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Comment FS Response 

1-1 Colin Fowler Really hope that this can get approved and Ohio can cut enough to support the struggling grouse 
population.  

Thank you. 

2-1 Ryan Harris, 
DOW 

The Wayne is home to a very small amount of young forest. The lack of this vital habitat is 
negatively impacting fauna that requires young forest to complete their life cycles. 

Thank you. 

2-2 Ryan Harris, 
DOW 

We are also losing the oak/ hickory component in our forests. These two species are very 
important and in some cases are viewed as a keystone species. Research done by your agency has 
proven that 1.) Both species rely on disturbance to reproduce, and 2.) both species will continue 
to dwindle in numbers without management. In the past 100 years, humans have taken 
disturbance away by mitigating wildfire and prohibiting timber cutting. Both of which mimic the 
natural cycle that occurred here long before humans inhabited the area. This is resulting in a loss 
of these two important species on a landscape level. I feel it is our obligation as stewards of this 
land, and as agencies with overwhelming knowledge of this topic, to do something to help solve 
this problem and help promote oak and hickory on our landscape. We simply would not be doing 
our jobs if we sat back and did nothing.  
 

Thank you. 

3-1 Kathy Jacobson The invasives are a huge challenge in the small areas I’ve opened up. 
Hard to imagine, even with fire and herbicide, what it is like in these big clearcut areas.  

Invasive plants are addressed in the Plants presentation in the discussion for slides 28-32.  High 
priority invasive plants would be treated prior to harvests.  Areas would be reassessed after 
treatment to determine if re-treatments are needed.  

4-1 Gene Walters As a Certified Forester I recognize that the amount of Early Successional Habitat in the 
Appalachian region has declined at a precipitous rate over the past two decades.  A healthy 
forested ecosystem needs periodic disturbance and this project is a step in that direction. 
 

Thank you. 

5-1 Tom Kose The Sunny Oaks Project sounds a proper management plan for our National Forest. I approve of 
the plan. 
 

Thank you 

6-1 Anthony Kelly I recently purchased a small cabin on 5 acres on Symmes Creek Rd.  The proposed map for 
clearcutting is Skyline Road, more specifically the southern third of section C409S28.  More than 
half of my land borders Wayne National Forest, the exact reason I bought this piece of land.  I 
knew at the time I bought it I was paying more than its actual value, but I didn’t mind because of 
its location.  A quick estimate on my part shows about 1/3 of the perimeter of my 5 acres will be 
clearcut.  I understand WNF is in the scoping phase of this project, so I wanted to make my 
concern known. (4/4/18) 

Upon looking at Mr. Kelly’s property in relationship to the Sunny Oaks harvest, the planning team 
found that the area of concern to him is adjacent to riparian filterstrips that would not be 
harvested.  Since the riparian filterstrips would not be harvested, it would not make operational 
sense to harvest small strips on the other side; therefore, additional harvest reductions would be 
put in place and are shown in the Alternative 2 map.  

6-2 Anthony Kelly My personal concern for my property is excess runoff eroding my gravel road.  I have two 
seasonal streams that cross my property and are routed under my gravel access road.  The section 
[proposed to be harvested] is directly to the east and above my property (4/9/18) 

The Forest Hydrologist did review this harvest block, along with all of the others in relationship to 
potential increased water yield.  The entire discussion of his review on water yield and the harvest 
blocks is contained in the Watershed presentation, with this landowner’s concerns specifically 
addressed in the discussion for slide 28. 

6-3 Anthony Kelly My first reaction to the clearcutting was purely negative due to the visual effects of clearcut land.  
When looking closer there are also more practical concerns. (4/9/18) 

It is true that the visual appearance of the land will change for a period of time following harvest.  
However, as stated in response 6-1, the area around Mr. Kelly’s property would be buffered due to 
riparian filterstrips and then additional area reduction due to operational considerations. 

6-4 Anthony Kelly When I mentioned this to one of my neighbors (Robert Walker), he asked me to write up 
something because he wanted to talk to others (Symmes Creek Rd) and get their opinion.  I 
attached an informal note with their signatures.  In the spirit of being completely honest, I 
imagine they’ve been notified by mail already and some signatures I see do not directly adjoin 

Comment noted. 
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the proposed cutting.  If you would like further clarification from those who have signed please 
let me know and I can follow up with them. (4/9/18)  

7-1 Judy Miller, 
Robert 
Walker(?), 
Dick (?), Hugh 
Welker(?), 
Jesse Collins, 
Christian 
Leffingwell, 
Erica 
Leffingwell, 
Abram(?) 
Leffingwell 

In regards to the Skyline Map of the Sunny Oaks Project the following residents of Symmes 
Creek Rd object to the proposed clearcutting.  The area has been developed recently and will be 
negatively impacted by runoff, etc. (4/9/18) 

The potential increase of water runoff would be lessened and/or eliminated through use of Best 
Management Practices related to timber harvest that have to do with retaining trees in riparian 
filterstrips.  See response to comment 6-2. 
 
 

8-1 Vicki Bryant RE: Dry Ridge Rd harvest block. Concerned about health and safety of her horses.  The noise 
and trees dropping could be them at risk. 
 

Originally the planning team approached Ms. Bryant about gaining access to the harvest area 
through her private property.  Since that time, the planning team was able to find access that 
would be only on the Wayne.  The landing could be located away from her property, which would 
reduce the noise. 

8-2 Vicki Bryant How close would FS get to their property? The property boundary line is being surveyed.  Timber harvest operations may occur up to or near 
the line.  

9-1 Ryan Harris The sunny oaks project is proposing to provide a much needed benefit to the flora and fauna of 
the region. The lack of young forest as well as the diminishing oak hickory component are major 
issues for our ecosystem and need to be addressed before it is too late.  
 
The Wayne used to be a mecca for many game species, but over time the ability of the property 
to produce these species has dwindled. This is a result of a relatively even aged forest that is 
maturing beyond a level of productivity capable of supporting certain animals. Take the ruffed 
grouse as an example. They are nearly impossible to find on the forest today even though 30-50 
years ago they were one of the prime targets for hunters on the Wayne. There was never a 
concern in people's minds back then that this young forest dwelling bird would disappear off the 
landscape someday and now here we are with a nearly nonexistent species on the forest. Had we 
had been taking steps to maintain a level of young forest throughout the past several decades, 
maybe that species would still thrive on the Wayne. What species will be next to disappear due to 
doing little to no management? 

Thank you. 

9-2 Ryan Harris Even though the Wayne does not typically mark its boundaries it is easy for anyone paying 
attention to know when they are on the property by the structure of the forest; 70-100 year old 
oaks in the completely closed canopy overstory with red maple saplings as the primary 
understory species. If nothing is done these oaks will eventually die off opening the door for the 
next generation of forest to be maple dominated which will be completely unproductive for most 
forest dwelling animals. 

Thank you 

9-3 Ryan Harris Unfortunately most of the citizens who choose to comment on these proposals are naive to the 
ecology of oak and what it takes for them to successfully reproduce. They also choose to ignore 
the need for a young forest component on our landscape. This is a shame and it is time that you, 
as the experts on this topic, are able to do what is right for the resource, not just cater to those 
critics who choose to oppose these projects based on ignorance. I am confident that this project 
will help mitigate the problems I have identified as well as the many other issues associated.  

Thank you. 

10-1 Judy Dumke 1) Several SIA’s are included in the proposed management area for actions, as many of these 
were nominated by the Division of Natural Preserves of the Ohio Department of Natural 
Resources has their input been solicited?   

Handley Branch is the only Special Area included for project activities in Sunny Oaks.  Originally 
harvest treatments consistent with managing for the ecosystem (i.e. oak barrens) for which the 
area was designated were considered; however harvests were dropped from the Proposed Action.  
Input from experts on oak barrens communities, including the Division of Natural Areas & 
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Preserves (DNAP), lead to eliminating harvest from this area.  The current proposal is only 
prescribed fire to promote the barrens.  Input from the DNAP also assisted in developing the 
mitigation for the Coville’s phacelia.  

10-2 Judy Dumke 2) Rick Gardner’s 2009 analysis of the SIA’s under contract #09-CS-11091400-020 with the 
Forest Service contains specific recommendations and population locations for the Ironton 
District.  Has the information in this report been incorporated into the planning? 

Yes, through increasing fire in the barrens. 

10-3 Judy Dumke 3) Are there provisions for changes in the prescriptions in the case of unforseen events or results?  
I would include 1) pest and pathogens 2) regeneration failure 3) weather events 4) failure to 
secure adequate funding and staff among the potential conditions which would require plan 
changes?  Adaptive management statements would be appreciated. 

While the treatments (i.e. clearcut vs. shelterwood vs. clearcut with reserves) are specified in the 
Proposed Action and Alternative 2 (with a measure of adaptability built in related to outcomes of 
additional stand exams), the specific prescriptions (which tell staff exactly how to implement the 
treatments) can be manipulated at the time of project implementation to best reach desired 
outcomes in specific stands.   
 
Additional adaptive management is built into the project in the following ways: 

1.) In the case of regeneration failure, there is the ability to plant trees anywhere needed.  
However, it is expected that natural regeneration should be adequate. 

2.) Pests and pathogens – Included in the project is the ability to conduct timber stand 
improvements (prescribed fire, herbicide application, and manual tree felling) across the 
project area.  These treatments can be targeted to respond, if it would be appropriate, 
depending on the pest/pathogen at issue.   

3.) Weather events – response would have to be determined based on the details of the event, 
which cannot be predicted currently.  However, an appropriate response would be the 
targeted use of the timber stand improvement treatments. 

4.) Depending on how the timber sales are sold, there is the potential to collect funds to 
accomplish work non harvest work, and/or there is stewardship potential. 

10-4 Judy Dumke 4) In timbering what is anticipated for north and east facing slopes and bottom lands?  Oaks and 
hickories are less likely to thrive and regenerate in those locations. 

In these areas, mixed hardwood stands with a component of oak and hickory are expected. Mid-
slopes and ridgetops on north and northeast sides can have higher percent of oaks/hickories if 
prescribed fires occur are the right frequency. 

10-5 Judy Dumke 5) Will overall species diversity be preserved in sufficient cases to allow a reserve for restocking 
if conditions change?  Micro refugia might be a consideration in planning, if so they would need 
to represent the least common communities currently present. 

Typically burns occur in a mosaic pattern, where the fire self-extinguishes in more mesic areas.  In 
regards to the Handley Branch Special Area, a design/mitigation was developed for the Coville’s 
phacelia to prevent the entire population from having prescribed fire all at once.  The other special 
areas on the Ironton Ranger District are not included in the project.  There are areas along the 
Symmes Creek that do have high biodiversity and low percentage of invasive plants.  The 
planning team has discussed these (related to prescribed fire, since harvest was not proposed in 
those locations), and determined that prescribed fire can be implemented in a way to reduce or 
eliminate impact there.  
 
In addition, Forest Plan standards SFW-TES-33 and 34 direct that rock shelters and naturally-
occurring rock faces should be protected from vegetation management,  

10-6 Judy Dumke 6) What are the plans for shortleaf pine restoration?  Scattered populations exist in the northern 
part of this management area and represent a dwindling population in Ohio and this far north.  
This may be a refugia now and would be a seed source for anticipated warmer conditions.  

Harvests of shortleaf pine are proposed to regenerate stands and maintain component in the north 
part of project area.  

10-7 Judy Dumke 7) Will any planting or restocking use “local” seed sources to increase the likely hood of 
survival?  Would it be possible to use local schools horticultural programs to gather seeds or to 
propagate material for planting? 

Take advantage of the most local source we can get if planting is needed.  However, we do not 
anticipate needing planting for reforestation. 

10-8 Judy Dumke 8) Are plans in place to control invasives post treatment?  Ailanthus loves to colonize areas that 
have been opened and Paulownia is not far behind. 

We are pre-treating stands and will treat post-implementation as well.  See the discussion on 
invasive plants in the Plants presentation slides 28-32. 

10-9 Judy Dumke 9) Has the impact of deer herbivory been considered?    The question of whether deer herbivory would impact or impede regeneration was posed to the 
Division of Wildlife, with the answer provided that the deer browsing regrowth can be of concern 
in some parts of the country but that is not the case in southeast Ohio.  Deer populations in 
southeast Ohio are not at the density where there would be an issue.  So although, deer will eat the 
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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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Jeffrey Jenkins, 
Eric Roush, 
Joseph Garrett, 
James 
Matcham, 
Robert Brown) 

- Many species of wildlife rely on young brushy forest habitat including Ruffed Grouse, 
Bobcat, White-Tailed Deer. Timber Rattlesnake, etc. 

- 2/3rds of Ohio’s forests are in large diameter, old growth, sawtimber size stands (2011 
data) with much of this on WNF 

- Clearcutting practices must be implemented more frequently on the WNF and elsewhere 
in order to maintain and promote our Oak-Hickory Forests 

12-1 Bryan Walker I feel that if you would look into side cutting some trees and keeping some clean paths on some 
of the old farm areas belonging to the National Forest it would be a big step in the right direction. 

I’ve been side cutting some of the trees on my place to improve habitat and efforts are doing 
well.  Locust, sassafras, cherry, and pine do well by doing this and make a low ground cover 
good hide out and nesting area.  Also I keep a well mowed path around the perimeter and mowed 
strips through the middle. 

Limbs and tops that remain will provide similar conditions for wildlife. Young, brushy forest 
provide cover. 

13-1 Peter 
Armstrong 

It is good to hear that this project is under serious consideration and it cannot be implemented 
soon enough. 
Too much time has passed since a project benefiting early- successional wildlife species has been 
begun on the Wayne. 
I strongly support the proposed project with clearcut and shelterwood techniques being 
employed. 

Thank you. 

13-2 Peter 
Armstrong 

A) Most people don’t know where the wood or paper they use comes from. It is better to have it 
harvested from a local source in a renewable fashion rather than coming from a foreign 
source in a non-renewable fashion. 

 
B) Americans consume 2.5 times as much wood and paper than Europeans, according to the 

United Nations statistics. 
 
C) Since 1970, the average family size in the U.S. has decreased by 16% while average new-

home size has increased 48%, Douglas W. MacClreery, a U.S. Forest Service senior analyst 
has written. 

 
All of the above points were taken from an article by James P. Sterba in the 5/5/05 Wall Street 
Journal. 

Thank you. 

13-3 Peter 
Armstrong 

D) Cutting some trees can boost a forests overall health, promoting regeneration, improving 
wildlife habitat and increasing species diversity. 

 
E) As forests mature, they turn into bad habitats for some plants and wildlife, which dwindle or 

disappear. 
 

All of the above points were taken from an article by James P. Sterba in the 5/5/05 Wall Street 
Journal. 

Thank you 

13-4 Peter 
Armstrong 

• How many acres, what percent, in Wayne National Forest are considered to be “young” 
forest, 20 years or less?  

• If Wayne doesn’t have an adequate amount of “ young” forest what will become of the 
wildlife species that depend on that type for nesting, brood rearing and feeding cover? 

The term young, brushy forest, for the Sunny Oaks Project, is describing very young forests – 0 to 
10 years in age.  Across the Wayne National Forest there are only 156 acres of forest that are in 
the 0-10 age range.  That makes up 0.06% of the Wayne ownership, whereas the Forest Plan calls 
for about 3% to be in the young, brushy forest condition.  This is discussed in the Purpose & Need 
presentation on slide 4. 
 
The “what would happen if we did nothing” question is addressed in the Purpose & Need 
presentation in the discussion for slide 16.  Continued declines in the populations of the wildlife 
and plant species reliant on young, brushy forest would be expected. 
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13-5 Peter 
Armstrong 

• Oak forests produce food sources that are more useful to wildlife than Maple forests. So if 
the forest is to support wildlife it would be reasonable to adapt management techniques that 
promote oak over maple. 

• Timber harvest should occur in stands before they reach an age where they are susceptible to 
disease or insect infestation. 

• Why wait until the trees are 120 years old before harvesting? 
• Looking at points B, D & E above; how much of the wood consumed in Ohio is produced in 

Ohio? If more of the wood that is consumed here is produced locally Ohio would not have to 
import as much. It would also give greater control to harvest techniques ensuring that it is 
done in a sustainable fashion. 

• Research in the State of Wisconsin has shown that incomes in the logging / timber industry 
are 3 times greater than those in the tourism industry. Increasing the amount of timber 
harvest in the Wayne National Forest can increase the number of jobs available in counties 
where industrial jobs are scarce.   

• The Wayne National Forest is large enough to embrace many activities of the various user 
groups. Maintenance of diversity of habitat is instrumental to the well-being of the forest and 
the various user groups. 

Thank you.   

14-1 David Traut As a member of the Ruffed Grouse Society I was excited to hear about the proposed Sunny Oaks 
project. 
 
Old forests are a wonderful treasure, but different species need different habitats which this 
project will help provide. 
 
In addition the size of Wayne National Forest is large enough so that this project should not 
impact the wildlife or other uses who depend on the old growth forest. 

Thank you 

15-1 Kelly Nelson I'm writing in regards to the proposed Sunny Oaks at Wayne National Forest. I'm very much in 
favor of this project because of the benefits we will see for recreation and wildlife not just 
immediately, but for generations down the road. I understand that clear cutting isn't well liked by 
everyone, but it's one of the only ways to restore oak-hickory habitat to prevent it from being 
taken over by maple-basswood forests that don't provide the same level of habitat and resources 
for our wildlife. 

Thank you 

15-2 Kelly Nelson I've seen first-hand what aggressive hardwood management can do for wildlife populations like 
ruffed grouse in my home state of Wisconsin. In areas I frequent like Clark County, Wisconsin, 
where the county forest is actively managed, grouse numbers have stabilized and in some cases, 
rebounded. I'm very much looking forward to this proposal moving forward. 

Thank you 

16-1 Joe Froehlich 
 

I just want to say that I am very supportive of the proposal to initiate clearing of the current land 
and then allow regeneration of Oak and Hickory forests.  Our wildlife and plant species are in 
need of varied habitat.  Currently the forest is overly comprised of mature timber.  Balance needs 
to be restored by increasing early successional habitat and this can only be done if the land is 
cleared.  This diversity of habitat will prove very beneficial to the environment.  Especially in 
need of habitat is the Ruffed Grouse population that is suffering. 

Thank you 

16-2 Joe Froehlich Also there are economic benefits to this proposal and they will benefit economically depressed 
areas in Ohio through additional jobs.  Also the increased habitat diversity will bring sportsman 
to the area who will spend money. 

Thank you 

17-1 Lee Crocker, 
NWTF 

The Sunny Oaks project will create some critically needed wild turkey habitat in southern Ohio. 
The limiting factors for wild turkeys in southern Ohio are brood habitat and nesting habitat. The 
Sunny Oaks project will create much of the needed brood and nesting habitat for wild turkeys. 

Thank you 

17-2 Lee Crocker, 
NWTF 

Other game species like ruffed grouse depend on early successional habitat. Ruffed grouse in 
Ohio has seen a great decline in their population. Flush rates for ruffed grouse in southcentral and 
southeastern Ohio during the past several seasons have declined by over 65%. The number of 

Thank you. 
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grouse heard drumming during Ohio spring surveys have declined by over 80% since 1997. 
Indiana has listed the ruffed grouse as a species of special concern and closed the hunting season. 
It is logical to believe Ohio will follow if we do not create significant acres of young forest. This 
project will provide some of the early successional habitat needed for this very important species. 

17-3 Lee Crocker, 
NWTF 

 Many other bird species will be benefitted by this habitat including American woodcock and 
prairie warbler. 

Thank you 

17-4 Lee Crocker, 
NWTF 

Shelterwoods will help the early-successional birds and some of the mature forest birds, 
according to the publication Managing Forest Song Birds by Amanda D. Rodewald. Rodewald 
states “Partial harvesting (~50% stocking level), such as the shelterwood technique, can be used 
to provide habitat to both early-successional birds (e.g., prairie warbler, Eastern towhee) and 
canopy-nesting species usually associated with mature forest (e.g., yellow-throated vireo, scarlet 
tanager). In southern Ohio, reducing basal area from 100-143 ft2 / acre to 39-70 ft2 / acre (23-33 
m2 / ha to 9-16 m2 / ha) supported greater numbers of both shrubland and canopy-nesting species 
than unharvested mature forest.” 

Thank you.  

17-5 Lee Crocker, 
NWTF 

The prescribed fire associated with this project will also improve wildlife habitat and help restore 
and maintain the oak hickory forest type that is so important to this region of the state. 

Thank you 

17-6 Lee Crocker, 
NWTF 

The log landings and skid roads can also create additional good brood habitat. I recommend that 
the log landings be seeded to a wildlife beneficial seed mix after the harvest is completed. 

Thank you.  

17-7 Lee Crocker, 
NWTF 

The National Wild Turkey Federation supports the Sunny Oaks Project. This project will create a 
variety of critical wildlife habitats that include early successional hardwood forests, 
herbaceous/shrub habitat, early successional native pine forests and help restore and maintain the 
critical oak-hickory forest. 

Thank you. 

18-1 Loraine 
McCosker, OH 
Sierra Club 

The Ohio Sierra Club strongly opposes this proposed project.  To quote the Forest Service 
Strategic Framework for Responding to Climate Change (version 1) 
“4. 5 Implement approaches and incentives to encourage managers to make responsible 
management decisions in the face of uncertainty.” 
 

The Sunny Oaks Project proposed action and Alternative 2 are the product of responsible 
management decisions. 

18-2 Loraine 
McCosker, OH 
Sierra Club 

According to the document written by District Ranger Tim Slone.  
The action proposes: 
-Logging 2,835 acres of forest “The harvest is a rounded approximation” 
-Prescribed burning of “about 2000-4,000 acres per year (Tim Slone stated up to 5,000 acres per 
year on a telephone call) 
-Girdling of trees with use of herbicide.  
-Creation of log landings and skid roads 
-Creation of fire lines (is this in the logging approximation noted above?)  
-Creation of new and restoration of roads, 25 miles 
-“This project decision will  be open to modification if conditions change in the case of 
unforeseen events or results such as new insects (please clarify--- do you mean invasives, native 
insects impacting a forest that otherwise had done historically?) or diseases (again, clarify) 
weather events (yes, this there is climate change disruption ) or inadequate growth (how is this 
measured?).  
 

Creation of fire line is not in the logging approximation.  While some of the prescribed fire units 
would overlap with the harvest units, there will also be prescribed burns in areas without 
harvesting. 
 
Regarding the language from the scoping newsletter, “new insects” and “disease” do refer to non-
natives.  For monitoring regrowth, Wayne staff conduct 1st, 3rd, and sometimes 5th year surveys 
at plots established in the 1st year survey (same location as 1st year plots) with the intent to certify 
the adequate regeneration in the 3rd or 5th year.  If regeneration is not adequate then further 
analysis will determine what actions need to be taken in order to reach adequacy, such as releases, 
timber stand improvements, or planting. 
  
 

18-3 Loraine 
McCosker, OH 
Sierra Club 

Oak Regeneration 
Scientific peer review literature supports that fact that oak forests are in decline in SE Ohio and 
elsewhere.  The Ohio Sierra Club posits that it defies common sense to cut the existing oak 
forest. The USFS must address the loss of oak forest in a manner that protects existing stands of 
forest. These trees act as a resource for generation and dispersal of seeds (acorns). Destruction of 
oak forests now for proposed future regeneration acts to create a difficulty for existing species 
that are dependent upon oak hickory forest.  

See response to comments 55-2, 55-3, 55-9. 
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Oak Hickory regeneration has been shown to be highly tenuous. “Despite decades of research, 
experimentation, and tools development, successful oak‐hickory regeneration at the landscape‐
scale remains difficult throughout much of the eastern United States.” (1) Results of a continuous 
13 year project to restore grassy oak woodland with a mix of fire and mechanical treatments have 
not yielded results.  (2) 
 
(1 ) Long‐term response of oak‐hickory regeneration to partial harvest and repeated fires: 
influence of light and moisture. Ecosphere, Volume 8, (1) January 2017. Louis R. Iverson, Todd 
F. Hutchinson,   Matthew P. Peters,   Daniel A. Yaussy. Northern Research Station. US Forest 
Service, Delaware Ohio.  
(2) "Repeated application of fuel reduction techniques in the southern Appalachian mountains, 
USA. Implications for achieving management goals. " Waldrop, T.A., Hagan, D.L., and Simon, 
D. (2016). Fire Ecology 12(2): 28-47. 
 

18-4 Loraine 
McCosker, OH 
Sierra Club 

Decline of ruffed grouse 
Science has shown that creating early successional habitat is no guarantee that the grouse 
populations will increase. The issues surrounding their decline are more complex than habitat 
loss alone and include resource competition from turkeys, egg predation by small mammals, and 
infections caused by West Nile Virus. (3) 
 
(3) Grouse Population Status and Season Recommendations 2017-18 Lisa Williams, Bureau of 
Wildlife Management. Grouse Population Status and Season Recommendations, 2017-18, Lisa 
Williams, Bureau of Wildlife Management. Pa Game Commission www.pgc.pa.gov 
 

While the ruffed grouse was used in the scoping newsletter as an example species that is in decline 
because of shifts in habitat, it is not the sole driver of developing the Sunny Oaks Project.  There 
is a diverse array of wildlife species that rely on young, brushy forest, and/or oak forests for their 
habitat needs.  This is explained in the Project Development Framework presentation in the 
discussion for slides 6, 7, and 8 and in the Purpose & Need presentation in the discussion for 
slides 4, 5, and 6.  
 
The Wildlife presentation contains discussion of the effects of project implementation on the 
ruffed grouse in slides 24.  

18-5 Loraine 
McCosker, OH 
Sierra Club 

Climate change-this proposed action does not reference climate change in any capacity. It does 
not provide information or arguments on how this action will assist in mitigation of climate 
change related impacts.   
Forest service maintains a mandate to address climate change in its proposed actions. The Forest 
Service Global Change Research Strategy 2009-2019 document states that in keeping with 
research goals of the US Climate change Science Program, the Research and Development 
agenda of the Forest Service, US Department of Agriculture helps to….develop best management 
practices for forests. “These actions are taken to sustain ecosystem health, adjust management for 
ecosystem services and increase carbon sequestration under changing climate conditions.” p. 4   
(4) 
“Land managers have conveyed a sense of urgency and a real-time need for information. They 
are faced with planning for and making climate change related decision today. They need all 
available scientific information.” p. 6. (4) 
The Sunny Oaks Project neglects to address the advancing complexities of climate change on 
forest ecosystems. The proposal to regenerate a declining forest type in times of climate change 
by cutting, poisoning and burning is not a legitimate forest management action and does not 
comply with the Forest Service mandate to address climate change in all actions.  
 
(4) The Forest Service Global Change Research Strategy 2009-2019 

The Sunny Oaks newsletter sent out to potential interested parties in April 2018 did note on page 
2 that oaks and hickories “are well suited for what experts tell us may happen with our regional 
climate under climate change scenarios”.  This statement was in reference to the Central 
Appalachians Forest Ecosystem Vulnerability Assessment and Synthesis (Butler et. al. 2015), a 
Forest Service Northern Research Station technical report produced through a partnership of the 
U.S. Forest Service, Michigan Tech, and the Northern Institute of Applied Climate Science.  This 
assessment evaluates the vulnerability of forest ecosystems present on the Wayne National Forest, 
and when used in combination with the Forest Adaptations Resources workbook (Swanston et. al. 
2016), assists land managers in assessing the vulnerability of ecosystems and determining 
strategies/responses to make climate-informed management decisions.   
 
The planning team completed this exercise (“climate change workbook”) in 2015 for the Sunny 
Oaks project-area, and reviewed it in 2018.  This is available in the project record along with a 
write-up of consideration of the greenhouse gas emissions from implementing the project.  Both 
documents together show the consideration given to climate change and carbon storage on the 
Wayne due to this project.    The climate change workbook exercise completed for The Sunny 
Oaks Project determined that the activities proposed are well-suited to perpetuate oak forests 
across the landscape and that oak forests show low/moderate vulnerability to future climate 
change projections (due to vulnerabilities between various oak and hickory species).  
Consideration of greenhouse gas emissions from implementing the project finds that this project 
in the near-term, might contribute an extremely small quantity of GHG emissions relative to 
national and global emissions.  This proposed action will not convert forest land to other non-
forest uses, thus allowing any carbon initially emitted from the proposed action to have a 
temporary influence on atmospheric GHG concentrations, because carbon will be removed from 
the atmosphere over time as the forest regrows.  Furthermore, the proposed project will transfer 
carbon in the harvested wood to the product sector, where it may be stored for up to several 
decades and may substitute for more emission intensive materials or fuels. 

http://www.pgc.pa.gov/
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The cooperative work to complete the Central Appalachians Forest Ecosystem Vulnerability 
Assessment and the Forest Adaptation Resources tools are a direct outcome of the research 
strategy the commenter references.  

18-6 Loraine 
McCosker, OH 
Sierra Club 

Climate change 
According to the Forest Service: Strategic Framework for responding to climate change (5). The 
forest service is to follow these guidelines. 
 
1.1 Develop and implement internal mechanisms to assure a systematic, interactive dialogue 

between researchers, public and private land and resource managers, and other users to 
promote effective alignment of climate change science delivery efforts. 
 

1.3 Effectively move science into application, including synthesis of current research and 
monitoring information, incorporating science into decision support tools, disseminating new 
knowledge to managers, and integrating tools into common data and analysis structures. 
Among other things, decision support tools should focus on: 

Predicting the ecological effects of climate change at national, regional and local scales, 
Predicting the effects of management activities on the ability of forest and grassland 
communities and their component species to adapt to climate change and provide 
ecosystem services, 
Assisting public and private land managers in prioritizing activities to maximize 
effectiveness of adaptation strategies in the face of limited resources, and 
Assessing the long-term implications of adaptation actions and their effects on carbon 
storage and greenhouse gases over time. 
 

2.3 Assess how land management activities contribute toward adaptation objectives and how they 
can be modified to better facilitate adaptation to climate change at various spatial scales. 
 
4. 5 Implement approaches and incentives to encourage managers to make responsible 
management decisions in the face of uncertainty.  
 
The Sunny Oaks Project is a poorly conceived project that does not address the changing climate 
while neglecting the mandates of the Forest Service in relation to climate change. The Sunny 
Oaks Project does not address the challenges of forests in times of climate change.  
The Ohio Sierra Club Forests and Public Lands Committee does not support the “Sunny Oaks 
Project”.  
 
(5) Forest Service: Strategic Framework for Responding to climate change. Version 1, 2008 

See response to comment 18-5. 

19-1 Brian Blair, 
Forest 
Conservancy 

The problem with the noted methods of management in these areas is that it would result in 
extensive colonization by invasive species, specifically autumn olive, honeysuckle, multiflora 
rose, and Ailanthus which would be counter-productive.  

The problem with invasives caused by such methods is relatively new in this region. Clear cuts 
completed 30 or more years ago did not show the types of post-harvest problems we are now 
experiencing in SE Ohio, possibly because there was less seed source and bird dissemination. An 
observation of recent cuts in this area, where the canopy has been extensively opened to new 
sunlight, has shown that these types of harvests, especially when they exceed a few acres, result 
in a rapid and overwhelming invasion by invasives, ESPECIALLY autumn olive and 
honeysuckle, with resulting destruction of native understory flora. 

See response to comment 3-1. 
 
A lot of the stands that were cut in the 70s and 80s were populated post-harvest by Ailanthus and 
Paulownia, multiflora rose, etc.  It is not necessarily a matter of size of the temporary opening, 
more a result of proximity to a seed source, or existing infestations. 
 
Related to off-target impacts: our treatment methods are to spot spray and use the most specific 
herbicides when possible to limit off-target impacts (i.e. woody species specific, grass species 
specific). 
 
Implementing harvests that maintain forest canopy would not respond to the purpose and need for 
the project related to creating young, brushy forest or regenerating oak forests. 
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I therefore recommend that harvest techniques be modified to allow for harvests which maintain 
a forest canopy while allowing for some of the desired harvesting. (ie. maintain stocking to 
reduce the influx of invasive vegetation)  Clear cuts and shelterwood cuts should be limited in 
size to one or two acres, with the exception of areas of planted pine or perhaps salvage-type areas 
with low biodiversity. Techniques that open up large areas of canopy to sunlight will create more 
problems than they are intended to solve, with post-harvest control of invasives being VERY 
difficult and expensive, and resulting in additional undesirable impact to any native understory 
that remains.   

20-1 Scott Lodge I’m very excited to learn of this Ruffed Grouse habitat management project (link 
(https://www.fs.usda.gov/nfs/11558/www/nepa/109013_FSPLT3_4282135.pdf) in Ohio's Wayne 
National Forest.  We need more of them in Ohio!   I currently travel to Michigan and 
Pennsylvania to hunt grouse and would love to have more RG hunting opportunities in-state.  I 
fully support this and additional RG projects in Ohio. 

Thank you 

21-1 Frank & 
Tonijean 
Cellura 

My wife and I have an ownership interest in 180 acres on Country Road #48.  I have a bachelor's 
degree in Urban and Environmental Studies and juris doctor.   

My comment or concerns are as follows.  In giving to deference to protection of virgin or long-
standing hardwood forests, there must be consideration to the value that the Wayne National 
Forest affords to the safeguarding of an expanse of lands that must be recognized as a continuum 
or near-continuum of forested established acreage that constitutes the foundation for the 
maintenance of the precious ecosystems supported.  

The Wayne National Forest has specified designated geographic areas, called management areas, 
which have differing desired conditions prescribed.  The Future Old Forest management area 
would most encompass what the commenter is describing – in so far as it would eventually be 
composed old forest that has been untouched for some years. In addition, there is the Diverse 
Continuous Forest management area which focuses on keeping contiguous, mature forest across 
the landscape.   
 
In contrast, the Sunny Oaks Project is proposed in the Forest Shrubland Mosaic, which is a 
management area focusing on providing young, brushy forest patches that are spread out through a 
forested landscape (Forest Plan 2006, p 3-19).  The Sunny Oaks Project is in alignment with 
creating the desired conditions for the Forest Shrubland Mosaic.  In addition, the areas harvested 
would remain forested – new forest will grow back.   

21-2 Frank & 
Tonijean 
Cellura 

When areas are mined or timber harvested, the selected areas not only impact the area of activity 
but interrupt the broader continuum of wooded lands in a negative way.  There must be regard to 
the effect of timber harvesting on the entire Wayne Forest layout, and any activity must be 
meticulously selected to preserve the integrity of the established ecosystems and avoidance of 
acting with measurement of such impacts that are harder to assess.  

See response to comment 21-1.  Also, the entirety of the presentations and effects analyses created 
for this project, in addition to the project record show the careful consideration of the benefits and 
trade-offs to taking action.  

21-3 Frank & 
Tonijean 
Cellura 

I hope the planned deforestation and timber harvesting is minimized to the extent possible. See response to comments 21-1 and 21-2.  The project area will remain forested, the stands 
proposed for harvest will be regenerated into younger forest. 

22-1 
 

Edwin Gehring I am for it.  Love to see grouse and hunt them Thank you 

23-1 Jack Pesci Sounds like a worthwhile project. You have my interest and support. Thank you 
24-1 
 

Randolph 
Pepke Sr 

First and foremost I would like to address the following concerns related to the dissemination 
of information with regards to this project: 

1. Lack of attendance of Greenfield Township Trustee's during the January 2018 
briefing regarding the proposed project in South Point, Ohio. This meeting lacked 
attendance primarily due to poor weather conditions. As I understand it, there was 
to be another meeting scheduled in March April 2018 however it apparently never 
occurred! (4/24/18) 

 

Ranger Tim Slone presented at a regular meeting of the Greenfield Twp Trustees on 5/13/18.  The 
approach being taken at this time is to meet with individual Township Trustees closer to the time 
of implementing specific sales that are in those townships.   

24-2 
 

Randolph 
Pepke Sr 

First and foremost I would like to address the following concerns related to the dissemination 
of information with regards to this project: 

2. Failure to provide written notification to adjoining property owners regarding the 
proposed project. Many property owners are not fulltime residents, many live out 

A best-effort was made to collect mailing addresses for all landowners that are adjacent to timber 
harvest proposals through the County Auditor’s websites.  Geographic information systems were 
used primarily.  Those individuals, along with legislators, County Commissioners, Township 
Trustees, local fire departments, partners, and interested individuals/organizations were sent a 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/nfs/11558/www/nepa/109013_FSPLT3_4282135.pdf
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of state or do not subscribe to local newspapers. Every effort should be made to 
notify all adjacent property owners of the proposed project for their feedback. 
Many local residents I have spoken to who have property which borders the 
proposed tracts like myself, received no written notification of the proposed 
project  (4/24/18) 

 

scoping newsletter containing information about the project and how to make comments during 
the scoping period.  This resulted in the physical mailing or emailing 541 interested parties of the 
project.  In addition, news releases were sent to local and regional media outlets, a 25 minute 
video was produced and distributed in cooperation with the Southern Wayne Advocacy Council 
and Ohio University Southern, posts were made to our Facebook account, and a landowner 
meeting was held on May 10th at the Oak Hill High School.    
 
Through word of mouth contacts people have made with their neighbors, additional interested 
parties have been made aware of the project and communicated their thoughts to the planning 
team. 

24-3 
 

Randolph 
Pepke Sr 

First and foremost I would like to address the following concerns related to the dissemination 
of information with regards to this project: 

3. The Environmental Assessment (EA) which was to be available after the scoping 
period for review and comment during the publics 30 day comment period has not 
been made available. I requested this assessment during my recent telephone 
conversation with Racheal Orwan. I have yet to receive the assessment and it is not 
posted on the projects official website. (4/24/18) 

 

The Environmental Analysis is now available for the public to review.  The prior comment period 
is called a scoping period during which, typically, a brief description of the purpose of the project 
as well as the proposed actions are given in enough detail to allow the public to provide feedback. 

24-4 
 

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: 

1. Increased flooding of defined floodplain areas. 
a. Much of the runoff from the harvested tracts will likely increase flooding 

on C H & D Road, Edwards Road, SR 233, Kokeen Road, Shaffer Road 
and Sardis Road. 

b. A detailed review of reported and experienced road closures along these areas 
support 
my concerns and the additional debris from the harvesting process will likely 
increase blockage of existing drainage ditches and installed drainage pipes 
along these roadways. 

c. Even a lay person can view the topography and floodplain maps and see 
where the water will drain to. The compacting of soils in the proposed 
harvest areas from the heavy equipment alone will undoubtedly increase 
runoff increasing flooding to these areas. (4/24/18) 

Contract clauses are incorporated into timber sales related to keeping ditches clean. 
 
The Forest Hydrologist conducted an analysis of potential effects to the watersheds and small 
catchments within the project area.  The analysis is described in detail in the Watershed 
presentation.  Consideration was given to the areas the commenter brings up and is found in the 
discussion for slide 28. 
 
It was found that there was the potential to noticeably increase water yield in 2 of the small 
drainage areas that could impact private lands; however, not in the areas brought up by the 
commenter.  As a result, Alternative 2 incorporates reductions to the harvests in those 2 areas.   
 
 

24-5 
 

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: 

2. Groundwater contamination/ disruption. 
a. Many folks in the area, like myself are on well water. What will the impact 

of the project have on groundwater and the springs in the area? This should 
be assessed in the Environmental Assessment (EA), currently unavailable to 
comment on.  

b. What effect will the prescribed burns and residual timber debris decay 
have on groundwater and marsh areas? A lot of decaying trees and burned 

a. and b. Whatever effects there might be to groundwater are likely to be small and temporary. 
Here’s some more detail for the basis of this: 
 

• What research there is on tree and other vegetation removal and groundwater levels is 
somewhat ambiguous (does it increase or decrease groundwater levels). Either way, the 
reported changes are at most a few feet up or down, and are unlikely to be noticeable in a 
water supply well. It’s possible that this could have noticeable effect on a spring. 
However, once new vegetation starts to grow it will reverse the effects of the vegetation 
removal. So impacts will be temporary. 

• There is a little bit of research suggesting some possible releases of nitrates to 
groundwater from vegetation removal, but not much compared to other sources, such as 
agriculture. I’m not sure what other toxic chemicals they may be concerned about, but I 
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foliage give off toxic waste which will seep into or groundwater, wells and 
marshes! 

c. What are herbicides being considered for use? What are the specific the 
areas where herbicides will be used? What effect may these herbicides 
have on my well water? (4/24/18) 

did not find any references to them in the literature. Again, any releases would be 
temporary as the effects of the vegetation removal disappear or are reversed.  

• There is more research on the effects of timber removal and wildfire on surface water. 
However, this information also indicates the potential impacts to groundwater will be 
limited and temporary.  

o Timber removal tends to increase water flow in the watershed, but unless at least 
20 to 25 percent of the watershed has been cleared, those effects are not likely to 
be noticeable. Again, once vegetation begins to regrow, this effect is reversed. 

o Similarly, wildfire tends to increase water flow, but the effects will be reversed by 
new vegetation flow. Furthermore, the effects of fire scale with intensity, with 
low intensity fires, like those in prescribed fires, having relatively small impacts. 
When you consider that prescribed fire only removes the smaller vegetation and 
leaves the larger vegetation, its effects will be less than for timber harvesting.  

o The primary water quality concern from timber harvesting or wildfire is sediment 
runoff. The biggest sources of sediment tend to be access roads that have not been 
constructed and maintained following BMPs. However, sediment requires 
relatively fast (turbid) flow speeds to be transported and is unlikely to enter 
groundwater in any significant quantity, except perhaps in areas with extensive 
cave development, and then only in the caves.  

o Burning stuff, especially wood, does produce polyaromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), 
some of which are or may be carcinogenic. However, these compounds have very 
low solubilities and very high soil adsorption potential and are unlikely to migrate 
to groundwater in significant concentrations. [You are actually exposed to much 
higher concentrations in smoke from burning wood and waste materials, vehicle 
exhaust, and grilled food (especially over charcoal – then you are effectively 
basting your food in PAHs) then you would be exposed to in water given their 
solubilities.]  

• Most of the area of the forest, particularly that occupied by NFS lands is considered to 
have low vulnerability to groundwater impacts from surface contamination. Therefore, 
even if vegetation management activities release contaminants, they are not likely to pose 
much threat to groundwater.  

 
c.  In regards to herbicide application – we would be using herbicides approved for general 
forestry use.  The proposed action is to treat National Forest lands.  Applicators are trained in the 
use of herbicides and licensed in the state of Ohio. None of the herbicides are classified as 
restricted use. Applications are spot applications (i.e. basal bark involves spraying the herbicide 
directly on the stem of the wood plant being targeted), not broadcast spraying and follow label 
directions for use. 

24-6 
 

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: 

a. Wind/ Wind Damage. 
a. A loss of large areas of canopy and trees will increase wind damage to 

bordering properties. Winds blow predominantly in a southerly 
direction in the Edwards Road harvest block area. My property and 
home which sits below a ridge bordering the proposed harvest block at 
approximately 800 feet would be directly impacted by increased 
winds due to the loss of canopy and trees on the Edwards Road proposed 

The planning team members have taken a look at maps and believe there are enough topographical 
features between your property and the harvest areas so that there should be little to no effect to 
your property. 
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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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Furthermore, I propose a written commitment from Wayne National Forest representatives that 
no WNF land within the Sunny Oak Project area or close to it will be offered under a lease 
agreement to the fracking industry.  
 
Although there is no mention of these types of proposed activities in the Sunny Oak Project 
outline, it is clearly a concern due to the intent to create extensive new roads and road 
reconstruction. These new access roads to areas within the WNF may lead to further future 
development plans and create an interest to lease public with access for heavy equipment. 
(4/27/18) 

25-1 Dan Stickler As a landowner with a lengthy shared border (C405S6 &C405S8), I have two concerns. 

First it would open up public access to our property. In a conversation I had with Richard K. 
Jones and a subsequent follow up, he attempted to assuage my concerns about illegal activity.  
While fences, gates, signage, potential fines, etc. all sound good, the reality is it will have no, or 
at best minimal effect. We have spent many years battling trespassers, dumping, and littering, 
and have taken somewhat extraordinary means, with some success, to mitigate these illicit 
actions.  This project would certainly reverse what progress we have made. 

Hauling and skidding for this project would stay on Wayne National Forest lands along the 
property boundary shared with Mr. Stickler.  The property boundary would be marked, and the 
access routes blocked from public access through placing gates or rock, and/or building berms and 
piling slash. 

25-2 Dan Stickler As a landowner with a lengthy shared border (C405S6 &C405S8), I have two concerns. 

My second is with the destruction of the aesthetic value of our property.  I bought this land with 
an eye toward retirement and being able to look (or walk) out the backside of our property into 
the mature forest.  This would permanently destroy the view, tranquility, and ambiance of living 
near the forest, which I have looked forward to enjoying. 

I do, however, believe that compromise is neither a dirty word nor a sign of weakness.  As one 
who has studied wildlife management at OSU, I am not universally opposed to clear and/or 
selective cutting and burning.  What would be the harm in a reasonable buffer zone between the 
property lines of the property owners so desiring a buffer, and the areas of activity?  For 
example, a 1000’ no development/no cut zone on the contiguous borders.  Again, a property 
owner could opt out if he/she were so inclined.  This would address both my (and I’m sure a lot 
of others) concerns. 

See the Purpose & Need Presentation, slide 57.  District Ranger Slone has agreed to work with 
adjacent landowners to determine where reasonable no-harvest buffers can be applied. 

26-1 Charles Kessler I fully appreciate the value of diverse habitat to support a diverse animal populations.  And I love 
hearing grouse as I walk through the woods even more than the next guy. However, one cannot 
drive too far through this part of the state without seeing that the mature forest lands in private 
lands are being lost at an unsustainable pace.  There is plenty of young, brushy forest on private 
lands; what is lacking is mature forest that more and more exists only on publically owned land. 

See response to comments 21-1 and 55-19.  In addition, the Forest Plan measure GFW-VEG-10 
provides direction to –  

Base wildlife habitat objectives for age-class distributions on [Wayne National Forest] 
land ownership only, because future habitat provided on privately owned land is not 
predictable.  However, consider vegetative conditions on adjacent private land when 
planning vegetation management projects (e.g., to avoid locating a clearcut on Wayne 
land next to a recent clearcut on private land). (Forest Plan 2006, p. 2-26) 
 

See also response to comment 55-6 related to the Wayne National Forest having the ability to 
conduct timber stand improvement treatments that typically do not occur on private lands.  These 
treatments contribute to the quality of the young, brushy forest habitat. 

26-2 Charles Kessler And your description acknowledges that this action could introduce or spread invasive species 
that are harming the native forests due to inaction, which concerns me as much or more than the 
clear cut. 

Invasive species were analyzed, with discuss being found in the Plants presentation on slides 28-
32.  Pre- and post-harvest treatments would occur. 

26-3 Charles Kessler Please consider stopping efforts to clear cut native mature forests under this or any other projects. See responses to comments 21-1 and 55-19. 
27-1 Richard 

Barrick 
I am writing in support of the proposed Sunny Oaks Project to create improved habitat for 
wildlife that is sorely needed. I am particularly interested in restoring the Ruffed Grouse 
population in Ohio and the proposed project will greatly benefit that objective as well as creating 

Thank you. 
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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 
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$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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35-3 Gwen 
Marshall, 
Protect 
Biodiversity in 
Public Forests 

3) The Forest Service timber sales, which are conducted using tax payer dollars causes the price 
private timber owners to not be able to charge what would be actual market value for their 
timber.  The Forest Service should not be harming the private landowners in this way through the 
use of its unfair competition.  This is another reason to not do this project. 

The Wayne National Forest is a relatively small player in the local and regional market – there 
should be no disincentive for a timber purchaser to cut trees from private lands.  Also, the primary 
purposes of this project are to create habitats that are lacking – young, brushy forests that are 
largely composed of oaks and hickories. 

35-4 Gwen 
Marshall, 
Protect 
Biodiversity in 
Public Forests 

4) The list of reasons to not do this project that were supplied in the newsletter is incomplete in 
many ways.   

For example, there is nothing in this list which talks about the damage to the watershed that will 
be caused from the logging. Clean water is extremely important to all forms of life and should be 
protected. 

The Watershed presentation covers potential impacts to watershed resources from the Sunny Oaks 
Project.  No significant impacts were identified. 

  5) There is also a problem with fracking destroying ground water and there is no mention of this 
is the list of concerns. 

Fracking is outside of the scope of this project and was not identified within any of the cumulative 
effects boundaries for any resource area.   

35-5 Gwen 
Marshall, 
Protect 
Biodiversity in 
Public Forests 

6) Carbon sequestration, which is more efficient with the older trees than with the younger trees, 
according to the newer scientific studies, was also not mentioned in this newsletter.  Leaving the 
older, more mature trees, which are now being shown to do a better job of sequestering carbon 
than the new trees and this is a climate change issue that is an important value from the forests’ 
mature trees.   

See response to comment 18-5. 
 
The commenter did not reference or include any studies supporting the claim about differences in 
carbon sequestration. 
 
Forests have a “boom and bust” cycle with respect to carbon, as forests establish and grow, 
experience mortality with age or disturbances, and regrow over time.  Forest management 
activities such as harvests and prescribed fire have characteristics similar to disturbances that 
reduce stand density and promote regrowth through thinning and removal, making stands and 
carbon stores more resilient to environmental change (McKinley et. al. 2011).  Any initial carbon 
emissions from this proposed action will be balanced and possibly eliminated as the stand 
recovers and regenerates, because the remaining trees and newly established trees typically have 
higher rates of growth and carbon storage (Hurteau and North 2009, Dwyer et. al. 2010, McKinley 
et. al. 2011).  

35-6 Gwen 
Marshall, 
Protect 
Biodiversity in 
Public Forests 

7) Prescribed fire has only extended the fire season, which is not a benefit to the local area’s 
residents or the forests.  

The commenter didn’t elaborate on why the claim that an extended fire season, if it were 
occurring, would harm the local residents or forests.  Numerous studies, including many cited in 
this document and contained in the project record, point to the value of prescribed fire in 
controlling vegetation in forest understories and reducing competition faced by oaks that are 
regenerating.  See: 
 
Abrams, Marc D. 2003. Where has all the white oak gone? BioScience, Volume 53, Issue 10, 1 
October, pp 927–939. 
 
Dey, Daniel C. 2014. Sustaining oak forests in eastern North America: regeneration and 
recruitment, the pillars of sustainability. Forest Science. 60(5): 926 – 942.  
 
Iverson, L. R., T. F. Hutchinson, M. P. Peters, and D. A. Yaussy. 2017. Long-term response of 
oak-hickory regeneration to partial harvest and repeated fires: influence of light and moisture. 
Ecosphere 8(1):e01642.10.1002/ecs2.1642 
 
Johnson, Paul, Stephen Shifley and Robert Rogers. 2009. The Ecology and Silviculture of Oaks. 
2nd Edition. 
 
Jones, et al. 2008. Ruffed grouse brood habitat use in a mixed hardwood forest: Implications for 
forest management in the Appalachians. Forest Ecology and Management. Vol. 255. pp 3580-
3588. 
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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. 

https://orb.binghamton.edu/dissertations_and_theses/11


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

coming to fruition. Our Oak-Hickory forests have been in decline for many years due to the lack 
of management or improper management of them. It can be quite difficult to establish oak-
hickory regeneration, especially when fire is absent from the ecosystem.  
 
     This project would be a massive step in the right direction for the management of Oak-
Hickory forests in Southern Ohio. In addition to being trees with great monetary value, they are 
also essential to a wide variety of wildlife species, as outlined in the plan. These species depend 
on the early-successional forests that would be created by this project. The presence of these hard 
mast producing trees is also essential for the wildlife highlighted in this plan. These are species 
that traditionally thrived in Ohio due to the presence of stand replacing fire and later by the forest 
regeneration after the deforestation that occurred in the 19th Century.  
 
     I believe in this project and what it plans to accomplish. The use of clearcutting and 
shelterwood as silvicultural tools are essential to the future of our Oak-Hickory Forests. 
Additionally, reintroducing fire to the ecosystem will give these trees the chance to mature into 
the productive forests that we all love. 

38-1 Gretchen 
Finniff 

I am in full support of the Sunny Oaks Project because the Wayne National Forest is greatly in 
need of more young forest and early successional habitat. Wildlife species, such as ruffed grouse, 
American woodcock, golden wing warblers to name a few, have seen drastic decline in the 
Wayne National Forest over the years. This project will significantly assist these species and 
more to rebound and flourish since they rely heavily on young forest habitat to breed and survive. 
 

Thank you. 

38-2 Gretchen 
Finniff 

I also recommend that the Wayne National Forest consider additional projects to increase even 
more young forest habitat. While 2,900 acres in this project is a good start, it is not enough young 
forest habitat to create enough needed habitat for early successional species to rebound. 

Thank you. Additional harvests in other areas are outside of the scope of this project. 

39-1 Gayle and 
Dave 
Armstrong 

1. I request that any timber harvesting operations be held back at least 500 feet from our 
joint property boundaries. 

 

District Ranger Slone will be working with adjacent landowners to determine where a reasonable 
buffer can be put in place. 

39-2 Gayle and 
Dave 
Armstrong 

2. The initial marking tape used to designate Sunny Oaks Project areas is the same color as the 
marking tape use by our surveyor to mark our property boundaries.  This is very confusing. 
From FSH2409.12, Chapter 70, Section71.4  “4.  Clearly mark the cutting unit boundaries 
(sec. 71.22) with tree marking paint containing registered tracers.”  Will this method be 
used to mark our joint boundaries? 

The flagging that was in the woods at the time of the letter-writer’s comment was intended to 
mark where firelines would be located.  Cutting unit boundaries would be painted when individual 
sales are being prepared.  

39-3 Gayle and 
Dave 
Armstrong 

3. I am concerned about the increased noise level on my property. Please provide the projected 
noise levels from timber harvesting operations. 

Various factors affect how far sound travels, such as topography, climate, season (leaf-on or leaf-
off), etc.  Very generally speaking a chainsaw has 109 decibel level.  Using an online calculator 
(https://www.omnicalculator.com/physics/distance-attenuation) for how sound decreases as 
distance increases finds that at 500 feet the sound of a chainsaw would be about 62 decibels, 
which is roughly equivalent to conversations at a restaurant, background music, or an air 
conditioning unit at 100 feet. Sound from harvest equipment is highly variable due to the variety 
of equipment that could be used, its age, and maintenance level.  Spark arresters are required and 
muffle sound to some degree. 
 
The noise would be temporary as sales are typically conducted over a period of a few weeks to 
months. 

https://www.omnicalculator.com/physics/distance-attenuation
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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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39-9 Gayle and 
Dave 
Armstrong 

9. I request the Sunny Oaks Project maps include the trail system, clearcut, shelterwood, 
burn/herbicide areas and that these be designated as such on the maps. 

The Recreation & Scenery presentation shows the proposed harvests in relationship to the trails 
system.  Prescribed fire units and herbicide application areas cannot be shown since they would be 
permitted across the project area. 
 
 

39-10 Gayle and 
Dave 
Armstrong 

To summarize, I understand the need for this project and hope my comments, questions and 
concerns can be addressed. 

Thank you. 

40-1 Doug Fabrey I'm writing to express my support for the proposed sunny oaks project.   As I see it, it is 
important for several reasons.  
 
1. The early successional growth that will follow the harvest is important to the wildlife of the 
area.   Research shows that forest opening are very important to a wide variety of song birds,  as 
well as other wildlife.  
 
2. Harvests are important to the local economy, jobs, and businesses.   By utilizing the wood that 
has been grown we can benefit the people of my area and town of Chillicothe.  
 
3. The forest service’s plan to regenerate oaks is an important demonstration of good forest 
practices.  This will help to restore the forest to natural pre human contact conditions. 
 

Thank you. Regarding # 3; however, the intent is not to restore the land to any historic condition, 
but rather to perpetuate the oak-hickory forest type and create young brushy forest across the 
landscape. 

41-1 Jeremy Scherf I have reviewed the details of the sunny oaks project on the Wayne national forest and I fully 
agree that this project should be supported and implemented. For too long, the Wayne has been 
unable to manage their forests and wildlife species that need young forests have suffered. Ohio is 
also facing an issue with regeneration of the oak/hickory forest and a project of this scale will 
help to increase the regeneration of these species over a large area. You have my full support. 
 

Thank you. 

42-1 Ann Cramer As you know I am quite familiar with the project vicinity as a portion of Sunny Oaks was 
surveyed over 5 years as part of the Buckeye Vegetative Management Project.  I just want to 
offer two important reminders.  Because there have been several missteps on similar large 
landscape vegetative activities on the Ironton Ranger District where sites have been damaged, 
please ensure that NEPA and the Section 106 process (investigation and SHPO/Tribal 
consultation) is completed prior to decision.  All previously recorded significant heritage sites 
must be marked for protection.  

Coordination has been ongoing with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) per Section 
106 of the NHPA. 
 
We are setting up a framework to completing Section 106 consultation prior to implementation in 
cooperation with the SHPO.  Tribes will be consulted as well. 
 
All recorded significant sites will be marked and avoided. 

42-2 Ann Cramer Also, because of the history of timber trespass on the Wayne National Forest due to segmented 
ownership, please ensure that all land ownership lines are clearly marked in locations where 
activities will occur adjacent to private property.  Implementation of these requirements will 
ensure effective management of our cultural resources. 

Boundaries will be surveyed and marked on the ground in necessary locations. 

43-1 Brad Perkins, 
Ohio Forestry 
Association 

The Ohio Forestry Association, Inc. is in full support of the Sunny Oaks Project, a project that 
would promote the regeneration of Oak and Hickory forests in the Ironton Ranger District in 
southeast Ohio. 
 

Thank you. 

43-2 Brad Perkins, 
Ohio Forestry 
Association 

Ohio’s Oak and Hickory forests historically regenerated prolifically due to the results of fire, 
both naturally occurring and man-made, as well as other natural disturbances. Since forest fires 
were discouraged and extinguished as fast as possible, starting over 50 years ago, Ohio has seen a 
decline in young, regenerating Oak and Hickory forests. Properly used and managed silvicultural 
practices, such as clear-cutting and shelterwood harvests, are the tools that man has at its disposal 
to accomplish the task of regenerating a forest type that is of high value to wildlife for its many 
food sources, as well as man for its value in creating flooring, furniture, and other products. 

Thank you. 
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43-3 Brad Perkins, 
Ohio Forestry 
Association 

All the practices for this proposal that are mentioned in your News Release about the Sunny Oaks 
Project, including the previously mentioned harvesting methods, as well as prescribed fire, 
manual girdling/felling of competitive trees, herbicidal use and tree planting, are all 
silviculturally and ecologically sound practices for accomplishing the task of promoting Oak and 
Hickory forest regeneration. 

Thank you. 

43-4 Brad Perkins, 
Ohio Forestry 
Association 

A successful Sunny Oaks Project has the ability to show landowners that advancing these 
practices onto private lands, as well as other state and federal properties, would be beneficial to 
all Ohioans. 

Thank you. 

44-1 David King, 
Glatfelter 

I would like to voice my support for this project.  It will greatly enhance the diversity of the 
timber stands to the benefit of wildlife and encouraging regeneration of the oak/ hickory 
forest.  Fire has always played a role in the natural forest.  We have taken away the natural 
occurrence of fire, so now we must use fire as part of a well thought out management plan.  Well 
planned timber harvests also play a vital role in proper management of the forest.  Benign 
neglect is not the way to manage the forest resource.  This is a well thought out plan that 
impacts a small portion of the Wayne land base.  Do not let the radical environmental groups 
who only wish to lock up our resources override the plans of professional foresters, wildlife 
biologists and land managers using science to properly manage the forest.  Do it now! 

Thank you. 

45-1 Gabriel Karns As a concerned citizen, natural resources professional, and conservationist, I want to note my 
support for the Sunny Oaks Project.  The importance of oak regeneration in light of maturing 
forests, transitioning forest communities because of climate pressures and mesophication, and the 
long list of values that oak contributes to wildlife, timber value, aesthetics, nutrient cycling, etc. 
cannot be overstated.  I am happy to see a pro-active approach outlined in the Sunny Oaks 
Project for tackling this issue, and hope to see more like it proposed in the future.  The scale of 
the project fits in to the multi-use nature of national forests. 

Thank you. 

45-2 Gabriel Karns I am alarmed at the messaging put out by other "environmental" groups who betray their 
ignorance with regards to oak regeneration "why remove oak to grow oak?".  It is without doubt 
an ideological impasse that I hope does not stand in the way of the Wayne's renewed 
commitment to biological, ecological, and scientific foundations for silviculture.  

Thank you. 

46-1 Scott Filippelli I'm the president of Aesculus Forestry LLC, a newly formed consulting forestry/wildlife 
management company.  Since I started studying forestry and wildlife management at Hocking 
College in 2006, I've been disappointed by the lack of forest management in Wayne National 
Forest.  From what I have seen, there is a severe lack of different forest age-classes present, and 
there are too many large red maples in the understories of mature oak forests.  I fully support this 
shelterwood harvest proposal, and I would be very happy to see this type of harvest implemented 
widely throughout our public and private forests in Ohio.  Thank you for considering my 
comment. 

Thank you. 

47-1 Tamara Hicks Will there be horse trail closure for prescribed burns? 
And if so, We have waited for months to ride the trails, and you choose to burn when the trails 
are open? 
Why not wait till the trails are closed? Burning should be done between Dec 15th, and April 
15th. 
And if they move forward with this. Will the trails be closed during high traffic events or 
holidays? 
 

Trails will be closed during and after prescribed burns for a period of time; however, staff will 
coordinate so that effects to trails and high-traffic event/holidays are minimal.  Implementation of 
prescribed burns can be staggered so that one trail accessing the Elkins Creek Horse Camp is 
maintained open.  
 
Burning occurs when appropriate weather conditions are met. 

47-2 Tamara Hicks As for the timbering. Will the timbering impact the horse trails? We will be able to see it from 
the horse trails? 
The reason so many people come to this area, because of the natural beauty seen from the trails. 
Nobody wants to travel from across the United State to ride where it has been timbered. And yes, 
people come from all over the United States to ride them! 
 

See response to comments 39-4 and 39-6. 
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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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In order to determine if there were potential effects at a more localized scale the Watershed 
analysis also took a look at the smaller catchments which the proposed harvests drain directly into.  
This piece of the analysis is discussed in the Watershed presentation as well. 

49-3 Roger 
Humphrey 

Why cut the trees, what is the purpose? Isn’t the best way to promote oak and hickory is to not 
cut them down? 
 

The purpose of the project is described in the Purpose & Need presentation in the discussion for 
slides 3-12 and 18. 
 
See also the response to comment 55-2. 

49-4 Roger 
Humphrey 

It takes a long time to get large old forest back for animals. 
 

It is true that it will take many years for the forest to grow back to its current condition.  However, 
the young, brushy forest that would be created provides habitat to a variety of wildlife as well.   
 
See response to comments 21-1 and 13-4. 

49-5 Roger 
Humphrey 

He doesn’t want bear in the area, raccoons are big enough pest and bears are the enemy of honey 
bees. 
 

This is a statement of the letter writer’s opinion. 

49-6 Roger 
Humphrey  

Trading one habitat for another. This is correct; however, the Forest Shrubland Mosaic management area calls for maintaining 
young, brushy forest across the landscape by creating new patches of that habitat through 
harvesting as existing patches grow up into larger trees (Forest Plan 2006, p 3-19).   
 
See response to comment 55-19. 

49-7 Roger 
Humphrey  

Makes more sense to cut a few trees and use the money to buy more land that is already brushy 
hillside. 

See response to comment 49-3.  Also purchasing land to incorporate into the Wayne National 
Forest is a long process that first relies on a private landowner being willing to sell their land to 
the federal government.  This is not a reliable method for providing a diversity of habitat across 
the landscape. 
 
 

49-8 Roger 
Humphrey  

He can no longer pick wild blackberries no longer due to the ticks and feels this project would 
promote ticks. 

Prescribed fire can help control tick populations.  Recent research suggests that prescribed fire ma 
reduce the densities of deer ticks for several years after the burn (Tripp 2017). 

49-9 Roger 
Humphrey 

Wild honeybees are in the old trees. There are a total of 107,113 acres of Wayne National Forest lands within the Ironton Ranger 
District.  Out of that total, only 2,738 acres would be harvested under the Proposed Action (less 
acres would be harvested in Alternative 2).  That harvest acreage accounts for only about 2.5% of 
the total.  There are still plenty of Wayne National Forest lands on the Ironton Ranger District that 
contain old forests that will continue to age over time.  

50-1 
 

Josh Knotts I back 100% the proposal for the Sunny oaks project. I think it would be great to see hardwoods 
in the area in the wildlife they would bring. I also think prescribed burning something Ohio needs 
more of. 

Thank you. 

50-2 Josh Knotts Thank you for opening up the floor for comments I know not everybody agrees but I can 
honestly say the majority of us are behind you. I work as a volunteer member on the Board of 
Directors for the backcountry hunters and anglers Ohio chapter. The majority of our chapter 
agrees that this is what Wayne national needs. 

Thank you. 

51-1 Heather 
Cantino 

I hereby strongly object to the Sunny Oaks Project slash and burn project by the Wayne National 
Forest in the Ironton Unit. I don't have the stomach to spend another month of my life tailoring to 
this new assault the arguments made repeatedly and in vain to the Wayne by scientists, 
economists, and forest advocates against such deceptively packaged timber-industry-driven rape 
of our public forest, so I attach and/or reference, along with some brief comments, the 2008 
Economic Analysis of the 2006 Wayne National Forest Plan, 2009 Buckeye Forest Council 
Prescribed Burn policy and peer-reviewed science articles to be in the public record along with 
this e-mail as my scientifically and economically based objections to this outrageous proposal. 
 

The letter-writer attached several documents – 1.) Comments submitted in relationship to a 
different project that was approved through the NEPA process in 2011 (Pleasant Bear), 2.) An 
economic analysis of the Forest Plan conducted in 2008, 3.) A position paper from the Buckeye 
Forest Council on prescribed fire, and 4.) A press release from the Buckeye Forest Council 
regarding their appeal of the 2006 Forest Plan Record of Decision.  
 
No peer-reviewed scientific articles were attached to the emailed comments.  
 
The comments regarding the Pleasant Bear Project were submitted to a different project on a 
different Ranger District.  Those comments were responded to at the time and the project Decision 
Notice was signed in 2011. 
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The Greenfire Consulting Group, LLC report on economics of the 2006 Forest Plan was reviewed 
in 2008 and determined to be heavily biased towards non-consumptive values.   
 
Regarding the position paper on prescribed fire – that paper is from 2009 and is directed to the 
Ohio Department of Natural Resources, Division of Forest and management of State Forests, not 
the Wayne National Forest. The Division of Forestry has different policies, rules, regulations, and 
laws it must follow. 
 
The purpose of the Sunny Oaks project is provided in the Purpose & Need presentation slides 3-
12.  See response to comments 13-4, 21-1, and 55-19. 
 
The letter-writer’s comment is a vague statement, not supported by evidence or specifically 
pointing to aspects of the project that can be responded to. 

51-2 Heather 
Cantino 

I also note yet again and speak for thousands of concerned citizens of the crime you commit as 
stewards of our public forest in your industry-driven destruction of our public lands, cloaked as 
this assault is behind a veneer of bad science and clever language (Tony's latest being to equate 
ecological management with a regressive return to some arbitrary historical condition of the 
forest).  
 

This is a statement of the letter-writer’s opinion.   

51-3 Heather 
Cantino 

You are sanctioning authorization of the destruction of countless numbers of species, which are 
not being documented, let alone evaluated for potential impacts (reptiles, amphibians, and fungi, 
to name a few clades among many not being adequately considered in any analysis of impacts 
you are supposedly having done)… 

Wildlife/plant evaluations of federally threatened or endangered species, and Regional Forester 
sensitive species were carried out, as required by the Endangered Species Act and the Forest 
Service Manual 2670 and are available in the project record.  A Wildlife presentation and Plants 
presentation are found on the project webpage and discuss the potential effects to these species.   

51-4 Heather 
Cantino 

…in addition to undocumented and significant climate change impacts that will result from the 
destruction of mature trees, extensive longterm emissions from soil disturbance, and direct 
emissions from prescribed burning. 

See response to comment 18-5. 

51-5 Heather 
Cantino 

The introduction of invasives is also not a trivial matter, as your ridiculous newsletter implies. See response to comment 3-1. 

51-6 Heather 
Cantino 

Your rush to get this project through before a new plan is developed is also evidence of your 
disregard for science as well as of the biodiversity of our public lands that you are entrusted to 
protect (in spite of your misguided and manipulative reference to "multiple use", a policy that 
does not justify logging and burning at the expense of much more important biodiversity and 
climate, which you are destroying).  
 

Ongoing revision of Forest Plan does not require or necessitate a stoppage on developing and 
approving new projects.  Once the revision process is completed and a new Forest Plan is finalized 
projects approved under the 2006 Forest Plan will be reviewed to determine if they are compatible 
with any new direction. 
 
Best available science was used as evidenced by the works cited document showing citations to 
the literature relevant to the planning and analysis of this project. 

51-7 Heather 
Cantino 

As a board member of Buckeye Environmental Network (formerly Buckeye Forest Council), I 
also attach and reference BFC's 2006 announcement of our appeal of the 2006 Plan, obviously 
relevant to your current outrage against our Forest.  
 

It is not obvious why this news release is relevant to this current project.  The 2006 Forest Plan 
went through a robust public process according to the planning regulations (36 CFR 219) and 
NEPA regulations (36 CFR 220) that were current at the time.  This process included opportunity 
for feedback from the public on various alternatives.  All appeals were resolved. 

52-1 Marcel 
Weigand 

I am a graduate student at Ohio University and have spent the last two years researching potential 
effects of proximity to roads on Eastern Box Turtles in the Athens Unit of Wayne National 
Forest. My research has focused on home ranges, stress responses, and animal habitat selection. 
Box turtles thrive in habitat that provides them the best opportunities to perform daily and annual 
tasks including mating, laying eggs, finding resources, and maintaining preferred body 
temperatures. Based on the existing literature and my field research, forested areas with small 
clearings (less than 1 acre) are ideal. These habitats provide areas of significant understory 
growth and canopy cover, opportunities for basking, and ample edge habitat that enables turtles 
to choose from a broad thermal gradient without traveling far. The opportunity to use both oak-
hickory forests and early successional habitat is important to preserving quality habitat for these 

Thank you.   
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animals, which are a Species of Concern in Ohio and at risk throughout their North American 
range. 

52-2 Marcel 
Weigand 

In addition to addressing the importance of edge habitat to box turtle biology, I would like to 
emphasize that while small clearings (resulting from gap dynamics) play an important role by 
providing basking habitat, we do not know whether turtles will use the interior of large areas 
lacking canopy cover (up to 40 acres, as proposed). Where early successional growth is 
encouraged, turtles may utilize the spectrum of available habitat if it meets their ecological and 
biological needs, and this may change with ongoing forest successional stages; however, little is 
known about how forest succession affects box turtle habitat use. 

This may point to a potential opportunity to research if eastern box turtles use such temporary 
openings as proposed in the Sunny Oaks Project.  There are a variety of size temporary openings 
proposed in the Sunny Oaks Project, from smaller to larger.   

52-3 Marcel 
Weigand 

It is important that small areas of early successional habitat be maintained on an annual basis, 
adjacent to mature closed canopy forest (critical for overwintering). 

Thank you.  Maintenance of existing permanent wildlife openings is not a piece of the Sunny 
Oaks Project, but is an activity approved in an existing NEPA decision. 

52-4 Marcel 
Weigand 

Lastly, the introduction of roads has the potential to fragment and alter existing and vital turtle 
habitat. Box turtles are known to use unpaved roads for basking, and traffic on these roads could 
increase mortality risk. Limiting traffic on new roads bisecting former contiguous habitat is 
critically important. 

New permanent roads would be closed to motor vehicle use following harvesting and could 
provide those basking opportunities.  During the active sale there is the potential of mortality to 
any turtle basking on the haul roads. 

53-1 Bob Boyles, 
DOF  

I am providing comments from the Ohio Department of Natural Resources, Division of 
Forestry In support of the Sunny Oaks Project on the Ironton Ranger District. 
 
The ODNR - Division of Forestry's mission is to promote and apply management for 
the sustainable use and protection of Ohio's private and public forest lands. The 
division manages over 200,000 acres on state forests, provides wildland fire 
protection assistance across most of the unglaciated plateau, manages forest health 
issues across the state, and provides private landowners with forest management 
recommendations and advice among other duties. 
 
To meet our goals we developed a statewide forest resource strategy to guide our 
activities and priorities. This strategy was developed from consulting with partners 
across the state and region, including the public, industry, agency partners, and 
various constituents groups. It is a comprehensive forest management planning 
document that considers multiple forest uses and values on both public and private 
forest land.   A copy of the plan is available at: http:/ / forestry.ohiodnr.gov/ overview 
. 

Thank you. 

53-2 Bob Boyles, 
DOF  

Upon review of the proposed Sunny Oaks Project, we find that it is consistent with the 
objectives and strategies in Ohio's forest action plan. Specifically the plan identified the need 
to create young forest habitat and enhance oak regeneration for the future of Ohio's forest 
resource (objectives 4.1 and 4.3). We further understand that there has been little 
regeneration harvesting on the Ironton Ranger District since 1991. 

Thank you. 

53-3 Bob Boyles, 
DOF  

The proposed timber stand improvement activities are important components of the project 
that will contribute to successful outcomes. 

Thank you. 

53-4 Bob Boyles, 
DOF  

Quite simply, this project is necessary to be responsive to the diverse forest habitat 
needs in the state. 
 

Thank you. 

53-5 Bob Boyles, 
DOF  

Furthermore the division recognizes that the Wayne National Forest went through a 
lengthy process in developing the 2006 forest plan. That plan developed the 
management areas in place on the Ironton Ranger District based upon the desired 
future condition of the forest. To properly implement the 2006 forest plan, projects 

Thank you. 

http://forestry.ohiodnr.gov/overview
http://forestry.ohiodnr.gov/overview
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like this one are necessary. Delaying necessary projects only wastes the taxpayer 
revenues that funded the plan as well as the significant input stakeholders 
contributed. 
 

53-6 Bob Boyles, 
DOF  

The Wayne National Forest should be managed for multiple uses as required under federal 
law. It is both the division of forestry's experience and management philosophy that 
recreation can be compatible with active forest management. Diverse forest habitats create 
opportunities for wildlife-focused recreation that are not present in a uniform forest. 
Infrastructure developed for harvesting can be converted for recreational use until needed 
again for forest management projects. The inconvenience of temporary closures or trail 
impacts must be weighed against the long-term forest plan implementation needs. We 
believe your project is compatible with recreational assets in the Sunny Oaks Project area 
in the context of the regional landscape 

Thank you. 

54-1 Doug 
Schwemlein 

As a forestry professional in southern Ohio I am very pleased to see the timber management 
proposed on the Wayne, especially the even-aged harvests.  This is win-win for all involved: oak 
regeneration encouraged from clearcutting will benefit wildlife habitat, hunting opportunities, 
and the timber industry for years to come, rather than being over taken by shade tolerant species, 
such as red maple, that result from uneven aged management.   

Thank you. 

54-2 Doug 
Schwemlein 

The early successional forests this will create are a much needed part of the ecosystem and they 
are currently very scare.  

Thank you. 

54-3 Doug 
Schwemlein 

Local governments, businesses and communities will also benefit from the increased activity in 
the area.  

Thank you. 

55-1 Nathan 
Johnson, Ohio 
Environmental 
Council 

I. Introduction. 
 
The Sunny Oaks project could be an opportunity to bolster the Wayne National Forest’s 
wildlife carrying capacity and long-term health and resiliency. If the mature oak components 
of the proposed harvest units are fully retained (and released of competing non-oak canopy), 
extensive early successional habitat can be created while optimizing wildlife values, aesthetic 
values, and oak regeneration and restoration potential. 

 
On the other hand, removal of the mature oak component in these stands will materially 
reduce the Wayne’s wildlife carrying capacity, its resiliency, and its ability to regenerate 
future oak cohorts. Oaks are the keystone species in the forests of southeast Ohio. Sensible, 
science-based active management is needed to ensure they maintain and expand their future 
position in the forest. This entails the repeated use of prescribed fire to push back competing, 
less desired tree species. It also includes the consideration of important data points, 
including: site index, slope aspect, moisture index, light penetration, vegetative competition, 
and size and number of advanced reproduction. Successful management will require the use 
of the aforementioned data to write and implement prescriptions like thinning and two-aged 
shelterwoods that permanently retain mature oak overstory. 

 

This comment is addressed in the following responses.  This project is not solely about white oak 
or ruffed grouse.  We do not manage broad landscapes for only one species.  This project benefits 
a wide-range of tree, plant, and wildlife species. 

55-2 Nathan 
Johnson, Ohio 
Environmental 
Council 

However, clearcutting is not the optimum method of restoring oak, nor of assisting in the 
recovery of ruffed grouse habitat in oak-hickory stands in this portion of the bird’s range. (See 
literature citations, infra). While clearcutting these stands would likely provide the greatest 
dollar return and the greatest unit output of timber, there are far superior methods of 
commercial and non-commercial harvest for the purposes of oak and ruffed grouse restoration. 
Therefore, if implemented, the clearcutting proposed in the Sunny Oaks Project would violate 
the National Forest Management Act (NFMA) 16 USC 1604(g)(3)(E) & (F) and the 1982 and 
2012 Forest Planning Rules.1, 2 

 

Clearcutting and shelterwood harvesting (and clearcutting with reserves in Alternative 2) are the 
optimum methods to create young, brushy forest, the primary purpose of this project. These 
harvests immediately cause a flush of dense new growth.  The primary purpose of the project is to 
create young, brushy forest habitat needed/used by a number of wildlife and plant species, not just 
the ruffed grouse.  The ruffed grouse was used as an example in the scoping newsletter, but is not 
the only species that would benefit from this project. 
 
These harvests are also the optimum methods to regenerate oak forests, the secondary purpose of 
the project, because they cause the disturbance needed to release oak understories from 
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 competition.  They are part of a scientifically sound sequence of events designed to regenerate oak 
hickory forests.  Clearcutting is the most effective method to regenerate the stand to species 
dominated by oaks when adequate numbers of advanced oak regeneration is present (Forest Plan 
Appendix E, p E-6). The establishment harvest in a shelterwood sequence creates a moderated 
disturbance that assists in supporting oaks in the understory so adequate advanced reproduction 
develops. The overstory removal harvest in a shelterwood sequence removes the remaining 
overstory to release the oak advanced reproduction from competition, so that they regenerating 
stand is not suppressed. Shelterwood harvesting is the best method to develop advanced oak 
reproduction when it is lacking (Forest Plan Appendix E, p E-7). 
 
The optimality of the treatments is explained in the Purpose & Need presentation during the 
discussion for slides 10, 18, and 45. 
 
Offering economic support to local, regional, and national economies is a purpose of this project, 
and the harvests proposed would offer greater economic contributions than other commercial or 
non-commercial treatments, it is true.  However, the harvests proposed are the best methods to 
create young, brushy forest and, when advanced oak regeneration is adequate or can be made 
adequate, are the best methods to regenerate oak forests.   
 
Implementing the harvests in the Proposed Action and Alternative 2 would not violate the 
National Forest Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1604(g)(3)(E and F)), or it’s implementing 
regulations known as the 1982 Planning Rule or the 2012 Planning Rule (note that the current 
forest plan for the Wayne, the 2006 Forest Plan was developed under the 1982 Planning Rule).  
The harvesting methods were not selected primarily to provide the greatest dollar or timber 
volume return, but rather as the optimum methods to create the needed habitat conditions, as 
described in the Purpose & Need presentation during the discussion for slides 4-6 (related to the 
importance of young, brushy forest), slides 7-9 (related to the importance of oak forests), slides 10 
and 45 (related to why active management is needed to regenerate oaks and how harvests were 
designated based on stand exam data), and slide 18 (related to why the harvests are the optimum 
method to reach the purposes of the project).   
 
The other commercial and non-commercial methods referred to by the writer are reviewed in the 
responses following this one. 
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II. USFS Should Analyze and Adopt a New “Optimum Oak Alternative” that Maximizes 
Wildlife and Oak Values.  
We request that USFS consider and adopt a NEPA alternative that requires, for all harvest units 
associated with this project, the full retention of all mature oaks capable of producing seed. This 
would entail the creation of what are essentially two-aged stands with a permanently retained oak 
overstory.  
 
This “Optimum Oak Alternative” would create thousands of acres of early successional habitat 
while optimizing present and future oak and hard mast values, wildlife carrying capacity, and 
reproductive outcomes for critical species like white oak, ruffed grouse, black bear, and cerulean 
warbler. This alternative would also be capable of generating substantial, albeit non-oak, timber 
volumes and revenues. The Wayne will be a stronger and more resilient forest if USFS keeps the 
oak in its “oak restoration” efforts. 

The planning team did consider the commenter’s suggested alternative to retain all mature, seed-
producing oaks. 
  
This alternative as suggested was eliminated from detailed study for a number of reasons detailed 
in the following paragraphs.  However, a modified version of this alternative was developed and 
was analyzed in depth as Alternative 2.  Alternative 2 places more emphasis on the oak objective 
than was used in determining harvest treatments for the Proposed Action.  Alternative 2 uses the 
clearcut with reserves method to create a two-aged stand in the best oak stands.  Healthy, acorn-
producing white oaks would be preferentially selected as retention trees in the alternative.  This is 
so that the habitat characteristics that the mature white oaks provide, along with the prolific acorns 
to provide food for wildlife, are retained in the stands for the decades prior to when acorn 
production is likely in the regenerating trees. The oak aspect of Alternative 2 is described in detail 
in the Purpose & Need presentation on slides 44 - 47. (Johnson et. al. 2009, pp 99 and 101) 
 
The commenter’s assertions here are predicated on a misconception that the only way to keep oak 
forest is to keep all oak trees.  In fact the opposite is true.  Oaks have intermediate tolerance to 
shade and are disturbance dependent.  The rationale for why we need to cut oaks to grow new 
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oaks is provided in the Purpose & Need presentation on slides 9 and 10.  See also Johnson et. al. 
2009, pp 99 and 101, and Dey 2014. 
 
Retaining all mature, seed-bearing oaks of all species would not create early successional habitat, 
but rather a thinned stand.  Thinning treatments are not designed to develop or foster regeneration 
of oaks in the understory, but rather provide more growing room and resources for the trees that 
are selected to remain, and can respond to insect and disease threats under certain circumstances.  
The initial establishment harvest in a shelterwood sequence would address what the comment-
writer is reaching for, by reducing the canopy cover in order to provide moderated light to the 
forest understory.  Long-lived oak species would be preferentially selected to retention in the 
establishment harvest, but not every mature oak would be kept.  Note; however, that in the 
overstory removal harvest all of those originally retained trees are harvested, except those in the 
riparian filterstrips and the forested travel corridors.  In the Proposed Action there are about 1,145 
acres of shelterwood and in Alternative 2 there are about 1,425 acres of shelterwood harvest. 
 
In some areas in implementing the commenter’s suggested alternative there would be enough 
canopy removal to provide for oak seedling and advanced regen development, but in other stands 
this alternative wouldn’t provide enough light. 
 
A sizeable portion of oak regen is dependent on stump sprouting from younger and smaller oaks. 
 
Regarding present and future mast production – currently there is an abundance of acorn-
producing oak forests available for wildlife, including, in many cases, stands directly adjacent to 
harvest stands.  According to a paper by Daniel Dey (2014), with the USFS Northern Research 
Station – a paper provided by the commenter to support other aspects of their letter – acorn 
production is at peak capacity across the eastern U.S., “but continued forest aging over the next 50 
years without sufficient oak regeneration to correct today’s imbalanced age structure may cause a 
bottleneck in the oak regeneration process as acorn production declines in older stands (McGee 
1986, Aldrich et. al. 2005, McEwan and Muller 2006).”  Although individual trees are long-lived 
(200-400 years), oak forests must be regenerated at some point in order to keep oaks on the 
landscape (Dey 2014, p 927).  

The age structure of oak forests in the central hardwood region (Shifley and Thompson 
2011) and the northern United States (Shifley et. al. 2012) is skewed toward being 
predominately mature where 60-70% of the forests are 40-100 years old.  Further, only 5-
10% of oak forests are <10 years old, respectively, in these two regions, and this age 
structure is insufficient to sustain the oak resource in the productive, mature age class.  
Therefore, oak forests will continue to get much older faster than they are regenerated. 
(Dey 2014, p 930) 
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New “Optimum Oak Alternative”  
Unless wildlife resources indicate otherwise, we strongly encourage USFS to employ multiple 
low-intensity prescribed fire treatments to all harvest units to facilitate oak reproduction and 
discourage competition from less desirable species. 

Thank you. The intent is to implement prescribed fire, when operationally feasible. 
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New “Optimum Oak Alternative”  
In addition, for each harvest unit proposed, USFS should disclose all data it has available 
pertaining to the following factors: moisture index (IMI), site index, slope aspect, per-acre or ha 
numbers and size of advanced oak reproduction, status of competing vegetation (e.g., red maple 
and tulip popular), any and all previous treatments (e.g., thinnings, prescribed fire, etc.). This 
data is important for USFS and the public to effectively evaluate the oak regeneration potential of 
the stands in question. 
 

This data was requested by the letter writer and provided to them.  A justification they provided 
for the info request was that they would disseminate the information to the public. 
 
Not all of the data has been collected yet, but will be collected over the next few months.  This is 
stated in the Purpose & Need presentation in the discussion for slide 45. 
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The maps thus far provided for this project show many clearcut and shelterwood prescriptions on 
predominantly north, east, and northeast-facing slopes. This does not bode well for successful 
oak regeneration, absent not-yet-provided mitigating information. 
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III. Sample of Oak Literature Support for the Optimum Oak Alternative.  
While white oak (Quercus alba) was once the dominant tree species in Ohio,3 it is in a state of 
serious decline today and is being harvested unsustainably in the state. White oak is second only 
to white ash in volume loss since 2011 at 7.3% loss; removals exceed annual net growth at 0.8:1 
[G:R].4 Ohio’s public lands – in particular, the Wayne National Forest and the Ohio state forest 
system, are our best hope for the recovery of white oak populations. Given Quercus alba’s status 
as the premier wildlife (and charismatic) tree in Ohio and its steep declines, the Wayne’s pending 
forest plan revision should implement a forest-wide standard requiring full white oak retention. 

The letter-writer posits that since white oak is declining in volume across the state that it must be 
preserved where it occurs on the Wayne National Forest.  This conclusion doesn’t acknowledge 
the biology of how oaks grow.  Please see response to comments 55-3 and 55-8, and refer to the 
discussion for slides 9 and 10 in the Purpose & Need presentation. 
 
Harvesting of white oak is only one cause of many that would be related to the overall decline in 
white oak volume.  An important consideration includes the cultural changes in how people have 
used the forest over the last 80 years, including the suppression of fire and canopy closure in 
unmanaged forests resulting in minimal light levels in the understory.  Johnson et. al. (2009, p 
301) references Dey (1996) and Parker (1997a) as finding that “light under unthinned hardwood 
stands may be only 1% of full sunlight”, whereas “maintaining positive rates of growth of many 
oak [seedlings] requires light above 20% of full sunlight (Gottschalk 1994).”  Dey (2014, p 931) 
states, “shortly after an acorn crop that results in establishment of a cohort of seedlings, that 
cohort of seedlings diminishes to near extinction where understory light levels are below the light 
compensation point for the oak species.” 
 
Harvesting oaks without providing the conditions under which new oak forest will thrive would 
continue the downward trend. 
 
The Wayne National Forest is in a position of being able to continue to tend these stands on 
towards success in regenerating oak forest.  The Wayne has the ability and resources to conduct 
the timber stand improvements needed to control competing vegetation as the new forest grows 
(i.e. prescribed fire, herbicide application, and manual tree cutting) – treatments that often do not 
occur on private lands.  In addition, this project includes timber stand improvement treatments not 
associated with harvest, which will begin to prepare and encourage the establishment of oak 
advanced regeneration in broader areas of the Wayne. 
 
The Forest Plan revision process is not related to The Sunny Oaks Project.   
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Sample of Oak Literature Support for the Optimum Oak Alternative. 
White oak experience greater predation than dispersal by animal agents, which predisposes them 
to establishment under parent trees. Oak Forest Ecosystems: Ecology and Management for 
Wildlife (2002), p. 183.  
 
Because white oak acorns germinate in the fall, they are typically not dispersed long-distances by 
animal agents such as jays. Unlike red oaks, white oak reproduction generally remains in clumps 
near and around parent trees. This is evidenced in the greater clumping of white oak seedlings 
and adult trees, and in the greater shade tolerance of young white oaks. Id. at 193.  
 
Consequently, removing mature white oak can permanently eliminate or reduce its spatial 
footprint in a given stand.  
 
In addition, mature white oak are especially poor at sprouting,5 and stump sprouts from mature 
white oak cannot be relied upon to form meaningful components of regenerating stands. 

Letter writer’s conclusion that “removing mature white oak can permanently eliminate or reduce 
its spatial footprint in a given stand” assumes the advanced regeneration were not already present 
in the stand.  Stands we are proposing for clearcut harvest in the Proposed Action (clearcut with 
reserves in Alternative 2) are either: 

1.) Primed for oak regen (adequate advanced regen present), or 
2.) Has a mixed hardwood objective. 

 
Removing mature white oak can permanently eliminate or reduce its spatial footprint in a given 
stand points to the importance of having advanced regen present prior to overstory removal, or 
developing advanced regen through shelterwood harvests (which are proposed on about 1,125 
acres in the Proposed Action and about 1,425 acres in Alternative 2). 
 
Would be favoring oak as retention trees in the shelterwood harvests and in the clearcuts with 
reserves in Alternative 2. 
 
Stump sprouts are a component of what would be expected to regenerate in the harvests, but are 
not being exclusively relied upon (Dey 2014, p 931).  
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Sample of Oak Literature Support for the Optimum Oak Alternative. 
 
Burns & Honkala (1990) Silvics of North America. Vol. 2: Hardwoods. USDA For. Serv., 
Agri. Handbk. 654, Washington, DC. 877 p. 

• White oak -- White oak is generally classed as intermediate in tolerance to shade. It is 
most tolerant in youth and becomes less tolerant as the tree becomes larger. White oak 
seedlings, saplings, and even pole-size trees are nevertheless able to persist under a 
forest canopy for more than 90 years. 

• White oak usually becomes dominant in the stand because of its ability to persist for 
long periods of time in the understory, its ability to respond well after release, and its 
great longevity. 

 

Overall, an important thing to remember is that the Wayne is not managing for a single species of 
oak.  While white oaks are important, and we do intend to encourage them, they are not the 
singular target species for regeneration in this project.   
 
However, in response to the excerpts from the cited publication: 

1.) To “release” a tree or trees in the understory means to remove the canopy trees around 
it/them.  To release a stand means to remove the stand overstory and allow the existing 
understory trees to respond and grow rapidly. 

2.) The references to white oak becoming less tolerant to shade as it grows and that it 
responds well after release both support the canopy removing harvests in the Proposed 
Action and Alternative 2, since -  

a. Clearcuts (or clearcut with reserves under Alternative 2) would be conducted for 
oak when the oak advanced regeneration is present in sufficient numbers and such 
that it would respond to that canopy removal by growing rapidly, and  

b. Shelterwood establishment harvests would be conducted to foster the requisite 
oak advanced reproduction from existing oak seedlings, followed by overstory 
removal harvests to release that “sheltered” advanced reproduction. 

c. The statement referenced by the comment-writer in the first bullet is directly 
followed by these statements in the source document: 

i. Saplings and pole-sized trees respond well to release.  A 41 percent 
increase in diameter has resulted in young stands 1 year following 
release, and this trend has continued through the fourth year following 
release.  Moreover, diameter growth of released trees for a 20-year 
period can be expected to be double that of nonreleased trees. (Burns & 
Honkala 1990, p 610) 

3.) The ability of white oaks to persist under the forest canopy means that they can be 
prepared to respond to a canopy disturbance when/if it occurs for a long period of time.  
White oaks that develop and persist in the understory will not become dominant canopy 
trees unless they are released through a disturbance event. 
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Sample of Oak Literature Support for the Optimum Oak Alternative. 
Iverson, L. R., T. F. Hutchinson, M. P. Peters, and D. A. Yaussy. (2017) “Long-term response 
of oak-hickory regeneration to partial harvest and repeated fires: influence of light and 
moisture.” Ecosphere 8(1):e01642.10.1002/ecs2.1642 

• “an intermediate level of light appears to be optimum for oak regeneration 
relative to other species.” P. 2 

• 13-year longitudinal study over two large areas in southeast Ohio. The study evaluated 
the influences of topography, moisture, burn intensity, partial harvest, and competition 
on regeneration response. 

• Light levels greater than 6% open sky were frequently sufficient for successful 
oak- hickory advancement. 19 

• “partial harvests and repetitive burning can greatly bolster the chances of 
acquiring adequate stocking of competitive oak-hickory in the advanced 
regeneration.” 19 

• Key findings and recommendations: “multiple fires are necessary to retard resprouting 
and regrowth of competing vegetation; […] increase canopy openness to between 6% 
and 18%--less light prevents oak-hickory growth while greater light levels may favor 
shade- intolerant competitors; […] success is much more likely on intermediate and 
dry moisture regimes (IMI < 47) and that implementing harvest and fire on mesic sites 
to promote oak- hickory regeneration is less likely to be practical.” P. 20 

 

This study provides support for the Sunny Oaks Project.  This research is the type of sequencing 
of treatments we will follow when there is an existing oak overstory, but less than adequately 
developed understory (i.e. shelterwood sequence of harvests).  It is intended to foster the 
understory.  Our clearcut treatments with oak objective (clearcuts with reserves in Alternative 2) 
are proposed in stands with oak overstory and understory.  Then the timber stand improvement 
treatments would work to provide more light to the forest understory to promote the development 
and advancement of oak seedlings and saplings.   
 
Oftentimes forested stands will encompass multiple slope positions and aspects.  An oak objective 
in stands that may not appear to be a classic “oak site” would be related to the more dry portions 
of the stand, and/or based on the existing conditions in the stand (i.e. collected data show existing 
oak overstory and understory components).  
 
There is a primary purpose of The Sunny Oaks project to create young brushy forest.  Clearcutting 
accomplishes this.  In stands that are more mesic the regenerating stand may be more heavily 
composed of mixed hardwoods with an oak component.  In addition, the TSI treatments that are 
also proposed may increase the amount of the oak component in these stands. 
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Sample of Oak Literature Support for the Optimum Oak Alternative. 
Dey, Daniel C., “Sustaining Oak Forests in Eastern North America: Regeneration 
and Recruitment, the Pillars of Sustainability,” For. Sci. 60(5):926 –942 (2014) 
http://dx.doi.org/10.5849/forsci.13-114 

• Substantial acorn yields begin at about 40 –50 years of age in eastern oaks (Burns 
and Honkala 1990). 

• However, clearcutting on productive sites (e.g., oak site index 21.4 m) usually 
accelerates succession to a mix of shade-tolerant species from large advance 
reproduction and fast- growing shade-intolerant species arising largely from seed or 
young advance reproduction. 

• Other benefits of thinning in developing oak forests have been demonstrated by 
Healy (1997), who found that acorn production of individual oaks was increased 
after stand basal area was reduced by 50% through removal of nonoaks and thinning 
from below in 40-year-old forests in Massachusetts. Thinning did not reduce stand-
level acorn production capacity in years of good production compared with that in 
unthinned stands, but it did increase production in years of low acorn production. P. 
933 

 

See response to comment 55-9. 
 
Thinning treatments are intermediate treatments, don’t provide early successional forest. The 
quoted portion of texted related to thinning does not speak to creating new oak seedlings, or 
fostering those saplings on to become advanced regeneration, but rather speaks to maintaining 
acorn production.  Acorn production is not limited in the project area, with it being likely that 
stands directly adjacent to those selected for harvest contain acorn-producing oaks.  Alternative 2 
was developed, in part, to retain a white oak acorn-producing element for the best oak stands.  In 
shelterwood stands, white oaks would be among the groups of tree species that would be 
preferentially selected for retention due to its longevity.  Also, this excerpted portion states that it 
is in reference to “thinning in developing oak forests” not mature oak forests.  Harvests proposed 
in Sunny Oaks are within mature forests.  
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Sample of Oak Literature Support for the Optimum Oak Alternative. 
Schweitzer, Callie Jo and Dey, Daniel C. “Forest structure, composition, and tree 
diversity response to a gradient of regeneration harvests in the mid-Cumberland Plateau 
escarpment region, USA.” Forest Ecology and Management, Vol, 262, pp.1729–1741, 
2011. 

• Noting the ineffectiveness of clearcutting as an oak regeneration method, and 
recommending shelterwood harvest with post-harvest control of competing 
vegetation. P. 1737-1738. 

 

The study abstract states in the last sentence that “maintenance of Quercus [oaks] will require 
additional tending.”  However, other than the stands that received the 75SW treatment (whereby a 
hack and squirt herbicide application was used to remove 25% of the basal are in the mid-story), 
no timber stand improvement treatments occurred (p 1731).  The study stands were harvested with 
no prior or follow-up tending treatments.  The Wayne recognizes that in order to be successful in 
oak regeneration, the timber stand improvement treatments in the form of prescribed fire, 
herbicide application, and/or manual tree felling should occur.  That is what is intended with both 
the Proposed Action and Alternative 2.  
 
The commercial clearcut method used in this study involved the removal of all merchantable trees 
larger than about 5.5 inches at breast height (p 1731).  This method of harvest leaves behind all of 
the non-merchantable and small-stemmed trees and would not be likely to favor regrowth of the 
stand to oaks.  The reason for this is that if advanced regeneration of competing species like red 
maple or tulip tree is present in the stand understories and is not also cut during the clearcut 
harvest, then those saplings are positioned to grow rapidly and will continue to overtop any oak 
regeneration that was present in the understory.  Under both the Proposed Action and Alternative 
2 in this project, a “silvicultural clearcut” would be performed, whereby all stems in the stand are 
cut, except the ones left intentionally (Smith 1986, p 367).  This is depicted in the treatment table 
as the site preparation activity.  What a silvicultural clearcut does is start the above-ground growth 
over for the woody species present in the stand.  Under those circumstances the oaks have an 
advantage because they have more reserves and growth in the roots than the competitors, which 
had put their energy into above-ground growth (Johnson et. al. 2009, p 102).   
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Sample of Oak Literature Support for the Optimum Oak Alternative. 
Rebbeck, Joanne, et. al. “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, 2012. 

• Finding “no additional benefits to increasing light above that typically found in a 
light shelterwood cut,” and, even then, “it is crucial to control faster-growing 
competing vegetation.” 

• “Optimizing light levels in the forest understory to allow oak advance 
regeneration to survive and thrive without promoting faster-growing competitive 

This study was completed in a greenhouse/shadehouse and exposed seedlings to various levels of 
light under controlled circumstances and found that white oak acorns can persist in lower light 
levels.  Persistence of white oak acorns under lower light levels than other oaks is acknowledged 
in the Forest Plan, Appendix E, page E-2. 
 
This study suggests no additional benefits to white oak seedlings from increasing light levels 
above a light shelterwood.  But it stresses the importance of other competition controlling 
treatments - follow-up work is critical.  If no other treatment methods are available to a land 
manager (i.e. not able to conduct timber stand improvement treatments), the study suggests that it 

http://dx.doi.org/10.5849/forsci.13-114
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stems is crucial for maintaining sustainable mixed-oak ecosystems in the eastern 
United States.” P. 1030. 

• White oak seedlings allocated about three times more carbon to root systems than did 
chestnut or northern red oak seedlings. White oak seedlings were also able to 
maintain a positive carbon balance in dense shade. 1032. White oak had the lowest 
respiration rates, and had maximum carbon exchange rates in 6% of full sun. 1034. 

• For all three species, “the light saturation point of photosynthesis occurred between 
18% and 25% of full sun, although white oak grown at lower light levels displayed 
some plasticity. […] This suggests that the photosynthetic capacity is saturated with 
no additional benefits afforded to oaks. If light levels are higher, only faster-growing 
shade intolerant competitors such as red maple and black cherry, which display more 
plastic growth responses, would benefit.” P. 1035 

• “White oak’s physiological attributes as well as its slow growth and extended longevity 
(up to 600 years) support a survival strategy that is unique to that of other upland oak 
species.” 1035 

• “To target white oak seedling regeneration, we propose that light levels need not be 
increased above 18% of full sun; to target chestnut and northern red oaks, light 
levels need not be increased above 25% of full sun. These light levels could be 
achieved by cutting 35%-40% of the stand basal area in a shelterwood harvest.” 
1035 And, several rounds of prescribed fire would be required to reduce or 
eliminate non-oak competition prior to any thinning or removal of retained 
overstory. 

 

is important to manage light levels to prevent light-loving species from out-competing the oaks.  
However, the Wayne does have additional tools available to use that control competition – fire, 
herbicide, and mechanical treatments.  The combination of harvest and timber stand improvement 
treatments are a long-term benefit to the stands.  Competing vegetation will be controlled.   
 
Regarding the last bullet the commenter includes from the study, this study was aimed at 
investigating light levels needed for various oak species seedling’s to establish and persist in the 
understory. The study time period followed germinates (i.e. sprouted acorns), over a two-year 
period under differing light levels.  Meaning that the study seedlings would not have been at the 
life stage where they would be ready for release from competition.  The Purpose & Need 
presentation acknowledges in the discussion for slide 10 that oak seedlings can tolerate more 
shade, but then notes that once those seedlings have grown to become the advanced reproduction 
they must be released.  Johnson, et. al. (2009), states on pages 101 and 102:  

Oak reproduction growing beneath a forest canopy is subject to stresses that periodically 
reduce shoot mass and leaf area through the process of recurrent shoot dieback.  
Surviving seedling sprouts thus tend to develop larger root:shoot ratios as they age.  In 
turn, high root:shoot ratio and large root mass enable oak reproduction to 
opportunistically respond to forest disturbances.  The growth potential of oak 
reproduction is not expressed until it is released from the growth-inhibiting shade of the 
parent stand.  This occurs when the forest canopy is partially or completely destroyed by 
disturbances resulting from fire, wind-throw, insects, disease, timber harvesting or other 
events.  Then if the requisite size of the established oak reproduction has been obtained, it 
can produce two or more long flushes of shoot growth each growing season after 
disturbance (Johnson, 1979a; Dickson, 1991)… 
 
…Whether oaks become an important part of the succeeding stand thus depends on the 
pre-disturbance development of significant numbers of seedling sprouts with large roots 
and high root:shoot rations.  Oak reproduction is otherwise usually at a competitive 
disadvantage.  This is especially true of the reproduction of the drought-tolerant upland 
species which, even under optimal conditions, grow slowly until roots are large enough to 
support rapid shoot growth.  Recurrent shoot dieback thus appears to be an important 
aspect of the evolutionary development and adaptive strategy of oaks. 

 
Rebbeck et. al. acknowledges that opening the canopy is needed (p. 1035) –  
…white oak seedlings displayed a different suite of physiological and growth attributes compared 
with the faster growing chestnut and northern red oak seedlings, which may enhance its ability to 
persist in low-light environments until a light-creating disturbance occurs. 
 
Overall, an important thing to remember is that the Wayne is not managing for a single species of 
oak.  While white oaks are important, and we do intend to encourage them, they are not the 
singular target species for regeneration in this project.  It would be difficult and inadvisable to 
implement a static basal area across a harvest area because retention trees are not just selected 
based on spacing, but also based on longevity of the species and health of the individuals. In 
addition, the harvest areas span slopes and aspects, meaning certain oak species would be 
expected to fare better in different areas within harvests.  For those reasons the goal is to reach a 
range of basal area retained after the shelterwood establishment cut (and the clearcut with reserves 
in Alternative 2), averaged over the entire harvest area.   
 
Something that is displayed in this study is that there is variation in light level tolerance of all of 
the species.  Combined with this is different oaks species longevity, and site preferences.  
Promoting a suite of oak species by managing for oak forest rather than only for white oak 
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provides for resilience to future stressors including insects, pathogens, changing climate, and 
weather events. 

55-13 Nathan 
Johnson, Ohio 
Environmental 
Council 

Sample of Oak Literature Support for the Optimum Oak Alternative. 
Povak, Nicholas A., et. al. “Altering successional trends in oak forests: 19 year experimental 
results of low- and moderate-intensity silvicultural treatments.” Canadian Journal of Forest 
Research, Vol. 38, pp. 2880-2895, 2008 

• “Commercial clear-cutting, with or without prior herbicide spray of low vegetation 
and oak underplanting, resulted in nearly complete dominance by a wide array of 
non-oak species on both mesic and dry-mesic sites. In contrast, 153-903 ha-1 of the 
oaks that were underplanted on shelterwood – understory removal plots successfully 
achieved dominant or codominant status by age 19.” At abstract. 

 

This study was at least partially interested in assessing options for managing oak on private land 
situations.  The plots were split between shelterwood harvests and clearcut harvests on two sites: a 
drier site, and a more mesic site.  A critical piece of the study design: 

…Mature canopy trees were removed from all main plots in a commercial harvest of 
merchantable trees.  Since most of the small and nonmerchantable trees had already been 
removed on the shelterwood plots [the initial shelterwood cut targeted understory trees 
and smaller canopy trees], these plots resembled a silvicultural clearcut following the 
1992 harvest.  In some areas, mainly on the original control plots, loggers left some 
scattered mature trees and smaller poles. Postharvest treatment of residuals was not 
conducted because we were interested in comparing the shelterwood treatment with 
typical commercial logging on private lands… (Povak 2008,p 2883) 

 
What this excerpt is showing is that in the clearcut stands there was no site preparation treatments.  
See response to comment 55-11.  Povak notes that this was on purpose to simulate effects of 
typical commercial logging on private lands.  This further shows the importance of public lands in 
retaining oak forests – the Wayne National Forest has the ability and resources to conduct the 
needed site preparation treatments and the TSI treatments that through time will foster the 
regenerating stands on toward oak, when appropriate. 

55-14 Nathan 
Johnson, Ohio 
Environmental 
Council 

Sample of Oak Literature Support for the Optimum Oak Alternative. 
Yeagle, Jessica A.; Groninger, John W., “Long-term effects of clearcutting on tree species 
composition in an oak-hickory forest,” 538-539 (2006); in Connor, Kristina F., ed. 2006. 
Proceedings of the 13th biennial southern silvicultural research conference. Gen. Tech. Rep. 
SRS–92. Asheville, NC: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Southern Research 
Station. 640 p. 

• (Surveyed results of clearcut on upland southern Illinois oak hickory forest. 30 years 
after harvest, disturbance-dependent species such as oak appeared to be decreasing 
while mesic species were increasing). 

There are a few unclear things in this paper that make it difficult to assess the relevancy of the 
conclusions the letter-writer is making: 

1.) Was there adequate advanced oak regeneration prior to the 1973 harvest? 
2.) Other than the initial site preparation herbicide treatment, it appears there were no other 

treatments intended to control competition. 
Again, it appears this may be targeted more towards management that would occur on private 
lands.  See response to comments 55-13 and 55-6 related to the ability of the Wayne to conduct 
the needed TSI treatments. 

55-15 Nathan 
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Sample of Oak Literature Support for the Optimum Oak Alternative. 
Gould, et al. (2002) “Regenerating mixed oak stands in Pennsylvania: A quarter-century 
perspective.” P. 254 –258 in USDA For. Serv., Gen. Tech. Rep. NC-234, North Central 
Research Station, St. Paul. MN. 

• The frequency of white oak decreased from 89.2 percent of stands before harvest to 
58.3 percent of regenerated stands. P. 256 

• Table 2 on p. 256 – relative basal area of oak went from 77.7 to 30.2%. 
• Study examined 90 stands that had been regen harvested 20-33 years prior. 

 

The same two uncertainties are present with this paper as in the last comment (55-14).  Since 
neither item is specifically stated it is likely that there was lacking oak advanced regeneration, and 
that TSI treatments did not occur over time as the stands were regenerating.   
Interestingly, the discussion says the oak component was still successful in the end.  “Although 
oaks appear to play a diminished role in the regenerated stands, the dominance of oak may 
increase as the stands develop” (p 257).   
 

55-16 Nathan 
Johnson, Ohio 
Environmental 
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Sample of Oak Literature Support for the Optimum Oak Alternative. 
Stringer, Jeffrey W. 2002. Oak Regeneration Using the Two-Age System. In: Gen. Tech. 
Rep. SRS-48. Asheville, NC: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Southern 
Research Station. pg. 379-382 

• A traditional clearcut essentially stops sexual reproduction in the stand for a 
substantial portion of the rotation and can limit the potential for the development of 
viable advanced regeneration. The reserve trees in the two age system provides for 
the potential for continued sexual reproduction in the stand and the ability to develop 
advanced regeneration[.] p. 379 
Analysis of released treatments vs. uncut (unreleased) treatment showed a highly 
significant difference (p = 0.008) in acorn yield (as expressed on a per tree basis). 

This project is not trying to develop new oak seedlings for this rotation in the stands with 
proposed clearcut or shelterwood harvest.  The shelterwood establishment harvests are intended to 
foster existing oak seedlings on to become adequate advanced regeneration, and the clearcut 
harvests and shelterwood overstory removal harvests are intended to release the present advanced 
regeneration.   
 
What the Stringer report is talking about in the excerpt related to sexual reproduction is that if the 
entire canopy is removed there would be no more future oaks germinating from seed until the 
regenerated stand has reached the age where acorn-production begins.  An important point to 
realize is that the regenerating stand would be composed of oaks originating from stump sprouts 
and from seedlings/saplings that were already present in the stand prior to harvest (in addition to 
the other non-oak species that may grow, as well).  The retention of acorn-producing mast trees in 
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Released trees annually averaged 1,424 grams of acorns per tree compared to 689 grams 
per tree for unreleased trees. This indicates that fully released trees, typical of those that 
would be retained as reserve trees in deferment cuts in white oak dominated stands, 
have the capability of not only maintaining but improving acorn yield, a prerequisite for 
the development of advanced regeneration in two aged stands. P. 380-381. 

 

a two-aged system does not contribute to the regrowth that is occurring at that time.  What 
retaining those trees would do is provide acorns for wildlife food, and for seedling development 
once the regenerating stand has started to reach canopy closure. 
 
The planning team developed and analyzed the clearcut with reserves aspect of Alternative 2 in 
response to the commenter’s mention of two aged management.  See also response to 55-3. 
 
Acorn yield would be maintained in the adjacent forest when that overstory is oak.  Any oaks on 
that edge would be partially released and have increased acorn production. 

55-17 Nathan 
Johnson, Ohio 
Environmental 
Council 

II. Sample of Wildlife Literature Support for the Optimum Oak Alternative. 
 

A. Ruffed Grouse 
 
Oak mast production is the minimum limiting factor for ruffed grouse population growth in the 
Central Appalachian portion of its range, including Ohio. Maximum mature oak retention in 
early successional prescriptions is the optimum management strategy for maintaining and 
growing ruffed grouse populations in Ohio. Conversely, removing mature oak from the 
overstory will negatively impact ruffed grouse population potential in the forest. See below for 
a sampling of literature supporting the Optimum Oak Alternative: 

 

“Maximum mature oak retention in early successional prescriptions is the optimum management 
strategy for maintaining and growing ruffed grouse populations in Ohio” is an opinion.  The study 
that the opening statement came from, the Devers study, notes that oak mast production may be 
the minimum limiting factor in this part of the ruffed grouse’s range.  However that paper and the 
authors did not recommend maximum retention of mature oaks in managed stands, but rather 
recognized the value of even-aged harvest in creating the young brushy forest.  The authors stated 
that harvests can be altered to provide for some acorn retention by implementing clearcut with 
reserves and/or shelterwood harvests. 

55-18 Nathan 
Johnson, Ohio 
Environmental 
Council 

Ruffed Grouse 
Benjamin C. Jones and Craig A. Harper, Ruffed Grouse (Bonasa Umbellus) Use of 
Stands Harvested Via Alternative Regeneration Methods in the Southern Appalachians 
Proceedings of the 15th Central Hardwood Forest Conference e-GTR–SRS–101 

• Finding grouse benefited from shelterwoods, irregular shelterwoods, group 
selections, and mature oak and mesic hardwood stands. 

• “An advantage of shelterwood and irregular shelterwood over clearcutting is retention 
of mature mast producers, especially oaks, for some time after harvest. Following 
clearcutting, there is a 25-40 year time lag in seed production, requiring grouse to 
forage and seek cover in different areas. With shelterwood and irregular shelterwood, 
hard mast and cover are available within the same stand creating optimal foraging 
conditions. […] Increased growing space also may result in greater acorn production 
by residuals (stringer 2002). In a West Virginia two-aged stand, Miller and Schuler 
(1995) also noted regeneration of additional species important to wildlife, including 
American hornbeam, flowering dogwood, pin cherry, serviceberry, and wild grape. 
[…] [G]rouse use of shelterwood and two-aged stands likely resulted from a 
combination of desirable midstory structure and food availability.” P. 379 

• Summer broods favored group selection openings, and unharvested mature mixed 
oak hardwood stands that had natural, mortality-caused canopy gaps. P. 379. 

• “For plans concentrating on grouse habitat (and other wildlife in general), retention of 
mature trees in both the white and red oak families will decrease probability of mast 
crop failure in a given year. Retention of other trees and shrubs including flowering 
dogwood, black gum, serviceberry, pin and black cherry, and witch hazel can prove 
beneficial without negatively impacting growth of commercial species (Miller and 
Schuler 1995). P. 380. 

 

An important thing to remember is that the Wayne is not managing for a single wildlife species 
(i.e. ruffed grouse) or a single tree species (i.e. white oak).  Managing for a diverse forest, 
including a matrix of age classes, and oak forests in landscape positions where it is favored is the 
strategy employed to maintain a diversity of wildlife and plant species.   
 
See response to 55-20 for quotes the Wayne planning team pulled out of the commenter’s 
submitted literature (Harper et. al. undated) that show the value of clearcuts in providing food and 
shelter to the ruffed grouse. 
 
 

55-19 Nathan 
Johnson, Ohio 

Ruffed Grouse 
Devers, et al., “Ruffed grouse population ecology in the Appalachian Region,” The 
Appalachian Cooperative Grouse Research Project (ACGRP) (2008), Wildlife Monographs, 

The abstract for this study specifically states, “Management efforts should focus on creating a 
mosaic of forest stand ages across the landscape to intersperse habitat resources including nesting 
and brood cover, adult escape cover, roosting sites, and, most importantly, food resources.  Land 
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Vol. 168: 1-36. 
• Hard mast production in oak-hickory forests is the primary influence on ruffed 

grouse reproduction. page 22 
• Ruffed grouse in the Appalachians rely heavily on hard mast production. 22 
• Percent carcass fat of female ruffed grouse is positively correlated with chick survival 

35 days posthatch, and female carcass fat levels are tied to hard mast production. 23 
• “during years of poor hard mast production, ruffed grouse may forgo breeding and 

invest endogenous reserves into survival and future breeding attempts. Finally, in 
springs following poor mast production, chick survival is low (regardless of 
environmental conditions) due to poor egg quality and weak chicks. In springs 
following above average mast production, chick survival increases, presumably 
because larger chicks are produced with a greater amount of energy reserves in the 
form of remaining yolk.” 24 

• Reproductive rates are lower to begin with in oak-hickory forests of the 
Appalachians because grouse lack the more northerly and mesophytic food sources, 
especially aspen, common to the core of their range. See 26. 

• Productivity (chick survival and fecundity) had the strongest influence on ruffed 
grouse population growth rate in the central Appalachian region. […] Our results 
indicate management agencies will be able to increase ruffed grouse abundance most 
efficiently by focusing management efforts on increasing fecundity, particularly 
chick survival.” 29 

• Ruffed grouse home range size and selection for preferred habitat features were 
related to hard mast production in oak-hickory forests. 29 

• We believe food quality and availability may be the minimum limiting factor 
affecting ruffed grouse populations in oak-hickory forests of the southern and central 
Appalachians. Multiple aspects of ruffed grouse ecology in oak-hickory forests 
appear to be related to hard mast production including habitat selection, pre-breeding 
body condition, and reproduction and recruitment.” 30  

• Recommending management efforts focus on habitat management designed to 
increase population growth “by increasing food abundance,” because lack of early 
successional habitat in the region is not the minimum limiting factor – lack of hard 
mast is. 30 

• “Acorn production from red and white oak species appears to be the most 
important ruffed grouse food resource in the Appalachian region, consequently 
land managers should pursue silvicultural practices that increase acorn 
production. 31  

• Recommends that natural resource agencies in the Appalachian region 
implement a standardized, annual hard mast survey. 32 

 

managers can intersperse habitat resources through a combination of clearcutting, shelterwood 
harvests, group selection, and timber stand improvement (including various thinnings and 
prescribed fire).”  The Sunny Oaks Project is proposed within the Forest Shrubland Mosaic 
management area (with non-harvest treatments in the River Corridor and the Handley Branch 
Special Area).  This management area “maintains a supply of early successional habitat 
interspersed throughout a forested landscape… …As shrub and seedling/sapling forest habitats 
grow into stands of pole-sized trees, new shrub and seedling/sapling forest habitat are created by 
even-aged harvest” (Forest Plan 2006, p 3-19).  The Sunny Oaks Project was developed in this 
management area purposely because it is so well-suited to meeting the multi-faceted purposes and 
needs that were identified.  These are explained in detail in the Purpose & Need presentation 
discussion for slides 3-10. 
 
Devers states on page 31:  

Early succession forest stands that provide escape cover and food resources can be 
created using clearcuts with hard mast reserves and shelterwood harvest (Whitaker 2003, 
Jones 2005, Jones and Harper 2006).  Alternatively, harvest units can be planned to 
intersperse young stands that are adjacent or in close proximity to acorn producing 
stands.  In mixed-mesophytic forests, where alternative food tree species such as birch 
and cherry are present, we recommend using tradition clearcutting (Whitaker 2003). 

 
The harvest treatments are dispersed throughout the Forest Shrubland Mosaic management area, 
with forests of varying ages in close proximity.  In addition, the harvests would also be spread out 
in time, which assists in maintaining the young, brushy forest within the Forest Shrubland Mosaic, 
since each created patch grows out of that 0-10 year old condition rapidly. 
 
Noting the importance of acorns to the ruffed grouse stresses the importance of maintaining oak 
forest on the landscape.  Perpetuating oak is done through an even-aged harvest in combination 
with timber stand improvements treatments.  When the requisite advanced oak regeneration is 
present in a stand a clearcut would be in order.  
 
Riparian filterstrips and the forested travel corridors would break up potentially larger temporary 
openings into smaller patches closely located to one another. 
 
About 1,145 acres of shelterwood are included in the Proposed Action, with that acreage increased 
in Alternative 2 to about 1,425.  The shelterwoods would maintain that acorn-producing 
component prior to the overstory removal harvest, when the trees that were originally retained 
would be harvested to release the regenerating understory.  In Alternative 2, clearcut with reserves 
harvest was added to allow for a permanent retention of a smaller number of mature, acorn-
producing white oak trees on those harvest units. 
 
Even without retaining acorn-producing oaks, the clearcuts will still provide habitat because of 
soft mast, edge effect, dense cover, brush and stumps, and will provide for acorn production over 
the long-term on oak sites once the regenerating stand has reached maturity. 
 
 
 
 
 

55-20 Nathan 
Johnson, Ohio 

Ruffed Grouse 
Harper, et al., “Managing Habitats for Ruffed Grouse in the Central and 
Southern Appalachians,” Virginia Department of Game & Inland Fisheries; 

This study points to the importance of TSI treatments to be successful in managing for ruffed 
grouse.  TSI treatments are an important part of The Sunny Oaks Project. 
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available at: https://www.dgif.virginia.gov/wp-content/uploads/ruffed-grouse-
habitats.pdf 

• “Clearcutting oak-hickory stands creates high stem densities desirable for escape 
cover, however, mast production is eliminated for approximately 40 years. Even 
then, mast production will not equal that of the previous stand if oaks are 
underrepresented in the regenerating stand.” 4  

• “The benefits of shelterwood harvests over clearcutting are the retention of mature, 
mast- producing oak while advance regeneration is developing, provision of oak in 
the future stand, and retention of mature trees for aesthetic purposes. Acorns are a 
nutritious food that can influence survival and recruitment of Appalachian ruffed 
grouse. Therefore, stands that intersperse mature oaks with woody sapling cover will 
benefit grouse in the region.” 7. 
“an irregular shelterwood that retains the residual overstory for at least 30 – 40 years 
(until the regenerating stand begins to produce mast) is the best regeneration method to 
improve habitat for ruffed grouse when harvesting oak-hickory stands in the central 
and southern Appalachians. Our research indicated a strong inverse relationship 
between grouse home range size and mast crops in oak-hickory stands. When stands 
are clearcut, there is a time lag in hard mast production while trees mature (at least 30 
– 40 years). During that period, grouse must balance time spent in early successional 
cover and time spent foraging among mature oaks. Two-age stands provide both food 
and cove, allowing grouse to forage on acorns and other foods without increasing risk 
of predation.” Page 9 (emphasis in original). 

• “Considering harvesting economics, some managers recommend larger cuts, up to 40 
acres or more. However, because interspersion of quality habitats within a relatively 
small area is the most important consideration when managing for ruffed grouse, 
harvest units should be relatively small (less than 25 acres with even-aged and two-
aged regeneration methods).” (emphasis in original) Page 36. 

 

Prior to the first quoted text, the paper says the following on pages 3 and 4: 
…Clearcut stands provide excellent habitat for ruffed grouse, especially 5-20 years after 
harvest.  Grouse may use clearcut stands for escape cover, foraging, nesting, drumming, 
and brood rearing during this period (Sharp 1963, Scott et. al. 1998, Schumacher 2002, 
Whitaker 2003, Jones 2005)… 
…Mesic sites, such as those found in coves and on north and east aspects, usually 
regenerate yellow poplar, sugar maple, yellow and black birch, black cherry, 
cucumbertree, basswood, serviceberry, and American beech, with scattered yellow 
buckeye and northern red oak.  Several of these species (birch, cherry, serviceberry) 
produce buds that are an important winter food for grouse (Servello and Kirkpatrick 
1987, Plaugher 1998, Long and Edwards 2004b).  Other foods, such as black berries and 
blueberries, as well as herbaceous forage, are often abundant following clearcutting. 

 
And then after the quoted text, the paper says the following on pages 4 and 5: 

…however, land managers on federal land (National Forests in the central and southern 
Appalachians) are limited in silvicultural options because of litigation surrounding timber 
management prescriptions…  
…Some alternative methods (that may not be as likely to be appealed by special interest 
groups) have real value in promoting regeneration of some important hardwood species. 

 
Essentially this paper is detailing other treatments that are possible in order to provide ruffed 
grouse habitat and regenerate forests because the traditional methods such as clearcutting, that are 
effective, are seen as controversial by special interest groups. 
 
Also, in response to the commenter’s last bullet from this source related to the “optimal size of 
timber harvest for ruffed grouse”, a statement that falls in between to the two segments quoted, 
states, “Research has shown grouse will use any size stand (at least some portion of it) large 
enough to allow regeneration (Sharp 1963, Macdonald et. al. 1994, Fearer and Stauffer 2003).” 
 
The Sunny Oaks Project contains a mix of treatments to create a diverse mosaic of habitats, as 
called for in the Forest Plan for the desired future condition of the Forest Shrubland Mosaic 
(Forest Plan 2006, p 3-19).  The Forest Plan further discusses clearcuts, clearcuts with reserves for 
two-aged stands, and shelterwood harvests as acceptable silvicultural systems to meet diverse 
habitat needs and to regenerate oak forests (Forest Plan Appendix E, pp E-6 to E-10).  
 
 

55-21 Nathan 
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Ruffed Grouse 
Jones, Benjamin C. and Harper, Craig, A., “Ruffed Grouse (Bonasa umbellus) Use of Stands 
Harvested Via Alternative Regeneration Methods in the Southern Appalachians,” Proceedings of 
the 15th Central Hardwood Forest Conference (2007), pp. 379-380 (recommending irregular 
shelterwood with oak retention over clearcutting for ruffed grouse management). 

See responses to 55-19, 55-20, and 55-23. 

55-22 Nathan 
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Ruffed Grouse 
Whitaker, et al., “Factors Associated with Variation in Home-Range Size of Appalachian 
Ruffed Grouse (Bonasa Umbellus),” The Auk 124(4) (2007), pp. 1-18 (recommending 
management prescriptions that increase hard mast for grouse; noting fall-winter range expansion 
of >2.5x following poor fall hard-mast crops). 

 

See responses to 55-19, 55-20, and 55-23. 

55-23 Nathan 
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Ruffed Grouse 
Jones, et al., “Ruffed grouse brood habitat use in a mixed hardwood forest: Implications for 
forest management in the Appalachians, Forest Ecology and Management 255:3580-3588 
(2008) (finding brood preference for small gaps in mature stands, and the shaded periphery of 

The Proposed Action and Alternative 2 include a variety of sizes, from small to large, temporary 
openings that would be created through clearcuts (and clearcuts with reserves in Alternative 2) 
and then eventually through the overstory removal harvest in the shelterwood sequence.  The 
riparian filterstrips that will be retained around perennial, intermittent, and ephemeral streams in 

https://www.dgif.virginia.gov/wp-content/uploads/ruffed-grouse-habitats.pdf
https://www.dgif.virginia.gov/wp-content/uploads/ruffed-grouse-habitats.pdf
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even-aged openings; finding ideal brood usage conditions at 75% canopy closure). 
 

all harvest blocks will help in breaking up the young brushy forest that is created into smaller 
patches.  The forested travel corridors that will be implemented in the larger harvest stands will 
further break up temporary openings, by creating connections to the un-harvested, more mature 
forest on either side. 
 

55-24 Nathan 
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Bear, Turkey, and Deer 
 
Acorns, especially those of Quercus alba, are the single most important food source for black 
bear in the Appalachians. Reproductive numbers and success of black bear are tied closely to 
white oak acorn masting patterns. In addition, when given the choice, black bear prefer to 
winter den above ground in large cavity trees – in large oak cavity trees, specifically. Oak 
Forest Ecosystems: Ecology and Management for Wildlife (2002) at 224 – 240. The American 
black bear is a RFSS for the Wayne. See SFW-TES-32 “Protect and improve occupied 
Regional Forester sensitive species habitat.” 

 

Thank you for providing the information in support of the importance of keeping oak forests on 
the landscape.   
 
The black bear is no longer a Regional Forester Sensitive Species.  The list was updated in 2017.  
Updated lists of the Regional Forester Sensitive Plant and Animal Species are found within the 
respective Biological Evaluations, which are available in the project record. 

55-25 Nathan 
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Bear, Turkey, and Deer 
 
Deer antler point number, beam diameter, and length are all significantly related to acorn yield. 
McShea and Healy at 218. 

 

Thank you for providing the information in support of the importance of keeping oak forests on 
the landscape.   
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Bear, Turkey, and Deer 
 
Acorns represent the highest volume of food in the eastern turkey diet during the winter and 
spring. McShea and Healy at 242. 

 

Thank you for providing the information in support of the importance of keeping oak forests on 
the landscape.   
 

55-27 Nathan 
Johnson, Ohio 
Environmental 
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I. Conclusion. 
 
We all want a strong, resilient, and healthy Wayne National Forest that is at its best for people 
and wildlife. To that end, the OEC respectfully requests USFS’ consideration and adoption of 
a project alternative that retains all mature oak trees (i.e., resulting in two-aged stands with full 
and permanent oak retention). This is the only alternative that can optimize the forest plan’s 
vital oak and wildlife restoration goals while still producing substantial timber volume. 
 

Refer to all previous responses to the commenter’s points in this document (Responses 55-1 
through 55-26).  

56-1 Rick and Jill 
McCleese, 
Elkins Creek 
Horse Camp 

• When water flow has been to the top of the creek behind my residence and recreational 
campground, has been in peoples homes downstream and flooded County Rd 5 and 8 and 
State route 141. 

    ****What will be the projected increase of water flow from start of implementation to 
accumulative effects of 10 years? 
  
     ****What are the affects and accumulative effects to the Symmes River water shed 
within 10 years? 
  
      ****Requesting hydrology study for the projects around my address and the Symmes 
Creek Water Shed. 

 

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.  
 
See response to comments 49-2, 24-4, and 39-8. 

56-2 Rick and Jill 
McCleese, 
Elkins Creek 
Horse Camp 

As an invested small business owner of a recreation campground I am concerned for the 
peacefulness of the camp due to sound/noise disturbance of chainsaws, and logging trucks and 
equipment. 
 

See response to comment 39-3.  The horse camp is more than 500 feet from the harvests, so noise 
would be less than described in response to comment 39-3.  District Ranger Tim Slone may 
consider additional contract provisions limiting harvesting to weekdays. 
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Persons traveling from all over the U.S. and Canada doesn’t want to listen to constant noise from 
logging practices. 
 
  
 
       ****Requesting estimated noise impact to the Elkins Creek Campgrounds. 
 
  
 
        **** Can we put in the contracts times of no activity or limited of logging during high 
recreation activity, events and holidays? 

 

56-3 Rick and Jill 
McCleese, 
Elkins Creek 
Horse Camp 

• Will the season of Logging and prescribed burn be in the freeze and thaw or high 
recreation use? 

 

Harvesting could occur any time of year.  Prescribed fire operations typically take place in the 
spring before green-up or in the fall before Thanksgiving.  Although, if conditions are right 
burning could be anytime during the late fall – early spring, too. 
 
The Recreation & Scenery presentation discusses potential impacts to the horse trails, while the 
Purpose & Need presentation notes that all of the horse trail that has the potential to be directly 
impacted from harvests can be temporarily or permanently re-routed so no closures are needed.   
 
Various other measures have been incorporated into project designs to minimize impacts to the 
horse trails and the Elkins Creek Horse Camp.  See Purpose & Need slides 33-35 and 57. 

56-4 Rick and Jill 
McCleese, 
Elkins Creek 
Horse Camp 

• Will there be potential trail closure’s if so how long  

 

Yes – during and after prescribed burns. (see response to Armstrong’s similar comment) Maintain 
a way in/out of the horse camp even when burns are occurring. 
 
Closure length depends on how long there is fire activity (smoldering) in the burn units and this 
can vary depending on weather conditions following the burn (rain vs. dry weather). 

56-5 Rick and Jill 
McCleese, 
Elkins Creek 
Horse Camp 

•  What is the economic impact to recreation business’s and the tourism impact from them 
short term and accumulative of 10 years? 

Any negative impact should be negligible because of the designs that will limit trail closures to 
only times during an immediately following prescribed fire operations.  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.   

56-6 Rick and Jill 
McCleese, 
Elkins Creek 
Horse Camp 

What is the estimated Landslide Potential Index LPI?   We are in a high land slide area.  Has any 
studies been done in this area around us? 

Slips/landslides are discussed in the Soils presentation in slides 4, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, and 19.  About 
24% of the proposed harvest acres are located on slopes greater than 35%.  In these areas, the best 
management practice is to keep the heavy equipment out. 
 

56-6 Rick and Jill 
McCleese, 
Elkins Creek 
Horse Camp 

Will they leave the big oaks and hickory, otherwise how will the oak and hickory regenerate? In shelterwood harvests (and in the clearcut with reserves in Alternative 2) some oaks and 
hickories would be retained.  In a clearcut that has an oak objective, oaks seedlings are already 
present in enough numbers according to stand exams/observation.  In some of the clearcuts, we’re 
expecting a mixed hardwood outcome. 
 
Also see response to comment 55-3, 55-8 and the discussion for slides 9 and 10 in the Purpose & 
Need presentation.  

56-7 Rick and Jill 
McCleese, 
Elkins Creek 
Horse Camp 

Will there be provisions in the contracts for repair to trails, roads and bridges? How will trail 
tread be impacted?   

Very little trail would be impacted by harvest (insert 0.39 miles here). Recreation staff will be a 
part of the sale implementation planning if trails would be hauled on or crossed.  Trails that are 
impacted through hauling or use as a fireline would be fixed back to pre-hauling/pre-fireline 
condition or better. 

56-8 Rick and Jill 
McCleese, 
Elkins Creek 
Horse Camp 

Requesting transportation and truck plan of routes they will be using.  This affects the already 
high invested dollars and volunteer time of contribution to trails, the poor state of the pothole 
roads and land slippage and bridges. 

See response to comment 24-7.  More specific routes are planned at the sale prep stage.  Work 
with the Townships to ensure loads are within capacity of bridges.  Economic contributions to 
counties from the Wayne National Forest are to be split 50:50 between road maintenance and 
schools.   



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

56-9 Rick and Jill 
McCleese, 
Elkins Creek 
Horse Camp 

Requested the trails out of Elkins Creek Horse camp one in front and one in back Kimble Loop 
not be closed at the same time, so that there is at least one way in and out. 

Proposed burns will be implemented so that one trail is also open to the Elkins Creek Horse 
Camp. 

56-10 Rick and Jill 
McCleese, 
Elkins Creek 
Horse Camp 

Question I have read in science peer review that Oak and Hickory do not regenerate with the 
Sunny Oaks project of proposed activities on a North or east side.  We would like to discuss the 
project behind us on 198. 

Oftentimes forested stands will encompass multiple slope positions and aspects. An oak objective 
in stands that may not appear to be a classic “oak site” would be related to the more dry portions 
of the stand, and/or based on the existing conditions in the stand (i.e. collected data show existing 
oak overstory and understory components).  
Would expect oak/hickory on the ridgetops.  Gradient of species get mixed in as progress down 
slope on north-east aspects. 

56-11 Rick and Jill 
McCleese, 
Elkins Creek 
Horse Camp 

Requesting visual scenic impact of trails involved especially 198, main loop vista view. The Recreation & Scenery presentation does cover the scenic aspect of the project.   

56-12 Rick and Jill 
McCleese, 
Elkins Creek 
Horse Camp 

What will be the air pollution impact from the fires? The Air presentation considers the potential contributions of particulate matter to the “airshed” 
from the potential prescribed fires that would occur as part of the Sunny Oaks Project.  This 
analysis notes that the prescribed fire acres likely to be burned due to this project on an annual 
basis are similar to what was burned in 2014 on the Ironton Ranger District.  During that year, 
prescribed fires that occurred on federal, state, and private lands in Gallia and Lawrence counties 
accounted for only 4.32% of all particulate matter emissions within that area.  These 2 counties, 
and in fact all 12 of the counties that contain Wayne National Forest lands, are in compliance with 
federal Clean Air Act National Ambient Air Quality Standards related to particulate matter. 

57-1 William 
Montgomery 

The April newsletter, page 1, has a listing of plants and animals.  Existing individuals, their 
young, Federally-threatened and Endangered bats, other non-mentioned species on the Regional 
Forester’s List, and Running buffalo clover will suffer from a combined attack of logging, 
burning, girdling, and herbicide use.  Each of the latter has a means of causing those casualties. 

This is a statement of opinion. The Wildlife presentation and Plants presentation discuss the 
possible impacts to federal threatened and endangered species as well as Regional Forester 
sensitive species.  For the federally-listed species – none were found to be placed in jeopardy of 
extinction due to project implementation.  For the Regional Forester sensitive species – none were 
found to be placed on a trajectory towards federal listing due to project implementation.  In fact 
there were aspects of the project that were noted to be beneficial to a number of species, including 
the Indiana bat, northern long-eared bat, and running buffalo clover. 

57-2 William 
Montgomery 

Oaks and maybe hickories too, must undergo some years of growth after clearcutting before they 
are capable of producing an adequate mast crop, a reliable food source. 

This is true. 

57-3 William 
Montgomery 

On the other hand, a concentration of oak growth will promote a populations of Gypsy moths, 
perhaps with other pestilences. 

This project is not intended to produce a monoculture of only a few species of oaks, but rather a 
diverse forest.  In addition, the gypsy moth “front” has been pushed back eastward and northward 
in the state of Ohio, due to an effective Slow the Spread treatment program. 

57-4 William 
Montgomery 

Further, the Ironton Ranger District has an unpublicized policy of killing off other oak species on 
ridgetops and Southern-facing slopes so that only two or three favorites will survive.  I saw no 
mention of this in the newsletter; but I am aware of this situation, which doesn’t seem to be 
entirely sound. 
 
One of the newsletter’s paragraphs, entitles “Shelterwood harvests,” refers to “other trees that 
need full light to grow and get a foothold – like tulip popular and cherry”. Like those unfavored 
oaks, these tree species are ones that have good market value, and should be allowed to grow 
until they reach good merchantable value, which they are capable of achieving. 

There are a variety of oak species, some have a longer life span than others and some harbor 
diseases or insect.  Typically the oaks that are retained are those longer-lived and those that 
present healthier crowns. But overall the goal is to maintain all of the oak species to maintain 
diversity.  
 
In some of the clearcuts the objective is for a mixed hardwood stand, which would include tulip 
tree and cherry.   Tulip poplar and cherry are valuable trees; however, they do not provide the 
same quality in regards to food and shelter that oaks do for a variety of wildlife species.  

57-5 William 
Montgomery 

Specific comments on prescribed burning: 
• Use of burning can be shown to violate the ESA, NFMA, MBTA, and various pre-Trump 

regulatory measures 

This is a none-specific comment that doesn’t demonstrate how prescribed burning would violate 
these laws.   However, each of the resource presentations addresses potential effects from 
prescribed fire.  No major impacts were identified. 

57-6 William 
Montgomery 

Specific comments on prescribed burning: 
• Even though these burns do not produce crown fires like Western wildfires, the local 

burns still kill particular rare plants, the young of listed bird, pollinator, bat, herp, and 

If there are rare plants known to be present, the botanist works with fire staff to make sure the 
viability of the entire population is not threatened. This can be done by only burning a portion of 
the plants’ habitat during a burn season, or scraping in fire line around the population.  Fire can be 
a benefit to pollinators b/c it creates a flush of flowering plants.  
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other animal species – which, if not directly incinerated, fall to smoke inhalations.  They 
are just not mobile enough to flee the fire. 

 
Amphibians can be negatively impacted if present. However, we have a design to not re-light 
when the fire self-extinguishes in more mesic areas.  These areas provide refugia. Adjacent, non-
burned areas provide habitat. 
 
Reptiles have been shown to increase in numbers. 
 
Young birds – timing of the year, not always nesting.  There may be impacts to individuals, but 
population viability is maintained. 
 
Effects to various wildlife and plant species are assessed and disclosed in the Wildlife presentation 
and Plants presentation – both available on the project webpage.  Biological 
Assessments/Evaluations were prepared for the federally threatened/endangered and Regional 
Forester sensitive species as well. 

57-7 William 
Montgomery 

Specific comments on prescribed burning: 
• The burns kill trees, even oaks, by being hot enough to do that.  Maybe the tree’s death is 

not immediate, but enough damage is done that rot and/or insects can enter the plant 
tissue for eventual death. 

 

Burns are designed according to silvicultural needs and typically are not intended to get hot 
enough to kill or wound canopy trees.  Oaks are very resilient to fire.   

57-8 William 
Montgomery 

Specific comments on prescribed burning: 
• Such fires spreading to agricultural fields, gas and oil wells, or nearby residential 

structures. 
 

Burn plans are developed in advance that outline the specific weather parameters.  Fire lines are 
put in place (or used when they are pre-existing like roads and trails) in defensible places.  Staff 
develop the procedures to burn in close proximity to structures (including adequate staffing and 
the appropriate weather conditions) 

57-9 William 
Montgomery 

Specific comments on prescribed burning: 
• Unhealthy and toxic ingredients from the smoke that contribute to global warming and 

health consequences to nearby residents. 

See response to comments 56-12 and 18-5. 

57-10 William 
Montgomery 

Specific comments on prescribed burning: 
• Invasive plants move into the burnt area. 

See response to comment 3-1. 

57-11 William 
Montgomery 

Specific comments on prescribed burning: 
• Visitor to the forest cannot help but note the blackened scenery and dead trees. 

The charred appearance of the landscape would be temporary.  However, after repeated burns the 
forest understory is open, allowing for looking further through the trees.   

57-12 William 
Montgomery 

Specific comments on prescribed burning: 
• The burns remove accumulated duff and leaf litter that holds moisture in the soil, aiding 

drought period that can stress trees, and plants, too. 

Not trying to burn in a time of year when the soil moisture is so low that would be consuming the 
duff.  Some will get burned; however, the intent is to consume the leaf litter. 
 
Conduct the prescribed fires partly to prevent the large, catastrophic wildfires that would 
negatively affect soil. 
 
Trees can survive multiple stressors. Oaks are resilient when it comes to drought. Typically 
droughts are short in duration, a month or so in duration. 
 

57-13 William 
Montgomery 

Specific comments on prescribed burning: 
• The fires change the basic soil chemistry and microbial life. 

Generally speaking, prescribed fire can benefit the soil chemistry by fertilizing (unless a very hot 
fire).  The intent of the prescribed fires is that they do not burn the duff or soil itself and rather just 
burn the leaf litter on top of the soil, thus maintaining microbial life.  
 

57-14 William 
Montgomery 

Specific comments on prescribed burning: 
• When the scorched outer bark becomes inner wood, with the passage of time, resulting 

flaws in the wood can be revealed when the logs go through a sawmill.  This should be 
particularly noticeable when there’ve been multiple periodic burns, which the Wayne 
National Forest pursues as a regular policy. 

Outer bark does not become inner wood.  A research project is starting here on the Wayne 
investigating potential for fire scarring in canopy trees from repeated prescribed burns. 
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57-15 William 
Montgomery 

Herbicide use harms more than it’s intended to help.  Recall the intent behind the Safe Drinking 
Water Act. 

This is a vague statement that doesn’t connect how or why herbicides would create effects 
considered under the Safe Drinking Water Act.  All herbicide applications would follow product 
labels instructions and no applications would occur on water. 
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