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ABSTRACT

The Gallatin National Forest is proposing to expand its current integrated invasive weed control program to include weed control treatment on 13,260 acres that are currently at risk to invasive weeds. The purpose and need of the project is to prevent and reduce loss of native plant communities associated with the spread of invasive plants. Specifically, the purposes of this project are to treat weeds within the Gallatin National Forest, and to reduce the impact of weeds on other resources.

Four alternatives have been developed to achieve these objectives. Alternative 1 Proposed Action - would expand the current weed program to treat 13,260 acres of weeds with herbicides (both aerial spray and ground treatments), mechanical, cultural and biological control methods. Alternative 2 No Herbicides - would combine mechanical, cultural and biological methods to treat 10,434 acres of weeds, but would not use herbicides. Alternative 3 No Change from Current Action - would continue to treat 1,162 acres with herbicides (ground application only), mechanical, cultural and biological control methods. Alternative 4 No Aerial Application - would treat 13,106 acres with herbicides (ground application only) in addition the mechanical, cultural and biological control methods. All alternatives include prevention and education as important tools for weed control.
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