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Denali Gravel Acquisition Plan EA

Teklanika Pit
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Moose Creek Terrace
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Wetlands Statement of Findings September 2003
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Wetlands Statement of Findings

TABLE D.3: SUMMARY OF WE
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FIGURE D.2—EAST FORK RIVER MINING AREA AND WETLANDS
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Denali Gravel Acquisition Plan EA

SITE SELECTION CRITERIA

following:

e Development of the source will minimize wetlands and floodplains disturbance, as
directed by pertinent NPS policies.

selection criteria. Evaluation of the 10 sites indicated that wetland 1Impacts Coult ve avuiuews w &
considerable extent or minimized through site-specific planning, and that the NPS would be able
to compensate for unavoidable wetland impacts through restoration of degraded wetlands.

common to all sites and alternatives WOUIQ IMCIUUE HIVIIULIE QLM S0t by s sassmens == 00 0

conditions before and after extraction activities. Restoration of the gravel source sites operated
through this plan will, in general, not be considered to provide the compensation necessary for

new wetland impacts.

Wetlands Statement of Findings D- 15 September 2003
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Polychrome passes. Allowable eXITaCTION dl 1 UKIAL IUVEL WULIG UL dlivivuoves siviss o> - =y =
year to an average of 11,100 cy a year. Material from Downtown Kantishna and Kantishna
Airstrip would be used for road repair projects and rehabilitation of the Kantishna Airstrip at the
western end of the Denali Park Road.

Wetlands Statement of Findings D- 16 September 2003
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ability to restore Or recreate WETIANGS al LIS IVUI U1 1'aVL \ULIM s Ssessaps saegs =omm=r -
alternative would have the greatest potential losses of wetland acreages and functions of all the
action alternatives. Overall wetland impacts would be major compared to the other action
alternatives. In addition, this alternative would have the greatest cumulative effects.

Wetlands Statement of Findings D- 17 September 2003
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Figure D.6 - Downtown Kantishna Restoration Plan
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Alternative 3: Minimum Visual Intrusion/Long Hauls
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compared to Alternative 3. Compared to Alternative 4, total impacts to isolated and
nonjurisdictional PSS1/4B wetlands would be approximately 0.9 acres less. Alternative 5 would
involve the same amount of impacts (about 1.2 acres) to isolated and nonjurisdictional PSS1B
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There is no practicable alternative that would meet the needs tor gravel acquisition anda tnat
would completely avoid loss or disturbance of wetlands. Site selection and development of site-
specific mining plans have been done to avoid or minimize wetland impacts to the extent
practical. Mitigation and monitoring actions included in the project plans include measures

Wetlands Statement of Findings D-20 September 2003
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including some areas now wet, but these are disturbed wetlands and riverine systems whose
functions would be improved through gravel extraction and restoration. Disturbance at
unvegetated wetlands within the active gravel floodplain of the East Fork River or Toklat

Wetlands Statement of Findings D-21 September 2003
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