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How to Use This Document
                      

Our goal is to give you a reader-friendly document that provides an in-depth, accurate analysis of 
the Proposed Action, the alternative beddown locations, and the potential environmental 
consequences for each base.  The organization of this Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(Draft EIS) is shown below.
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The Preface provides a detailed guide for reading the
Draft EIS.

Preface:  Detailed Guide for Reading the Draft EIS

Chapter 1:  Purpose and Need for 
 F-35A Training Basing

Chapter 1 explains the decision made by Congress to 
provide the U.S. Air Force with a next-generation fighter.  
Also described are the features of the F-35A, how the
F-35A will be based, and how aircrews will train for their 
operational assignments.

Chapter 2:
● Overview of Proposed Action and Alternatives
● Alternative Identification Process
● Summary Comparison of Proposed Action and  
 Alternatives

Chapter 2 provides an overview of the Proposed Action 
and alternatives, which is to beddown the F-35A at
Boise AGS, Holloman AFB, Luke AFB, and/or
Tucson AGS.

Chapter 4:  Base-Specific Sections Base-specific sections are listed below.

Chapter 3:  Resource Definition and Methodology
 for Analysis 

Chapter 3 defines the environmental resources that could 
potentially be affected by the Proposed Action and 
explains the methodology used to evaluate the potential 
impacts.
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Public comments on this Draft EIS are requested pursuant to the National 
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.).  All written comments received 
during the comment period will be made available to the public and considered 
during Final EIS preparation.  The provision of private address information with your 
comment is voluntary.  However, this information is used to compile the mailing list 
for Final EIS distribution, and failure to provide such information will result in your 
name not being included on the list.  Private address information will not be released 

for any other purpose unless required by law. 
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