SOILS:  








The EA fails to indicate the degree of disturbance in past cutting units in the area, examining all the variables such as yarding and site preparation methods that have led to detrimental soil conditions.  Without considering such information, no informed decision to burn or run machines around the forest can be made. 





The Forest Service Handbook at FSH 2509.18-94-1  states, under ÒSoil Quality StandardsÓ (2.2):   


Soils can be impacted by compaction, puddling, displacement, burning, erosion, and mass movement during or following management activities.  Impacts and above-ground organic matter losses that adversely affect hydrologic function or cause losses in site productivity are detrimental.





The Standards are further refined in Forest Service Handbook (FSH) 2509.18 2.2 - Soil Quality Standards, where it states: 


Guidelines used as indicators of soil quality, and as measures of conformance to soil quality standards, are presented below.





1.  Soil Disturbance.  If system roads are evaluated as part of an activity area, at least 80% of the area must have soil that is in satisfactory condition;  that is, no more than 20% of the area may have detrimentally disturbed soil.  If system roads are evaluated separately and are discounted as part of the activity area, at least 85% of the area must have soil that is in satisfactory condition.  





The point being, someone has to actually go out on the ground and check a representative sample of areas that have been impacted by previous managment activities of all kinds.





Merely utilizing existing skid trails will not guarantee that soils standards for detrimental impacts would not be exceeded.  The Forest Service Handbook at FSH 2509.18-94-1  states, under ÒSoil Quality StandardsÓ (2.2):


Compaction, puddling, and displacement are effects of management activities and may be cumulative over time.  If a guideline or combination of guidelines are exceeded in an initial entry, then future entries must have no additional effect unless natural recovery has taken place or mitigative measures have been applied between entries.





At FSH 2509.18 (2.05) Definitions ÒActivity AreaÓ is defined as follows:


A land area impacted by a management activity to which soil quality standards are applied.  Activity areas include harvest units, within timber sale areas, prescribed burn areas, and grazing areas or pastures within range allotments.  Inclusion of system roads within the activity area is dependent on analysis objectives.  System roads are often evaluated separately, however, temporary roads, landings, and skid trails are included within an activity area.








The EA completely fails to consider cattle grazingÕs cumulative impacts on soils and sensitive plants in the area.





In the heavily forested project area cattle tend to graze in areas that have been disturbed by logging and road building.  Cattle grazing adds cumulative impacts to roadsides, cutting units, temporary roads and skid trails.  This fundamental fact was completely ignored in the EA. 





FSH 2509.18-91-1 at 2.2 states, under ÒSoil Quality StandardsÓ:   


Management activities cause varying degrees of soil disturbances, which may or may not cause a significant change in productivity.  Establish threshold values where soil disturbances become detrimental, that  is, result in significant change.  ...  Soil quality standards are intended for areas where management prescriptions are being applied, such as timber harvest areas and range allotments.  ...  Soil quality standards should be established in the Forest Plan, supplement to the Forest Service Manual, project plan or in supplements to this handbook.  Soil quality standards involve setting:  (a) threshold values of soil properties or conditions and, (b) allowable areal extent of detrimental soil disturbance.





In utilizing a perfunctory and inadequate soils cumulative effects analysis, the EA violates the Forest Service Handbook and NEPA.   The significance of the cumulative detrimental impacts on soils from both past activities and from the proposed management activities has not been adequately considered in this analysis.
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