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A note about the transcripts.  These transcripts contain the raw closed captioning that was 
captured real-time while the presentation was being given.  They were typed by a person at the 
pace that the presenter was speaking.  As such, they contain grammatical and spelling errors.  
More major errors that could potentially change the meaning or understanding of the material 
were corrected by the Sunny Oaks planning team to reflect what was actually stated; however, 
less major errors were left in place.     
     
 
 
 
Good morning, my name is Rachel Reed. I'm the Forest NEPA Planner for the Wayne National 
Forest.  I’d like to thank you for joining me as I discuss how project decisions are made on 
National Forests.  
 
     Just a note before I get into the topic that this presentation along with specific resource 
presentations and other materials related to the Sunny Oaks project can be found at the web link 
shown on your screen right now. By going to that address and clicking on the Sunny Oaks 
project link.  
    
  Specific projects on national forests are developed in accordance with the National 
Environment Policy Act known as NEPA. The NEPA is a federal law that was passed in 
Congress and signed into law by the president  and regulations that federal agencies follow can  
be found at 40 CFR 1500 and then regulations that are specific to the Forest Service can be 
found at 36 CFR 220.  More specific directions for the Forest Service agency policy can be 
found in the Forest Service Manual, FSM 1950. In the Forest Service Handbook, FSH 1909.50.   
 
The agency employee who has the authority to make and implement a decision on the proposed 
action is known as the Responsible Official. For the Sunny Oaks Project, the project that will 
take place on the Ironton Ranger District, the Responsible Official is District Ranger Tim 
Slone. For the Sunny Oaks project, an environmental assessment was prepared.  This is a 
process that’s needed when a proposal does not require and Environmental Impact Statement or 
an EIS, and when the proposal is not categorically excluded from in-depth analysis.  In order to 
show no EIS is needed the agency must analyze the effects of the proposal and alternatives that 
are considered.  The Responsible Official must conclude there are no significant effects due to 
the proposal. I will come back to that phrase no significant effects, in a moment. Before that I 
would like to talk a little bit more about the effects analysis. The first question is what are the 
bounds at which the effects analyzed? When I talk about bounds, what I mean is, what is the 
spatial extent – what is the area that we use for our effects analysis. Spatial extent – how many 
acres and where do they occur.  And how much time into the future are we looking at the 
potential for effects to occur. Once we have determined those boundaries, the spatial boundaries 
and the temporal boundaries, then our specialists - our agency experts - consider the direct, 
indirect and cumulative effects that could occur with different resources from implementing the 
project. When I talk about the different resources what I mean are things like, recreation 



resources, wildlife resources, water resources.  Each one of those resources could potentially 
have a different area that is analyzed and a different time period that is analyzed.  
 
Direct effects are those that are caused by the action that occur at the same time and the same 
place. An example of this would be when you think about construction. When you have heavy 
equipment working on construction that is moving over the ground, that equipment could 
potentially be compacting soil. The soil would be compacted in the area where the equipment is 
operating at the time when it is operating. That is an example of a direct effect. Indirect effects 
are caused by the action that occur later in time or potentially a distance away from the action.  
These are effects that are reasonably foreseeable. So to continue with a soils example consider 
that construction project going on that is causing bare ground conditions. When it rains that soil 
could move off-site and erode into a waterway that is a ways away.  That erosion and 
sedimentation going into a waterway would be an indirect effect. Direct and indirect effects are 
often considered at the same time by our resource specialists.  
 
Cumulative effects are the combination of direct and indirect effects of the proposed action 
when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions.  You take the 
effects that you have determined are possible from your proposed actions and look in the 
surrounding area to see what else is also going on that could be contributing. Continuing that 
waterway sedimentation example, one would look in that same watershed to see what other 
types of activities are likely to occur in the future that would contribute sedimentation to the 
same waterway.  
 
What specific resources do our agency resource specialists consider? Resources that are related 
to other federal laws would be considered. This would include things like the Endangered 
Species Act. Consider federally listed threatened and endangered wildlife and plant species. We 
would also be considering things covered under the Clean Water Act. Potentially the Clean Air 
Act. Those sorts of federal laws. And also looking at the public input that we received on the 
project and determining if the public has pointed out the potential for a cause and effect 
relationship that we should be looking into. All of these things are taken into the context and 
considered whether or not analyzing the effects would help making a reasoned decision 
between taking action and not taking action.   
 
So back to that significant effect phrase. The Responsible Official, once the Environmental 
Assessment is concluded, makes the determination that there are no significant effects in what’s 
called a Finding of No Significant Impact or FONSI. There is specific direction on how to 
consider the significance of impacts, one should consider the context and the intensity. So what 
are those two things? The context is simply how does the product fit in to what is around? What 
is going on immediately around it? So how does the project fit into the area, the local area, and 
the regional area and for some projects potentially the national context?  And then for the 
intensity. That is how consequential or inconsequential the potential effects are.  And there are 
specific criteria we measure against for intensity.   
 
Showing on the screen now are the first five of the intensity criteria. And here are the intensity 
criteria 6 through 10. For the Sunny Oaks project, the FONSI context and intensity will be 
considered based on analyses completed by agency resource experts.  These analyses are 



available for the public to review on the project webpage. The URL that is shown here.  Once 
you are at this webpage, click on the Sunny Oak project link.  
 
I would like to thank you for following along with me today as I describe how decisions are 
made in the agency and would like to invite you to explore further the presentations related to 
the Sunny Oaks project.  Thank you.   
      
 
 


