
Basin delineationsI:

• A total of 52 working basins were 
established across the forest that 
looked to group YG stands into 
operational areas.

• Basin delineations relied heavily on 
management activity, road networks, 
log transfer facilities and geographic 
location in establishing boundaries.

• working basins aim to form distinct 
operational areas for analyses.



Basin delineationsII:

• Basin delineation can be further filtered 
into operational likelihood classes (OLC).
• Deferred (D): Basin most likely to be deferred.

• Economic (E): Basin with a high likelihood of logistical 
challenges due to infrastructure and location.

• Techno-Economic (TE): Basin that is economic and 
logistically most feasible.

• With a focus on basin and OLC categories, 
we can link our volume estimates to our 
most feasible areas (TE) or identify 
infrastructure needs (E).

• Basin and OLC categories may be further 
refined to account for other land 
ownership, infrastructure, or as further 
information is available.



Available merchantable and economic volume by district and basin



Northern Tongass Working Basins: SRD, HRD, JRD, ANM



Northern Tongass Merchantable and Economic Timber Availability : SRD, HRD, JRD, ANM

2033-2042

2027-2032
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Northern Tongass (SRD, HRD, ANM, JRD, YRD):



Central Tongass Working Basins: PRD, WRD



2033-2042

2027-2032

Present-2026

Central Tongass Merchantable and Economic Timber Availability : PRD, WRD



Central Tongass (PRD, WRD):



Southern Tongass Working Basins: KMRD, POWRD



Southern Tongass Merchantable and Economic Timber Availability : KMRD, POWRD
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Southern Tongass (KMRD, POWRD):



Gate 1 refinement and unit pool development

• Stands meeting merchantable 
and economic criteria within 
selected basins are further 
refined into a draft project unit 
pool. 

• This process involves a stand by 
stand refinement of suitable and 
feasible acres as well as draft 
road, logging system and harvest 
prescription design. 

• The process relies heavily on Lidar 

and current imagery where available. 



YG project opportunities

• Three larger scale young growth projects are currently being considered across 
the Forest.

• Thomas Bay (Petersberg RD): ~22 MMBF.

• Thorne Bay (Prince of Wales RD): Initial planning stages with some field work progressing.

• Heceta (Prince of Wales RD): Limited field surveys to begin potentially this autumn.

• Project refinements and net-downs.

• Gross project stand acreage

• Unsuitable acreage

• Infeasible acreage

• Deferred acreage

• Net co-intent

• Net acreage



Thorne Bay Project Example

Gross project stand acreage = 4,048 ac

Unsuitable acreage = 672 ac

Infeasible acreage = 54 ac

Deferred acreage = 167 ac

Net co-intent = 25 ac

Net full harvest = 2,918 ac

Total estimated harvest acreage = 2,943 ac

*27% net-down (additional net-down is expected after field 
reconnaissance)

2033-2042

2027-2032

Present-2026



Heceta Project Example

Gross project stand acreage =  4,542 ac

Unsuitable acreage = 245 ac

Infeasible acreage =  11 ac

Deferred acreage =  69 ac

Net co-intent =  259 ac

Net full harvest = 3352 ac

Total estimated harvest acreage =  3611 ac

*24% net-down (additional net-down is expected after field 
reconnaissance) 

2033-2042

2027-2032

Present-2026



Thomas Bay

Gross project stand acreage =  2,881 ac

Unsuitable acreage = 332 ac

Suitable deferred acreage =  477 ac

Project Unit Pool =  835 ac

Suitable but infeasible due to RMA and TTRA (Muddy River 
Floodplain) = 1,237 ac

2033-2042

2027-2032

Present-2026
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