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Project File and Supporting Information  
The project file for the Lolo National Forest Post Burn Final Environmental Impact 
Statement is maintained on the Lolo National Forest.  The project file contains 
background and supporting information collected to produce this Final EIS.  Detailed 
specialist reports, project area descriptions, maps, communication and other logistical 
information pertinent to the project are kept as a reference.  The project file is available 
for review by the public at the Lolo National Forest, Plains/Thompson Falls Ranger 
District, 408 Clayton, Plains, Montana. 
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