


Chapter 3: Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
3.6 — Wildlife

in the lowest overall disturbance to Riparian Reserves in the White Pass Study Area (refer to Section
3.3 — Watershed Resources). Mitigation Measures MM3 and MM10 would reduce impacts to Riparian
Reserves under all Action Alternatives (refer to Table 2.4-4).

Late-seral Forest

The White Pass Study Area contains approximately 1,235.8 acres of late-seral forest which can be broken
down into two major zones within the White Pass Study Area: the mixed conifer forest in the existing ski
area and the mountain hemlock parkland that comprises most of the proposed expansion area (refer to
Figure 3-31). A smaller piece of late-seral mountain hemlock forest is located on the protruding northwest
portion of the proposed expansion area. Late-seral forest has been identified as the primary habitat type
that would be impacted by any of the Action Alternatives. Late-seral forests provide abundant shade,
moisture, and security for a number of species, including the Pacific fisher, northern spotted owl, pileated
woodpecker, and great gray owl. Table 3.6 FEIS 2 below displays impacts to late-seral forest resulting
from each alternative.

Table 3.6 FEIS2:
Potential Direct Impacts to Late-seral Forest within the White Pass Study Area
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\The greatest impacts to late-seral forest would occur under Modified Alternative 4 where approximately

43.2 acres would be impacted for the construction of lifts, ski trails, parking lot, and ticket booth (refer to
Figure 3-33). The fewest impacts to late-seral forest would occur under Alternative 6 with 15.1 acres
removed or modified. Alternative 2 impact approximately 19.7 acres of late-seral forest in the proposed
expansion area (refer to Figure 3-32).

Permanent impacts would include complete removal of late-seral forest for development of chairlifts and
their associated ski trails under all the Action Alternatives. The ski trails would be maintained in a
managed shrub/herbaceous condition, and clearing for lifts and trails would result in similar linear
openings that already exist in the mountain parkland habitat.

Construction of chairlifts and associated trails within late-seral forest has the potential to impact wildlife
habitat connectivity by reducing the available connective habitat, increasing edge habitat, decreasing
interior habitat, creating potential barrier effects, and increasing human activity, which in turn increases
potential disturbance to animals moving through the area. As described in Table 2.4-4, Other
Management Provision OMP7 would reduce impacts to wildlife due to increased human activity and
presence by requiring animal-proof containers to be used for waste disposal to prevent habituation of
wildlife to human food sources.
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