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Forty Acre Review Checklist 
The Sunny Oaks Project 
Wayne National Forest 

(Revised: 6 September 2016) 
 

 
CHECKLIST ITEM Y or N Cite page numbers below where in the NEPA 

document, or other project reference document, this 
information can be found. 

   
Is the proposal to exceed the 
40 acre limit: 

  

Consistent with Forest Plan 
Direction, e.g., Desired 
Conditions, Goals and 
Objectives? 

Y Sunny Oaks is consistent with FP Goals/ 
Objectives 4.1b, 4.1d, 4.1e, 6.1a, 6.2a, 6.2b, and 
6.2c, and would achieve age class and habitat 
composition/arrangement goals for the Forest 
Shrubland Mosaic on the Ironton Ranger District 
(Forest Plan is a project reference).  This project is 
departing from G-FSM-WLF-1; however, this is 
acknowledged in the Purpose & Need presentation 
discussion for slide 32 with the reasoning for 
departure noted (elapsed time 0:39:35 – 0:41:24).  
The full list of guideline departures is found on the 
project webpage in a Quick Link called 
Mitigations/Design Criteria.  

   
Included within every 
alternative considered for this 
project? 

N Two action alternatives were considered but 
eliminated from detailed study: limiting temporary 
openings to less than 40-acres, and only thinning or 
select harvesting the stands. See the Purpose & Need 
presentation discussion for slide 58 (elapsed time 
1:07:00 – 1:09:28) 

   
Does the Project 
Documentation: 

  

Connect the rationale to exceed 
40 acres to the purpose and 
need of the project? 

Y See the Purpose & Need recording discussion for 
slide 31 (elapsed time 0:35:00 – 0:39:30). 

   
Contain an effects comparison 
showing the difference among 
alternatives caused by 
exceeding (or not exceeding) 
40 acres? 

N But the reasoning for not analyzing an alternative 
with temporary openings less than 40-acres in size is 
given in the Purpose & Need presentation discussion 
for slide 58 (elapsed time 1:07:00 – 1:09:28).  
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Describe how the alternative 
that exceeds 40 acre openings 
moves the area toward the 
Desired Future Condition? 

Y Both the Proposed Action and Alternative 2 include 
temporary openings over 40 acres.  The Purpose & 
Need presentation describes how each alternative 
meets the needs for the project in the discussion for 
slides 27 and 52 (elapsed times 0:30:30 – 0:32:33 
and 1:03:57 – 1:05:05 and also in the pdf version).  
The desired future condition is to have increased 
early successional forest that is largely composed of 
oaks and hickories. A Modified Alternative 2 was 
developed in response to comments received on the 
EA, but does not result in a change to the 40-acre 
review being requested here. 

   
Public Notice   
Was the proposed harvest over 
40 acres presented to the public 
during the scoping period as a 
part of the proposed action and 
rationale explained in the 
scoping letter?  If not, was a 
separate notice provided?  
When?  How? 

Y The Scoping Newsletter, the 30-day Newsletter, and 
the 30-day legal notice all disclosed that the project 
includes temporary openings over 40 acres in size. 
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CHECKLIST ITEM Y or N COMMENTS 
   
Does the project’s 
documentation show how the 
proposal to exceed the 40 ac 
size limit affects, or is affected 
by, the following factors:  

 Cite page numbers below where in the NEPA document, 
or other project reference document, this information can 
be found. 

Note that we did not specifically look at differences in effects between harvests over/under 40 
acres in what is published as the EA.  The IDT did take an initial look, post-scoping, at what 
would be different if harvests were limited to 40 acres or less.  The effects that were found and 
determined to need reduced or eliminated were not associated with the size of individual 
openings, but rather with the amount of basal area reduction in small drainages.   
- topography Y See slide 31 (elapsed time 0:35:16 – 0:39:30) for 

rationale for exceeding 40 acres. Partially tied to 
limitations related to landownership patterns and 
topography (i.e. found that some stands could not be 
accessed due to the open public road being on a 
valley bottom and the NFS lands being on ridgetop, 
or across a deep drainage, or landlocked behind 
private lands).  This limited the areas we could look 
to for harvest, thus bringing about more of a need to 
fully harvest in areas accessible and exceed 40 acres 
in some cases. 
 
In addition, the soils presentation discusses the 
probability of slippage, which is a factor of 
topography.   

- relationship of units to other 
natural or artificial openings 
and proximity of units;  

Y There are no temporary openings on National Forest 
nearby proposed harvests. We looked for nearby 
clearcuts on private lands.  See discussion for slides 
39 and 40 (elapsed time 0:47:35 – 0:51:20).  We can 
delay harvests in those locations such that the 
existing early successional forest on private lands is 
transitioning to the next age class the Sunny Oaks 
harvests occur, thus ensuring that suitable habitat is 
nearby for the species reliant on it.  
 
Buckeye Xpress, a natural gas pipeline, traverses the 
project area and was considered by all resource areas 
in the cumulative effects analysis. 

- coordination and consistency 
with adjacent landscapes 

Y Slide 35-(elapsed time 0:47:41) consideration of 
fragmented land ownership.  Also see response to 
item above. 

- water quality and quantity; N Potential impacts to water quality and quantity were 
addressed in the Watershed presentation.  However, 
as noted in the cover letter, a concern was identified 
and addressed related to water yield, but it was not a 
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consequence of harvests being over 40 acres.  Rather 
it was a consequence of the amount of basal area 
removed in small drainages. 

- visual absorption capability; N Potential changes to scenery were analyzed in the 
Recreation & Scenery Management presentation.  As 
noted in the cover letter, a concern was identified 
related to effects to scenery; however, it was 
determined to not be a factor of opening size, and a 
design was developed to consider buffers on a case-
by-case basis. 

- wildlife and fish habitat; N Potential impacts to wildlife were addressed in the 
Wildlife presentation; however, our preliminary 
review did not result in identifying differences in 
effects related to temporary opening size being 
greater than 40 acres. 

- listed species and species of 
conservation concern (RFSS) 

N Potential impacts to wildlife and plant TES were 
addressed in the Wildlife presentation and the Plants 
presentation, respectively; however, our preliminary 
review did not result in identifying differences in 
effects related to temporary opening size being 
greater than 40 acres. 

- regeneration requirements for 
desirable tree species based 
upon available and relevant 
science; 

N Not influenced by opening size being greater or less 
than 40 acres.  As described in slide 10 (elapsed time 
0:06:50 – 0:08:25), regeneration requirements for 
oak/hickory are intermediate light for establishment 
and then overstory removal for release.  

- transportation and harvesting 
system requirements; 

Y See slide 31 (elapsed time 0:35:16 – 0:39:30) for 
rationale for exceeding 40 acres. Partially tied to 
limitations related to landownership patterns and 
topography and thus, transportation (i.e. found that 
some stands could not be accessed due to the open 
public road being on a valley bottom and the NFS 
lands being on ridgetop, or across a deep drainage, or 
landlocked behind private lands).  This limited the 
areas we could look to for harvest, thus bringing 
about more of a need to fully harvest in areas 
accessible and exceed 40 acres in some cases. 
 

- environmental and forest pest 
hazards to regeneration, 
residual trees, and surrounding 
stands; and  

N While responding to forest health issues is noted as a 
purpose of the project (see slides 3 and 11 in the 
Purpose & Need presentation, elapsed time 0:00:50 
and 0:08:26), these issues did not lead to identifying 
a need to conduct harvests creating temporary 
openings over 40 acres in size.   

- non-native and invasive 
species 

N While NNIS were addressed in the Plants 
presentation, there are no effects or risks that would 
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be different if temporary opening size was limited to 
less than 40 acres. 

- the relative total costs of 
preparation and administration, 
transportation requirements, 
harvesting, site preparation, 
planting, stocking control, and 
future stand tending of harvest 
cuts of various sizes and 
shapes. 

N While economic contributions and costs were 
estimated for the proposed action, we did not 
investigate any difference in gains/costs related 
specifically to reducing harvest size to 40 acres or 
less. 
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