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Table 5: Summary Comparison of Project Activities for Alternatives 1, 2 and 3 
Activity  Alternative 1 (No  Alternative 2 (Proposed  Alternative 2 (Proposed 

Action) Action) Action) 
Mid­Seral  0  782  782 
Enhancement (Project 
1) harvest acres 
Conifer Release  0  42  42 
(Project 2) acres 
Ground based yarding  0  138  138 
(acres) 
Skyline yarding (acres) 0  457  457 
Helicopter yarding  0  187  187 
(acres) 
Road construction  0  3  3 
(miles) 
Roadside Hazard Tree 0  4  0 
Removal (miles) 
Road Renovation  0  30  30 
(miles) 
Road renovation  0  54  44 
(culverts to be 
installed/replaced) 
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2.7  COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES WITH REGARD TO PURPOSE AND NEED 
Table 6: Comparison of Alternatives by Purpose and Need 

Project 1 Only 
Purpose and Need 
(EA Section 1.2) 

Alternative 1 (No Action) Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) 
Alternative 3 

and 

Develop, accelerate, and 
enhance late­successional 
forest conditions, which 
serve as habitat for late­ 
successional forest species 
(LSRA, p. 2). 

Plan and implement 
silvicultural treatments 
inside Late­Successional 
Reserves that are 
beneficial to the creation 
of late­successional habitat 
(RMP p. 16). 

Conduct thinning 
operations in forest stands 
if needed to create and 
maintain late successional 
forest conditions (RMP p. 
16). 

Maintains a highly dense, 
uniform, small diameter stand 
of trees with receding crown 
ratios, loss of limbs and loss 
of growth. 

Understory regeneration, 
shrubs etc. would be lacking. 
The current pattern of habitat 
use by wildlife species within 
these project areas would be 
expected to continue 
unchanged. Dispersal habitat 
conditions for spotted owls 
would remain unchanged. 

No timber harvest would 
occur consequently no spatial 
and structural diversity would 
occur. 

Treatment includes variable density 
thinning, creation of small gaps around 
“open grown” trees, and retention of 
small clumps. This would increase 
spatial and structural diversity of the 
stand. 

In the short­term, increases horizontal 
spatial variability within treated stands 
(gaps and clumps); minor reduction and 
disturbance to existing CWD material 
(snags and down logs) resulting from 
felling, yarding, and road construction. 
Reduced recruitment rate of small sized 
CWD would be partially offset by 
immediate creation of larger CWD of 
desirable size, and augmentation of 
decadence processes; retention of 
hardwood tree and shrub diversity. 

In the long­term, the gradual transition 
in structural characteristics of the treated 
stands would more closely resemble 
late­seral forest (larger diameter trees 
and limbs, sub­canopy development, 
greater tree species diversity, greater 
volume and size of hard CWD, canopy 
gaps); and extends persistence of 
hardwood tree and shrub cover diversity. 

The harvest input would likely result in a 
gain of 200 cubic feet per acre of CWD 
in skyline yarding areas and about 100 
cubic feet per acre in ground­based 
yarding areas. 

Spatial and structural diversity would be 
increased. 
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