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How to Read this Environmental Assessment

This Environmental Assessment contains 4 chapters and several appendices.  Chapters 1 and 2 serve as an executive summary of the document.  Chapter 3 contains supporting information per resource for each alternative developed.  More specifically:

· Chapter 1 introduces the project area, summarizes direction that the Environmental Assessment must follow, and includes the decisions that must be made by the Deciding Official.  Discussion of the purpose and need for action, the proposed action, and a summary of the scoping process are included.

· Chapter 2 describes all alternatives developed and considered for the project area, including the No Action Alternative.  This chapter also includes alternatives considered, but eliminated from detailed analysis, project specific design criteria, and a summary of each alternative considered in detail.  Several tables are located within this chapter to aid in displaying the alternative comparisons.

· Chapter 3 describes the affected environment, including the physical, biological and human aspects of the environment that may be changed by implementation of an alternative.  This chapter presents baseline information for the existing environment conditions against which effects can be evaluated and from which progress toward the Forest’s desired future conditions can be measured.  Direct, indirect and cumulative impacts (effects) of alternative implementation for the following resources are discussed:  Vegetative Management, Access Management - Transportation, Heritage Resources, Aquatics and Riparian, Fisheries, Wild and Scenic Rivers, Wildlife, Botany, Visuals, Recreation and Economics.

· Chapter 4 identifies the Interdisciplinary Team members and their roles in developing this document.  

Appendices include site-specific maps, proposed activity information per alternative, summary of Management Indicator Species, Wild and Scenic River Section 7(a) documentation, and other relevant information used in preparation of this document.  Please refer to the table of contents for additional information on document organization.  

A reduction of paper as specified by 40 CFR 1500.4 has been an important consideration in the preparation of this EA.  Generally, the objective has been to furnish enough site-specific information to demonstrate a reasonable consideration of environmental consequences of alternatives.  More detailed information is available at the Iron River Ranger District within the Project File.





The U. S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, gender, religion, age, disability, political beliefs, sexual orientation, or marital or family status.  (Not all prohibited bases apply to all programs).  Persons with disabilities who require alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA’s TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TDD).  To file a complaint of discrimination, write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, Room 326-W, Whitten Building, 14th and Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call (202) 720-5964 (voice and TDD).  USDA is an equal opportunity provider and employer.









