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Organization and Purpose of Report

This Lower Susquehanna River Watershed Assessment (LSRWA) report includes a main document
that discusses the assessment activities and findings. Appended to this main report are 11
appendices with various attachments that discuss more detailed technical findings as well as provide
extensive and detailed back-up documentation to information and findings laid out in the main
document.

The purpose of this report organization is to provide an overview of LSRWA activities and findings

in the main report document, and also to have detailed discussion of technical analyses findings
available to the reader in the appendices.
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