ELK LATE SUCCESSIONAL RESERVE ENHANCEMENT PROJECT,    1/20/16 
Public input as per 1/7/16 letter from USFS from Audubon/Sierra membership Mt Shasta:

The intent of this DEIS is not adequately described besides the intent of timbering.  What is the benefit to goshawks, spotted owls, marten, fisher, flammulated owl, screech owl, Cooper hawks, pileated woodpecker, and TES species?  These were recorded in previous NEPA input.  Since the 1990s, these species continue to decline and your NEPA and biology has thus been inadequate.  I see no mention of marten or other owls, etc..
We recorded elk, deer, and blue grouse.  What will the project do to protect these species from poaching by ORV and SUV drivers?  Close roads, sign them, and enforce rules.

You also have a cave in the NW corner of the sale….air blast out of it is rather cold.  It would be nice to open it up so bats can get in better.  There’s something big back in there.  At any rate, keep the tractors off of it.

We also note the dead-fir mushroom Mycena overholtsii is present.  What are you doing to protect TES S&M mushroom habitat?  Logging off the fir will remove it.  I see the boletus is a concern, but not this one…what is the present status of this Mycena?  Are you leaving enough big old fir for it?
We recorded about 18 goshawk nests, one spotted own nest, and one pileated woodpecker nest in the project area.  What protections will they be given and will the area meet USFWS habitat requirements when finished with logging?

We have seen that since the logging of the 1990s and 2000s that a big washout has taken out the center of the flat, and possibly a transect.  Was a creek diverted by logging or SUV ruts? Why?  Who is responsible for the damage?  How will you correct this error?
We recommend earth/dugout ponds, where intermittent streams come out of the hills.  The flat itself would not hold water in any practical way due sandy soils.  We prefer vandal proof natural-looking ponds rather than some grandiose pipe/guzzler project.

This is in the vicinity of C2, C5, C6, and C9 historical range transects.  Will these sites be preserved during logging?  Why or why not?  When were they read last and what were the results?  What is the range condition and trend?  Grazing allotment condition?
We think allotments should be cancelled if they cannot be run profitably and effectively.  No subsidy of permittees should be allowed. They should pay damage restoration costs.
What are KV funds and proposed projects?  Generally we think pipelines and fences should be removed due to costly upkeep and we object to subsidy.  Public grazing should be reduced if any part of the allotment is overgrazed, which is mismanagement.  We expect that the cows will move in on the burned areas and aspen/oak regeneration areas as they have done in the past.  We do not recommend fencing out the deer and elk, but a shorter season and fewer cows for 5 years.  The EIS has almost no mention of cattle management or range as a cumulative or indirect effect on the project areas.
The project will likely remove some range areas, so reduction of cows and a shortened season is desirable due to degradation.  Grazing should not be allowed in May, and open only after fawning season for deer (July 1).  Cows are a fierce competitor for deer.
USFS always had trouble planting trees or grass in poor sandy soil.  Don’t tear up range to plant trees unless you reduce cows for 30 years.  Release aspen/oak everywhere.
Sincerely,   Francis Mangels, 736 Pine Ridge, Mt Shasta, CA 96067 ph 530-926-0311.

