





fence off a “not very” successful project and make no effort or monetary
allotment to pursue successful practices such as terracing, thinning, gabions
etc.?” He replied, “Now we have the mouse to deal with.”

I now ask you the same question. If water retention, improvement,
clarification, reduction of transpiration, and mouse protection are the goals of
this project, why are you discriminating on only one use--cattle to correct the
problem? Your entire Description of Proposed Actions focused on cattle
exclusions with a slight mention of limited elk exclusions. Why aren’t you
addressing thinning, elk reduction, and impact by mouse predators, such as
wild hogs, catastrophic wildfires caused by dense undergrowth, birds (such as
hawks, turkeys and even spotted owls), bobcats, foxes, coyotes etc.? Couldn’t
these monies be better spent for a more comprehensive and effective solution?

I also felt that your representation of cooperating with the allotment owner
were not very forthright. It implied that the allotment owner was in complete
agreement with changes and was being constantly consulted. I spoke with the
allotment holder, Spike Goss, and asked if his preferences were being
considered. His response was negative.

I would hope you would reconsider and revise this project before proceeding.

Respectfully,

Sylvia Bell





