
Sunny Oaks Recreation & Scenery Presentation Transcript 
 
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.   

 

 
 
Hi. My name is Chad Wilberger and I am the Forest Recreation Program Manager for the 
Wayne National Forest. Today, I will be presenting the effects of the Sunny Oaks Project on 
recreation, trails, and scenery resources. 
 
 
This slide lists some of the Forest Service Manuals and Handbooks that are used for managing 
recreation areas, trails and scenery resources. 
 

 

This slide identifies some of the methodology that was used to analyze the effects of the 
proposed project on recreation and scenery resources. 

• First, all developed and dispersed recreation sites and trails were identified within or 
adjacent to the proposed treatment areas. 

• Then, all scenery concern level 1 and 2 areas and High Scenic Integrity 
Objective areas within the proposed project were identified. I will explain what some 
of these scenery terms means in a few minutes. 

• Next, we reviewed all applicable Forest Plan Standards and Guidelines that may pertain 
to the proposed project. 

• Then, we reviewed, identified, and considered any public comments and concerns that 
were received during public scoping. 

• Finally, we discussed and develop appropriate mitigation measures to minimize 
impacts of the proposed project to visitors, adjacent landowners, recreation resources, 
trails and scenery resources. 

 

So, before I go too deep into my presentation, I would like to go over some scenery 
management terminologies with you so you would have a better understanding of their 
meaning when I reference them in the presentation. 
 



In scenery management, during the planning phase, we identify areas where the public has 
placed certain scenic values on the existing landscape and then assign Scenic Integrity Levels 
or SILs based on those values. 
There are three key words I would like to define before we move forward: Scenic Integrity 
Level, Scenic 
Integrity Objective, and Concern Level. 
 
Let’s begin with the term Scenic Integrity Level. A Scenic Integrity Level measures the degree 
of deviation from the existing landscape character for a given area. The Scenic Integrity Level 
can be rated as low, moderate, high, or very high. An area assigned with a Low Scenic Integrity 
Level has the highest degree of deviation from the natural landscape ‐ these are landscapes 
with visible disturbances that detract from the natural or socially valued landscape. 
Conversely, an area that has been assigned a High Scenic Integrity Level has the lowest degree 
of deviation from the natural appearing landscape. 
 
Unlike the Scenic Integrity Level, which focuses on the condition of the existing landscape, a 
Scenic Integrity 
Objective establishes the desired level of scenic integrity for that area. The key word here is 
the word “desired” or what we would like the area’s landscape to look like in the foreseeable 
future. 
 
The term “Concern Level” is a measure of public concern for scenery as viewed from 
travelways, use areas, and special places. A Concern Level can be assigned a rating of 1, 2, or 3 
with 1 being the highest concern or interest for visual quality. Now that I have covered some 
of the common terminologies for scenery management, let’s move on to the next slide. 
 

 
In this slide, I’ll briefly cover some of the assumptions that were made during the analysis 
process. 
 
The first assumption made was that the impacts from the proposed project to recreation and 
scenery resources would be spread over a 20 year period and across different areas. 
 
This means that the management activities being proposed would not occur all at once or in 
one particular area. They would be spread over time and space.  Occasionally, there may be a 
need to depart from the Forest Plan scenery management guidelines in some areas to be able 
to meet other forest management objectives. 
 

 
This slide lists some notable scenery guidelines found in the Forest Plan that we may need to 
depart from the scenery guidelines to be able to fully meet the objectives of the proposed 
project. 



 

 

The scope of the analysis for this project primarily covers two main recreation related 
resources – trails and scenery resources.  As it pertains to trails, less than a mile of hiking trails 
and less than a half mile of horse trails would be directly impacted if the proposed project was 
implemented. 
 
With respect to scenery resources, about 10% of proposed treatments would fall within the 
“High” Scenic Integrity Objective areas, but a majority of the project area is within the 
“Low” Scenic Integrity Objective areas and 15% is within the “Moderate” Scenic Integrity 
Objective areas.  I will go over the specific impacts to recreation and scenery resources in 
upcoming slides. 
 

 

This map shows the location of the proposed treatment areas on the Ironton Ranger District in 
relation to the scenic integrity objective areas. It also shows the general location of recreation 
sites and trails and their proximity to the proposed project area. 
 
As you will notice, the pink colored areas on the map (circle any pink area on map) shows 
areas that have been assigned a “High” scenic integrity objective or SIO. The proposed 
treatment areas that fall within the “High” SIO area is colored red. (Circle a red stand, such as 
near the Pumkintown Lake area) 
 
The yellow colored areas on the map (circle any yellow area on map) shows areas that have 
been assigned a “Moderate” scenic integrity objective. The proposed treatment areas that fall 
within the moderate SIO area is colored orange. (Circle an orange stand, such as near the 
Cannon Creek‐Slab Fork area) 
 
Finally, the light blue colored areas on the map (circle any blue area on map) shows areas that 
have been assigned a “Low” scenic integrity objective. The proposed treatment areas that fall 
within the low SIO area is colored dark blue. (Circle a blue stand, such as near the Slab Fork 
area) I would like to point out that the majority of the recreation areas and trails are located 
within the high SIO or pink areas on the map, such as Pumkintown Lake, Morgan Sisters and 
Symmes Creek Trails toward the north end of the district and the Lake Vesuvius Horse Trail 
system toward the southern end of the district. The reason for assigning a high scenic integrity 
objective is because visuals and natural landscapes are valued higher in and around recreation 
areas and trails than the general forest area. 
 
 
 



Let’s now cover some of the primary concerns we received from the public as it relates to the 
effects of the Sunny Oaks Project on recreation and scenery resources. 

• There were concerns with proximity of the proposed clearcuts to recreation areas and 
trails. 

• Will there be a visual buffer to help provide visual screening? 
• There were concerns with proposed treatments closing recreation sites and trails 

during the recreation season. 
• There were concerns with forest management impacts to the local economy. If the 

recreation sites and trails were closed for an extended period of time, it may affect 
recreation and tourism. 

• There were concerns with the trails not being repaired to their original condition if 
they were used for logging operations. 

• There were concerns with logging and prescribed burning occurring during high 
recreation use periods and how it may negatively impact Forest visitors. 

• There were some concerns with trail access. Local horseback riders request that trail 
access near Elkins Creek Horse camp not be closed at the same time, so that there is at 
least one way in and out. We will address many of these concerns in the next few 
slides. 

 

 

Now that some public concerns have been disclosed, I would like to discuss some of the 
adverse and beneficial effects of the proposed treatments on recreation and scenery 
resources. Though we recognized that the proposed clearcuts, shelterwood cuts, and timber 
stand improvement activities would impact Forest visitors recreating in the vicinity of the 
proposed project, the Forest would work to help mitigate some of those impacts. This slide 
lists some of the potential impacts to Forest visitors. 
 

• Visitors wanting to enjoy solitude may experience noise and dust from logging 
operations. 

• Falling trees and heavy equipment activities would make the area unsafe for visitors 
within the immediate vicinity of the logging area. 

• Some trails may need to be used as haul routes during harvest operations. Therefore, 
temporary closure of trails may limit visitor access during treatment periods. The 
public would be notified of any temporary closures of trails and the affected trails 
would be properly signed. 

• The Forest may consider limiting management activities on weekdays only and not 
within peak recreation use periods, such as weekends and holidays. 

• The District Ranger will make the decision regarding the date and timing of any 
temporary closures of recreation areas and trails. 

 
Some positive outcomes from these management activities include improved trails for 
horseback riding. Once management activities are completed, the affected trails would be 



repaired to their original or better condition, or trails that were once on open roads may be 
rerouted off roads to natural surfaces. 
 
Another benefit of the proposed management activities is that they help to create young, 
brushy forests, which has been proven to improve some wildlife habitat. As a result, it offers 
more wildlife viewing opportunities for visitors. Additionally, higher game population, such as 
deer and turkey, provides better opportunities for hunters. As more hunters are attracted to 
the local area, it creates a positive economic impact for the community, especially for 
businesses that cater to hunters. 
 
Another positive outcome is the edge effects created along the perimeter of harvest areas. 
These edge effects help to enhance berry‐picking opportunities for visitors seeking that type 
of recreation activity. Finally, shelterwood and timber stand improvement treatments may 
help to create a park‐like appearance in the forest which some visitors find visually appealing. 
 

 

 
Here is a map showing the location of the Symmes Creek/Morgan Sisters Hiking Trails. (Circle 
on map the 0.48 miles of potentially affected trail): 
 
Approximately a half mile (0.48 miles) of the Morgan Sister’s Trail may be potentially affected 
from the proposed project as circled here on the map. The trail is currently located on an old 
woods road, which is in poor condition. The reconstructed road would help improve the trail’s 
condition. 
 
The trail would be temporarily closed when the road is being reconstructed. Signing would be 
recommended to notify visitors of the temporary trail closure and the road work. The width of 
the road would not be narrowed back to the trail’s original width after the treatment work is 
completed because the District Ranger may consider opening the hiking trail up for other 
future trail uses, such as horseback riding or mountain biking. 
 
To the east of the Morgan Sisters Trails is the Symmes Creek Hiking Trail. Township Road 492 
crosses the Symmes Creek Trail in three locations as shown here on the map (circle on map 
the blue route at the 492 symbol). The road would be used as a possible haul route during 
timber harvest operations. However, it should not affect recreation use. Signing the area 
during harvest operations is recommended for public notification and safety. 
 

 

Other effects from the proposed management activities include the following: 
Clearcutting and shelterwood cuts would affect the visual quality of treatment areas due to 
the removal of all or some of the forest canopy. However, any adverse effects to scenery 



resources would be short‐term, lasting approximately one to two years (or until green‐up), 
with full recovery within 10 to 20 years. 
 
Buffer strip of trees between harvest areas, trails, roads, recreation areas, and adjacent 
private properties may be left to provide visual screening.  No set width for buffer strips has 
been determined. The District Ranger will set buffer strip widths for each cutting unit after 
consulting with Forest staff and adjacent landowners prior to vegetation treatments. 
 

 

Here is a photo of Kenton Lake, also called Pumkintown Lake. It is considered a Concern 
Level 1 area for scenery management due to the fact that it is a popular dispersed recreation 
area. 
 
One of the proposed timber harvest units may or may not be seen from the east side of this 
recreation area. It will depend upon the width of the buffer strip that is proposed for the area. 
 

 

Here is a photo of the view from Township Road 198, which is also along a section of the 
Lake Vesuvius horse trails.  Views from adjacent state, county and township roads may be 
affected by some of the vegetation management activities. 
 
Again, any adverse effects to scenery resources would be short‐term, lasting approximately 
one to two years (or until green‐up), with full recovery within 10 to 20 years.  Buffer strip of 
trees between harvest areas and roads may be left to provide visual screening. 
 

 
Here is a map showing the proposed treatment areas in relations to the Main Loop and 
Kimble Loop Horse Trails. 
 
Approx. 0.05 miles of the Main Loop Horse Trail shown here (circle red dot at the top of the 
map) is collocated with Twp. Rd. 198, which may be impacted during timber harvest. 
There is a possible trail reroute off of a short section of the existing road. A part of the road 
would cross the Main Loop Horse Trail. The trail would need to be signed during harvest 
operation. 
 
Toward the southern end of the trail system near the Bluegrass Trailhead shown here on the 
map, (circle on map the sliver below the Bluegrass TH where road parallels trail) is 
approximately 0.12 miles of the Kimble Loop located within cutting unit Compartment 466, 
Stand 1.  
 



The trail can be temporarily rerouted onto the county road, so the trail would not need to be 
closed during management activities. Upon project completion, the horse trail would be 
rerouted back to its original location. A buffer strip of trees may be left on both sides of the 
trail to help with visual screening from the proposed clearcut. 
 
 
 
Here is a photo of a section of the Kimble Loop Horse Trail parallel to Township Road 198. 
Part of the Kimble Loop Horse Trail (East and West) and the Northeast section of the Main 
Loop Horse Trail are considered Concern Level 2 areas for scenery management. Neither the 
road nor the proposed treatment areas would likely be seen from the horse trail due to the 
hilly topography and a buffer strip of trees that helps to visually screen the trail. 
 
 
This map displays the proposed clearcut areas in relations to the Dean State Connector 
Trail. (Circle red‐dotted route at top of map). 
 
As circled here on the map, approximately 0.22 miles of the Dean State Connector Horse 
Trail is currently on Road 586A1. It is proposed to be reconstructed and used as a haul road 
during harvest operations. The existing road stays wet and muddy much of the year. The local 
horse riding group requested that the horse trail to be rerouted off the road for rider safety 
and a better riding experience. 
 
Towards the southern end of the map is the John’s Creek Horse Trailhead and Trail as shown 
here. (Circle John’s Creek TH area on map) There are three access points or roads located at or 
near the trailhead. Forest Service Road 612 on the east side of the trailhead would not be used 
as a landing or a haul route for logging operations. Instead, FS Rd 607 (from the west) would 
be used as the primary access and haul route. Trails would be minimally impacted where the 
haul route crosses the trail. 
 

 

Another focus area with respect to recreation and scenery are private properties adjacent to 
the proposed treatment areas. In this slide, we have a photo of a view from the back of a 
private property adjacent to a proposed treatment area. We will engage with private 
landowners to determine if a reasonable buffer could be established to help visually screen 
management activities from their property. 
 

 
The next couple of slides provide some before and after photos of a sample clearcut that was 
completed on the Wayne NF. It helps to provide a visual of what a clearcut may look like once 
completed.  This is a photo of the Gore‐Greendale Timber Sale Pine Clearing (6 months after 
project completion). 



 
 
 
 
 
Here is a photo of the same clearcut approximately 1 year and a half years after the project 
was completed. Notice how it appears to be a natural occurring opening. 
 
 
 
Here is a photo showing a sample hardwood shelterwood cut. Notice the area appears to have 
a “park‐like” setting, which allows hunters and other forest visitors to have a better view of 
and access to the forest. 
 
 
 
Some adverse effects from prescribed burning may include smoke during the burn and a 
charred appearing landscape after the burn.  The fire and smoke would temporarily displace 
visitors during the burning operation. The forest will appear charred for a season after burn 
until green‐up, usually between 1 to 2 years. 
 
Prescribed burning would create a more park‐like appearance in the forest which some 
visitors find visually appealing and provides better wildlife viewing opportunities for visitors. It 
also helps enhance new vegetation which would attract more wildlife, such a deer and turkey 
to the area, resulting in better hunting opportunities for hunters. 
 
 
 
Here is a sample photo of an active prescribed burn and a sample photo of an area 
approximately 1‐2 years after a prescribed burn. 
 
 
 
A potential adverse effect to herbicide treatment for timber stand improvement is off‐target 
spraying during treatment.  Foliar spraying may affect areas enjoyed by berry pickers. Consider 
signing during and after treatment to notify public. Vegetation in the treated areas may 
appear brown soon after herbicide treatment. However, any adverse effects to scenery 
resources would be shortterm, lasting approximately one to two years (until green‐up). 
 
Visitor access to the forest would be temporarily restricted during construction of roads, log 
landings, and firelines. However, roads and firelines would improve visitor access after 
completion. They also help create more edge effects, which may enhance opportunities and 
access for berry pickers and hunters. 
 



 

 
This slide displays some of the listed activities that may occur or are occurring on properties 
adjacent to the proposed project area. However, these activities are not enough to change the 
overall scenic character of the area. 
 
There are little to no long‐term effects to recreation and scenery resources. Effects from these 
activities are similar to the proposed project and they may overlap in space and time and are 
temporary in nature. 
 
The Buckeye Xpress project may cause a section of the horse trail to be rerouted around the 
Elkins Creek area. Trail may be temporarily closed during pipeline reconstruction. The 
Forest would work with the Elkins Creek Horse Group to minimize any impacts from this 
project and assist with trail reroute, if needed. The Wayne National Forest will identify trail 
locations for closures and include this information in the Buckeye Xpress’ operating plan. 
 

 

This slide covers the primary differences between Alternatives 1 and 2. The main difference 
between the two alternatives is that Alternative 2 proposes smaller size clearcuts. The 
reduced size of clearcuts would better meet the intent of the Forest Plan’s scenery guidelines. 
 
The “seen” area of proposed clearcuts from trails, roads, and private properties would be less 
in Alt. 2 due to the smaller size clearcuts being proposed. 
 
All other effects to recreation and scenery resources from Alt. 2 would be similar to Alt. 1. 
 
 
That concludes my presentation on the effects of the proposed Sunny Oaks Project on 
recreation and scenery resources. Thanks for listening. 


