approach. 

As the forest plan for Nantahala and Pisgah 

I 
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HIGHLIGHTS DOCUMENT 
WHAT IT IS AND ISN'T 

The highlights docu- 
ment outliies the major elements 
of the plan amendment for the 
Nantahala and Pisgah National 
Forests. Our intent is to give you a 
hghlight of major issues and our 
response to these issues. 
(Length: 20 pages) 

Most of you will receive 
the record of decision along with 
this hghlights document In the 
record of decision, the 
decisionmaker exulains whv he 

.." 
I 

z% Highlights of the 9 Land and Resource 
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decided on the plan amendment as the new direc- 
tion for the Nantahala and Pisgah National Forests. 
(Length: 40 pages) 

For many people, the information contained 
in this highlights document and record of decision 
may be enough. Others may like more detad. In 
this case, you may request the following docu- 
ments: 

B The plan amendment outlines the 
management direction for the Nantahala and Pisgah 
National Forests. This document contains the goals, 
desired future conditlons, management area descrip- 
hons, directions, and standards that will be imple- 
mented over the next 5 to 10 years. This is the 
document the Forest Service uses to manage the 
national forests. (Length: 320 pages) 

The final supplement to the final 
environmental impact statement - Volume I 
provides analysis of altematives to the 1987 forest 
plan. This document fulfills the requirements of the 
Nattonal Environmental Policy Act. It contams the 
issues addressed, the altematwes considered; the 

current condition of forest re- 
sources; and the effects altema- 
tives would have on resources. 
Since the document follows legal 
procedures and guidehes, the 
wnting is technical. 
(Length: 300 pages) 

The final supplement to 
the final environmental impact 
statement - Volume I1 contains 
the appendxes for the envxon- 
mental analyses of altematlves. 
These appendlces mclude technical 
infomation on: the timber re- 

sources and economcs; Wildemess Study Areas; 
threatened, endangered, and sensitive species; and 
detaded response to pubhc comments. The writing 
is technical, because the supplement provides the 
supporting documentahon for conclusions drawn in 
Volume I. (Length: 410 pages) 

We sent most of you the highlights docu- 
ment, record of decision, and maps. Much of this 
information should be of interest to you. Because of 
the large volume and m a h g  expense of other 
documents, we dld not send them to you. However, 
we will be happy to furnish copies at your request 

To order additional documents, please fill 
out and mail the form on the back inside page of 
this highlights document. 



Pisgah, antahala National Forests: 

The Pisgah and Nantahala founded in 1920. 
National Forests are two of over The forests are dynamic and 
150 national forests across the ever changing. Time changes the 
country. Located in the mountam forest environment as well as its 
of western North Carolina, the uses. The hunters and woodcut- 
forests contain more than one ters who trahhonally used the 
d l i o n  acres. forests are now joined by hikers, 

campers, mountain bikers, pho- 
from dry yellow pines to a vanety tographers, bird-watchers, rock 

forests, to high-elevahon northern through the forest to view 

About 1,900 types of plants and 
300 to 400 species of vertebrate 

forests. 
The Pisgah National Forest 

was established in 1916, and the 
Nantahala National Forest was 

The forest communities range 

of moist cove and upland oak 

hardwood and spruce-fir forests. scenery. 

animals are found within the 

climbers, and people dnving 

Dunng Fiscal Year 1993, the 
National Forests in North Caro- 
lina, of which the Nantahala and 
Pisgah make up over one million 
of the 1.2 million acres, provided 
these goods and services. 

(Please see next page) 

a bounty of natural resources 
LL 
It is the policy 

the national forests 

shall be administered 
for outdoor recre- 
ation, range, timber, 

wildlge purposes. 

of Congress that 

are established and 

watershed, and 

99 
Multiple-Use Sustained- 
Yield Act of I960 



BENEFITS OF 
NATIONAL 
FORESTS: FY '93 
Nantahala-Pisgah-Uwharrie-Croatan 

Recreation 
Recreation Visitors Served 20+ million 
Mdes of Trail 1,700+ 

Picnic Areas 43 
Developed campgrounds 34 

Timber 
Timber Offered 56+ d o n  board feet 
Lands Reforested 4,400+ acres 
Timber Stand Improvements 3,6OO+acres 

Watershed 
Watershed Restored/Improved 200+ acres 
Water Resources Inventoried 13,400 acres 

Wildlife & Fish 
Wildlife Habitat Improved 1,490+ acres 
Fish Habitat Improved 70 acres 
T&E Habitat Improved 2,550+ acres 

Lands 
Purchase and Acquisition 2,046 acres 

Soil & Water 
Resource Improvement 175 acres 

Human Resource 
Program 

Older Americans 
Volunteers 
Job Corps Students 

350+ 
4,000+ 

396 

.. - 
spec&ular vistasof rolling mountains. 

Harvesting high-quality hardwood provides jobs. 
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BACKGROUND: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHAT THE CHIEF SAID 
_- Land and Resource 

on managing national forests 
Key components of a forest plan 
are: goals and objectives, 
forestwide direchon and stan- 
dards, management area direchon 
and standards, and monitoring. 

Our f i s t  forestwide 
natural resource direction came in 
the 1987 plan for the Nantahala 
and Pisgah National Forests. In 
designlng management strategies, 
we used an integrated approach 
- a method that involves spe- 
cialties like biology, recreation, 
and Bmber in the decision- 
making process. We designed 
management strategies that 
dowed compatible natural 
resource uses on the same land. 
The location of management 
areas are shown on the enclosed 
map. 

Planning decisions are 
based on analysis. Several 
interest groups challenged the 
1987 plan and requested the 
Forest Service Chief to have the 
plan revised. The Chief agreed to 
some of the interest groups' 
points, and this plan amendment 
is a result of the re-analysis. 

The Chief directed us 
to: 

Develop alternatwes that 
do not rely primarily on 
clearcutting or other forms of 
even-aged amber management. 

12) More fully explain the 
reasons for expandmg a timber 
program, If future costs exceed 
revenues. (Maccleery Decision) 

a Use the latest available 
informatlon on recent htnber 
price trends. 

)4 Explain how plant and 
animal mdicator species were 
selected Evaluate how each 
altemative would affect the 

quality and gUanhty of habitat 
and overall population trends for 
f" species. 

Provide more guidance on 
how all threatened and endan- 
gered species on the forest will be 
protected. 

@Ishow how much old 
growth forest occurs on the 
forest, where it is, and how much 
we are likely to have in the 
future. 

171 Provide more information 
about plant and animal habitat 
diversity, including historical 
forest conditions. 

W E s t u n a t e  future changes 
in plant and animal diversity in 
the forests' five wilderness study 
areas. 

We have focused the 
major part of our re-analysis on 
these eight points. Our suggested 
response to each point can be 
found in the plan amendment and 
environmental impact statement. 



WHAT 
WE 
HEARQ 
FROM 
YOU 

Public interest remained hgh 
in this plan amendment. Literally 
thousands wrote letters, attended 
meetings, or otherwise voiced 
theE opinions about how the 
National Forests in North Caro- 
lina should be managed. 

Last year the Forest Service 
received more than 2,500 letters 
respondmg to the draft for this 
amendment. A team of forest 
employees analyzed these letters 
and identified over 8,000 distmct 
comments and suggestions. The 
following table sorts these com- 
ments into eight broad categories. 

The forest plannmg team 
reviewed these comments and 
organized them into over 100 
key-merest areas. Detailed 
responses to all these key inter- 
ests are contained in an appendix 
to the envlronmental impact 
statement accompanying the plan 
amendment. 

focuses on the forests’ t ” r  
program Many expressed con- 
cem about below-cost timber 
sales, and they felt that timber 
harvesbng on steep, unroaded 
areas might adversely affect other 

Much of the public comment 

forest resources. A 
number opposed 
clearcutting and 

forest timber program ................... 4,250 
recreation and wildlands ............... 1,608 
ecosystem management ............... 1,118 
roads .................................................. 544 
general comments ............................ 371 
management areas 

and alternatives ...................... 195 
soil/water/air ........................................ 32 
non-planning topics .......................... 203 

suggested reduc- 
frons in the amount 
of timber sold 
from national 
forests. 

Others stressed 
the importance of 
timber jobs to the 
economy of west- 
em North Carolina 

and criticized the Forest Service’s 
way of estimating the timber 
program’s cost and benefits. They 
pointed out recently increased 
timber prices and suggested that 
we use the latest avadable infor- 
mation. 

Many expressed concem 
about protecting the forests’ 
recreauon and scenic resources. 
They suggested that we declare 
all 214,000 acres of the Semi- 
Primitive Non-Motonzed recre- 
ation area inventory as unsuitable 
for timber producuou. 

Others supported the Wilder- 
ness Society’s “North Carolma 
Mountain Treasures” proposal to 
prohibit logging and road build- 
ing in 35 areas totalling 323,000 
acres. Another major interest was 
maintaining the nch diversity of 
plants and animals on the forests. 
Many recommended that old 
growth forests be maintained. 
Others cited the need to provide 
early successional habitat for a 
vanety of species, such as deer, 
turkey, and grouse. 



HOW WE RESPONDED 
~ - ....*.....*......... ...*.....*.*........**..........*.*......*. 

Ths amendment is our best 
effort at addressing public con- 
cerns, integrating the best 
science, and managing these 
public lands for the future. Some 
difficult choices had to be made. 

One choice was the future 
direction for our timber program. 
Overall, less national forest 
timber will be available to the 
people who bought or used 
bmber from us in the past. 

However, our judgment is thx 
34 mllion board feet a year is 
what we can s w a m  while meet- 
ing multiple resource objectives 
and responhng to national 
direcbon to reduce below-cost 
timber sales in today’s market 
conditions. 

We will emphasize growing 
trees for high-quality sawtimber, 
an increasingly scarce commod~? 
in western North Carolina. 

We recognize that public 
forest lands have an important 
role in sustainmg a &verse 

66 
... where conflict- 
ing interests must 
be reconciled the 
question will 
always be 
decided from the 
standpoint of the 
greatest good to 
the greatest 
number in the 
long run. 

99 
Gifford Pinchot 
First Chief, 
USDA Forest Service 
monomy. All these forest re- 
sources - recreation, wildhfe, 
water, minerals, and m b e r  - 
are economcally mportant to 
western North Carolina. 

With this amendment, we put 
greater emphasis on maintaining 
:he forests’ scenic qualifies. Two- 
iged management and selection 
iarvests, which take the place of 
:learcuthng, generally have less 
mpact on scenery. We added new 
videlines to ensure views are 
idequately protected along the 
Blue Ridge Parkway and Appala- 
:hian T r d .  We allocated most of 
he existing Semi-Primitwe Non- 
blotonzed recreation inventory to 
nanagement areas that do not 
nclude commercial timber 
iarvesting. 

We took the first steps in 
applying ecosystem management 
principles on the Nantahala and 
Pisgah Nattonal Forests. We set 
explicit goals for distributing 
future old growth across the 
forests. 

We also identified areas on the 
forests where we wlll manage for 
a continuous tree canopy. Many 
consider these unfragmented 
forest patches as opbmum habitat 
for certam neotropical migratory 
birds. We developed new stan- 
dards to guide the amount and 
hstribution of early successional 
habitat. 

This highlights document 
:overs only a few of the changes 
we made in response to public 
somments and our most recent 
malysis. For those interested in 
more specific information, please 
see the amendment and the 
wcompanying environmental 
impact statement. 



HOW WE ALLOCATED LAND .................... ............*.......................a*..... 

The Forest Plan outlines what 
part of the forest wlll fall into each of 
the different management areas. Each 
management area is associated with a 
different mix of multiple-uses and 
management direcuons. Some manage- 
ment areas are intensively used and 
managed, whlle others receive relauvely 
little use and change occurs naturally. 

The plan amendment deals only 
with Management Areas 1-5. Below is a 
brief statement about each management 
area: 

1 B . . . Manage for a sustainable 
supply of timber and provide motorized 
access into the forest for traditional 
uses. 

2A . . . Manage to provide pleasant 
scenery along roads or lakeshores for 
people driving or boating for pleasure. 
Design timber management actwiues to 
maintain pleasant scenery. 

2c . . . Same as above, but without 
umber management. 

38 . . . Manage for a sustainable supply of timber 
with lnnited motorized access. Provide habitat 
preferred by wild turkey, small mammals, and other 
compahble species. Offer recreation opportuniues, 
such as hiking and hunting. 

4A . . . Provide a remote forest setting mostly 
closed to motor vehicles. Manage for high-quality 
scenery. Design timber management activities for 
these conditlons. 

4 c  . . . Provide a remote forest setting mostly 
closed to motor vehicles. No timber management 

4D . . . Provide a remote forest sethng, mostly 
closed to motor vehicles. Manage for high-quahty 
widlife habitat, such as preferred habitat for black 
bear. Design m b e r  management acfivities for 
these conhuons. 

5 . . . Provide large blocks of forest backcountry 
with httle evidence of human activibes. No timber 
management. 

I 



to new management areas 
In total, over 250,000 acres changed from one management area to another. 

The resulting shlft in acres IS shown below: 

to some areas .................... .........~ 
These management areas were not affected 

by this amendment: 

6 . .  . Wilderness Study Areas (8,419 acres) 

7.. . Wilderness (66,550 acres) 

8 . . . Experimental Forests (12,520 acres) 

9 . .  . Roan Mountain (7,900 acres) 

12..  . Developed recreahon areas (3,030 acres) 

13. .  . Special interest areas (10,370 acres) 

14 . . .Appalachian T r d  and corridor 
(12,450 acres) 

15 . . . Wild and scenic river and comdor 
(2,050 acres) 

16 . . . Administrative facility site (1,260 acres) 

17.. . Balds (3,880 acres) 

18.. .Riparian areas (101,530 acres of stream side 
zone throughout all management areas) I 10. . . Research Natural Areas (1,460 acres) 



hroughout our plan 
re-analysis, we heard a 
conhnuing public 
concern for mamtrun- 

ing the scenic quakes of our 
mountam forests. Much of the 
opposihon to clearcutting focused 
on the visual impacts. This 
amendment proposes a number of 

changes that should maintain a 
scenic forest envlronment. 

Our reduction in the use of 
clearcutting will have the greatest 
effect. As we rely more on two- 
aged management and selection 
systems, our timber activities 
should be less noticeable to the 
forest visitor. . 

We identified about 320,000 
cres as visually sensitive, be- 
awe of the lands’ proximity and 
isibihty from roads, trails, 
xreation sites, and adjacent 
ommumhes. We shifted some 
reas, particularly those seen 
rom the Blue Ridge Parkway 
nd Appalchian Trail, to manage- 
lent areas that provide greater 
egrees of scenery protechon. 

At a project level, we will 
ontinue to utilize landscape 
rchitects and computer-assisted 
nalysis to ensure that our man- 
gement activities lie lightly on 
le land and fully meet our 
isual-quality objectives. 

LL 
The national 
forests provide 
a scenic 
backdrop 
for mountain 
communities 
in the area. 

99 
Melinda McWilliams 
Landscape Architect 



A unique recreation 
experience 
in backcou nt ry : 

SPNM areas 
An important public concern is how manage- 

ment area changes would affect recreation opportu- 
nities in the mountain forests, especially in areas 
not modified by road building or timber harvesting. 

Locations for recreation opportunihes range 
from campgrounds and facilities accessed by roads 
to places that are only accessible by foot, horse, 
bicycle, or means other than a motor vehicle. These 
unroaded, undisturbed areas offer opportunihes to 
hdce, camp, hunt, fish, and observe nature away 
from crowds and traffic. 

them as Semi-Pnmitive Non-Motorized (SPNM) 
areas. We used the following cnteria to delineate 
them: greater than 2,000 acres; 1/2 d e  or more 
from open roads; and no evidence of Forest Service 
roads. 

Located across the Nantahala and Pisgah Na- 
tional Forests are 35 of these SPNM areas, totalling 
214,600 acres. These areas are shown on the 
enclosed map. 

areas, we considered which ones had the best 
backcountry recreation potential. The preferred 
charactenstics for backcountry recreation were: 
large blocks of land, contrasted to long, narrow, or 
odd shapes; topography that screens outside sights 
and sounds; an existing trail system or good ml 
potential; and opportunities for a variety of recre- 
ation activities, excludmg motor vehicles. 

In addition, we looked at the areas' other pos- 
sible uses, such as wildhfe habitat or timber produc- 
tion. We favored retainmg SPNM acres that over- 
lapped with compatible resources, such as old 
growth restoration areas, forest intenor bird 
patches, and black bear habitat. 

We inventoned these remote places and refer to 

In deciding future management of these SPNM 

Under the 1987 plan, we managed about 
52,000 SPNM inventory acres for possible road 
buildmg and timber management We reduced ths 
acreage to 43,500 in the draft amendment, and in 
the final amendment,we lowered ths amount to 
29,500 acres. Forestwide, about 185,100 acres of 
the 214,600 SPNM acres will be placed m man- 
agement areas that do not call for bullding roads 
or timber harvest. 

Generally, SPNM areas remaning in 
m b e r  management areas are not manageable for 
a high-quality backcountry experience, because of 
shape, location or other factors. 



RIPARIAN ECOSYSTEMS: .................... ........................................... 
a haven for fish 

Flowing through the Nantahala and Rsgah 
Nahonal Forests are 3,000 miles of cold water 
streams. The stream and its banks, bed, and vegeta- 
tion create a unique environment called the ripanan 
ecosystem. 

The ripanan area is habitat for a dwersity of 
plants and animals. One of its inhabitants -the 
cold water trout - is a treasured species for an- 
glers. 

cold water, a gravel streambed that supports water- 
borne insects, food, and protechon from predators. 

Nature provides two of these components 
when a tree falls into a stream. Trout can feed on 
the insects attracted to the tree's decaying, woody 
debris. The fallen tree and its limbs also provide 
cover for the fish. 

Deslred conhtions for nparian areas are 
specified in the plan amendment. For example, we 
will manage for ripanan condihons, which over 

Trout requlre several habitat components: 

time will contlnue to supply large, woody debris m 
the stream. 

to conduct detailed mapping of riparian zones and 
listing these areas as unsuitable for timber 
productlon. 

This amendment also includes new direction 

LL 
Large woody debris 
in streams create a diversity 
of microhabitats suitable 
for trout and many other 
types of fish. 

YY 
Sheryl Bryan 
Fisheries Biologist 



CONSERVING BIODIVERSITY .................... .O . . . . .O .O* . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ . . . . * . . . . . . . . .  

New direction 
for old growth 

prachces left forests with few 
trees that are older than 100 

m d u m  (200 to 1,000 acres), and 
large (2,500+ acres). Thirty-two - 

Few areas of the Nantahala 
and plsgah Nahonal Forests are 
accepted as true stands of eastern 
old growth, and most of these 
stands are in special areas, such 
as wilderness. Large areas of 
easily iden~ ied  old growth 
simply do not exist m most 
pomons of these national forests. 

Located in the Nantahala and 
Pisgah are older forests with 
some degree of old growth 

1 years. These practices included 
burning, cleanng for agriculture, 

1 and cutting hmber for wood 
products. 

1 Nearly everyone recognizes 
that old growth is one important 
component of dwersity. Since we 
don’t have much existmg old 
growth, the challenge is to plan 
for future areas of old growth as 
part of ecosystem restoration. 

The amendment calls for 
establishing an old growth net- 

large patches wdl be hstributed 
across the forests. 

The intent of these large 
patches is to restore functioning 
old growth ecosystems. Most 
patches will include areas of 
older forest that now have some 
old growth charactenshcs. 

Ths new durection is a big 
change from the ongind old 
growth direchon in the 1987 plan. 
The o n p a l  durection only called 
for small patches. 

Plan emphasizes forest interior birds 
Many people are concemed 

that neotropical mgratory birds 
are expenencing unexplamed 
populahon declines. These blrds 
spend winter in the tropics but 
breed m North Amenca. Some 
species appear to have the great- 

est reproductme success in the 
forest’s interior, which is away 
from the edge of the forest. Deep 
inside a forest, the blrds are 
apparently less vulnerable to 
predators and parasites. 

Intenor edges can be created 

by wide roads and large open- 
ings, such as wildhfe fields and 
some hmber regeneration 
achvihes 

38 areas will be managed to 
maintain a closed canopy with no 
interior edges. 

These areas will provide what 
many researchers believe to be 
the best habitat for certam species 
of neotropical migratory song- 
buds. 

have 7,500-acre blocks of con- 
tinuous canopy, and 28 would be 
at least 2,500 acres in size. Many 
areas designated for future old 
growth would also serve as bird 
patches. 

According to the amendment, 

Ten of the 38 areas would 

I 



Some animals I 
thrive in openings 

While some species do best 
when they live deep inside a 
forest, other species l i e  the 
ruffed grouse thrive in a forest 
with openings. 

To accomodate these plants 
and animals’ needs, certain forest 
areas will be managed to provide 
a regulated amount of early 
successional habitat. This habitat 
IS 10 years old or younger and 
has an abundance of young 
vegetatlon, succulent sprouts, and 
more sunhght for bemes and 
small fruits to grow. 

places for some animals to find 
food, but these habitats’ thick 
undergrowth provide safe places 
to hide and nest. 

The amendment establishes 
new guidelines for the mnimum 
and maximum levels of early 
successional habitat provided m 
each watershed. The amount of 
this important habitat will vary 
dependmg on the specific man- 
agement areas that occur in each 
watershed. Forestwide, at least 
32,700 acres of the forest will be 

Not only are these areas good 

Eleven animals and 14 plants that occur or 
are hkely to occur on the forests are federally listed 
as proposed (P), endangered (E), or threatened Q. 
These species are protected by the Endangered 
Species Act and USDA Forest Service policy. The 
amendment contains recovery objectives or conser- 
vation objectives for each of these species. 
They are listed below: 

Appalachian ElMoe Mussel 
Red Wolf 
Spotfln Chub 
American Peregrine Falcon 
Eastern Cougar 
Carolina Northern Flying 

Squirrel 
Spruce-fir moss spider 
Noonday Snall 
Indiana Bat 
Little-Wing Pearly Mussel 
Virginia Big-eared Bat 
Spreading Avens 
Swamp Pink 
Dwarf-flowered Heartleaf 
Mountain Bluet 
Mountain Golden-Heather 
Small Whorled Pogonia 
Heller’s Blazing Star 
Bunched Arrowhead 
Mountain Sweet 

Pitcher Plant 
Green Pitcher Plant 
White lrisette 
Blue Ridge Golden Rod 
Virginia Spirea 
Rock Gnome Lichen 

P 
E 
T 
E 
E 

E 
P 
T 
E 
E 
E 
E 
T 
T 
E 
T 
E 
T 
E 

E 
E 
E 
T 
T 
P 

occurs 
extirpated 
occurs 
occurs 
may occur 

occurs 
may occur 
occurs 
occurs 
occurs 
may occur 
occurs 
occurs 
may occur 
occurs 
occurs 
occurs 
occurs 
may occur 

may occur 
may occur 
may occur 
occurs 
occurs 
occurs 

I. maintained in early successional 
habitat. 

New analysis 
of bear habitat 

Black bear populatlons are 
generally thought to be stable or 
expanding. A new black bear 
habitat analysis shows how much 
of the national forest is suitable 
black bear habitat, near-suitable, 

and not suitable. Suitable black 
bear habitat has the following 
charactenstics: minimum size, 
10,008 acres; maximum amount 
of very young forest is 10 per- 
cent; and open-road density of 
.25 miles per square d e  or less. 

With this amendment, 23 
patches of suitable bear habitat 

are distributed across the national 
forests. The enclosed map shows 
these patches, along with the 
areas considered near-suitable, 
and the areas considered not 
suitable. 

The factor most likely to 
make an area unsuitable is the 
amount of open roads. 



Future holds new harvest methods ...................... 
clearcu tting 
reduced to 
240 acres 

In response to national &ec- 
tion and public concern, we 
sharply reduced the use of clear- 
cutting. The 1987 plan called for 
clearcutting about 4,500 acres a 
year, and the draft plan amend- 
ment issued last year decreased 
clearcutting to 1,500 acres annu- 
ally. The amendment projects that 
about 240 acres will be clearcut 
annually, which is the acreage 
needed to regenerate shortleaf pine 
habitat and restore badly-damaged 
ecosystems. This does not include 
salvage from catastrophic events. 

We will primarily use two-aged 
management and selection harvest 
methods. In two-aged manage- 
ment, a portion of the stand is left 
uncut m a harvested area, creahng 
at least two ages of trees in each 
stand. In selechon harvesting, 
groups of trees averaging l-acre or 
less are removed. 

These harvestlng methods leave 
trees that provide important 
wildlife habitat components and 
soften the visual impacts of 
harvesting. 

....................................... 
Amendment 

reduces clearcutting 

. . .  

340 

. . . .  

2.700 

............. 

. . . . .  

0- 
1987 1994 
Plan Amendment 

The amendment zones 528,000 acres or about 

production may occur. This acreage is down 

According to this amendment, about 276,000 

m ........ .....A ..... 



-- 
are currently available to conside 
for harvest. 

The number of acres avdabl 
to consider for timber harvest is 
limited by these factors: econom. 
ics; rock outcrops, steep slopes, 
inaccessible tracts, threatened an1 
endangered species habitat, 
archeological sites, riparian 
zones, and the need to disperse 
harvests over the landscape. 

to consider for timber harvest 
within these management areas 
will be reviewed when the plan i: 
revised in 1997. 

The amount of land avalable 

Amendment slates 34 MMBF 
available for sale each year 

Over the last 15 years, the 
Nantahala and Pisgah National 
Forests provided 10 to 20 per- 
cent of the total timber harvested 
annually in western North 
Caroha. From 1991 to 1993, we 
provided a little over 50 million 
board feet (MMBF) of timber 
per year 

The 1987 plan called for an 
allowable sale quanbty (ASQ) of 
72 milhon board feet a year. The 
ASQ is the maximum amount of 
timber that may be sold over the 
plan penod, expressed as an 
annual average. Issued last year, 
the draft plan amendment pro- 
posed an allowable sale quantity 
of 45 milhon board feet a year. 

Under the final amendment, 
the forests’ allowable sale 
quantity will be 34 million board 
feet annually. This amount 
includes 10 rmllion board feet of 
high-quality hardwood sawtim- 

ASQ is our response to national 
direction to reduce “below cost” 
hmber sales. Therefore, we sell 
less timber from areas where 
costs are high and timber values 
low. These areas include steep, 
inaccessible sites and poorly- 
stocked, less-productive land. 

In addition, the shift from 
clearcuttmg conmbutes to this 
lower timber harvest level. We 
reduced clearcutting from 4,500 
acres a year to about 240 acres. In 
the short run, alternative harvest 
methods, such as two-aged 
management and group selection, 
harvest less timber per acre than 
clearcuttmg. 

We conducted extensive field 
checks that looked at both eco- 
nomic factors and other resource 
Objectives associated with eco- 
system management. In response 
to these field checks, we lowered 
the ASQ to more cIosely reflect 

. . . . . . . .. ..... . ..... . . How much 
timber . . .. 

will be 
offered? 

.. . .. . 

1987 1991 -1 993 Draft Final 
Plan Avg Sold Amendment Amendment 



Where can you contact us? 
e * . e e e * * . * . . . e . e e e . .  e e e * * . . e e * . . . * * * * . . . * . . e e . e * * * . * * e . e . e * . * e * *  

FOREST 
SUPERVISOR OFFICE 
National Forests in North Carolina 
100 Otis Street 
AsheviLle, NC 28801 
704-257-4200 

NANTAHALA 
NATIONAL FOREST 
Cheoah Ranger District 

Robbinsville, NC 28771 
Rt. 1, BOX 16-A 

704-479-643 1 

mghlands Ranger District 
Rt. 1, Box 247 
Flat Mountain Road 
Highlands, NC 28741 
704-526-3765 

Tusquitee Ranger Dismct 
201 Woodland Drive 
Murphy, NC 28906 
704-837-51 52 
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Wayah Ranger District 
8 Sloan Road 
Franklin, NC 28734 
704-524-6441 

PISGAH 
NATIONAL FOREST 
French Broad Ranger Distnct 
PO. Box 128 
Hot Springs, NC 28743 
704-622-3202 

Grandfather Ranger District 
P.O. Box 519 
Marion, NC 28752 
704-652-2144 

Pisgah Ranger District 
1001 Pisgah Highway 
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768 
704-877-3265 

Toecane Ranger District 
PO. Box 128 
Burnsville, NC 28714 
704-682-6146 
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If you want the complete, technical documents summarized by the 
Highlights Document, please fill out this form and ma11 to: National 
Forests in North Carolina, P.O. Box 2750, Ashevllle, NC 28802 or 
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call 704-257-4200. 
Please send me the following document(s): 

Envronmental Impact Statement (Approximately 400 pages) I 

UAmendment #5 to the Land and Resources Management 

Name: 


