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The purpose of the Chisholm and Great Western National Historic Trails Feasibility Study and
Environmental Assessment is to evaluate the suitability, feasibility, and desirability of designating
the Chisholm Trail and “Great” Western Trail cattle trails as national historic trails. In addition
the national significance of these routes is also addressed. These determinations will be made in
accordance with the National Trails System Act, Public Law 90-543 (dated October 2, 1968), as
amended, and Section 5303 of Public Law 111-11, the Omnibus Public Land Management Act of
2009, dated March 30, 2009. Preparation of the study was delegated by the Secretary of the
Interior to the National Park Service.

As noted in Section 5303 of the Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009 (see appendix A),
Congress has asked the Secretary of the Interior to evaluate the Chisholm Trail from the vicinity
of Cuero and San Antonio, Texas, northward through Oklahoma to Abilene, Kansas, and the
Western Trail from the vicinity of San Antonio, Texas, northward through Oklahoma and Dodge
City, Kansas and continuing north to Ogallala, Nebraska. This study evaluates the Chisholm and
“Great” Western cattle trails and recommends that the trails be designated as the Chisholm
National Historic Trail and Western National Historic Trail, administered as a combined unit of
the National Trails System under the action alternative.

According to Section 5(b) of the National Trails System Act, as amended, any feasibility study
compiled according to the dictates of this act “shall be made in consultation with the heads of
other federal agencies administering lands through which such additional proposed trails would
pass and in cooperation with interested interstate, state, and local governmental agencies, public
and private organizations, and landowners and land users concerned.” In addition, the three
criteria for national historic trails, as defined in the National Trails System Act, have been applied
in evaluating the Chisholm and Western Trails.

If national historic trails are designated, a comprehensive management plan will need to be
completed with detailed administrative recommendations. Further environmental compliance
documents would be completed through subsequent planning.

Submit comments via the Internet at http://parkplanning.nps. gov/ntir, or to Chief of Planning
Gretchen Ward, National Trails Intermountain Region, National Park Service, P.O. Box 728,
Santa Fe, NM 87504, gretchen ward@nps.gov. The public comment period for this document
will last for 60 days after December 22, 2014. Before including your address, phone number, e-
mail address, or other personal identifying information in your comment, you should be aware
that your comment—including your personal identifying information—may be made publicly
available as part of the final Chisholm and Western National Historic Trails Feasibility Study and
Environmental Assessment. Although you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal
identifying information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
Comments will be a matter of public record.

US Department of the Interior  National Park Service






SUMMARY

PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION

The Chisholm and Great Western National
Historic Trails Feasibility Study and Draft
Environmental Assessment responds to
congressional direction to study the
Chisholm and Great Western cattle trails for
possible addition to the National Trails
System. The study evaluates the trails’
routes, historic use, national significance,
and potential for public recreational use and
historic interest to determine whether they
are eligible for designation as national
historic trails (NHT). It further evaluates the
costs and environmental consequences of
NHT designation.

The Chisholm Trail and the “Great”
Western Trail were the two primary trails
used by Texas ranchers and contractors to
move cattle from Texas to various
midwestern and Great Plains states during
the 1850s through the 1880s. (The name
“Great Western” does not have strong
historical associations. National Park Service
(NPS) and independent research has led to
an understanding that the “Great Western”
trail should be more appropriately referred
to as the “Western Trail” and it is so
referenced hereafter.) These two trails
crossed Texas, Oklahoma, Kansas, and
Nebraska, with distribution routes
extending into more northern states and
even into Canada.

The development and intensive use of the
Chisholm and Western Trails to move cattle
to market in the 19th century played an
important role in the economic recovery of
Texas and other western states following the
Civil War. The growth of the Texas cattle
industry coincided with the depopulation of
the bison on the nation’s central grasslands
and the rapidly-moving tide of westbound
agricultural settlement. The period of
significance and the period when both cattle
trails were most heavily used is 1867 to 1884.
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This study is not a definitive management
plan. If national historic trails are designated,
a comprehensive management plan and
further environmental compliance
documents would be completed through
subsequent planning.

PUBLIC SCOPING

In June 2010, the National Park Service
conducted 12 public scoping meetings in the
affected states to solicit information, answer
questions, and hear concerns about potential
trail designation. Concerns expressed
included the possibility that NHT
designation would invite trespass on private
property, depress property values, or restrict
future uses of private property.
Nevertheless, members of the public as well
as local governments showed nearly
universal support for trail designation.

EVALUATION OF NATIONAL
SIGNIFICANCE, FEASIBILITY, AND
SUITABILITY

The criteria for significance, feasibility,
suitability, and desirability for designating
the Chisholm and Western Trails as the
Chisholm National Historic Trail and
Western National Historic Trail are met.
The trails and trail routes were established
by historic use and are nationally significant
as a result of that use. The trails are
nationally significant to American history in
that they had far-reaching effects on the
distribution of cattle and beef throughout
the United States, on the American
economy, and on popular culture. In
addition, the trails were determined to have
significant potential for interpreting the
events that took place along the cattle trails.

The primary routes of the Chisholm and
Western Trails across Texas, Oklahoma,
Kansas, and Nebraska (including the
Ellsworth Trail, also called Cox’s Cutoff, and
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a series of historically related routes in
central Texas) meet the eligibility provisions
of the National Trails System Act (NTSA):
the historic routes are known, historic use is
securely documented, significant potential
for recreational use or historic interest exists
along the routes, and they are of national
significance.

This study finds that designating the historic
cattle trail routes as a discontinuous national
historic trail is physically feasible. Much of
the national historic trail would be accessible
along modern roads rather than as a
continuous, end-to-end, developed
pedestrian trail. The study further finds that
designation is suitable and desirable, given
the apparent level of public support for
designation and the opportunities
designation would provide for heritage
tourism, protection of original trail sites, and
public recreation and education. Adding to
the desirability of this designation is the fact
that these iconic cattle trails would be a
unique addition to the National Trails
System. No trail currently in the system
commemorates this important and highly
mythologized aspect of American history.

ALTERNATIVES

A no action alternative was developed, as
well as an action alternative for the
administration and use of the proposed
Chisholm National Historic Trail and
Western National Historic Trail, originally
proposed as the Chisholm Trail and Great
Western Trails National Historic Trail.

Implementing the action alternative and
planning and managing for that alternative
would depend on future funding and agency
priorities. The completion and transmittal of
a feasibility study does not guarantee that
funding and staffing needed to implement
the action alternative would be forthcoming.

Alternative A—No Action

(Continuation of Existing Policies
and Authorities)
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Alternative A would continue present
conditions. Under the no action alternative,
the Chisholm and Western Trails would not
be designated as national historic trails.
Existing actions of agencies, organizations,
and individuals relating to interpretation or
protection of resources associated with the
Chisholm and Western trails would continue
as in the past.

Without national historic trail designation,
there would not be a single, overarching
federal agency directed to help coordinate,
interpret, and protect resources and
segments of the trail. There would be no
coordinated federal recognition or
administration outside of Texas, Oklahoma,
Kansas, and Nebraska. National recognition
of the events associated with these cattle
trails would continue to occur in a piecemeal
fashion.

Alternative B—Designate Two
National Historic Trails as One
Administrative Unit

Under alternative B, Congress would
designate two national historic trails as the
Chisholm National Historic Trail and the
Western National Historic Trail. The
designated national historic trails would be
administered together as a single unit
because of their nature as cattle trails. Where
the two trails are co-located near the
southern termini of the routes they would be
represented together on any signs indicating
their locations. These routes include the
primary cattle migration routes that are
nationally significant.

Nationally significant portions of the
Chisholm Trail from the vicinity of Cuero
and San Antonio, Texas northward to
Abilene, Kansas, and the Western Trail from
the vicinity of San Antonio, Texas,
northward through Oklahoma and Dodge
City, Kansas and continuing north to
Ogallala, Nebraska would be included as
parts of the designated national historic trail.
In addition, the designated trail will include
the length of the Ellsworth Trail (Cox’s



Cutoff) from Pond Creek, Oklahoma to
Ellsworth, Kansas, as well as a series of
nationally significant routes in central and
southern Texas that, historically, were
thematically related to both the Chisholm
and Western Trails. These latter trails would
bear both names up to the point where the
routes separate and become either the
Chisholm or Western Trail.

The National Park Service chose to not
adopt an alternative that called for separate
national historic trail administration for the
Chisholm and Western Trails, for reasons
elaborated upon in section 3. While named
separately, the two trails should best be
administered as a single entity.

The national historic trails would be
administered by the Secretary of the Interior
through formal and informal partnerships
with private and federal landowners, state
and local governments, and others on a
strictly voluntary basis for resource
protection, visitor experience, and
interpretation/education.

If Congress designates these routes as
national historic trails, a comprehensive
management plan would then be
undertaken, a process that would involve
federally recognized American Indian tribes,
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federal, state and local agencies, landowners,
and site managers.

THE NEXT STEPS

After a 60-day public review/comment
period for the Draft Chisholm and Western
National Historic Trails Feasibility Study and
Environmental Assessment, the planning
team will evaluate comments from federal
agencies, tribes, organizations, businesses,
and individuals regarding the draft study,
and incorporate appropriate changes into a
Final Chisholm and Western National Historic
Trails Feasibility Study and Environmental
Assessment. The final study will include
letters from governmental agencies and
tribes, any substantive comments on the
draft document, and NPS responses to those
comments, as well as the Finding of No
Significant Impact as appropriate. The study
will then be sent to Congress for its
consideration. The final study will also
recommend that should the trails be
designated, the names should be the
Chisholm National Historic Trail and
Western National Historic Trail; however,
for organizational and economic efficiency
they would be administered together as
cattle trails because of their similarity of
historic use.
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Cowboys gathered around a chuck Wagon at meal time. Photo was taken in the region of the
Texas Panhandle and Western Oklahoma Territory. Photo courtesy of the Western History
Collections, University of Oklahoma.
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PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION

The Draft Chisholm and Western National
Historic Trails Feasibility Study and
Environmental Assessment has two purposes:
1) to provide information to the US
Congress on the national significance of the
Chisholm and Western cattle trails and on
the feasibility and desirability of designating
them as national historic trails; and 2) to
evaluate any broad impacts on the natural
and human environment that could result as
a consequence of designation. The study is
needed in order to comply with the National
Trails System Act, Public Law 90-543 (dated
October 2, 1968), as amended, and Section
5303 of Public Law 111-11, the Omnibus
Public Land Management Act of 2009, dated
March 30, 2009.

In Section 5303 of the Omnibus Public Land
Management Act of 2009, Congress directs
the Secretary of the Interior to evaluate two
trail routes:

1 The Chisholm Trail (also known as
the ‘Abilene Trail’), from the vicinity
of San Antonio, Texas, segments
from the vicinity of Cuero, Texas, to
Fort Worth, Texas, Duncan,
Oklahoma, alternate segments used
through Oklahoma, to Enid,
Oklahoma, Caldwell, Kansas,
Wichita, Kansas, Abilene, Kansas,
and commonly used segments
running to alternative Kansas
destinations, and

1 The Western Trail (also known as
the ‘Dodge City Trail’), from the
vicinity of San Antonio, Texas,
north-by-northwest through the
vicinities of Kerrville and Menard,
Texas, north-by-northeast through
the vicinities of Coleman and
Albany, Texas, north through the
vicinity of Vernon, Texas, to Doan’s
Crossing, Texas, northward through
or near the vicinities of Altus, Long
Wolf, Canute, Vici, and May,
Oklahoma, north through Kansas to

Dodge City, and north through
Nebraska to Ogallala.
Preparation of the feasibility study was
delegated by the Secretary to the National
Park Service.

According to Section 5(b) of the National
Trails System Act, as amended, any
feasibility study compiled according to the
dictates of this Act “shall be made in
consultation with the heads of other Federal
agencies administering lands through which
such additional proposed trails would pass
and in cooperation with interested
interstate, State, and local governmental
agencies, public and private organizations,
and landowners and land users concerned.”
In addition, “...the feasibility of designating
a trail shall be determined on the basis of an
evaluation of whether or not it is physically
possible to develop a trail along a route being
studied, and whether the development of a
trail would be financially feasible.”

The Secretary of the Interior, through the
National Park Service, is conducting this
study with staff from the National Trails
Intermountain Region, Santa Fe, New
Mexico.

This study is neither a decision document
nor a management plan but an evaluation for
consideration by Congress. Should Congress
decide to designate the Chisholm National
Historic Trail and Western National
Historic Trail, the designated administrating
federal agency would initiate a separate
comprehensive management planning /
environmental assessment process to
develop detailed administrative
recommendations (see National Trails
System Act, Section 5[f]). Should Congress
choose not to designate, the cattle trail
would not become a component of the
National Trails System and the federal
government would have no further
involvement.
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BACKGROUND

Description of National Trails
System and National Historic Trails

As noted in Section 2(a) of the National
Trails System Act, Congress established the
National Trails System in order

“...to provide for the ever-increasing
outdoor recreation needs of an expanding
population and to promote the preservation
of, public access to, travel within, and
enjoyment and appreciation of the open air,
outdoor areas and historic resources of the
Nation.”

Initially, the National Trails System
consisted solely of national scenic trails and
national recreation trails. National scenic
trails are intended to be continuously
protected corridors, 100 miles or longer,
intended for outdoor recreation. These trails
allow for uninterrupted travel (typically
hiking, horseback riding, and/or boating)
from end to end through scenic natural
areas. Such trails are designated by
Congress; examples include the
Appalachian, Continental Divide, and Pacific
Crest national scenic trails. National
recreation trails, on the other hand, offer a
variety of opportunities for outdoor
recreation, including motorized recreation,
on trails in or near urban areas. These
regional and local trails are designated by
either the Secretary of Agriculture or the
Secretary of the Interior. More than 900
recreation trails have been designated thus
far on federal, state, local, and privately
owned land throughout the country.

National historic trails were added to the
National Trails System when the National
Trails System Act was amended on
November 10, 1978. Section 3(a)(3) of the
National Trails System Act defines national
historic trails as “extended trails which
follow as closely as possible and practicable
the original trails or routes of travel of
national historical significance.” Their
purpose is “the identification and protection
of the historic route and its historic
remnants and artifacts for public use and

enjoyment. ... Designation of national
historic trails shall be continuous” and may
include both land and water areas, other
specific sites, and routes that do “not
currently exist as a discernible trail.”
(Section 5(b)(11)(A)). Existing national
historic trails include emigration routes,
gold-rush trails, routes of exploration,
military routes, American Indian trails, roads
established for commerce and
communications, and a 1960s-era civil rights
march route.

Information about the National Trails
System is available from a variety of sources,
inasmuch as the trails are administered by
the USDA Forest Service, the National Park
Service, the Bureau of Land Management,
and a wide variety of non-federal partners.
General information about the various
national trails and a systemwide map are
available online at http://www.nps.gov/nts,
http:// www.nationaltrailspartnership.org/,
or
http://www.americantrails.org/resources/fed
s/fednattrsysoverview.html.

The National Trails System Act provides for
a federal lead agency to administer each
national scenic trail and national historic
trail in perpetuity, in cooperation with a
variety of partners that includes other
federal agencies, state and local agencies,
American Indian tribes, local communities,
and private landowners. National historic
trail authorization requires federal funds for
the lead agency to conduct planning,
development, research, and/or management
of the trail and related trail activities. Once
Congress authorizes a national historic trail,
the federal lead agency must prepare a
comprehensive management plan (as noted
above) to guide the preservation and public
use of the trail and to identify education and
partnership opportunities. The role of the
federal lead agency is to set and maintain
standards for trail research, signing,
protection, and interpretation; to develop
trail-wide consistency in preservation,
education, and public use programs; to
provide such incentives as technical and
limited financial assistance for partners; and
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to manage the use of the official trail logo for
trail marking and other appropriate
purposes.

National trails are administered through
cooperative partnerships among public
agencies, non-profit organizations, and
landowners. Trail segments that are in
federal ownership (for example, segments
within national parks, national forests, and
national wildlife refuges) are generally
considered to be “federal components,” and
the protection and interpretation of those
trail segments becomes subject to those
units’ ongoing planning processes. The
federal role is one of setting and maintaining
standards; providing incentives like
technical and limited financial assistance to
partners; helping to ensure consistent
preservation, education, and public use
programs; and managing the use of the
official trail logo for marking and other
appropriate purposes.

Non-federal segments may be protected and
interpreted by alternative means such as
cooperative and certification agreements,
easements, and actions by non-profit
organizations.

Purpose of National Historic Trails

The purpose of national historic trails is the
identification and protection of the historic
route and its historic remnants and artifacts
for public use and enjoyment. National
historic trails are extended trails that follow
as closely as possible and practicable the
original routes of travel that are historically
significant. The designation of such trails or
routes is to be continuous, but the
established or developed trails are not
necessarily continuous land areas; they may
include portions or sections of land areas,
land and water segments, or other specific
sites. Together these qualifying entities form
a chain or network of areas that may be
included as components of a national
historic trail. National historic trail
authorization would require federal funds
for the planning, development, research,
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and/or management of the trail and related
trail activities.

The National Trails System Act establishes
the following additional criteria for a
national historic trail:

1. It must be a trail or route established
by historic use and must be
historically significant as a result of
that use.

2. It must be of national significance
with respect to any of several broad
facets of American history, and its
historic use must have had a far-
reaching effect on broad patterns of
American culture.

3. It must have significant potential for
public recreational use or historical
interest based on historical
interpretation and appreciation.

Trail segments already in federal ownership
could become the initial components of the
national trail. Other trail segments could be
developed and protected through various
means—such as cooperative and
certification agreements, easements, and
actions by nonprofit organizations.

SCOPING ISSUES

In June 2010, a total of 12 public scoping
meetings were held in towns along, or with a
strong association to, these two trails to
solicit feedback from the public on the
following planning issues (see appendix B).
Scoping refers to the information gathering
process required by the National
Environmental Policy Act and is associated
with preparing an environmental document
such as an environmental assessment.
Scoping helps identify significant issues
related to a proposed action and is used to
develop alternatives to a proposal or impacts
that may be otherwise overlooked.

Planning questions presented at scoping
meetings:
1. Do you think that national historic
trail designation is an appropriate
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way to commemorate the events and
history of these two trails? Would
commemorating them in some other
way be more appropriate?

2. Do you know of any existing on-the-
ground swales, traces, or trail-related
resources such as historic structures?

3. Do you know of any existing
museums, educational exhibits or
interpretation materials that tell the
history of these two trails?

4. Ispublicinterest in these trails
sufficient enough to warrant national
designation?

5. Are these two trails historically and
nationally significant? Why or why
not?

6. Are there opportunities for the
public to enjoy and visit parts of
these trails?

7. Are the routes known?

Issues and concerns raised at the various
scoping meetings dealt with a variety of
topics, including:

1) the need to strike a balance between
visitors’ access and the possibility of
individuals trespassing on private
land;

2) the need for maintenance and the
protection of the routes and existing
sites;

3) the promotion of heritage tourism
opportunities to provide economic
opportunities through recreation
and tourism in communities along
the routes;

4) the desire for educational
opportunities for schools and
communities;

5) the protection of landowner
property rights—people made the

recommendation to include
language in any subsequent
legislation that would protect private
property rights if these trails are
designated;

6) the name of the trail—controversy
exists regarding the name of the
trails and where they actually begin;

7) opposition to combining trails under
one name; and

8) the desire to include cattle trail
related additional routes not named
in the legislation.

SUPPORT FOR TRAIL DESIGNATION

One of the most common topics expressed
at all 12 scoping meetings by the public
related to their universal support for trail
designation. In addition to verbal consent
for designation, many attendees brought in
‘letters of support’ from their counties,
mayors, and other political affiliates.
Virtually all written comments showed
support for designation. The only cautionary
words were expressed by some owners of
farm and ranch land, who worried that
designation would invite trespassing,
depress property values, restrict future uses,

or lead to federal condemnation of private
land.

Many people felt that designation would
give the trails name recognition on a national
and international scale. They also felt that
designation would bring more people to
their communities. One attendee thought
that existing partners and advocates of the
trails would remain fragmented in their
efforts to manage and interpret the trails
without designation. Overall, people were
open to federal involvement and thought
that the support, leadership and money that
would come with designation would have a
positive influence on the trails and trail
communities.



RELATIONSHIP OF THE PROPOSED
ACTION TO PREVIOUS PLANNING
EFFORTS

The 1968 National Trails System Act (P.L.
90-543), Section (5¢) called for various trails
to be studied for possible inclusion as
national trails. Clause 3 within that section
called for a study of the “Old Cattle Trails of
the Southwest” from the vicinity of San
Antonio, Texas, approximately 800 miles
through Oklahoma via Baxter Springs and
Chetopa, Kansas, to Fort Scott, Kansas,
including the Chisholm Trail from the
vicinity of San Antonio or Cuero, Texas,
approximately 800 miles north through
Oklahoma to Abilene, Kansas."

Based on that act and on resolutions by
various state legislatures, the Bureau of
Outdoor Recreation studied three trails for
addition to the National Trails System: the
Shawnee Trail (from Belton, Texas to Baxter
Springs, Kansas), the Chisholm Trail (from
San Antonio, Texas to Abilene, Kansas), and
the Western Trail (from San Antonio, Texas,
to Dodge City, Kansas). At that time, the
only two trails in the system were two
national scenic trails— the Appalachian Trail
and the Pacific Crest Trail—and all trails
were evaluated according to national scenic
trails criteria. The “Old Cattle Trails of the
Southwest” study, completed by the Bureau
of Outdoor Recreation's Albuquerque office
in April 1975, concluded that the Shawnee,
Chisholm, and Western Trails did not meet
the qualifying criteria for inclusion in the
National Trails System as National Scenic
Trails.

In essence, the corridor through which the
three trails passed did not provide for
maximum outdoor recreation potential and
for the conservation and enjoyment of
nationally significant scenic, historic,
natural, or cultural qualities.

The Bureau of Outdoor Recreation did,
however, felt that these three trails possessed
"characteristics of state or regional
importance." The study evaluated the four
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"qualities" noted above and as for historic
qualities, it noted that

“The historical integrity and appearance of
the study corridors have been almost
completely altered by man's activities.
Preservation and historical interpretation
has been accomplished in only a few
museums, forts, buildings, parks site
markings [sic], and civic celebrations. It is
unlikely that these historic qualities would
exert a substantial nationwide attraction.”

In 1978 Congress created a new category for
national historic trails within the National
Trails System Act; this provision allowed
historic trails to be designated based on a
different, more appropriate set of criteria
than national scenic trails.

REGULATIONS

This Draft Feasibility Study and
Environmental Assessment complies with
applicable federal laws, regulations, and
planning direction. This includes, but is not
limited to, the legislation authorizing this
study; the National Trails System Act; the
National Environmental Policy Act; the
National Historic Preservation Act ; the
Federal Land Policy and Management Act;
the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act; the American Indian
Religious Freedom Act regarding
consultation with North American Indian
Tribes; Executive Order No. 12898 Federal
Actions to Address Environmental Justice in
Minority Populations and Low-Income
Populations; Executive Order No. 13007
Indian Sacred Sites, May 24, 1996, 61 FR
26771, 42 USC 1996; Executive Order No.
13175 Consultation and Coordination with
Indian Tribal Governments, November 6,
2000, 65 FR 67249, 25 USC 450; Executive
Order 13195 Trails for America in the 21st
Century; the Architectural Barriers Act
Accessibility Standards (2006) and the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973; NPS
Management Policies (2006), and relevant
director's orders. In accordance with NPS
Director's Order 12, Environmental Impact
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Analysis, the environmental assessment is
being prepared as a part of this feasibility
study.

IMPACT TOPICS

The National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) of 1969 is the national charter for
environmental protection in the United
States. Title I of the law requires that federal
agencies plan and carry out their activities in
a manner that protects and enhances the
environment. The requirements of the law
include public involvement in the planning
and development of any proposed federal
action and consideration of potential
impacts on the cultural, natural, and
socioeconomic environment. The impacts
are analyzed in section 5 of this document.
This feasibility study / environmental
assessment presents a broad overview of

potential impacts relating to each alternative.

A more detailed comprehensive
management plan and implementation plan
will be developed subsequent to this
feasibility study if national historic trails are
designated. Any subsequent document
associated with this feasibility study will be
guided by the framework in this study.

The impact topics were chosen through a
process of a preliminary evaluation by a
private consultant, a review of that work,
and further refinement. The final list of
impact topics below was chosen based on
the requirements of the National Trails
System Act and past trail developments and
actions. Because this is a programmatic
document, these impacts will require
reevaluation and further analysis should
Congress designate national historic trails
and a trail management plan is prepared.

Detailed descriptions of resources and
impact topics are found in the “Affected
Environment” section of this document
(section 4).

Issues and Impact Topics Analyzed
in Detail

These topics are introduced here and are
analyzed in detail in section 4 below. These
topics were chosen for further analysis by
the interdisciplinary planning team because
one or both of the alternatives has the
potential to have some negligible to minor
impacts on these resources.

Cultural Resources
Historic Resources
Archeological Resources
Ethnographic Resources
Socioeconomic Conditions
Visitor Use and Experience

Issues and Impact Topics Considered
but not Analyzed in Detail

The topics immediately below will not be
analyzed in detail in this study. They are
introduced here and are discussed further in
section 4 along with a rationale for
dismissing the topic. These topics were not
included for detailed analysis because
neither alternative has the potential to have
measurable impacts on these resources or
issues.

Cultural Resources.

Museum Collections
Cultural Landscapes
Sacred Sites
Paleontological Resources

Natural Resources.

Geologic Resources

Soils

Vegetation

Rare or Unusual Vegetation

Air Quality

Wetlands and Floodplains

Water Resources

Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat
Threatened or Endangered Species or
Species of Concern
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Other Resources, Values, and Issues.

Ecologically Critical Areas and National
Natural Landmarks

Unique Ecosystems, Biosphere Reserve, and
World Heritage Sites

Wilderness

Wild and Scenic Rivers

Lightscapes

Soundscapes

Background

Prime and/or Unique Farmland

Public Health and Safety

Environmental Justice

Urban Quality and Design of the Built
Environment

Indian Trust Resources

Energy Requirements and Conservation
Potential

Natural Depletable Resource Requirements
and Conservation Potential
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