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APPENDIX C. Sunny Oaks Final Decision Notice Updates & Corrections 

This appendix contains additional information or corrections that were part of instructions 
required by the objection review process before a final decision could be made.  Several 
documents are excerpted below showing the corrections or additions that have been made. In 
those cases, the entire subject document inclusive of the new or updated information is saved in 
the Final Decision Notice folder in the project record. 

Instruction 1: Add information stating that the primary purpose of the forested flight corridor is 
for wildlife benefit, not to reduce clearcut size. 

Excerpted pages from the Purpose & Need presentation follow. Added text is displayed in red. 



Forest Service

Wayne National Forest

Proposed Action

Shelterwood Clearcut

Clearcut and shelterwood harvests are the best way to create young, 
brushy forest that currently is a missing component.  These harvests will 
immediately stimulate a pulse of new growth of flowering plants, shrubs, 
and new trees.  Plus these treatments, when in combo with the timber 
stand improvement treatments, also favor oak regeneration!

Here's a little bit more about each one and a diagram showing what they would 
look like afterwards. On the right side you see a diagram of what the clearcut would 
look like.  The clearcut involves cutting all of the trees within a forested stand, 
except for those that are intended to be retained around streams.  What are 
riparian filter strips?  The idea is those are uncut areas around perennial streams, 
intermittent streams, and ephemeral streams.  Those areas are left uncut to provide 
shade and prevent erosion from reaching waterways.  The shade is needed to keep 
those waterways temperatures right where they should be. Then they also provide 
filter areas where any potential soil movement from the cut area is stopped before 
it reaches the waterway before it becomes sedimentation in the waterway. Some of 
the  clearcuts that we are proposing in this project are little bit larger in size so in 
those situations what we intend to do is take those riparian filter strips and uncut 
areas on waterways and extend them uphill across the cut area to connect them to 
the more mature unharvested forest on the other side. In effect what we would be 
doing is reducing the size of large clearcuts into smaller patches. We are calling 
these forested travel corridors.  How does clearcutting regenerate oak? The first 
thing to realize is that the clear‐cut method that we use is termed a silvicultural
clearcut whereby all of the trees would be cut except for those I just mentioned it 
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would be retained. This includes saplings in the understory.  This means that all of the 
trees would be starting back over from zero age and the oaks then would have an 
advantage over other species that were present in the stand. The second thing is it's 
important that prior to the cut there already was an adequate amount of vigorous 
oak stems in the stand and they had large roots development and had to be already 
present. The third thing is that what's termed advance reproduction and other 
competitive species such as maples and tulip trees are not present in large numbers. 
Than on the left side of your screen there is a diagram or depiction of what a  
shelterwood harvest would look like.  A shelterwood involves a logger coming in and  
removing about 60% of the forest canopy from the stand. That's the first harvest 
what’s called the establishment cut and after that we monitor the stand.  We monitor 
what grows back in the  stand and anywhere from five to 15 years after the 
establishment cut there's an overstory removal harvest, which involves coming back 
in and removing all of the trees that were left the first time except for those riparian  
filter strips.  How does a shelterwood regenerate oak? In that establishment harvest  
we've created the intermediate light levels needed to allow seedlings and saplings to 
grow and thrive in the understory. Then the second harvest ‐ the overstory removal  
harvest releases those oaks and allows them to fully develop. When adequate 
numbers of advanced oak seedlings are over 4.5 feet tall and are vigorous and have 
well‐developed  root systems then clearcutting is  the most effective method to 
regenerate the stand to species dominated by  oaks and hickories.  In oak stands that 
lack advanced reproduction, shelterwood harvesting is the best method to develop  
that advanced reproduction and then foster the stand on to oak.  Clearcut and  
shelterwood harvest are the best way to create young brushy forest that is currently  
a missing component.  These harvest immediately stimulate a pulse of new growth of 
flowering plants, shrubs and new trees. 

Added text: The discussion here on the forested flight corridor is not meant to imply that their 

primary purpose is to reduce the size of larger clearcuts. It should be noted that these 
features were initially developed for wildlife benefit to provide forested corridors 
connecting forest on either side of the new young, brushy forest.  A secondary benefit 
of these features is that they would also break up larger harvests into smaller patches. 
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Instruction 2: Provide an explanation of why prescribed fire would not be expected to lead to 
heightened risk of landslides.  

An excerpted page from the Soil presentation follows that provides that explanation.  



Forest Service

Wayne National Forest

Slips/Landslides

• BMP is to stay out of the area.

• Forest Plan guidance limits skid trails to a maximum
sustained slope of 35%.

• Steep areas are of the greatest concern.

For slips and landslides, the best management practice is to just stay out of those 
areas that are slip prone. Our forest plan guidance limits our skid trails for 
maximum sustained slope of 35%. In those areas, we wouldn't have our equipment 
traveling into and destabilizing those soils. And obviously the steeper areas of those 
of the greatest concern. 

Added text: Regarding prescribed fire on the Wayne National Forest, this activity 
would either occur prior to harvest or long enough after that there would be 
enough vegetation grown that a low‐intensity fire would not completely remove all 
live vegetation. Prescribed fires are conducted either in the spring or the fall, when 
there’s plenty of moisture in both the soil and live vegetation. Winds are monitored 
and fire intensities are kept low and controlled so it consumes mostly the dead and 
down vegetation and woody debris, while leaving enough live vegetation, and 
helping some thrive in some cases, to continue to provide the necessary ground 
cover to minimize even the soil erosion that could result. Such low intensity fires are 
not expected to increase landslide risks in any meaningful way.
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Instruction 3: Develop a description of the process that occurs prior to conducting prescribed 
fire. 

The following description does not appear in a presentation or other document and is provided 
here to help the public understand how resources are protected since prescribed fire areas are not 
delineated at this time. 

Surveys for wildlife, plants, and cultural resources will be conducted in a phased manner for the 
implementation of Sunny Oaks.  It was assumed that all of the project area could receive 
prescribed fire; thus, the effects analysis was designed to be broad enough in its consideration of 
potential species or resources that may be affected.  A range of acres was given that may receive 
burn treatments each year to help give a sense of the scale of activity for the effects analysis.   

Once possible prescribed fire units are identified resource specialists would conduct surveys, 
verify that surveys have already been completed, or confirm that surveys are not needed (the 
later may be the case if there is no suitable habitat for a species or some situation like that).  This 
information would be shared amongst the specialists and staff implementing the project through 
Implementation Guides and meetings so that Forest Plan standards and guidelines, best 
management practices for water quality, and identified project design criteria and mitigation 
measures can be applied appropriately.  An example of applying a measure at this phase would 
be if there were a cultural resource present that should be protected a fire line may be created 
around that feature, or that portion of the prescribed fire unit may be re-configured to exclude the 
feature. Another example would be in the event that surveys found populations of the northern 
metalmark (Regional Forester sensitive wildlife species). Appendix A to the decision contains a 
design to apply a no burn buffer or wetline roadsides during spring prescribed fire operations 
where the northern metalmark has been found. And a third example would be if Coville’s 
phacelia (Regional Forester sensitive plant species) were found during surveys.  A design in 
Appendix A states that prescribed fire should occur in the fall or winter and that if it must occur 
in the spring there should be a delay in further fires in that area to allow for population recovery.  

Resource specialists would review the analysis and effects disclosure to ensure that potential 
effects from that specific burn are within what has been described in this NEPA analysis.  Site-
level consultation with the Ohio State Historic Preservation Office would occur as required in the 
project-level programmatic agreement that allows for phased pre-implementation surveys. 
Contact would be made with private landowners or state agencies to develop agreements if there 
is an opportunity to expand a prescribed burn onto private or state lands.  

Coordination amongst resource specialists, project implementors, and the Responsible Official, 
as described here, would ensure that the prescribed fire takes place in a manner consistent with 
the NEPA analysis in order to keep effects within the range described. 
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Instruction 4: Replace reference to an economic contribution analysis with a financial efficiency 
analysis in the Purpose and Need presentation and the two Response to Comments documents.  



Forest Service

Wayne National Forest

Estimated Financial Efficiency Analysis
(corrected slide)

• Value estimation based on four scenarios
• Maximized clearcuts: high & low volumes
• Maximized shelterwoods: high & low volumes

• Costs estimated based on per acre or per mile recent costs
of each activity

• Prescribed fire
• Manual cutting
• Herbicide application
• Road construction & reconstruction

High volume estimate Low volume estimate

Maximized clearcuts $1,561,000 $559,000

Maximized shelterwoods $1,571,000 $633,000

Corrected Text: In response to public input, a financial efficiency analysis was 
carried out. This analysis provides information relevant to the future financial 
position of the program if the project is implemented. Financial efficiency considers 
anticipated costs and revenues that are part of Forest Service monetary 
transactions. Present net value (PNV) is used as an indicator of financial efficiency 
and presents one tool to be used in conjunction with many other factors in the 
decision‐making process. PNV combines benefits and costs that occur at different 
times and discounts them into an amount that is equivalent to all economic activity 
in a single year. The analysis suggested that revenue generated minus the cost of 
implementation are estimated to be anywhere from just over $500,000 to over $1.5 
million. A positive PNV indicates that the alternative is financially efficient. 

We used four scenarios to come up with these estimates. In the first we have 
assumed we would be maximizing the amount of clearcuts and then under the 
clearcut scenario, we had a high volume and a low‐volume scenario.  We also did 
the same thing where instead we had assumed maximized shelterwoods than with 
the high and a low volume estimate. When I talk about volume ‐‐ what I mean there 
is what is the amount of wood that is removed from the site, how many trees are 
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cut and what is the amount of timber. Implementing the project also has cost. It has 
cost related to prescribed fire, mechanical tree felling, the herbicide application and 
the road construction  and reconstruction. We estimated those costs based on per 
acre or per mile recent cost incurred on the forest. What we ended up with here are 
four different dollar amounts. You can see the revenue generated minus the cost of 
implementation are estimated to be anywhere from just over $500,000  to over $1.5  
million. 
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Response to Comments from the Scoping Period (Corrected as per Objection Instructions) 

regrowth that occurs after harvest, they should not be negatively impacting the regenerating 
forests. (Harris 2018).  

10-10 Judy Dumke 10) Which oak species are being considered for regeneration?  Will there be any preferential
selection as to species?  Q. falcata is present in small quantities in the southern part of the area
and represents some of the most northern populations known for this species.  Mature trees
should probably be retained for seed potential.

We would be favoring southern red oak when encountered, which would be cut and allowed to re-
sprout. Long-lived oaks would be favored for retention in shelterwood establishment harvests and 
clearcuts with reserves (preferentially selecting white oaks for retention). 

10-11 Judy Dumke In addition to the comments I submitted in the past I should like to address four issues here.  This 
is intended to provide suggestions for inclusions in the first draft of the proposal that might make 
public understanding faster and clearer.   

1) There have been offerings of timber sales in the past that did not receive any bids that were
even remotely adequate, including some that were proposals to charge for timber removal.  If this
occurs in the Sunny Oaks project how will it be handled?  Basically it is an economics vs.
management goals decision.  (4/25/18)

We are not concerned about these sales being no bid at this time.  The planning team’s initial 
financial efficiency economic contributions estimate finds that the project should have a present 
net value economic gains of between $559,000 and $1,571,000. 

10-12 Judy Dumke In addition to the comments I submitted in the past I should like to address four issues here.  This 
is intended to provide suggestions for inclusions in the first draft of the proposal that might make 
public understanding faster and clearer.   

2) There is some, minimal, concern that firewood opportunities for the community be considered,
particularly for low income, wood burning homes.  There is also a small woodworking
community that would like access to small amounts of wood suitable for crafts or other smaller
items.  Their needs are primarily for species that would be found in mixed hardwoods, such as
maple, beech, walnut, and even ash,  and not in oak hickory stands. Are there provisions to meet
these needs in the face of difficult administrative constraints?  Even establishing contact with the
affected community members would be difficult. (4/25/18)

Manual tree cutting is a component of the project activities.  Determining if it would 
desirable/acceptable to conduct that work while providing for firewood/woodworking 
opportunities for the community can be considered as part of implementation planning.  

10-13 Judy Dumke In addition to the comments I submitted in the past I should like to address four issues here.  This 
is intended to provide suggestions for inclusions in the first draft of the proposal that might make 
public understanding faster and clearer.   

3) The inclusion of Landscape Restoration Partnerships and Stewardship Contracting
components of the plan, if present, need to be fully explicated in the document.  This is
particularly significant in terms of the funding that would be returned to local communities.  It
could engender anger if it resulted in no local funding and partners emerged with no connection
to the area and no concern for the final condition of the land.  These concepts are poorly
understood in the community and feared by many who are aware of the implications for misuse.
(4/25/18)

How the project may be implemented in relationship to stewardship contracting, Good Neighbor 
Authority, or any other special authority has not yet been determined, and would likely not be 
determined until individual sales are being planned.   

10-14 Judy Dumke In addition to the comments I submitted in the past I should like to address four issues here.  This 
is intended to provide suggestions for inclusions in the first draft of the proposal that might make 
public understanding faster and clearer.   

4) All of the SIA’s should be listed, including the reasons for which they were set aside, the
recommendations found in the Gardner report, and any treatments that are proposed and their
justifications.  These areas are, usually, sources of reference for comparison with areas of active
management.  These designed places provide, not only very useful data, but also a way of
providing long term microrefugia for many species and communities.  Some contain species that
are at range edge and may be reproductive sources for adapted organisms in the face of a
changing climate.   (4/25/18)

Handley Branch is the only Special Area that is included in the project and prescribed fire is 
compatible with maintaining the conditions favorable for oak barrens. See response to comments 
10-1 and 10-5.

11-1 Glatfelter 
(Michael 
Besonen, 

In regard to the above subject, please record this e-mail from me as being very much in favor of 
this proposed project for numerous reasons.  Some of those reasons include the following: 

- Only 1% of the Wayne National Forest (WNF) is currently in young brushy forest.

Thank you 
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harvest area. (4/24/18) 
24-7 Randolph 

Pepke Sr 
My concerns and comments are specifically related to the proposed Edwards Road, Kokeen 
Road North and C H & D Road South Harvest Blocks proposed in the Sunny Oaks Project and 
are as follows: 

b. Road/ Bridge Damage.
a. What are the proposed routes for the heavy equipment and logging

trucks? Have the weight limits of the single lane bridges been taken
into consideration for heavy equipment usage? Has their current
conditions been assessed before they are used?

b. Many of the local roads are narrow and subject to slippage, what damage
will be done to the road berms due to heavy equipment traffic? (4/24/18)

At the time of preparing individual timber sales, staff work with the local Townships on 
maintenance needs for routes that may be used for hauling. 

There is a preliminary plan for haul routes; however, it can be altered at the request of the 
purchaser/hauler.  This plan does take into consideration weight limits and current road 
conditions. 

24-8 Randolph 
Pepke Sr 

My concerns and comments are specifically related to the proposed Edwards Road, Kokeen 
Road North and C H & D Road South Harvest Blocks proposed in the Sunny Oaks Project and 
are as follows: 

c. Wildlife/ Environmental impact.
a. While the proposed project suggests the harvesting will improve and

increase the content of a variety of wildlife in the area, I have seen little
or no current problems in the quantity or diversity of wildlife in this areas
forest.

b. The presence of ticks are already a considerable concern for residents and
prevalent within the borders of Wayne National Forest in this area. An
increase of bushy foliage in the area will dramatically increase the tick
population in the area. Are there plans within the project to control their
proliferation in these areas?

c. My opinion on the overall health of the forest in the proposed area is
good. I do not agree that a harvest in the area would be beneficial to
existing foliage or wildlife habitats. This area is considerably young by
forestry standards and still recovering from widespread harvesting
performed in the area decades ago. (4/24/18)

a. This statement is the commenter’s opinion.  Data collected in Ohio shows the declines in bird
species reliant on young, brushy forest (Rodewald et. al. 2016) and that bird species more
commonly associated with mature forest use young, brushy forest in their post-breeding period
(Rodewald 2013, Rodewald and Yahner 2000).  This is discussed in the Purpose & Need
presentation and shown on slides 4, 5, and 6.
b. Recent research (Tripp 2017) suggests that prescribed fire may reduce the densities of deer ticks
for several years after the burns.
c. This statement is the commenter’s opinion. As shown in the Purpose & Need presentation on
slide 15, only 2.5 acres are currently in the young, brushy forest condition within the Forest
Shrubland Mosaic in the Ironton Ranger District.  See response to comment 21-1.

24-9 Randolph 
Pepke Sr 

My concerns and comments are specifically related to the proposed Edwards Road, Kokeen Road 
North and C H & D Road South Harvest Blocks proposed in the Sunny Oaks Project and are as 
follows: 

d. Funding distribution.
a. It is my opinion that any and all monies raised from the sale of timber

related to this project be proportionately distributed (by harvested
area) and directly applied to that township for the improvement of area
roads, drainage and restoration of bridges that are already in dire need of
improvement, repair or replacement. (4/24/18)

Descriptions of how the WNF provides economic contributions related to conducting projects on 
the Wayne National Forest and more specifically estimates for the Sunny Oaks Project are found 
on slides 12, 29, and 30 in the Purpose & Need presentation.  The financial efficiency analysis is 
discussed on slide 29 in the same presentation. See also response to comment 24-7. 

24-10 Randolph 
Pepke Sr 

I would like a be provided with comprehensive data for the Wayne National Forest, Ironton 
District on the exact extent of leased WNF land for fracking; to whom it was leased to; the 
specific content of the leases; and, perhaps most importantly what plans there are, if any, to offer 
any or more leased land within the WNF in Gallia, Jackson and Lawrence counties to entities 
involved in the fracking industry.   

This comment is not related to the Sunny Oaks project.  A commitment such as what is requested 
is outside of the scope of the Sunny Oaks Project, and would best be requested through the Forest 
Plan Revision process. The new access roads proposed for this project would be low standard, 
closed to public motorized traffic, and likely not up to the needs of oil and gas operators.   
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a vibrant habitat for native Ohio wildlife and plants that has disappeared as our forests have 
matured. 

27-2 Richard 
Barrick 

I started hunting Ruffed Grouse in the 70's and have limited most of my hunting efforts to this 
challenging king of the gamebirds.  As late as the 90's I was still finding sizable numbers of 
Ruffed Grouse throughout Southeastern Ohio and I was always respectful of limiting harvests to 
a few birds from any one location. Over the past 15 years I have noticed a severe decline in 
Ruffed Grouse populations to the point that after many days without sighting a single grouse I 
suspended my hunting activities.  The past two years was the first time in many years that I gave 
it a try and was again unsuccessful in finding any birds over 2 days each year in areas that 
previously held sizable populations. 

It is very discouraging to walk through what I consider sterile forests and see very little sign of 
any wildlife.  I also have concerns that future generations will not be able to experience the 
excitement and challenge that Ruffed Grouse offer to the hunter. 

Thank you. 

27-3 Richard 
Barrick 

I have been a member of the Ruffed Grouse Society for many years primarily to support their 
efforts in research and population management of the Ruffed Grouse and I encourage you to 
consult with their biologists as you further consider the Sunny Oaks Project. 

Thank you. 

28-1 Steve Lederer This project is proposed to artificially create an transitional forest, and support habitat for grouse. 
I oppose 20 years of logging and herbicide use on thousands of acres of forest. The plan fails to 
address the complex stressors to the grouse, while manipulating an established forest - one that is 
needed to offset the damages being done from climate change. 

See response comments 18-4 and 18-5. 

29-1 Tim Dickens I support all parts of the Sunny Oaks Project forest management plan.  
Side note: Yesterday afternoon I witnessed approximately a dozen people hunting mushrooms in 
the Hanging Rock (road F-105) area of the Ironton District. They supported the controlled burn 
part of Sunny Oaks because it helps the mushrooms grow.  

Thank you. 

30-1 Greg Goebel The Wayne National Forest is in dire need of more young forest and early successional habitat.  
Currently the Wayne National Forest has less than 1% young, brushy forest. The wildlife species 
that depend on this type of habitat, such as ruffed grouse, American woodcock, golden wing 
warblers, box turtles, wild turkey and others has been in decline on the Wayne National Forest.  
This project will help these species and others species that rely on young forest habitat for their 
survival.   

Thank you. 

30-2 Greg Goebel This project is a step in the right direction, however the Wayne National Forest needs to consider 
additional projects in the Ironton Ranger District as well as its other ranger districts to address the 
lack early successional habitat that it currently has at the present time.  

Thank you. Additional projects will be considered on other areas of the Wayne, but are not part of 
this current project or analysis. 

31-1 Ben Burke I am in support of The Sunny Oaks Project and hope the Wayne National Forest embarks on 
similar projects in the near future.   

The lack of early successional forest habitat has had a detrimental effect on the wildlife that 
depends on it for its survival.  I advocate for a more managed forest containing early, mid aged 
and mature aged forest landscapes to benefit a wider range of wildlife. 

Thank you. 

32-1 Michael 
Sturdevant 

1. Timber harvest should be quantified
• how many board feet will be available
• how many jobs are expected to be created
• how much revenue will be generated

In response to public input, a financial efficiency analysis was carried out. This analysis provides 
information relevant to the future financial position of the program if the project is implemented. 
Financial efficiency considers anticipated costs and revenues that are part of Forest Service 
monetary transactions. Present net value (PNV) is used as an indicator of financial efficiency and 
presents one tool to be used in conjunction with many other factors in the decision-making 
process. PNV combines benefits and costs that occur at different times and discounts them into an 
amount that is equivalent to all economic activity in a single year. The analysis suggested that 
revenue generated minus the cost of implementation are estimated to be anywhere from just over 

Sunny Oaks Final Decision Notice and Finding of No Significant Impact 
Appendix C 



Response to Comments from the Scoping Period (Corrected as per Objection Instructions) 

$500,000 to over $1.5 million. A positive PNV indicates that the alternative is financially 
efficient. 
A range of 48,924 – 71,168 ccf have been estimated. with an associated net economic 
contributions of $559,000 - $1,571,000.  See the Purpose & Need presentation discussion for 
slides 29 and 30. 

32-2 Michael 
Sturdevant 

2. Road creation should be done with an eye toward future recreation opportunities.
Especially motorized and mountain bike uses may not require significant mitigation post-
harvest. Expanding recreational opportunities while providing young brushy forest will
increase the value of this project.

Creating new recreational opportunities is outside of the purpose of this project, but may be 
considered in the future. The Forest Shrubland Mosaic is not a motorized management area.  If the 
commenter wishes to expand motorized recreational opportunities, he may want to become 
involved in the Forest Plan Revision process. 

32-3 Michael 
Sturdevant 

3. Creating new roads and then closing them to the public is unacceptable.  They closures
will be not be easy to enforce.  Such enforcement would be a waste of resources when
the roads could be used for recreation.

This is a statement of opinion. Roads will be closed using gates, boulders, berms. Roads are not 
closed to the public.  They can be used by the public on foot.  

32-4 Michael 
Sturdevant 

I fully support this project.  The harvesting of timber for good management is good policy. Thank you. 

33-1 Larry Helmers I would like to comment in support of the Sunny Oaks project and would like to see it expanded 
to the Athens and Hocking county parts of Wayne National. Having spent approximately 20 
straight years recreating and viewing wildlife in the forest I have seen species disappear or 
decline due to lack of forest age diversity. Please expand the project and incorporate as much 
rotational prescribed fire as possible.  

Thank you. Additional projects will be considered on other areas of the Wayne, but are not part of 
this current project or analysis. 

34-1 Tom Patrick I’ve looked over the Sunny Oaks project webpage and I think this project is a step in the right 
direction and long overdue in my opinion. I have done some grouse and wild turkey hunting in 
the past in Southern Ohio mostly on Wayne National Forest lands. Also I must be honest and say 
that whenever I saw a clearcut of any size I was angered thinking it was the greed of the lumber 
company and the landowner (US Gov.) for money. I also saw a decline in some species 
population- especially the grouse. Many grouse hunters blamed the influx of the wild turkey as 
contributing to the declining grouse population but in retrospect it was the maturing of the habitat 
which had a huge impact. 

Thank you. 

34-2 Tom Patrick I really haven’t given much thought nor understood what early succession habitat was but after 
getting an email from a friend about the Sunny Oaks project I decided to research this thing 
called early succession habitat. An internet search on the topic led me to two websites about early 
succession habitat in the states of Missouri and Vermont. Also I sought input from a friend who 
is a certified forester and I have done an about face  regarding my view of clear or select cuts, the 
benefits of early succession habit and the resulting positive impact on wildlife and the ecosystem. 
These early succession habitats will benefit much wildlife including grouse, quail and wild 
turkey to name a few. 

In summary I support the proposed Sunny Oaks project and hope for more in the future to benefit 
the outdoor enthusiast. 

Thank you. 

35-1 Gwen 
Marshall, 
Protect 
Biodiversity in 
Public Forests 

1) This project is being claimed to benefit the forest, but the project details show that it is in fact
just a timber sale.  The volume of trees being cut and the size and types of cuts are beneficial to
the Forest Service’s budget, where they get to keep all revenues of the sale while using tax payer
money to do the timber sales paper & on the ground project set up work.  The details of the
project show that the stated intention of the project is not what it says it is and therefore the
project should not happen.

See the Purpose & Need presentation discussion for slides 3-13 for descriptions of the purpose 
and need for this project.  One of the purposes of the project is contribute to the local, regional, 
national, and global economy.  However, economic contributions are not the primary driver for 
the project. It is acknowledged that there would be revenue generated through the timber harvests, 
and that the revenue would be split according to Congressional formulas for distribution of funds, 
which come directly from the U.S. Treasury, not the Forest Service. 

35-2 Gwen 
Marshall, 
Protect 
Biodiversity in 
Public Forests 

2) There is no actual landscape wide shortage of small trees in this or any purchase area section
of the Wayne National Forest.  This claim that there is a need for getting rid of mature trees by
doing this project is false.

See response to comments 21-1 and 55-19.  Also, see the Purpose & Need presentation discussion 
for slides 4-10 and 14-16. 
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Rebbeck, Joanne, et. al. 2012. Do chestnut, northern red, and white oak germinant seedlings 
respond similarly to light treatments? II. Gas exchange and chlorophyll responses. Canadian 
Journal of Forest Research. Vol. 42, pp. 1025-1037. 

Tripp, Shane M. 2017. Prescribed fire and deer ticks: a management method for the primary 
vector of Lyme disease in the eastern United States. Graduate Dissertations and Theses. 11. 
https://orb.binghamton.edu/dissertations_and_theses/11 

35-7 Gwen 
Marshall, 
Protect 
Biodiversity in 
Public Forests 

8) As stated in #4, this list of reasons not to do the project is incomplete and there is no good
ecological reason to do this project so it should not be allowed to happen.

This is a statement of opinion.  See response to comment 35-1. 

36-1 Laurel Kirkhart I am writing in response to the proposed Sunnyoaks logging project in Gallia County Ohio.  My 
understanding is that the reason public comment is required is because of clearcuts that are going 
to be greater than 60 acres in size.   

Public comment is required because we are proposing a federal action that would have impacts on 
the human environment (i.e. we are proposing a project).  Including as part of the project the plan 
to implement clearcuts greater than 40 acres in size requires 60 days of public notice and approval 
by the Regional Forester. 

36-2 Laurel Kirkhart As a gallia county tax payer I would like to know how much the county will receive for the 1000 
acres of logging. I know that a 300 acre property adjacent to me went for $150,000 for select 
cutting.  I would like to know whether a local person or persons have a contract and I would like 
to know what percentage of the revenue stays in the county. 

Economic returns are realized by the counties that have Wayne National Forest lands through 
various means.   Sales are open bid with the highest bidder being awarded the sale.  The amount of 
the bid depends on many variables, including the type of harvest, the volume and composition of 
trees to be removed, the amount of road building that may be needed, etc.  This is described in the 
Purpose & Need slide 12, with estimations and discussion on economic contributions on slides 29 
and 30. 

36-3 Laurel Kirkhart I am also concerned about plans for soil erosion mitigation .  Much of the area is highly erodible. 
Why do the clear-cut areas need to be greater than 60 acres? Is there a plan to leave buffers 
around streams and ravines? 

Buffers, also called riparian filterstrips, will be retained along perennial, intermittent, and 
ephemeral waterways.  Analysis of the potential for soil erosion is contained in the Soils 
presentation and analysis of the potential for stream sedimentation is contained in the Watershed 
presentation.   

The reasoning behind proposing larger-sized clearcuts is found in the Purpose & Need 
presentation in the discussion for slides 31 and 32. 

36-4 Laurel Kirkhart How close are the proposed logging areas to the recreational parts of Wayne national Forest in 
Gallia County such as the hiking trail areas? Will the clear-cut extend to the roads or will there be 
at least a visual buffer?  We have been extremely unimpressed with the appearance of sites the 
local logging jobs have left in our immediate area.  Gallia County is trying to develop tourism, a 
bunch of ugly clear cuts along our scenic byways will not help. 

There are some harvests proposed near the Morgan Sisters and Symmes Creek trails.  These two 
locations are discussed in the Recreation & Scenery presentation on slide 11. 

District Ranger Slone will determine where to apply visual buffers along open roads and trails to 
screen the harvests from view. 

36-5 Laurel Kirkhart I also question whether harvesting over 5% of gallia county timberlands represents a sustainable 
harvest, we have owned our property for 28 years and it seems to me that it certainly takes longer 
than that to go from scrub to marketable timber.  The pulpwood cycle in Alabama takes 30 years.  
Having sold small amounts of timber personally we know that a large mature 75-100 year old 
tree brings a lot more than several 14 inchers and most of our soil around here will not grow even 
a 14 inch oak in 20 years, particularly when the topsoil is allowed to erode away.  I mention 20 
years because if we cut 5 percent a year, and we are actually planning more than that, all our 
timber will be gone in 20 years. 

In this response the assumption is made that the commenter is referencing 1,000 acres of Sunny 
Oaks in relationship to the 17,000 acres of Wayne National Forest in Gallia County.  The Wayne 
National Forest encompasses 244,263 acres of federal lands over 12 counties.  The 2,738 acres 
proposed for harvest in the Sunny Oaks Project (less acres in Alternative 2) represents about 1% 
of the total Wayne acreage. 

At this time there are no plans to harvest the remaining acres of the Wayne National Forest in 
Gallia County. 

Also, see the response to comments 21-1 and 55-19. 

37-1 John Peer I was just reviewing the Sunny Oaks Project and wanted to write and show my support for the 
project. I am a Forestry/Wildlife Specialist and am very excited by the possibility of this project 

Thank you. 
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39-4 Gayle and 
Dave 
Armstrong 

4. I am concerned about impact to the existing trail system. Trail closures reduces the
opportunity for recreational use of the WNF.  We request that at least a 100 foot buffer be
left around all trails.

For the prescribed fire activities, one of the trails that accesses the Elkins Creek Horse Camp will 
be kept open at all times.  Temporary closures are needed when prescribed fire operations are 
taking place and for several days afterwards while the area is assessed by staff to make sure that 
there are no dangers to the public from opening the area. 

For areas where the horse trail is in or near proposed harvest units the planning team has found 
that in all cases the trail should be able to be temporarily or permanently re-routed.  The only 
section of horse trail that is within a harvest unit is within C466S1 and shown on the Elkins Creek 
Road Harvest Block map.  This section can be temporarily re-routed on the Township Road.  The 
permanent route of the trail will be provided a buffer to maintain the current shade and scenic 
quality. 

These mitigation measures are described in the Purpose & Need presentation in the discussion for 
slides 33-35 and 57. 

The specific trail locations are discussed in detail in the Recreation & Scenery presentation for 
slides 11 and 15-17. 

39-5 Gayle and 
Dave 
Armstrong 

5. I am concerned with the impact of this project on the visual beauty of the trails system. This
section of the WNF is one of the most scenic areas in Ohio and it is heavily used by hikers,
horsemen and hunters.  We request that at least a 100 foot buffer be left around all trails.

See response to comment 39-4.  

39-6 Gayle and 
Dave 
Armstrong 

6. Clearcutting, burning and herbicides.

During timber harvesting operations, when trail are supposed to be open, the timber
harvesting companies leave equipment, piles of unwanted cut trees and trash blocking the
trails, essentially closing the trails and displaying a total disregard for public access to public
lands. After timber harvesting is completed, the forest is not restored but left a barren
wasteland with enormous heaps of unwanted trees, branches, trash, etc. What will be done to
control these practices by the company chosen to harvest the timber from the Wayne
National Forest?

Burning - The proscribed burning of areas that contain poison ivy is an extreme health
hazard for people, like myself, who are highly allergic to poison ivy.   Exposure to smoke
from burning poison ivy results in a severe reaction that includes nasal passages, lungs and
throat as well as on the skin.  Please notify me as far in advance as possible when burns in
my area are to occur.

See response to comment 39-4. 

Contract provisions will be put in place related to what to do with slash and debris.  
Less than ½ mile of horse trail would be directly affected by harvests. 

The result of the harvests is a young forest that supports a diversity of wildlife species.  Brush 
piles provide habitat for a variety of animals. 

Staff do provide notifications, in accordance with Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
regulations, which includes notifying which units are planned to be burned at the start of the burn 
season.  Staff can notify the commenter the day prior to planned burns 

39-7 Gayle and 
Dave 
Armstrong 

7. Impact to the local economy.  This area of Ohio is one of the poorest in the state.  The
businesses, roads, bridges and other infrastructure cannot survive or subsidize the impact or
expense of heavy equipment on the roads and loss of revenue due to loss of use of
recreational public lands, trail closure and excessive noise levels.  What will be done to
minimize this impact?

Economic contributions from implementing the project are discussed Discussion on how 
implementing the project provides economic support is found in the Purpose & Need presentation 
in slides 12, 29, and 30, with a financial efficiency analysis explained on slide 29.  In addition, the 
Recreation & Scenery presentation discusses the trade-offs that may occur related to recreation in 
slides 10, 12, 22, and 24.  Each slide discusses potential negative and beneficial impacts to 
recreation and scenery. 

39-8 Gayle and 
Dave 
Armstrong 

8. This area is also prone to seasonal flooding; I am concerned deforestation will increase the
flooding problems. Please provide projected increases in run-off and flooding that will
result from this project.

The Watershed presentation discusses the potential for increased water yield and sedimentation at 
multiple scales – the Symmes Creek watershed scale and then smaller drainage areas.  Multiple 
scales were used to address concerns from adjacent landowners regarding the proposed treatments. 
The entire Watershed presentation is relevant to respond to this comment, but slide 28 is 
especially relevant.  
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47-3 Tamara Hicks I have spent countless hours volunteering on those very trails, as have many others. I believe it is 
one of the best trails systems in the state of Ohio! It would be devastation to see them ruined. 
Have you seen what timbering has done to the trails at Shawnee State? They are horrible! 

See response to comments 39-4 and 39-5. 

47-4 Tamara Hicks Clear cuts, Some of these would be greater than 40 acres in size? How much bigger?? Largest clearcut proposed is 116 acres; however, in reality this clearcut would be several smaller 
harvests that would be separated by forested filterstrips along perennial, intermittent, and 
ephemeral waterways supplemented with forested travel corridors.  The Purpose & Need 
presentation discussion for slide 18 explains the filterstrips and forested travel corridors. 

47-5 Tamara Hicks I also think the sound of logging trucks and chain saws would affect the peacefulness the horse 
riders, campers, and hikers, come to this very area to enjoy. There is also the possibility that 
these very things would endanger us due to scaring the horses. Also, it would affect us enjoying 
the wildlife that we see when we ride. 

Noise from harvesting activities would be temporary.  Harvests are not that close to horse trail.  In 
the one area where horse trail is in a proposed harvest unit, the trail would be temporarily re-
routed. 

Harvesting creates a habitat that also attracts wildlife. 
47-6 Tamara Hicks Also the roads are already in terrible shape, how will the trucks affect the local roads and 

bridges? Did you know that there are up to $100,000 dollar rigs (Horse Trailers) that drive on 
those roads to camp in this area? Will there be in Previsions for money from this to be put 
towards trails and roads? 

A portion of the timber revenue generated is returned to the counties to be split 50:50 between 
road maintenance and school.  See also the Purpose & Need presentation, slide 12. 

47-7 Tamara Hicks Where does the money go from the sale of this timber, who benefits? See the response to comment 39-7. 

47-8 Tamara Hicks Will any of the impacted areas be open afterward to increase the trail system? Other than considering opportunities to re-locate a portion of the Dean State Connector that is 
proposed to be used as a haul route, changes or increases to the trail system are not considered 
within the Sunny Oaks Project. 

47-9 Tamara Hicks There has already been a lot of damage near the historical Indian Mound at High Point trails, 
(main loop), and the Blue Grass trails. Big trucks have rutted them out terribly. Will someone be 
responsible for repairing them. Or will it fall on the volunteers to clean up the mess? 

Trails that are impacted through hauling or use as a fireline would be fixed back to pre-
hauling/pre-fireline condition. 

47-10 Tamara Hicks How will this impact the Horse Camps in this area, and the people who live there? Will this 
affect water run off? 

See response to comments 39-4 and 39-8. 

47-11 Tamara Hicks You speak of stewardship, but this country has very little, big standing timber left, and we have a 
right to enjoy some of it. Large brushy areas, and clear cuts, do not make for beautiful scenery! 
There are already numerous cleared areas, and brushy undergrowth in this area! But only a few 
areas with bigger timber! 

Please spend a day on these trails with me, and I will show them to you! We would not see it 
returned to the same condition in our lifetime!  I believe there are many areas that could be 
considered, that don't impact the horse and hiking trails. 

This is a statement of opinion. See response to comments 21-1, 21-2, and 26-1. 

48-1 William Tipton I have watched Shawnee State Forest go through the same actions you are proposing and it just 
doesn't work… 
After years of logging and burning there are no grouse in Shawnee the timber harvest areas are 
full of invasive species of both flora and fauna. The deer and turkeys made their living eating in 
surrounding fields as there is no food in the forest. 

See response to comment 18-4 related to ruffed grouse and wildlife in general, and response to 
comment 3-1 related to invasive species. 

48-2 William Tipton If there was no money to be made would you still recommend it? The Project Development Framework presentation addresses this comment by describing why 
projects are developed on National Forests, as well as response to comments 21-1 and 48-3. 

48-3 William Tipton Why do you people think you can improve on nature?  A forest doesn't need managed just leave 
it alone.   

The reasons for managing the National Forests are described in the Project Development 
Framework presentation slides 2-4 and the specific reasons for taking action in the Sunny Oaks 
Project are described in the Purpose & Need presentation slides 3-12 and 15-16. 

49-1 Roger 
Humphrey 

How much Money is going to be made and where is it going to? 
What percentage of money will go to the school district and what school district will it go to? 

Economic contributions The mechanisms by which activities on National Forest System lands 
provide economic support to local communities are described in the Purpose & Need presentation 
on slide 12.  General discussion on how the Sunny Oaks project can provide support to economies 
from implementing the project are discussed in the Purpose & Need presentation on slide 30.in 
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slides 12, 29, and 30.  See response to comments 24-7 and 32-1.  Estimates of economic 
contributions the present net value are described on slide 29 and are between $559,000 and 
$1,571,000.  The present net value was calculated through a financial efficiency analysis. This 
analysis provides information relevant to the future financial position of the program if the project 
is implemented. Financial efficiency considers anticipated costs and revenues that are part of 
Forest Service monetary transactions. Present net value is used as an indicator of financial 
efficiency and presents one tool to be used in conjunction with many other factors in the decision-
making process. PNV combines benefits and costs that occur at different times and discounts them 
into an amount that is equivalent to all economic activity in a single year. The analysis suggested 
that revenue generated minus the cost of implementation are estimated to be anywhere from just 
over $500,000 to over $1.5 million. A positive present net value indicates that the alternative is 
financially efficient 

The Wayne National Forest is made up of lands from 12 counties in SE Ohio.  Currently, in 2018, 
there are four categories of payments made to these counties: Payment in Lieu of Taxes, Secure 
Rural Schools, the 25% Fund, and Federal Minerals Payments.  The amount of the payment to 
each county is determined through different formulas for each program.   All take into account 
how many acres of federal lands are contained in each county.  The 25% Fund also includes the 
amount of revenue generated through things like timber sales and mineral leases on the Wayne 
National Forest. 

Out of those 4 categories, the Secure Rural Schools, 25% Fund, and Federal Mineral Payments are 
legislatively required to be 50:50 split in their use towards supporting schools and road 
maintenance. 

49-2 Roger 
Humphrey 

How is this going to impact the Symmes Creek flood plain? The Watershed presentation discusses the potential for increased water yield and sedimentation at 
multiple scales – the Symmes Creek watershed scale and then smaller catchments. Multiple scales 
were used to address concerns from adjacent landowners regarding the proposed treatments. The 
entire Watershed presentation is relevant to respond to this comment and should be fully reviewed 
to understand potential effects.  

Research used to guide the Watershed analysis shows that removing 20-25% of basal area (a 
measurement of tree density) within any given watershed may result in a statistically reliable 
increase in water yield (Edwards and Troendle 2012).  An increase in water yield does not 
automatically mean that there is an increase in flood frequency.  There are many other factors that 
play into flooding - underlying soil properties, stream geomorphology, size of the riparian forest, 
and species of trees within  the watershed to name a few. They all work together and play a role in 
the flooding phenomenon. 

When looking at the Symmes Creek watershed as a whole (about 250,000 acres), the Sunny Oaks 
Project would likely not be of concern.  If it is assumed that all harvests remove all of the basal 
area of trees within their acreage (i.e. all clearcuts), then harvest activities would account for about 
1% reduction in basal area in the Symmes Creek watershed.  This value is well below the 20-25% 
range shown to result in a statistically reliable increase in water yield.  In actually implementing 
the project, not all of the trees would be removed – a little less than half of the harvests in the 
proposed action would be shelterwoods.  Additionally, harvests would not occur all during the 
same year – they would be spread out over time, with the second harvests in the shelterwoods 
occurring 5-15 years after the establishment harvests.  These two factors would further reduce 
additional water yield contributions that may occur to the overall watershed.  
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harvested in the Sunny Oaks project would remain forested. They would not be 
converted to another land use, but would simply be younger forest that would still 
provide flood risk reduction.  

10-2 Rodger 
Humphrey 
Letters 

The project will kill thousands of animals by eliminating habitat and food supplies for decades 
According to an article in Ohio Wildlife Magazine timber rattlesnakes need large tracts of undisturbed forest, and timbering is 
their greatest threat. 
Very few people who live in the vicinity of Wayne National Forest want bear in their backyard. 
I wonder how box turtles do with forest burning.  
In one of the presentations [the Environmental Assessment], it showed a decline in ground nesting birds. I believe that if 
studies were done you would find this is more of a turkey problem than a habitat problem [due to turkey predation on 
eggs]…The last two years I hear plenty of turkeys, but no whippoorwills.   

Effects of the Sunny Oaks project on wildlife were assessed and disclosed in the 
Wildlife presentation, transcripts, and Wildlife Biological Assessment and Evaluation.  
The commenter did not provide the article or a reference to the article mentioned. Direct 
and indirect effects to timber rattlesnakes are addressed in the Wildlife Biological 
Evaluation (project record). To date, no rattlesnakes have ever been found within the 
project area and most of the proposed project activities would be beneficial to the snake, 
thus reducing any adverse cumulative effects.  
See response to comment 8-6.  
Box turtles are a species that is at a higher risk of adverse effects from fire due to their 
limited mobility and habitat preferences. Injury and/or death can occur. Frequency of 
burns, time of year, and a mosaic pattern of burning can help mitigate the adverse 
effects. Research has shown that box turtles had a lower body mass in burns sites than 
those in unburned areas, suggesting that fire may degrade habitat for this species 
(Howey and Roosenburg 2013; 
https://www.fs.fed.us/database/feis/animals/reptile/teca/all.html; Roloff and Swem 
2015). Almost all research on this matter suggest that more study is needed.  
No documentation was provided to verify the information presented in the letter, 
including the statements made claiming turkeys are causing the decline in ground 
nesting birds. The current lack of suitable habitat and related decline in populations for 
species such as the whippoorwills and ruffed grouse was addressed, however, in the 
Purpose & Need presentation (slide 4), and potential project effects to whippoorwills 
and ruffed grouse are addressed in the Wildlife presentation (Slide 25) and the 
Biological Evaluation (project record). The project is expected to have no adverse effect 
on either species, and both are expected to benefit to some degree with the introduction 
of more edge and shrubby habitat over the course of 20 years as some areas rotate in 
growth conditions. Utilization of prescribed fire would also improve foraging 
opportunities.  

10-3 Rodger 
Humphrey 
Letters 

The project has not been open and honest to the citizens who own this forest…Promised reports have not been received. 
Promised answers to questions are still not answered. The actions of the foresters have all the appearances of corruption.  
The Forest Service was not willing to contact FEMA or to come to a monthly meeting of Lawrence County Soil and Water. 
Foresters promise private meetings that haven’t happened.  
Promised public meetings have not happened.  

The Wayne National Forest has conducted planning and public engagement related to 
the Sunny Oaks project in accordance with the letter and spirit of the National 
Environmental Policy Act.  

Initial communication to the general public regarding the purpose and need of the Sunny 
Oaks Project included a newsletter emailed and direct mailed to interests citizens, 
organizations, and adjacent landowners; a news release sent to multiple media outlets in 
the tristate area, a Facebook post, and a video that was completed in cooperation with 
Ohio University Southern and broadcast on their local TV station in April 2018.  

In addition, Forest Service staff met and communicated regularly with interested 
individuals and organizations regarding the project, including field visits with adjacent 
concerned landowners to discuss their concerns. The entirety of the public involvement 
for this project is described in full in the Decision Notice, Public Involvement section. 

Reports, which included the transcripts of the analysis presentations, the financial 
efficiency analysis economic estimate calculations, and the climate change workbook 
were provided to the commenter (overnighted February 5 and 7, 2019), and inquiries 
from the public were answered promptly. This response to comments documents the 
WNF answers to the commenter’s questions and concerns in combination with previous 
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responses made available to the public during the 30 day comment period on the project 
webpage and documentation contained in the project record of phone conversations and 
meetings with the commenter.  
The Forest Service is concerned with the effects of our operations including flooding as 
it pertains to safety of downstream residents. We answered the concerns about safety by 
providing a hydrologic output analysis and determined that our activities would not 
increase the threat of flooding.  Our Forest Hydrologist did attempt to locate the FEMA 
contact that the commenter stated had concerns about the project, but was unsuccessful.  
The commenter did not provide the name or contact information of the FEMA person 
that he had been in contact with.  Ranger Slone did discuss the project with a contact 
from the Lawrence County Soil and Water District in late July 2018.  Ranger Slone 
explained the purpose of the project and the activities involved.  He offered to meet with 
the District’s board, rather than a public meeting, but the District contact did not feel 
that was necessary. 
Two private meetings occurred with the commenter, Ranger Slone, and Acting Forest 
Supervisor Carleen Yocum on May 29, 2019 at the Ironton office and via a conference 
call on June 6, 2019. 
Three public meetings were held regarding the Sunny Oaks Project. The first two 
meetings were organized by the Southern Wayne Advocacy Council (SWAC) which is 
made up of a diverse group of community leaders that have formed a non-profit 
collaborative with a primary mission of being a bridge between the community and the 
WNF. Members of the group include Lawrence County Chamber of Commerce, 
Lawrence County Economic Development Corporation, field representative for 
Congressman Johnson’s office, Lawrence County Commissioner, and individuals 
representing science, business, education, equestrian, and ATV communities. These two 
SWAC-organized and hosted meetings focused on reaching out to community leaders 
and organizations, County Commissioners, and Township Trustees. A third meeting was 
held at the high school in Oak Hill and directed at adjacent landowners. Following this 
meeting, Ranger Slone personally met with individual landowners at their request. A 
similar offer was made by Ranger Slone to the commenter – a personal meeting to tour 
the project area and also look at other areas that were previously harvested. The 
commenter declined the offer.  

10-4 Rodger 
Humphrey 
Letters 

The project economics have not been adequately studied. The Forestry Dept. has financial benefits for completing the project.  
Commenter states that Lawrence County and Lawrence County schools will only receive a small proportion of the money that 
will be spent on the project and the money that is earned from the project. The money received by the local governments is 
not sufficient to make up for the economic costs imposed by the project (such as flooding).  

Project economics have The financial efficiency of the project has been adequately 
studied and has continued to be considered as potential alternatives were being 
discussed. While there would be money generated from the sale of timber, the FS and its 
employees would not benefit monetarily. Money generated from the sale of timber is 
retained for work that would go into tending and development of the new stands of 
timber, wildlife habitat improvement and watershed improvement activities all generally 
within the project area. The remainder of the money generated from the sale of timber 
would go to the U.S. Treasury who then reallocates this money and other money 
generated from allowable activities on the Wayne National Forest (e.g. oil and gas lease 
sales) to counties based on calculations they determine implement the laws, rules, and 
regulations. The remainder of the money generated from these sales that is not 
reallocated to counties is retained by the U.S. Treasury.   
There are laws, rules, and regulations including a system of checks and balances that 
prescribe how the money would be handled and where it should go. While there would 
be receipts retained locally to do reforestation efforts, it would be contractors who 
would be given the chance to earn these funds by performing tasks such as site 
preparation and tree planting. Other activities that may be funded with the money 
include wildlife habitat improvement such as the prescribed burning and non-native 
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Correction 1: Corrected the use of the wrong units of measure in the Soils presentation. 

An error was found in the Soils presentation relating to the units of measure used.  Feet were 
displayed; however, the correct unit should be inches. This corrected slide is shown below. 



Forest Service

Wayne National Forest

Current Condition
(corrected slide)

• Erosion – Erosion Hazard Ratings (EHR) are mixed throughout
the proposed action. A majority are located on severe EHRs,
with a smaller subset located on very severe EHRs. There’s a
substantial minority located on moderate or slight EHRs also
though.

• Rutting, Displacement & Compaction – The majority of the
proposed action are located on soils rated severe for rutting,
indicating a susceptibility to rutting and compaction

• Slips/Landslides – The shallowest depth to a restrictive layer is
at 69 inches feet. The majority of the proposed action is located
on soils with depths to a restrictive layer between 69 to 100
inches feet and slow infiltration rates, indicating for the most
part, that slips and landslides are unlikely outside of some
localized and/or steep areas.

A little bit about the current conditions. In terms of erosion, erosion hazard ratings 
are mixed throughout the proposed action area. The majority of proposed action is 
located on soils that are rated for severe or very severe. There's also a substantial 
minority located on moderate or slight erosion hazard ratings. 

As for rutting, displacement and compaction, the majority of proposed actions are 
located on soils rated severe for rutting. So there is a high susceptibility for rutting 
and compaction in this area. 

Corrected text: In terms of slips and landslides, throughout the entire project area, 
the shallowest depths to a restrictive layer is 69 inches feet. This is pretty  
substantial. And the majority of them are located on soils where depth to the 
restricted layer is between 69‐100 inches feet. But at the same time, it's also on  
soils that have slow infiltration rates. Which means, for the most part, the slips and 
landslides are really not very likely to occur except where the land is already very 
steep to begin with.  

Added text: While it may seem like a big change from 69 feet to 69 inches, 
remember that 69 inches is over 5 feet in depth - still a substantial amount of 
depth before reaching a restrictive layer.
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