HC 1 Box 1008
Sonoita, AZ 85637
March 29, 2008

Team Leader -

Rosemont Copper Project . C
Coronado National Forest : : 2
300 West Congress St. '
Tucson, AZ 85701

Mr./Ms. Team Leader:

Since our opportunity to make verbal comments at the recent Patagoma High School -
meeting was interrupted by the Forest Service’s abrupt departure, I here present my
comments in writing. First, my congratulations and thanks for the magnificent Forest
lands you maintain/protect for us, and for all the work you have so far done on this very
controversial proposal; I think the level of public concern was made quite clear at the
Patagonia Union High School last Thursday night. My apologies for the fact that the
Forest Service felt so threatened, I presume, that they hastily departed without a
presentation or a dialog of any kind. That does, however, sharply illustrate the depth of
concern among local citizens. Now, my comments:

1. Slowly, slowly. This whole permitting process is being undertaken much too
hastily; a project of this magnitude, in an area so important to our tourism-based
economy, and which engenders this much public angst, deserves to be far more
carefully considered than seems to have been done so far. There is surely no good

_reason to accelerate an environmental disaster. Rosemont will already recover its
entire investment in less than three years. Please give the public more notice of
upcoming hearings, if more there are to be, and please publish the format and
agenda sufficiently in advance so as to give interested persons the time to
rearrange their busy schedules and prepare for their meaningful participation. The
issues are complex, and they deserve your, and our, careful consideration if we
are to preserve for later generations the beautiful Forest which you have worked
so hard to protect. Please extend the comment period for at least an additional 30-
60 days, and please schedule additional hearings in both Vail and Sonoita, both of
which areas will be very heavily impacted if this Project proceeds. Please

include, as cooperating agencies in the EIS process, at least Pima County, the
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and the Arizona State Office of
Historical Preservation. These agencles/orgamzatlons are important stakeholders.
In particular, in regard to the latter agency’s participation, I’m sure I need not
remind you that the area where this huge open pit mine is to be constructed is the
very site where some of this great country’s first Westerns were filmed.




2. Make No Revision To The Forest Plan. The 1872 General Mining Act does not
require the Forest Service to revise its Forest Plan, and there is no good reason for
you to do so, simply to accommodate this, or any other, mine. If Rosemont’s Miring
- Plan (Plan) cannot meet the Forest Plan’s current standards and requlrements then
you must deny their Plan.

Why Not Underground Mining? I urge the Forest Service to seriously consider
requiring Rosemont to recover this copper using the much-less—envnonmentally—
intrusive underground cut and fill method, rather than an open pit mine, or its
underground cousin, block caving. Of course, that might be more hazardous to the
miners, more expensive, and take more time, but the advantages outlined below
clearly outweigh the disadvantages. A little ground subsidence just east of the
Santa Ritas would be much preferable to an ugly open pit a mile by a mile. With
copper at $4.00/ pound, and a three-year payout, a little additional expense is not a
big factor in Rosemont’s Plan. As one of my ex-mining engineer neighbors and
friends recently said: “there is a time and a place for a mine, and this is neither the
time, nor the place for an open pit mine.” Rosemont’s proposed open pit'mine, -
its mill, ancillary facilities, and all its berms and rock storage areas are just below
a cirque ( a deep, steep-walled basin on a mountain, shaped like half a bowl) in the
Santa Ritas, and when the area experiences another 1,000-year rainfall, the whole
thing will end up on the other ( east ) side of Scenic Highway 83, with disastrous
impact on the environment for tens of miles downstream. Millions of tons of -
sulfuric acid-soaked rock, millions of gallons of heavy metal-laden pit water, up to
20 tons of blasting caps and ANFO ( ammonium nitrate and fuel oil, the same
explosive that flattened the Oklahoma City Courthouse some years ago), plus
10,000 gallons each of both diesel fuel and gasoline, not to mention the large
quantities of other hazardous reagents which are to be stored on site will all be
carried east across Route 83, from where that very hazardous cocktail will enter the
federally- protected Cienega watershed The extra time required for ‘underground
mining could be put to very good use:

a. it would allow our community, and the miners, time to accommodate each
other, instead of, as Rosemont’s Plan foresees, simply dumping 500 + new
hires into an historically ranching, and now increasingly retiree, small
community which is ill-prepared for a boom. This is critical for the long-
term health and sustained growth of our community. As noted by Ray
Rasker, an economist and Director of Headwaters Economics, “Mining
today is at a much faster pace and a much larger scale. As a result, there is
not a long-term investment in the communities, so you don’t get the stately
architecture and distinctive culture of the Superiors, Buttes, Bisbees,
Leadvilles, and Silvertons.” The Forest Service has an historic opportumty
to change that for Sonoita.

b. It would allow time for the now record-high price of copper, and the
_Colorado River water flows, to stabilize, if indeed they do, so that all can be
more assured of this mine’s future. The last thing this state needs, now that




relatively non-polluting tourism/winter visitor income has become so
important to our economy, is another ghost town and ugly abandoned pit
mine, which is a good possibility if copper prices crash, as many expect,
and/or Colorado River Basin snowfalls keep dropping, as some predict. If

- this mine loses its much-ballyhooed aquifer recharge capability because the
Colorado either runs dry, or just has to be again reallocated, Sahaurita-area
water wells will fall even lower than they already have, even before
Rosemont starts production. Once it recovers its investment, Rosemont has
no incentive to hang around for the end game.. It is, after all, a partof a
profit-incentivized Canadian enterprise, and I’m sure I fieed not remind you
that Canadian mining firms have been responsible for some of this great
nation’s worst environmental disasters. Even more frightening, this one has
absolutely no mining experience.

¢. The extra time would allow for the flattening of the very aggressive
construction/operation manpower curves and truck traffic loads on an
ancient two-lane, twisting, mountain highway (Scenic State Highway 83),
which even now sees a tremendous amount of wide-load traffic.

d. It would allow time for our local fire department, Sonoita-Elgin
Emergency Services, Inc. (SEESI) to train for the particular hazards inherent
in, and to acquire the specialized equipment necessary for, dealing with

 large tanker trucks carrying highly-concentrated sulfuric acid, and other
hazardous materials, along a narrow, winding, two-lane mountain road,
already in poor condition, which also sees school bus traffic twice daily.

4. Switch the Primary and Secondary Access Routes. Rosemont’s Plan calls for its
primary access route to be a newly-built gravel road headed east from Route 83,
with a secondary access road coming from the west through the Sahuarita area. In
view of the already poor condition of Route 83, and the very high potential for
conflict between school busses, sulfuric acid trucks, and wide loads on a narrow,
twisting, mountain road, it seems much more reasonable, safe, and certainly less
intrusive on valuable Forest land, for the Forest Service to require Rosemont to
simply switch the primary and secondary access routes in its Plan. The new access
road coming from Route 83 would not need to be nearly as wide if it were only a
secondary access route, thus saving Forest land, and the very heavy and hazardous
mine traffic flows could be routed south and northbound along I-19, instead of
Route 83. The existing road from the west would need improvement, but, again, I
emphasize, Rosemont already recovers all its investment in less than three years,
and a little additional road-grading expense is nothing compared to the terrible
suffering engendered by a school bus-acid truck collision along Route 83 ( and
please don’t make the mistake of thinking that’s not going to happen.).

5. -Too Much Mill, Waste Storage, and Ancillary Facilities Sufface Area?
According to my reading of Section 15 of the 1872 General Mining Act, under which this
mine will be opened, if indeed it is, Rosemont is entitled to use only 5 (five) acres of our




Forest land which is not adjacent to the “vein or lode” for its mining, mill, waste rock
storage, and ancillary facilities, and that land must have been patented in similar fashion
to the “vein or lode.” Rosemont’s own Plan claims it will “disturb” about 4,000 acres.
Please carefully verify that the locations and surface area to be used for mining are fully
in compliance with Section 15. My research has dlsclosed no amendments to, Section 15
regarding this important requirement.

I3

I thank you for the opportunity to make clear my views, and I would be more than happy
to amplify or clarify any of the points herein made, if necessary. You may contact me at
(520) 455-5157; land line, (520) 216-0193; cell phone, or best, at jan_ham@msn.com.

Cordially,

gty & fanmncnk_

Charles G. (Chuck) Hammond
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If you would like to make a comment or be added to our mailing list, please filifg‘gf this-fofin and

hand it to any of our staff or mail it to the address provided. You are also welcome to write a letter '
-or send e-mail to: comments-southwestern-coronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you!
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PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one):* YES -~ - NO" N SR WW '
Please be advised that comments and personal information associated with them, such as names and addresses,

* become part of the Administrative Record for this NEPA review. As such, they may be made available to a third-party J
upon request under the authority of the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).

Personally identifying information is protected by the Privacy Act. If you do not wish for your personal information to
be released under the FOIA, you may choose not to include it with your comments. Alternatively, you may request an
exemption from FOIA with your comment submittal. Should you choose the latter, you would be informed by the
Forest Service as to whether or not your request qualifies for an exemption. [f it does not, you would be afforded the
opportunity to resubmit your comments without personal information or to withhold tHem altogether. '




Place First
Class Stamp
Here

USDA Forest Service
Coronado National Forest
300 West Congress Street

Tucson, AZ 85701 '

Attn: Bev‘eriy Everson

Fold Here

How to Comment Effectively

To be effective, comments should be specific and factual. Remember, the purpose of this scoping is to identify significant issues related
to the proposed operation, and issues to be considered in the Environmenial Impact Process (EIS).

The format for commenting is up to you to choose. Comment forms are available, but not required. Send comments by mail, email,
or hand-deliver fo the Forest Service before the public scoping period ends on April 18, 2008,

Below are several tips for making effective comments. .
e Be brief so the reviewer won't miss the point of your comment.
*  Be specific so the reviewer clearly understands your concerns.

o  Statements such as “| am concerned about the amount of additional traffic this will cause” are useful in generating
issues that can be analyzed. :

o  Statements such as “Don’t do this” or “I like this” are not useful in generating issues that can be analyzed.
¢ The better you understand the proposal, the more focused and site-specific your comments will be.
*  Your comments must be realistic and feasible.

e Remember, this is the fime to identify concerns AND opportunities.

The public comment period is the beginning of the EIS process and represents the foundation of the analysis. Your comments are an
important input fo the analysis of the social and natural environment.
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8987 E. Tanque Verde #309-157, Tucson, AZ 85749

Coordinator
Kim Beck

Board of Directors
Gayle Hartmann,
President

Morris Farr,

Vice President
Roger Featherstone
Lainie Levick
Jonathan Lunine
Nancy McCoy
Annie McGreevy

Advisory Board
Bob Barahill
Phil Caputo
Anne Gibson
Lynn Harris
Lee Hydeman
Leslie Kramer
Nancy Laney
Bob Sharp
Steve Strom
Carol Tahse
Fred Tahse
George Triganx
Tom Volgy

AVE THE SceNIC

| | | -
SANTA RiTAs
| ASSOCIATION

info@scenicsantaritas.org www.ScenicSémtaRitas.org
TUCS0 ,{AZ L w A

Received

March 26, 2008

Ms. Jeanine A. Derby, Supervisor ek 28 paii
USDA, Coronado National Forest . ' _ ;
300 W. Congress St. . :

Tucson, AZ 85701
Dear Ms. Derby,

We would like to express several concerns over the Scoping Process recently initiated by the US Forest Service in
connection with the proposed Rosemont Mine.

First, as you have certainly heard from others, the limited advance notice made it very difficult for concerned individuals
to attend the meetings, especially the first one in Tucson. I have been involved in numerous scoping processes over the
years and, as I remember, advance notice of about one month was generally the norm, The first article that I saw in a

- newspaper of broad distribution, the Arizona Daily Star, appeared about 4 days before the firsi meeting — hardly enough

time to get the word out on such an important issue.

Second, the out-of-the-way location of the first meeting was a poor choice. The Desert Vista Campus of Pima Community
College, on the far southwest side of Tucson, is not a location that is well known or casily accessible. There are numerous
meeting halls in Tucson that are more centrally located such as DuVal Auditorium at the University Medical Center, the -
Downtown Campus of Pima Community College, union halls, etc. We would have expected that an event as important as
this would have been sited more centrally.

’I'hird, and most important, the organization of the meetings was seriousiy flawed. The “open house” format that you were

- following did not help people understand the NEPA process. Instead, it promoted confused milling around and frustration

at the lack of helpful information being dispensed. As you know, by the time of the third meeting in Patagonia, the public
was aware Of the format and came prépared to ask for something better. That the NFS couldn’t accommodate what
seemed like a reasonable request didn’t speak well for the agency’s interest in addressing public concerns.

A better process would be the following:

* Schedule the program to begin at a specified time. Ask people to be seated.

* The NFS explains the NEPA/EIS process to the assembled crowd. _

* The NFS then introduces the consultants, explains how they were chosen and what their job is.

* The NFS explains that now is the time to receive public concems, lists topics typically considered under NEPA, and
distributes the green comment forms. :

* The NFS reserves a specified amount of time, perhaps ! hour — 1 hour, to answer or to direct questions to the
consultants. :

This format does not guarantee a more fruitful meeting, but it at least provides an opportunity to explain what the NEPA
process is all about. We strongly encourage you to modify the meeting format before the Vail and Sahuarita meetings and
to schedule scoping meetings again, at I¢ast in Green Valley and Patagonia. Finally, we encourage you to schedule public
forums throughout the process so interested individuals can stay informed. . .

Sincerely,

Ve GWX(& Ng\/d;mamﬁ

Gayle Hartmann
President, Save the Scenic Santa Ritas

Ce: Congresswoman Gabrielle Gifford, Congressman Raul Grijalva, Supervisor Ray Carroll, Regional Forester

- Save the Scenic Santa Ritas (SSSR) is a non profit organization founded in 1996 to protect our area from
environmental degradation caused by mining and mineral exploration activities.
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GUNNAR & PEGGY BONTHRON
421 NORTH MOUNTAIN BROOK DRIVE
- GREEN VALLEY, ARIZONA 85614
520-399-1886

March 27, 2008

Beverly Everson

USDA Forest Service
Coronado National Forest
300 West Congress Street
Tucson, Arizona 85701

Subject: Proposed Rosemont Mine
Dear Ms. Everson:

We have been following the proposed Rosemont Mine efforts and
attending your recent public meetings. We wanted to attend these
meetings and move around the crowds so we could hear first-hand input
from the various communities. I am sure you found out, as we did, that
there is strong opposition for this large mine being allowed in this area.
People here are so stressed that our government, and your government
agency, would allow such a thing like this to happen based upon the
looming water shortage we are facing here. Many people that we spoke
with said, “The Forest Service has already made up their mind to allow
this mine to operate, these meetings are only window-dressing.” We
truly hope that this is not the case.

We hope you will take the time to read this entire letter and have a better
understanding of the facts and what Green Valley/ Sahuarita may be
facing in just a few years as it relates to our water shortage.

As you well know, we have been in a drought situation for the past 10
years in Arizona. In many areas, more groundwater is being pumped
than being replaced. This holds especially true in the Green Valley area.
We have been in an overdraft situation for many years. For FY 2006, we
had an overdraft of 40,000 AF. We have not received the figures for
2007, but it will be more than that because of the massive groundwater |
pumping by the copper mine, the pecan grove and golf courses. All are
demanding more water due to higher temperatures in the summer and
less rainfall. This is not a fantasy, but real facts. Note: When Sierra
Vista had an annual overdraft of just over 4,000 AF, everyone got into a
panic and wanted to address the issue, and did. Green Valley area has




an overdraft of over 40,000 AF annually, and no one seems to really care.
There has been a lot of talk, but no sound action. Every day/month/year
that goes by, only compounds the severity of the groundwater crisis.
Government agencies and politicians perceive that we are all over 65 and
maybe have less than 10-12 years, so why bother. Then a new group of
retirees will move to town and we can continue to fool them for a while

- longer.

In 1998 when the Malcolm Pirnie Report was published, everyone knew
(DWR, Pima County, copper mine, pecan grove) if we did not begin some
type of groundwater recharge, the area was going to be in trouble. The
proposed CAP pipeline was presented that would extend from Pima Mine
Road to the Canoa Ranch area. Phelps Dodge and FICO (pecan grove)
decided it was cheaper to pump groundwater, rather than do the right

- thing and they forfeited the offer of 23,000 AF of CAP water annually.

- Also, they did not want to assist financially with the extension of the
pipeline. It is not up to the taxpayers to pay this bill, as the copper mine
and pecan grove pump 85% of our groundwater from this basin.
Everyone has gone along their merry way, hoping no one would find out
the truth, just pumping and pumping our groundwater. They had the
wells and grandfathered rights and no one could touch them. The
politicians are afraid to do the right thing, as the lobbyist are very
powerful and votes are more important than taking care of the people of
Green Valley. :

Over the past 25 months, there have been several groups here in Green
Valley working together trying to determine just what are we facing, as
the government agencies and politicians have completely let us down.
The statistics on our looming water crisis in this basin are absolutely
frightening.

First, we will address the Sierrita Mine (Phelps Dodge). From 1987 to
2006, this mine has pumped over 505,000 AF of groundwater from the
old Canoa Ranch area. That equates to 23 million gallons per day. As
we all know, there has been no means of recharge in the area except
what small amount flows down the Santa Cruz River and rainfall. You
just cannot pump that much groundwater, and not replenish it, without
there being serious subsidence. Well guess what, that has started to
happen. In the Canoa Verde and Canoa Azul area of Canoa Ranch, there
are approximately eight homes, plus one swimming pool, that has faced
serious foundation problems. It is only a matter of time before that
whole area sinks maybe 4 to 9 feet. Further, that area has many golf
courses, and they pump 600,000 gallons per day/per golf course.

Now, let’s look at the area where the Rosemont mine will be pumping. In
that area, well owners are already facing declines in the water levels. We

2




personally met a gentleman that lives off of Sahuarita Road where his
well has dropped 60 feet in the past five years. In the next year, he will

- have to drill another well to the tune of over $14,000 to secure a water
supply (and for how long). You people must factor in the human
consequences of what this new mine will create for all the well owners in
that area. :

Groundwater in this area flows from the Nogales area towards Marana.
We already have less water coming down the Santa Cruz River (helps to
recharge the Canoa area). Now if the new copper mine begins to draw
down the groundwater in the Sahuarita area, it could possibly deplete
the water in the Green Valley area even further. As that water level goes
down, the Green Valley water would begin to flow towards Sahuarita at a
faster rate. Groundwater knows no boundaries, there are no gates down
there to tell it to stay here. So as the Green Valley area is receiving less
water from the south, so could we further lose our groundwater faster to
the north if the Sahuarita table begins to decline. And, it will. The only
thing we do not know is when, but it will be sooner, rather than later. In
possibly less than 10 years, how do you tell people 75 years of age and
older that they have to go and get bottled water. Many are crippled and
some with no means of transportation. Further, maybe they can only _
flush their toilets for two hours a day when the water is turned on. What
do we do when the small water companies in Green Valley close their
doors (there are six water companies here) because they cannot afford to
drill deeper or dig new wells (not knowing how long that water will last).

I have personally seen this happen, and believe me it is not a pretty
picture. It cost the State of California and a County millions and millions
to correct a problem that could have been prevented.

The National Environmental Policy Act, Section 101, Paragraph B
pertains to Rosemont’s activities of transporting groundwater away from
Sahuarita that would interfere with the natural balance of the
environments ability to maintain critical water levels for the overall
development and welfare of the community. Rosemont’s transportation
of groundwater from Sahuarita, which is already suffering from
groundwater depletion and subsidence, may cause a risk to health and
safety of the residents with undesirable consequences to the community
(wells drying up and property becoming worthless) and Rosemont’s
transportation of our groundwater could dramatically affect future
growth in the community.

IF YOU APPROVE FOR THE ROSEMONT MINE TO GO INTO :
PRODUCTION, THEY SHOULD ONLY BE ALLOWED TO USE CAP
WATER (NO GROUNDWATER). REMEMBER, THIS IS A FOREIGN
COMPANY THAT WILL BE REMOVING OUR PRECIOUS METAL TO BE
SHIPPED OVERSEAS. WHY IN THE WORLD WOULD WE ALLOW THEM




(FOREIGN ENTITY) TO DESTROY OUR GROUNDWATER BASIN. WHAT

ABOUT THE POSSIBILITY OF DISPLACING AROUND 50,000

RESIDENTS IF OUR WATER SUPPLY ERODES. PLUS THE HOMES IN
THIS BASIN WOULD BECOME WORTHLESS.

If you want proof of our groundwater overdraft in this basin, contact the
Department of Water Resources, Pima County Flood Control and the
Pima County Board of Supervisors. '

We have been hoping that our State government would step in and see
the urgency of this matter. The State of Arizona is at a crossroads. If the
State wants mining, then they must stop residential growth. You cannot
have it both ways. With the threat of less CAP water and the drought
continuing for maybe 15 years, proper planning must begin today, not
years from now for a sustainable water supply. It is totally unfair to lure
retirees into this area, knowing our water dilemma, and where they
(retirees) may lose their home and have a financial disaster, just because
of powerful lobbyist, a very outdated mining law that most politicians are
afraid to address because of the money for their war chest.

The Federal government has an obligation to fnake a sound decision.
You must look at the facts and what is happening to our groundwater
basin. This just cannot be ignored.

We are going to contact 20/20, Dateline, Lou Dobbs and all media
outlets to try and get this story told to the entire United States. We must
protect our retirees and stop others from coming here and possibly losing
a lot of their retirement money. The State of Arizona should be ashamed
of itself for issuing the 100 Year Guaranteed Water Certificates.
Politicians, and government officials, need to start being accountable.
We will not sit here and just let our community be destroyed because of
greed. We will not rest until this matter is presented to the country and
large media outlets. The worst part of this is that the damage will be
done by a foreign company and the copper going to another country. We
are also distributing this letter to our politicians so they cannot use the
excuse, when there is an emergency, that they did not know there was a
problem or no one informed them of this groundwater overdraft.

Should you care to meet with us, we have all of the hard data to confirm
what we are saying.

Gunnar and Peggy Bonthron

Concerned citizens of Green Vélley and
representing over 700 couples




COPIES TO:

Governor Janet Napolitano
Senator Jon Kyl

Senator John McCain

Senator Tim Bee v ,
Congresswoman Gabrielle Gifford
Congressman Raul Grijalva
Arizona Corporation Commission
Pima County Board of Supervisors
Department of Water Resources
Green Valley Recreation

Green Valley Community Coordlnatmg Council
All Media Outlets
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Carole S. Campbell, Ph.D.
2268 E. Desert Pueblo Pass
Green Valley, AZ 85614-5519
520-648-3567

TO:

FROM:

RE:

March 25, 2008
NEPA Review
Craig and Carole Campbell :
Public Comments for the Proposed Rosemon‘r Copper Pro ject
Environmental Impact Statement

T was unable to access the website given so am sending my comments via USPS. The
form provided was inadequate for what we wanted to say.

COMMENT:

1.

WATER: Although we appreciate the efforts to reuse water separated from
tailings, the mining project will still need copious quantities of water
presumably drawn from the water table that supplies Green Valley,
Sahuarita, Corona de Tucson, and other residential areas in this region.
Because we are in a drought that has lasted over a decade and water

resources for residents are low, we think it is extremely unwise to accept a

project that will further diminish the existing water resources.

EXCESS DUST: The large size of equipment used in mining and the nature of
open pit mines will contribute to an already dusty atmosphere in communities
for miles around the mine. Add to that the proposed access road which is
unlikely to be paved and the air pollution from dust will be vastly increased.

Also, the dust from mining operations is likely to contain toxins that would

be harmful to people and animals, the water supply, and the vegetation for
miles around.

JOBS: The 500 or so jobs predicted at an average wage of $59,000.00 will
not make much of an economic impact on the area. Not only is $59,000.00 a
low wage in 2008, it will be relatively lower because of inflation in future
years. We are concerned that those working for the Rosemont mine may
need public assistance fr'om various sources that are alr'eady heavuly in
demand '




4. HOUSING: Huge residential communities at and near Corona de Tucson and
-in unincorporated areas of Pima County are likely to be subjected to
depletion and pollution of water, as well as impacts from noise, dus’r and
negative changes in the natural environment.

5. TRUCKS: Although the proposed Rosemont Mine project has indicated it will
build access roads to the site, presumably for moving material in and out,
nothing has been said about the large trucks required for moving ore, rocks,
etc. using community roads. Both Sahuarita Road and Highway 83 are two
lane roads and not suitable for the type of trucks and other vehicles used in

. mining. Both these roads are also used by bicyclists who would be greatly at
risk from trucks any larger than the ones that aiready use these roads. As
far as we know there has been no proposal to upgrade either of these roads.
Because Highway 83 is a narrow, winding and scenic road, widening or
upgrading it would severely damage the beauty and disturb wildlife and
dessert plants that grow along it. There are many dwellings along Sahuarita
Road that would be negatively impacted by alterations to the road as well as
by traffic from heavy trucks.

6. You have asked for possible solutions for the problems we see. We are
unable to suggest any solutions that would compensate for the destroying of
the natural environment or the impact of residents both in the immediate
area of the mine and in communities further a field. The law of 1872 is
outdated and needs to be changed. Although this cannot happen in time to
deter this project, HEPA and the Forest Service should consider the
realities of 2008 on onward when examining the environmental impact of this
proposed project. |

Thank you for consndermg our concerns.

MWC

Carole S. Gampbell Ph.D.

i
Alan Craig Campbell, M'App.Sc.
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YOUR COMMENTS ARE IMPORTANT!

PUBLIC COMMENTS
FOR THE
PROPOSED ROSEMONT COPPER PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

If you woul‘d ll'ke fo make a comment or be added to our mallmg list, please fi II out th:s fom1 and

A5 v.'ror se’nd e-maxl to: comments-southwestern-coronado@fs fed.us Thank you!

 COMMENT: Dye to the Aot vhat no previous @opper
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o Please be adwsed that comriments-ang v FiiE . 35 N Ad ad :
.. beeome part. of‘the«Admmlstratwe Record for thls NEPA revzew As such they may be made available to-a third-party

Personally idefitify "mformatlen is protected by the anacy Aet If ycu do nat wish fot your-pefeonal mformaﬂon to
be released under the FOIA, you may choose riot to inelude it with your comments. Alternatively, you may request an
-exemption from FOIA with your cofnment submittal, Should you chooss the latter, you would be.informisd by the
Forest Service as to whether or not your request qualifies for an exgmption. If it does ndt, you would be afforded the
oppottunity to resubrmit your comments without personal information or to withhold them altogether.
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Mareh 21, 2008

To: Ms. Beverley Everson, Geologist
Coronado Forest -

300 W. Congress St.

Tucson, AZ 85701

From: Cheryl Rennie
HC1 Box 1055
Sonoita, AZ 85637

Dear Ms. Everson: ‘ :
I am submitting the following concerns as part of the public comment for the EIS analysis for the
Rosemont Copper Project:

Inadequate Bonding Requirements For Reclamation

History teaches us not only that things can go bad with rock mining companies, but when they
do, the damage cannot be mitigated and the costs can be enormous. The under bonding of current
operations is a setious problem, because modern mines (post 1976) regularly go bankrupt. In the
past twenty years, at least 15 “state of the art” mines have gone bankrupt leaving taxpayers with
massive environmental destruction and potential cleanup liability exceeding $12 Billion
‘according to a 2003 report. A list of these modern mines and 5 of the case studies are attached as
an addendum to this letter, . » o

Remedy: Expand the bonding requirement along with penalties if reclamation is not done
concurrently. Specify how or how much a mine should be cleaned up. In addition, insert an
inflation adjustment clause in the bond letter of credit. Get regulatory authority to issue
administrative penalties for violations of their regulatory requirements, subject to due process,
and clear procedures for referring activities to other federal and state agencies for enforcement. -

Regulatory Gaps

There have been numerous environmental regulations put on the hard-rock mining industry since
the Mining Act of 1872, one of them being the Clean Water Act. But according to testimony of
John Leahy, distinguished professor of law at University of California before the Senate
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources last September, the Clean Water Act does not
protect ground water. It is generally designed to “protect, sort of, industrial waste coming out
of pipes. Mines don’t pose those kind of problems. They need, in some respects, some clean
water act permits, but the quantity impacts of hard-rock mining are not addressed under the
existing environmental laws.” He goes on to say that the Mining Law itself is utterly silent on

- environmental regulations and that the newer laws do not comprehensively address the myriad of
environmental threats posed by hard rock mining such as the depletion of ground water,
pollution, and disruption of wildlife habitat. In light of the proposed Rosemont Copper Project, ‘
this is particularly disturbing since according to Supervisor Ray Carroll in his letter to Congress,




the federal 1and that Rosemont wants to “develop” is at the headwaters of Tucson*s water
supply. For example, Heavy rains and flooding such as we received as recently as 1993 in the
Rosemont Project area would have washed out the tailings impoundment and polluted the whole
area with toxic chemicals.

Remedy: Do not allow these mining activities to take place on NFS land that threaten major
water supplies. Consider impacts of major flooding events.

Exploitation Of Public Property Without A Fair Return To The Taxpayer
According testimony before the Senate Committee on Energy and Natural Resources Sept.
27,2007, “there is no payment, no royalty, no rental, no kind of direct financial return to the
‘Treasury from hard rock mining on public lands. It is a glaring exception, because we are all
charged to camp on public lands, cattle ranchers pay grazing fees, energy companies, timber
companies, just about everybody pays something to use and exploit public lands. Usually
something like fair market value. The hard rock mining industry is one very big exception. The
Federal lands of the United States are practically the only place on earth that this industry
operates without making a direct payment to the owners of the minerals. If they operate on State
lands they pay a royalty, Federal lands they do not. The question of whether a royalty should be
imposed on the hard rock mining industry has been settled since at least 1995,when the mining
industry supported legislation contained in the Budget Reconciliation Act which would have
imposed a 5% net proceeds royalty on new claims. The debate now focuses almost entwely on the
structure of the royalty.
The statement of Rosemont Mine executives that the mine will produce a total of $1.8 billion of
income taxes during the project’s 20 year life is speculative and obscures the real issue. The
public is receiving no direct compensation for the taking of valuable resources for private gain.
This is a ridiculous argument. All profitable companies pay federal income taxes. If one were to
consistently apply the Rosemont Mine Executive’s example, they should also be getting all of
their raw material for free! How absurd.

Remedy. Apply a fair market value payment for the leasing of Forest Service Land based on
the value of minerals($500 Million last April) extracted regardless if the actual pit is located on
private or NFS land, it is all part of the same project. The project-related activities located on
NFS land are a necessary and integral part of the overall Rosemont Copper Project.

United States v. Locke, 471 U.S. 84,104-5 (1985):0pinion makes clear that the government
retains the right to require a payment (whether labeled a tax, royalty, fee, or something else) from
a holder of a mining claim on federal lands, even one with discovery and a property right as part
of its continuing redistribution of the benefits and burdens of economic lif¢. In general, the
Supreme Court has never given credence to arguments that federal taxes and fees constitute
takings of pnvate property. See, Cole v. La Grange, 113 U.S. 1.8 (1885)”the taking of property
by taxation requires no other compensation than the taxpayer receives in being protected by the
government to the support of which he contnbutes

Financial Feasability

The market for metals began to rebound in 2002 and 2003, based almost excluswely on the
demand from China. Copper consumption in China has more than tripled since 1998 and it is
now the biggest consumer of copper in the world. Most agree that any prolonged downturn in the




Chinese economy would dramatically impact metal prices and halt growth in the industry. The
extreme volatility in the metals market in general, combined with inflation and the .
concentration of one large user makes the economic feasability of The Rosemont Copper Project
extremely speculative. Even though the project used conservative estimates of the long term price
of copper in doing its projections, one only has to look at a very recent example of'a copper '
mining project that appeared economical two years ago that may no longer be viable. Case in
point: Novagold’s(NG/TSX) Galore Creek project in British Columbia. Because of inflation,
costs estimated at $2.5 billion a year or 50 ago escalated to more than $4 billion. The cost
overruns have put the project on hold despite high copper and gold prices. Novagold is a huge
corporation compared to Augusta Resources that owns Rosemont Mine and has years of
successful experience and expertise in mining. If Novagold underestimated costs of water
diversion, tailing banks, labor and inflation on its project, it is certainly reasonable to question
the reality of Rosemont’s assumptions. : '

In addition, Asarco Mines currently has a lawsuit pending against Augusta Resources for not
paying fair market value for the Rosemont Property. Augusta states in its financial report that the
lawsuit is without merit, but that will be determined by the court. In any event, this lawsuit
presents yet another financial uncertainty for the Rosemnont Project in terms of unknown legal
costs that could undermine the company’s profitability. '

R_emedy: Double check Rosemont’s financial assumptions with special consideration given to
inflation and the exchange rates of the US$ and C$ which could adversely impact their financial
statements as Augusta Resources is a Canadian company and financial reports are in Canadian
$.Get an unbiased and fair assessment of Rosemont’s standing and potential legal liability as
Defendant in the Asarco lawsuit. Incorporate those estimates in the financial feasability study.

Economic Impact

Rosemont Executives claim that the cgpper from this project represents 5-10% of the United
States copper supply and to mine the copper will make us less reliant on foreign sources. That is
a misleading statement unless they have forward sales contracts to U.S. companies or plan to
hold 5-10% in reserve. No such commitments have been made available to the public.

Secondly, Arizona alone has 100000 abandoned mines with the legacy of safety hazards,
pollution and disrupted landscapes that will cost biltions of dollars to repair. Pima County
Manager, Huckelberry testified that more than 35000 acres, or twice the size of Tucson Mountain
Park have already been, or are being mined in Pima County and he knows of no plans by any
mine to restore the sites to the natural landscape. Furthermore, Augusta Resources has no proven
track record in mine reclamation. It is not in the interests of the citizens of Arizona and Pima
County to be financially burdened with additional negative economic impact from hard rock
mining. ‘

Finally, The USDA Forest Service Strategic Plan: FY 2007-2012 states“Open space provides
many environmental, social, and economic benefits to rural and urban communities..... These
green spaces elevate home values and generate jobs and economie vitality. Current
population growth trends show a steady loss of these vital open spaces to developed uses.”
Considering Pima County’s population growth and the fact that we already have significant
acreage in the county leased for mining, I respectfully request that the U.S. Forest Service in
keeping with the goals of your strategic plan deny the leasing of Federal Land for the Rosemont
Copper Project.




Modern Mining Bankruptcies
The underbonding of current operations is a serious problem, because modern mines regularly go
‘bankrupt. In the past twenty years, at least 15 modern mines have gone bankrupt. ’

Mine Name Owner Location Year Operations | Year Bankruptcy
_ Began Declared

Hlinois Creek USMX/Dakota Alaska _ 1997 : 1999

Mine Mining _ ' ’ '

Black Pine Mine { Pegasus Gold Idaho - 1992 1998

Beal Mountain Pegasus Gold Montana 1988 1998

Mine , '

Zortman- | Pegasus Gold Montana 1979 1998

Landusky Mine ‘

Basin Creek Mine | Pegasus Gold Montana 1988 , 1998

Paradise Peak Arimetco Nevada 1989 1997

Mine International o

Aurora Nevada Goldfields | Nevada 1987 1999

Partuership Mine

Gold Bar Mine Atlas Gold Mining | Nevada 1989 1999

Mount Hamilton | Rea Gold Nevada 1994 1998

Mine Corporation

Easy Junior Mine | Alta Gold Nevada 1994 1999

Kinsley Mountain | Alta Gold : Nevada 1995 1999

Mine :

Griffon Mine Alta Gold Nevada 1997 1999

Olinghouse Mine | Alta Gold Nevada 1999 1999

Formosa Mine Formosa Oregon 1990 1997
Exploration ' '

Gilt Edge Mine | Dakota Mining South Dakota 1986 1999
Modern Mining Gone Awry - 5 Case Studies:

Idaho: Grouse Creek Mine ‘

The Grouse Creek mine, located adjacent to the largest wilderness complex in the lower 48 states, was
heralded as a "state-of-the-art" mine when it began operations in 1994. Just three years later, the mine
shut its doors -- producing no profits and leaving behind a legacy of long-term water pollution. The
Grouse Creek mine was permitted as a "zero discharge facility."® Yet, soon after mining began, the
tailings impoundment began to leak cyanide . As a result of on-going violations, the Forest Service

7 httnHAwww earthwarkeactinn aro/nuheCamparicomsR epartFinal ndt
http://www.unr.edu/mines/mlc/presentations_pub/NV_bonding.asp

® Record of Decision and Final Supplemental Environmental fmpact Statement - Volume 1, Grouse Creek Project, USDA Forest Servn:e
Challis National Forest, May 1992




posted signs which wamed, "Cantion, do not drink this water.®® In 2003, the Forest Service declared
the mine site an "imminent and substantial endangerment.”'® Cleanup activities are on-going.

Oregon: Formosa Mine

In 1991, during a period of high metal prices, Canadian start-up Formosa Exploration Inc. launched a
copper zinc mine on 76 acres of federal (BL.M) and private Iand near the town of Riddle in southwest
Oregon. The mine folded 2 1/2 years later in 1994 as prices slumped. According to the State of
Oregon, the mine has contaminated 18 miles of the Oregon's Umpqﬁa watershed (Middle Creek and
South Fork of Middle Creek and Cow Creek) - eliminating prime habitat for the threatened Oregon
caast Coho salmon and steethead." So severe is the pollution that even insect life is gone in the upper
reaches of the creeks, along with any chance of supporting fisheries.

7.

Montann: Beal Mountain Mine

The Beal Mountain Mine, located on the Beaverhead Deerlodpe Nnuonalﬁmm,opaatodﬁum 198%-
1998. When the mine was perzmitted, the Envirenmental Analysis concluded that the operation of the
mine wouid have no impacts to water quality, because “there will be no discharge of mine or process
water to sarface waters,”'? The agencies were wrong. Although the mine ceased operating years ago, it
has contianed to pellute neighbering streams with cyanide, selenium and copper at levels that hann
aguatic Tife.” Scientists have aiso determined that tront in water downstrean of the mine are
contuminated with Sarmfol amounts of sefenium caused by mining activities,"! Warren MeCaliough,
whn is responsible for enforcing state mine permit taws for Mentana DEQ), told the Montana Standard
in July 2003 that the aftermath of the cToscheaIMountmnbﬁncas *got going to be something that
we're €veT going 10 be zhie to walk away from.*

Montana: Kendall Mine

The Kendall Mine, an open pit, cyanide- Ieanh mine located northwest of Lewistown, Montana, was
permitied in 1989. The mine caused extcasive water quality and quantity problems including
mmmerous cyanide spills.”® In addition, precipitation flowing through the waste rock piles caused
extensive contamination of groundwater and surface water. In 1998, the State of Montana ordered
Canyon Resources, the awner of the mine, to pay $300,000 for polluting downstream waters with
cyanide, selenium, arsenic and thalium.'® Canyon Resources claimed it did not have the financial
resources to pay the fine. In 2002, Canyon finally paid the State a reduced penalty of $132,000 — with
only $13 000 in cash and the balance in mineral rights transferred from the company to the state.

in Getober, 2001, six families who live downstream of the mine filod suit against the company for
damages to their water supplies and private pmpel‘ty State officials have detemuned that lopgteom

- water geatment will be required at the mine.!’

? Associated Press, “Minc procossing waste stitt caitcring Jordan Creek,” September B, 1999; see aleo, "Idohe Fines Open-Pit Gold Mine
$210,000 for Polluting Local Creek.” Salt Lake Tribune, Qctoher 2, 1999
™ Forest Service and Environmental Protection Agency, "Removal Action Memorondum,” May 21, 2003
I Stz ufOn:gm.Dcpamm of Envircamentn} Quatiry, Fact Sheer: Orggon's Abandoosd Mins QﬂnupsCompbumdbyHighf.‘osl
and Lack of Funding. March 13, 2006.
7 “Beai Mountain Reclamation Undes Fire,” Montzna Standard, July 14, 2002
2 Acron Memorendum for Best Mountein Mine Time Critical Remaval. Beaverhead-Dieerlodge Narfonat Porast, Siiver Bow Couaty,
Montang, July 2003,
1 Aquatic Hozard Assessment for Selenium in the German Guich subwatershed Based on 2001 snd 2002 Dasn, Prepared January MH
by Tim LaMarr. Reviewed by Dennis Lemly.

% hip:dforwir.epa goviepanswerfother/mining/tochdocs/gold.pdf
'+ The Associnted Press, October 29, 1998, “Suate: Another $ 4 million may be needed o clean up Kendall mine”
 hup: Ilwww.doqmmmus!mmalmmng.pﬂf




Nevada: Jerritt Canyon
The Jerritt Canyon Mine in northern Nevada, which was permitted in 1980, is a significant source of
mercury air pollution. Emissions data, obtained from the Nevada Department of Environmental
Protection (NDEP) and made public in June of 2007, indicates that the mine may have released
significantly more mercury into the air than it reported to state and federal agencies.'® Gold mines are
the fifth largest source of mercury air emissions in the U.S, producing 25% of all the mercnry air
emissions west of Texas.'® Yet there are no federal regulations requiring gold mines to feduce their
mercury emissions, and to ensure that public health and fisheries are protected. Mercury is considered
the most dangerous heavy metal because it is toxic to humans and moves freely through the
environment.

Modern Mines Need a Modern Mining Law

L

Unlike other extractive industries, there is no environmental law written specifically to govern
hardrock mining. Instead, a patchwork of federal and state laws and regulations attempts to fill in the

holes.

As modern inining problems have demonstrated, the current legal and regulatory system fails to protect
western water resources. Reform of the 1872 Mining Law should include clear operational standards
for hardrock mining, to prevent future spills and containination. These standards should include:

“Bad Actor” provisions to ensure that companies that have caused serious environmental harm
in the past to not receive a permit for a new mining operation;

The ability to deny mining operations that would cause undue degradation to human health,
water resources, wildlife habitat, and other natural resources; : _

A provision that ensures that mining operations will not continue to pollute after mining has

- ceased;

The requirement that mining activities minimize negative effects on water quality and quantity.

Reform of the 1872 Mining Law should also include explicit reclamation standards, with bond
requirements tied to those standards. Reclamation standards should include:

A requirement to restore the hydrologic balance of a the area after. mining has ceased;
Restoration of the surface and revegetation;

A requirement that, for pits that do not require backfilling, water in pit lakes comply with
Federal, State and local government water quality standards: .

Tailings impoundments designed to minimize leaks and prevent the release of toxic materials,
and waste rock piles that are stabilized.

*® The Idaho Statesman, June 10, 2007, “Toxic Mercury Blows North Into Idaho™
¥ www.epa.govitriexplorer










Dr. Rachel E. Golden
Crown C Ranch
Sonoita, Arizona 85637
March 27, 2008

Ms. Beverley Everson
"Coronado National Forest
300 W. Congress Street
Tucson, Arizona 85701

Dear Ms. Everson:

For me, the public meeting held at the Patagonia High School on March 20™ to discuss
issues relating to the proposed Rosemont Mine was both a success and a failure. On the
positive side, it provided me with the opportunity to meet you. Our face-to-face
conversation encouraged me to send this letter, especially after learning that economic
and social issues will play an important role in how you and your team interpret your
duty to protect and promote the public’s interest. On the negative side, the meeting did
not provide me or my neighbors with the details needed to successfully articulate our case
and to exercise our responsibilities (voice.and civic participation) within a democracy.
Had there been a dialog between the U.S. Forest Service and the -community ~ with both
the public and Forest Service listening and responding to one another my neighbors and
I would probably have acquired the information to: : :

e - Evaluate the impact of the proposed Rosemont Mine on the daily life of the
community, particularly its impact on health, safety, and well-being; and

¢ Understand the details of how you and your team interpret your.responsibilities
within the various statutes under which you operate to balance Augusta
Resource’s right to create private wealth for management and shareholders AND
the right of the public to continue to live in an environment (both physical and
economic) that provides a high quahty of daily life.

As the holder of a Ph. D. in Economlcs, I am trained to assess the social and economic
consequences of large development projects. Thus, I will leave to others the “hard
science” issues such as what the Rosemoin Mine will do to the quantity and quality of the
water supply, the quality of the air in the neighborhood and the mine’s wind shadow, and
the impact on local animal habitat and flora. However, what I want to add is my
comments on the ‘soft science” issues—the social and economic environmental
consequences of this controversial project. In a nutshell, I believe that Augusta Resource
(Augusta) has not supplied sufficient information on the critical soft science issues for the
Forest Service or the public to determine whether the operation of the Rosemont Mine
will significantly degrade the health, safety, and well-being of those who live or work in
the area surrounding the mine. We should all be asking ourselves why this critical
information has not been supplied. Is it because the data would be unfavorable to
Augusta’s cause? Or is it because Augusta is indifferent to the social and economic




consequences to anyone but its shareholders and management? In either case, the lack of
attention to this important issue is a fundamental defect in the process that needs to be
remedied. In other words, before a decision can be reached, more attention needs to be
given to this aspect of the balance between private development and community.impact.

Today our country is experiencing widespread economic pain because of erroneous
beliefs that housing prices would rise forever. Yet many people continue to believe that
commodity prices can move in only one direction —up. What if that assumption, like
perpetual house price appreciation, turns out to be false? In a worse.case scenario, what
are likely to be the consequences on local communities if the commodity party peters out,
the operation of the mine is no longer profitable, and Augusta closes the mine, leaving
nothing but a big hole, the absence of the promised jobs and tax revenue, and insufficient
funds to do the reclamation needed to return the mine site and dumping area to its current
state? Haven’t we learned from history? Will not precipitous movement on the part of
the U.S. Forest Service perhaps lay the seeds for disappointment or another boom and
bust? I believe that you and the public need to obtain the information to assess the risk
and cost to the community if things do not work out as well as Augusta claims.

Thus, I urge you to reject the Augusta’s request to build an open pit copper mine in Pima
County until such time as Augusta can demonstrate how and why the mine will
contribute to the sustainable developme..: .fPima and Santa Cruz counties and by so
doing create strong, healthy, sustainable local communities, not only at today’s
‘historically high copper prices, but at the market values that are likely to prevail if the
current commodity bubble were to burst or if Rosemont Mine turns out to be a high cost
producer, unable to match industry productivity and technology standards. In other
words, Augusta should be required to provide information that includes sensitivity testing
as to how things would work out if real copper prices were to decrease by, say, 10%,
25%, and 50%. (Remember, it was only ten years ago that copper prices were $.85/lb
versus today’s price of about $4.00/Ib.) What is Augusta’s likely response if copper
prices returned to their historic mean? What impact would this have on the community?

Among the hard questions that you and public need to ask are not simply how many jobs
would be created by Rosemont Mine or new taxes collected from Augusta if real copper

-prices remain strong, but whether those jobs match the skill set of the local labor force?
Will the jobs upgrade local skills, provide training, and offer safe, steady, and
remunerative employment or will it bring in outsiders to fill the slots? Will the mine
provide an economic stimulus to communities suffering from high unemployment, like
Nogales and Patagonia or will it stimulate out migration? Will the mine help turn -
distressed communities into economically vibrant ones by significantly benefiting local
businesses or primarily enrich foreign entrepreneurs and investors? Will the mine create
local businesses, especially ones catering to local and regional needs? Is an open pit
mine and its related processing facilities compatible with local community values and the
economic foundation that supports local communities, e.g., ranching, tourism, recreation, -
and holistic health services? How will change impact the community’s and region’s
culture? What are likely to be some of the unintended consequences on local




communities and economies if Augusta’s financial model turns out to be faulty and/or
copper prices take a big hit?

Both the Government and the public need more information how an open pit copper mine
will affect daily practices. Will the Rosemont Mine will attract people to local
communities in Pima and Santa Cruz con~tes, keep young people in their communities,
and strengthen local natural, social, and human capital? Will an open pit copper mine
reduce the fragility and vulnerability of small, rural, borderland communities in Pima and
Santa Cruz counties? Will it reduce rural poverty, build social cohesion, and make these
communities safer, healthier, and more attractive places to live and work? Over the long

term, is it likely that an open pit copper mine will lead to an improvement or deterioration

in the water local people drink, the air they breathe, the food they grow, and the cattle
they raise? Is an open pit mine likely to increase local pollution, congestion, and road
accidents? What is likely to be its impact on children’s health and on nature’s health? -

From where I sit (in Sonoita), there is strong evidence that creating an open pit copper
mine in Pima County would be a mistake. As indicated by the meeting in Patagonia last
week, the community does not want it. Local business people have urged their elected
representatives to vote against allowing Augusta to build a copper mine “in our
neighborhood.” Local residents have echoed these sentiments. At the “local gathering
grounds” (libraries and coffee shops) people are grumbling. Some say they are thinking
of moving because they don’t want to live in the wind shadow of an open pit mine and its
related processing facilities. Property values, they say, are taking a big hit because few
people want to move into an area that is near an open pit copper mine. Furthermore, they
worry that the higher density of traffic that would result from the opening of the
Rosemont Mine would increase congestion on the roads, lead to higher taxes, more
automobile accidents, and cut people off from access to jobs, health care, education,
shopping, and recreation in Tucson. In other words, they believe that the Rosemont Mine
will add to, not detract from, their economic and social vulnerabilities, and will weaken,
‘not strengthen, their local communities.

No one knows for sure what the future holds. However, at the moment it is clear that the
common sense and intuition of “ordinary people” in Santa Cruz County oppose an open
pit copper mine. They believe, despite what Augusta’s economic models, business plans,
and consultants tell them, that the risk to the livability of their communities and to nature
is too great. Rosemont Mine will not contribute to sustainable development or strong,
healthy communities. It will not make the area a better place to live and raise one’s
children and grandchildren. It will not enhance the happiness, well-being, health, or
welfare of their families, friends, and communities. It will not reduce poverty or
disparities in income. It will not protect or grow natural capital. And yes, it will
-discourage residency, recreation, well-being, and happiness.

Pima and Santa Cruz residents have been witness to, and oftentimes victims of, the
unintended consequences of exuberant claims that a new business will do both well and
good, particularly when those claims arc “..ade in a proceeding to obtain a license or other
required governmental approval. However, we all have experienced the fact that




promises made at the front end are often broken when the going gets tough. This is
particularly the case here, in a boom-and-bust industry, and where the primary
beneficiary of the opening of the Rosemont Mine is a foreign, not local, corporation.
Who will be left holding the bag if commodity prices decline or Augusta decides to put
the interests of its executives and shareholders ahead of the local residents by utilizing
high technology or low wage workers who will strain the local infrastructure (schools,
“hospitals, etc.) or penny-pinching on environmental and labor matters? I am sure inour
hearts we know the answer to these questions. : ,
The country is currently in the midst of a financial crisis caused by unsound lending
practices and the sale of shaky loans to puichasers who were assured by “experts” that
the risk of large-scale defaults was small. We now know that the reason we are
experiencing this financial crisis and thousands of ordinary people are facing the loss of
their homes through foreclosure is that the lenders wanted to increase their profits, the
market value of their stock, and the compensation of their executives and did not pay
sufficient attention to the potential adverse consequences of their actions. We also know
that the business models were wrong and the allegedly independent experts (the rating
agencies) were co-opted by the lenders, who paid the experts’ bills. We should not let a
similar thing happen here. The Government and the public need to see hard data prepared
- by or on behalf of Augusta that addresses the social and economic environmental issues
described above and be sure that the data is both comprehensive in scope and objective,
i.e., not overly biased in favor of Augusta. At the same time, the public has a right to
know how the U.S. Forest Service balances hard science and soft science, quality of life
issues.

Until Augusta has submitted the data, the public has been given an opportunity to verify
the objectivity of Augusta’s data, and the public understands the process the U.S. Forest
Service will use to make its decision on whether Rosemont Mine is a “go,” wisdom, or
the “precautionary principle,” cautions against approving Augusta’s filings in support of
its request to build the Rosemont Mine == related production facilities. A short-term
profit for Augusta is not worth long-term pain and suffering for the community. I hope

you agree.
Dbt = Gl

Dr. Rachel Goiden
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Harold Metz

From: June Wortman [lunesrag@cox.net]
Sent:  Wednesday, March 19, 2008 2:54 PM

" To: undisclosed-recipients ,
Subject: BE PREPARED FOR TONIGHT- NOT GOOD

BE PREPARED FOR TONIGHT - NOT GOOD

I attencled the Forest Service rneeting last night in Tucson. It was all set up to show all the aspects of the
- proposed mine by and for the "Proponent," ie., Rosemont Mining Company (latest name). There was no
venue at all for any opposition--just fill out this form with your comments... :

Forest Siervice people have put out a 16-page agreement with Rosemont. Please note it was not on their
website until Sunday after I notified them that the link was dead..
http://www.fs.fed.us/r3/coronado/rosemont/ documents/fs-rosemont-mou-03052008.pdf -

There were number of young people were there with Rosemont Mining Company badges. When I asked
them hcw they found out about the meeﬁng, I was told that Rosemont representatives came out to their
neighborhood, knocked on their doors and invited them to a free dinner and a meeting on mining jobs.
They wete loaded up on a bus--brought to a meeting room where they filled out applications and signed
a petition. None of them were qualified for a technical mining job at the promised $15 rate. No problem.
Rosement would give them a training program. Only at the end of the meeting were they told that the
Jjobs would not be available for a year or so. Several realized they had been "used" and wanted to take
their name off the petition--but too late.

'BEWELL

Nancy Freeman

www.g-a-Linfo . — ‘ . _ Cop o
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YOUR COMMENTS ARE IMPORTANT!

PUBLIC COMMENTS
FOR THE
PROPOSED ROSEMONT COPPER PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

If you would like to make a comment or be added to our mailing list, please fill out this form and
hand it to any of our staff or mail it to the address provided. You are also welcome to write a letter
- or send e~-mail to: comments-southwesterh-cdronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you!
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PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one): gnf? NO
ithrthem, such as names and addresses,

Please be advised that comments and personal information associated

become part of the Administrative Record for this NEPA review. As such, they may-be made available to a third-party
upon request under the authority of the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).

Personally identifying information is protected by the Privacy Act. If you do not wish for your personal information to
be released under the FOIA, you may choose not to include it with your comments. Alternatively, you may request an
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Ms. Claire Downing

PO Box 755
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€ Proud Supporter of DDAL
USDA Forest Service
Coronado National Forest
300 West Congress Street
Tucson AZ 85701 ____
IUC;T e
Orz‘f‘éfln-v vt |
o MAR2y gy
~Attn: Beverly Everson SR o

g%'Jl'onarfo Na

T—— ’Or‘a' Foronr |
- Lt

Fold Here

How to Comment Effectively

To be effechve, comments should be specific and factual. Remember, the purpode of 1hls sscoping isto idensify sfgmflccmf ISSUSS relcn‘ed
to the proposed operation, and issues o be considered in the Environmental impact Process (EIS) ,

RN : LN i
The format for commenting is up to you to choose. Comment forms are avmluble, but not requ:red N Send commenfs by mail, email,
or hand-deliver o the Forest Service before the public scoping period ends on April 18, 2008 . i AN

Below are severul tips for making effective comments. o PN
*  Be brief so the reviewer won't miss the point of your comment.
o Be specific so the reviewer clearly understands your concerns.

‘o Statements such as “ am concerned about the amount of additional traffic this will cause” are useful in generm‘lng
issues that can be analyzed.

o Statements such as “Don't do this” or “I like this” are not useful in generating issues that can be analyzed.
e  The betier you understand the proposal, the more focused and site-specific your comments will be.

. Your comments must be realistic and feasible.

¢ Remember, this is the fime fo identify concerns AND opportunities.

The public comment period is the beginning of the EIS process and represents the foundation of the analysis. Your comments are an
important input fo the analysis of the social and natural environment.
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If you would like to make a comment or be added to our mailing list, please fill out this form and
hand it to any of our staff or mail it to the address provided. You are also welcome to write a letter
or send e-mail to: comments-s_outhwestern-coronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you!
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Fold Here

How to Comment Effectively

To be effective, comments should be specific and factual. Remember, the purpose of this scoping is fo identify significant issues related
fo the proposed operation, and issues to be considered in the Environmental Impact Process (EIS). ] .

The format for commenting is up fo you to choose. Comment forms are available, but not required. Send comments by mcul email,
or hand-deliver to the Eoresf Service before the public scoping period ends on April 18, 2008. .

Below are several tips formaking effechve comments.

¢

Be brief so the reviewer won't miss the point of your comment.

Be specific so the reviewer clea rly understands your concerns.
o * Statements such as “l am concerned about the amount of additional fmf‘hc this will cause” are useful in generuhng
issues that can be analyzed.

o  Statements such as “Don’t do this” or “I like this” are not useful in generating issues that can be analyzed.

The better you understand the proposal, the more focused and site-specific your comments will be.

*  Your commenis must be realistic and feasible.

Remember, th is is fhe time fo identify concerns AND opportunities.

The public comment period is ’fhe beginning of the EIS process and represents the foundation of the analysis. Your comments are an
“important input o the analysis of the social and natural environment.




YOUR COMMENTS ARE IMPORTANT!

PUBLIC COMMENTS
FOR THE
PROPOSED ROSEMONT COPPER PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

If you would like to make a comment or be added to our mailing list, please fill out this form and
hand it to any of our staff or mail it to the address provided. You are also welcome to write a letter
or send e-mail to: comments-southwestern-coronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you!

COMMENT:

NAME: &m‘lﬂ;&«,ﬁ ST

ema: _EHNUVM & AoL .. coy

ADDRESS: 2.8/ Plnetz Ao oo Conbfoe
o *?/Zf.f/,,f L AZ 854t

PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one). YES NO

Please be advised that comments and personal information associated with them, such as names and addresses,
become part of the Administrative Record for this NEPA review. As such, they may be made available to'a third-party
upon request under the authority of the Freedom of information Act (FOIA). _ ‘

" Personally identifying information is protected by the Privacy Act. If you do not wish for your personal information to

be released under the FOIA, you may choose not to include it with your comments. Alternatively, you may request an
exemption from FOIA with your comment submittal. Should you choose the latter, you would be informed by the
Forest Service as to whether or not your request qualifies for an exemption. If it does not, you would be afforded the
opportunity to resubmit your comments without personal information or to withhold them altogether. -




USDA Forest Service
Coronado National Forest
300 West Congress Street

Tucson, AZ 85701
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Attn: Beverly Everson

Fold Here

How to Comment Effectively

To be effective, commenis should be specific and factual. Remember, the purpose of this scoping is to identify significant issues related
to the proposed operaﬁo{n,'g'nd issues fo be considered in the Environmental Impact Process (EIS).

The format for commenting is up to you o ch se. Comment forms are available, but not required. Send comments by mail, email,

or haid-deliver to the Forest Service before #he public scoping period ends on April 18, 2008.
. Below are severdl'ﬁés for making effective commiznts.
, s Be brief so the reviewer won't saiss e point of your cohménf.

+  Be specific so the reviewer clea rly understands your concerns.

¢ Statements such as “l am concerned about the amount of additional traffic this will cause” are useful in generating
issues thatcan be analyzed. .

o  Statements such as “Don‘t do this” or “| like this” are not useful in generating issues that can be analyzed.
. The better you urderstand the proposal, the more focused and site-specific your comments will be.
¢  Your comments must be realistic and feasible.

*  Remember, this is the fime fo identify concerns AND opportunities.

Thé public comment period is the beginning of the EIS process and represents the foundation of the analysis. Your-comthdnts are an
imporfant input o the analysis of the social and natural environment. : :




YOUR COMMENTS ARE IMPORTANT!

PUBLIC COMMENTS
FOR THE
PROPOSED ROSEMONT COPPER PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

If you would like to make a comment or be added to our mailing list, please fill out this Formand
hand it to any of our staff or mail it to the address provided. You are also welcome to wr rrite a letter
or send e-mail to: comments-southwestern-coronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you!
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PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle onef. YES NO

Please be advised that comments and perso nal information associated with them, such as hames and addresses,
become part of the Administrative Record for this NEPA review. As such, they may be made available to a third- -party
upon request under the authority of the Free dom of Information Act (FOIA)

Personally identifying information is protecte d by the Privacy Act. If you do not wish for your personal information to
be released under the FOIA, you may choos e not to include it with your comments. Alternatively, you may request an
exemption from FOIA with your comment su bmittal. Should you choose the latter, you would be informed by the

. Forest Service as to whether or not your req uest qualifies for an exemption. If it does not, you would be afforded the

S ., opportunlty to resubmit your comments withou: “rsonal information or to withhold them altogether.
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USDA Forest Service - :
Coronado National Forest
300 West Congress Street
Tucson, AZ 85701..
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- How to Comment Effectively

" To be effective, comments should be specific and factuai. Remember, the purpose of this scoping is to identify sngmﬁcqnt issues related
to the proposed operation, and issues to be considered in the Environmenial Impact Process (EIS).

The format for commenting is up to you fo choose. Comment forms are available, but not required. “Send comments by mail, email,
or hand-deliver fo the Forest Service before the public scoping period ends on April 18, 2008

Below are several hps for making effective comments.
¢ Be brief so the reviewer won't miss the point of your comment.
¢ Be specific so the reviewer clearly understands your concems.

o  Statements such as “l am concerned about the amount of additional traffic this will cause” are useful irx generating
issues that can be analyzed.

o Statemients such as “Don’t do this” or “} like this" are not useful in generating issues that can be unalyzed..
* - The better you understand the proposal, the more focused and site-specific your comments will be.
¢ Your comments must be realistic and feasible.

¢ Remember, this is the time to identify concerns AND oppértuniﬁes.

The pubhc comment period is ’rhe beginning of the EIS process and represents the foundation of the analysis. Your commer—ats are an
important input fo the analysis of the social and natural environment.
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YOUR COMMENTS ARE IMPORTANT!

PUBLIC COMMENTS
| FOR THE
PROPOSED ROSEMONT COPPER PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

If you would like to make a comment or be added to our mailing list, please fill out this form and
hand it to any of our staff or mail it to the address provided. You are also welcome to write a letter
or send e-mail to: cbmments-southwestern-coronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you! '
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PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one): (YES ) NO -

Please be advised that comments and personal information associated with them, such as names and addresses,
become part of the Administrative Record for this NEPA review. As such, they may be made available to a third-party
upon request under the authority of the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). :
Personally identifying information is protected by the Privacy Act. If you do not wish for your personal information to
be released under the FOIA, you may choose not to include it with your comments. Alternatively, you may request an
exemption from FOIA with your comment submittal. Should you choose the latter, you would be informed by the

Forest Service as to whether or not your request qualifies for an exemption. If it does not, you wouid be afforded the

*. opportunity to resubmit your comments without personal information or to-withhold them altogetr}er_ fm:?:
Arom Mo FOIA Arly . : B | :




-USDA Forest Service
Coronado National Forest
300 West Congress Street

Tucson, AZ 85701

| Tucson, ATEETHT—
T2ceiva

Attn: Beverly Everson | : MAR 2.8 2008

Rt S

\ _ : Coronado Nanonal Fo;m

s e

Fold Here

How to Comment Effectively

To be effective, comments should be specific and factual. Remember, the purpose of this scoping is to identify significant issues related
to the proposed operation, and issues fo be considered in the Environmen’ful Impact Process (EIS).

The format for commenting is up fo you o ‘choose. Comment forms are available, but not required. Send comments by mail, email,
or hand- dehver fo 1he Forest Service before 1he public scoping period ends on April 18, 2008 :

Below are seveml hgs for making effedlve comments.
e Be brief so the reviewer won't miss the point of your comment.
e  Be specific so the reviewer clearly understands your concerns.

o  Statements such as “| am concerned about the amount of additional traffic this will cause” are useful in- generahng
issues that can be analyzed. .

o  Statements such as “Don't do this” or “| like this” are not useful in generating issues that can be analyzed.

¢ The better you understand the proposal, the more focused and site-specific your comments will be. .
¢ Your comments must be realistic and feasible. ' ’ - %“

e  Remember, this is the time to identify. concerns AND opportunities.

The public commenit period is the beginning of the EIS process and represents the foundation of the analysis. Your comments are an
important input fo the analysis of the social and natural environment, :




YOUR COMMENTS ARE IMPORTAN T!

PUBLIC COMMENTS
FOR THE
PROPOSED ROSEMONT COPPER PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

If you would like to make a comment or be added to our mailing list, plqase fill out this form and
hand it to any of our staff or mail it to the address provided. You are also welcome to write a letter
or send e-mail to: comments-southwestern-coronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you!
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PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one}: NO

Please be advised that comments and personal information associated with them, such as names and addresses,

" become part of the Administrative Record for this NEPA review. As such, they may be made available to a third-party
upon request under the authority of the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).
Personally identifying information is protected by the Privacy Act. If you do not wish for your personal information to
be released under the FOIA, you may choose not to include it with your comments. Alternatively, you may request an
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How to Comment Effectively

To be effective, comments should be specific and factual. Remember, the purpose of this scoping is to identify §igniﬁcunf issues related

to the proposed operation, and issues to be considered in the Environmental Impact Process (EIS).

The format for commenting is up to you to choose. Comment forms are available, but not required. Send comments by mail, email,
or hand-deliver to the, Forest Service kefore the public scoping period ends on April 18, 2008. :

. Below are several tips for making effective comments.
®  Be brief so the reviewer won't miss the point of your comment.
. Be specific so the:reviewer clearly understands your concerns.

o  Statements such as “l am concerned about the amount of additional traffic this wi‘[|\ cdusef’ are useful in generating .
issues that can be analyzed. i ST

o Statements such as “Don't do this” or “| like this” are not useful in generating issues that can be analyzed
» - The better you understand the proposal, the more focused and site-specific your comments will be.
s Your comments must be realistic and feasible.

. Remember, this is the time fo identify concerns AND opportunities. : L T ."s& .
‘ L v o

The public comment period is the beginning of the EIS process and represents the foundation of 1he'ana}:x§i§; Your Eo_mmerﬁs are an
i HIET .

important input fo the analysis of the social and natural environment. “F 3
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YOUR COMMENTS ARE IMPORTANT!

PUBLIC COMMENTS
: FOR THE
PROPOSED ROSEMONT COPPER PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

If you would like to make a comment or be added to our mailing list, please fill out this form and
hand it to any of our staff or mail it to the address provided. You are also welcome to write a letter
or send e-mail to: comments-southwestern-coronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you!

-

X

EMAIL: 67\/ | | /

aoopess: 22/ idyy s onilis)

'7/&(//&/ , @ 557/
7

/
PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one):@S - NO .
Please be advised that comments and personal information associate 'them, such as names and addresses,

become part of the Administrative Record for this NEPA review. As such, they may be made available to a third-party
upon request under the authority of the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). ' ’
Personally identifying information is protected by the Privacy Act. If you do not wish for your personal information to
be released under the FOIA, you may choose not to include it with your comments. Alternatively, you may request an
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USDA Forest Service
Coronado National Forest
300 West Congress Street

Tucson, AZ 85701

Attn: Beverly Everson

Fold Here .

How to Comment Effectively

To be effective, comments should be specific and factual. Remember, the purpose of this scoping is fo identify significant issues relafed
to the proposed operation, and issues to be con5|dered in the Environmental Impact Process (EIS).

The format for commenting is up fo you to choose. Comment forms are available, but not required. Send commenfs by mail, email,
or hand-deliver 1o the Forest Service before the public scoping period ends on April 18, 2008.

-i. Below are several tips for making effective commenis.
¢ Be brief so the reviewer won't miss the point of your-comment.

¢ Be specific so the reviewer clearly understands your concerns.

Statements such as “l am concerned ubouf the amount of oddmonal traffic this will cause" are useful in generating
issues that can be analyzed.

©

o Statements such as “Don‘t dothis” or “I like this” are not useful in generating issues that can be analyzed.

e !

e - The better you understand the proposal, the more focused and site-specific your comments will be.
¢ Your commenfsl;_h:wsf be realistic and feasible.

*  Remember, this is the time to identify concerns AND opportunities.

The public comment period is the beginning of the EIS process and represents the foundation of the analysis. Your comments are an
important input fo the analysis of the social and natural environmient:




YOUR COMMENTS ARE IMPORTANT!

PUBLIC COMMENTS
~ FOR THE |
PROPOSED ROSEMONT COPPER PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

If you would like to make a comment or be added to our mailing list, please fill out this form and
hand it to any of our staff or mail it to the address provided. You are also welcome to write a letter
or send e-mail to: comments-sou_t}hwestern-coronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you!

NAME:»

Ema: __ 2 berk @Ipﬁz@c b/?/‘l}/’pyb////;; //Arzraq Orp

- apoRess: A7 LR— D B R7y
Thtagonin) Az S50/

PLEASE ADD ME TO THE 'M&ILING LIST (circle one): YES : NO

Please be advised that comments and personal information associated with them, such as names and addresses,
become part of the Administrative Record for this NEPA review. As such, they may be made available to a third-party
Upon request under the authority of the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). C
Personally identifying information is protected by the Privacy Act. If you do not wish for your personal information to
be released under the FOIA, you may choose not to include it with your comments. Alternatively, you may request an
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USDA Forest Service
Coronado National Forest

300 West Congress Street - ronad do National Formt |
Tucson, AZ 85701 " o
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Attn: Beverly Everson

Fold Here

How to Comment Effectively

To be effeciive, comments should be specific ﬂnd factual. Remember, the purpose of this scoping is to identify significant i issues related
to the proposed operation, and issues fo be considered in the Environmental Impact Process (EIS).

The format for commenting is up fo you fo choose. Comment forms are available, but not required. Send comments by mail, email,
or hand deliver to the Forest Service before the public scoping period ends on April 18, 2008. e -

Balow are several tips for making effective comments..

¢ Be brief so the reviewer won’t miss the point of your comment.
e Be specific so the reviewer clearly understands your concerns.

o Stateménts such as “I am concerned about the amount of additional traffic this will cause” are useful in generating
issues that can be analyzed.

o Statements such as “Don't-do this” or “I like this” are not useful in generating issues that can be analyzed.
¢ The better you understand the proposal, the more focused and site-specific your comments will be.
e  Your comments must be realistic and feasible.

e Remember, this is the time to identify concerns AND opportunities.

The public comment period is  the beginning of the EIS process and represents the foundation of the analysis. Your comments are an
important input to the analysis of the social and natural environment:
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YOUR COMMENTS ARE IMPORTANT! .

PUBLIC COMMENTS h
FOR THE o
PROPOSED ROSEMONT COPPER PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

If you would like to make a comment or be added to our mallmg list, please fill out this form and
hand it to any of our staff or mail it to the address provided. You are also welcome to write a letter
or send e-mail to: comments-southwestern-coronado@fs.fed. us. Than;( you!

COMMENT

ffe
oot ofverier »v/ﬂ/bﬁfb 2ila. of TUE &

Mﬁ?% M .44%}%
NANME: &> BEFOGE 7). /(&-’/V/{/ﬁ’?/

EMAIL: Mg/ @c«m& /é/)@
ADDRESS: // #5 p Lanng DE LA Q&ﬁ
grees)) LILLEY A7 Bl

_PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one): @ NO

Please be advised that comments and personal information associated Wi them, such as names and addresses,

# ‘become part of the Administrative Record for this NEPA review. As such, they may be made available to a third-party

* upon request under the authority of the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)

Personally identifying information is protected by the Privacy Act. If you do not wish for your personal information to
be released under the FOIA, you may choose not to include it with your comments. Alternatively, you may request an
exemption from FOIA with your comment submittal. Should you choose the latter, you would be informed by the
Forest Service as to whether or not your request qualifies for an exemption. If it does not, you would be afforded the
opportunity to.resubmit your comments without personal information or to withhold them altogether.
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USDA Forest Service
Coronado National Forest
300 West Congress Street -

“Tucson, AZ 85701

Attn: Beverly Everson

: o Fold Here

How to Comment Effectively

To be effective; comments should be specific and factual. Remember, the purpose of this scoping is to identify significant issues related
to the proposed operqﬁon,.und issues fo be considered in the Environmental Impact Process (EIS).

The format for commenting is up to you fo choose. Comment forms are available, but not reqUIred Send commenis by mail, email,
or hand-delivér fo the Forest Service before the public scoping perlod ends on April 18, 2008.

Below are several tips for making effective comments.

»  Be brief so the reviewer won’t miss the point of your.comment.
e Be specific so the reviewer clearly undersiands your concerns. ~

o Statements such as "I am concerned about the amount of additional traffic this will cause” are vseful in generating
issues that can be analyzed.

o  Statements such as “Don’t do this” or “I like this” are not useful in generating issues that can be analyzed.

e - The better you understand the proposal, the more focused and site-specific your comments will be.

¢ Your commenis must be realistic and feasible.

e  Remember, this is the fime to identify concerns AND opportunities.

The public comment period is the beginning of the EIS process and represents the foundation of the analy5|s Your comments are an
imporiant input fo the analysis of the social and natural environment. -
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EMAIL: _
ADDRESS: _ PO, Rox /4

YOUR COMMENTS ARE IMPORTANT!

PUBLIC COMMENTS
FOR THE
PROPOSED ROSEMONT COPPER PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

If you would like to make a comment or be added to our mailing list, please fill out this form and
hand it to any of our staff or mail it to the address provided. You are also welcome to write a letter

or send e-mail to: comments-southwestern-coronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you!
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NAME: _MUESER) /\/é-/fo/u ‘

//Zma’ﬂéza)r/ 5 A7 85 é 40

PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one). YES NO

Please be advised that comments and personal information associated with them, such as names and addresses,
become part of the Administrative Record for this NEPA review. As such, they may be made available to a third-party
upon request under the authority of the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). :

- Personally identifying information is protected by the Privacy Act. Ifyou do not wish for your personal information to

be released under the FOIA, you may choose not to include it with your comments. Alternatively, you may request an
exemption from FOIA with your comment submittal. Should you choose the latter, you would be informed bythe
Forest Service as to whether or not your request qualifies for an exemption. If it does not, you would be afforded the
opportunity to resubmit your comments without personal information or to withhold them aitogether.
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Fold Here ‘ ¥

How to Commem‘ Effectively

To be effective, comments should be specific and factual. Remember, the purpose of this scoping is fo identify SIgnlflcanf issues relufed
to the proposed operation, and issues to be considered in the Environmental Impact Process (EIS).

The formuf for commenting is up to you o choose. Comment forms are uvailable, but not required. Send comments by mail, email,
or hand-deliver to the Forest Service before the public scoping period ends on April 18, 2008.

Below are several tips for making effective comments.

e - Be brief so the reviewer w iiss the point of your comment.

»  Be specific so the reviewer clearly understands your concerns.

o  Statemenis such as “l am concerned about the amount of additional traffic this Wl” cause” are useful in generating
issues that can be analyzed.

o  Statements such as “Don’t do this” or “I like this” are not useful in generating issues that can be analyzed.

s  The better you understand the proposal, the more focused and sité-specific your comments will be.

e Your comments must be realistic and feasible.

o Remember, this is the time to identify concerns AND opporiunities. B

i

-foundation of the analysis. Your comments are an

The public comment period is the beginning of the EIS process and represents
important input fo the analysis of the social and natural environment.
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YOUR COMMENTS ARE IMPORTANT!

PUBLIC COMMENTS
, FOR THE
PROPOSED ROSEMONT COPPER PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

If you would like to make a comment or be added to our ma'iling' list, please fill out this form and
hand it to any of our staff or mail it to the address provided. You are also welcome to write a letter

or send e-mail to: comments-southwestern-coronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you! , ' , , *
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ADDRESS: 1<, | Remp /no0 S

| )M»%%’QL\ 0)@5%‘5‘6 7

PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one): NO

Please be advised that comments and personal information associated with them, such as names and addresses,
become part of the Administrative Record for this NEPA review. As such, they may be made available to a third-party
upon request under the authority of the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). ,

Personally identifying information is protected by the Privacy Act. if you do not wish for your personal information to
be released under the FOIA, you may choose not to include it with your comments. Alternatively, you may request an
exemption from FOIA with your comment submittal. Shouid you choose the fatter, you would be informed by the
Forest Service as to whether or not your request qualifies for an exemption. If it does not, you would be afforded the
opportunity to resubmit your comments without personal informatiorifor to withhold them altogether. '






M I% __»2008 - RECEIVED MAR &5 72008
Coronado National Forest

Beverley Everson R_E,C.E.,.v.E.DTPR_mD g

300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

‘Dear Beverley:

I understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

National Environmental Policy Act.

I urge you to reject the mine proposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incompatible
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to judge thelr ability to mine responsibly, it
would be irresponsible to risk the envrronment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
- me to your mallmg list so that I may also be notified of any other mmmg or mmera] exploration actions or

proposals in the Coronado National Forest.

Additional cornments. | ' | 3 / /
(67T BENGHT Dofs ST AARRB T TS s

] - — ‘-
Thank You,

.Name: \A/’L"'A’\ L KHT g2573 »

1672 \/uﬁl:ni) SALVATIENNA

Address:

~ : B2 95LIY-5040
City, State, zip: CPIEEN \/ﬁu,f;g/ B2 95614524
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Coronado National Forest :  REE E

Supervisor Jeanine Derby
300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Supervisor Derby:

~ T'understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

National Environmental Policy Act.

I urgé you to reject the mine proposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incompatible
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to judge their ability to mine responsibly, it
would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal,

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that I may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or
- proposals in the Coronado National Forest.

Additional comments:

Thank You,

Name: Aot/ rsn”

Address: o9 S MU&OAO\ Vlew é—/

City, State, Zip: 6/&2"\‘ V&O/QJ&‘ A 2 8 gé “.,}
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Coronado National Forest ,

Beverley Everson R‘EGEWE'B—A-PR—Q«Q—zﬁﬁﬁ_
300 W. Congress St. |

Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Beverley:

I understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as requnred by the

National Environmental Policy Act.

I urge you to reject the mine proposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incompatible
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quahtity problems.
Since-this company has no mmmg track record on which to judge their ablhty to mine responsibly, it
would be mespons:ble to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Corohado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mallmg list so that I may also be notified of any other mmmg or mmeral exploration actions or
proposals in the Coronado National Forest.

Additional c_om_ments:

Thank You,

e Paneas DAL

’2225’ “. Q{Q\i%é \]\9<f'\— :DQ-’

Address:

City, 'State; Zip: é @g 2N \{L.\c/‘\ _\'\'Z %519\")(‘/
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RECEIVED MAR 2 & 7008

&Coronado National Forest
Beverley Everson

300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Beverley:

I'understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of dec1dmg whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

Natlonal Environmental Policy Act.

Turge you to reject the mine proposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountams is incompatible
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to judge their ability to mine respon51bly,
would be 1rrespons:ble to risk the envxronment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal.

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Corenado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that I may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or
proposals in the Coronado National Forest. : V

Addmonal comments

M/A e Y. /vo Wkl | «,&a/v«m/ W%&m

Thank You,

Name: PEGCY dCONIML [ ou i)

Address: S0 NV -MounTEm Bloor 2R .

City, State, Zip: G-V . & 61y
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' RECEIVED 25 2008

Coronado National Forest A
Supervisor Jeanine Derby
300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Supervisor Derby:

I understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

Naﬁonal Environmental Policy Act.

I urge you to rej e¢t. the mine proposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains.is incompatible
~ with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to judge their ability to mine responsibly, it
would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal,

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that I may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or
‘proposals in the Coronado National Forest

‘Additional comments:

- Thank You,

_Name% ey G I‘)'QULQ/VV

Address: 24 (7~ S- Oﬁw«uﬁ Y 2o D%

City, State, Zip: é/) oo V CLUZ% A L 5S4s vd
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Coronado National Forest
Supervisor Jeanine Derby
300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Supervisor Derby:

I understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has J
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you ;
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the |

National Environmental Pohcy Act.

I urge you to reject the mine proposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mounfains is incompatible
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to Judge their ability to mine responsibly, it
would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

- the proposal.

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado Na_tional Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that I may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or
proposals in the Coronado National Forest.
Additional comments: .

This weeld be an _enyitonmental dicp et e a

Lo\l gnea Haat Would Mever frcovey.
Thank You,

Name: ﬁfﬁ/ﬂ ces C, (CU’UI/

Address: 1¥01 <. pbr¢¢0 Pr-

City, State, Zip: (3Y¢er, VoLl 4, Pe. S5h/y
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Coronado Natibnal Forest '
Supervisor Jeanine Derby
300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Supervisor Derby:

I'understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

National Environmental Policy Act.

L urge you to reject the mine prdposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incompatible
- with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to Judge their ability to mine responsibly, it

would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal.

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that | may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or

proposals in the Coronado National Forest.
Additional commenpts: N

WA W&J@JWW bree Lo )
Tk vou e heoi

Name: /5%@ 5/9,4/1// pra
Address: /5 2 7 ﬂ‘l% /6@ OM/ (%%
City, State, Zip: M/i&(/n Mf /?Z L5 5Pé7 7
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RECEIVED MAR 2.3 2008

Coronado National F orest
Supervisor Jeanine Derby
300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Supervisor Derby:

I understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foréign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the.2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

National Environmental Policy Act.

T urge you to reject the mine proposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incompatible
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to judge their ability to mine responsibly, it

would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal,

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that I may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or
proposals in the Coronado National Forest.

Additional comments:

Thank You,

Name: \; QVK-Q; ene. Sﬁ%/{*p‘@‘-

Address: ED ED»Q (_72_ |

City, State, Zip: |« Som , IAY ‘g §3H)02
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Coronado National Forest

" RECEIVED MAR 2 8 2008

Supervisor Jeanine Derby
300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Supervisor Derby:

I understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining conipany based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

National Environmental Policy Act.

T urge you to reject the mine proposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incompatible
with ‘the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and qhantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to Jjudge their ability to mine responsibly, it
would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizoné by approving

the proposal.

' Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that [ may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or

proposals in the Coronado National Forest.

‘Additional comments:

Thank You,

Nams-.//vé/ﬂu e Cpswen
Address: 523‘%5 5, 7614//(/@ éck /DC

Ciity, State, Zip: G/‘é@ﬂ (// Wﬁf; Y%
" Lowry
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Coronado National Forest
Supervisor Jeanine Derby
300 W. Congress St. -
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Supervisor Derby:

I'understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

National Environmental Policy Act. _

I urge you to reject the mine proposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incompatible
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to judge their ability'to mine responsibly, it

would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal.

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that I may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or
proposals in the Coronado National Forest.

Additional comments:

Thank You, |
xame TN PEBLES

Address: _/ O// 50 F. G#os I Dhnice Kp
City, state, zip:__ L3 1c ]2 F5CY/
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Coronado National Forest
Supervisor Jeanine Derby
300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Supervisor Derby:

I understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

National Environmental Policy Act.

I urge you to reject the mine proposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incompatible
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to Jjudge their ability to mine responsibly, it

~ would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal.

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that I may also be noti.ﬁed_ of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or

proposals in the Coronado National Forest.

Additional comments:

Thank You,

I;Iame:" —Dﬂ O,Q J&\ A ' Pu/@’é?)@
Address:l'v:/)‘%o E‘ Q t"~05+ Da/\/\(_‘»( M
City, State, Zip: /\/C{/\&z \ Rl @SQ q’ ,
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Coronado National Forest
Supervisor Jeanine Derby
300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Supervisor Derby:

I'understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

National Environmental Policy Act.

I urge you to reject the mine proposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incofﬁpatible
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality an(“i_g_lia’n_t’it_y_grobl&‘
Since this company has no mining track record on which to judge their abiiity to mine responsibly, it
would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal.

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that I may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or

proposals in the Coronado National Forest.

Additional comments:

Thank You,

Name: %ﬂ/‘}é %’ % /&7‘/ @/«/ ‘ y

Address: 7/ 2 S, Lo @/\A»(_@K | ‘ ;

City, State, Zip: é"'?élg/u V@AAEY // P@Z« 3’9“/@/74
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Coronado National Forest
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Supervisor Jeanine Derby
300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Supervisor Derby:

| understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. | understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

National Environmental Policy Act.

I urge you to reject the mine proposal. A large open plt mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incompatible
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to Jjudge their ability to mine responsibly, it
would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal.

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that I may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or

proposals in the Coronado National Forest,

Addmonal comments: ) W % % j /4777%{ %S
e MQQ@QS%% Wwdwﬁ& wtae?

Thank You,

o _1GI5] S Sty oo £
ez 5M dﬁ) jS627
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RECEIVED MR 23 2008

Supervisor Jeanine Derby
300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Supervisor Dérby:

I'understand that Augusta Resource Corporatlon a forengn mining company based in Canada has
submitted a 2007 version of the mcomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as requlred by the

National Environmental Policy Act.

[ urge you to reject the mine proposal A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incompatible
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to Jjudge their ability to mine responsibly, it

would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal.

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
me to your ma:lmg list so that I may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or
proposals in the Coronado National Forest.

Additional comments:

Thank You,

Name: %Q/M’\-dm‘ ) }/ ' /6/ ré('/i /(,é/(
Address: é/g‘// s Mc‘&(ﬂ&d Ly /el//;,g 12

City, State, Zip: (;r’) e en / ",({' / / € ¢ A 2 Ksv/y
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Supervisor Jeanine Derby
300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Supervisor Dérby:

I understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

National Environmental Policy Act.

I urge you to reject the mine proposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incompatible
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to Jjudge their ability to mine responsibly, it
would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal.

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that [ may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or
proposals in the Coronado National Forest.

Additional comments:

Thank You,
ﬁame: 'P)‘.P(/C‘f /’wvcf(rc;m-

Addess: 5 6$ (¢ (beot W/
Gty sute, zip_ (A WE- &Yals







Mo 15 s RECEIVED 132 2 5 upp

(]

Coronado National Forest
Subervisor Jeanine Derby
300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Supervisor Derby:

I understand that Augusta Resourcé Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

National Environmental Policy Act.

L urge you to reject the mine proposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incompatible
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to Judge their ability to mine responsibly, it

would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal.

Please keep me informed of any-movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that I may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or
proposals in the Coronado National Forest.

Additional comments: / /
CE5T Lt 17 Pors ~oT \,(/Aﬁ/%ﬂ-w'l TS Mo D

Thank You,

Name: \p&/1ebihm L. KaT2EL

Address: 172 w/ \/\/ ELTA S%uﬁm&/mﬁ

City, State, Zip: @ﬂ"%éN VW # 1 8 G'é /4-’6—03()
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Beverley Everson
300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Beverley:

I understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

National Environmental Policy Act.

T'urge you to reject the mine proposal. A large open pii mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incompatible
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to Jjudge their ability to mine responsibly, it
would be irresoonsib]e to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal.

Please keep me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that [ may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or
proposals in the Coronado National Forest. ' '

~ Additional corﬁ_ments:

Name: _ 4 ;:.C/O/)e[' /4 VQ_V‘no;q
Address: SJS-S— M/, DQQVU;W@Q |
. City, State, Zip: _()WQ@/) l/@/é?/ /472/ %@( :

P

Thank You,
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Coronado National Forest RECE| VED MR o5 2008
Beverley Everson :
300 W. Congress St.

Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Beverley:

T'understand that Augusta Resource Corporation, a foreign mining company based in Canada, has
submitted a 2007 version of the incomplete 2006 plan of operations you rejected. I understand that you
are in the process of deciding whether the 2007 version is complete enough to evaluate as required by the

National Environmental Policy Act.

T urge you to reject the mine proposal. A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is in.coﬁlpati_b]e
with the current local and regional economy and would cause both water quality and quantity problems.
Since this company has no mining track record on which to Judge their ability to mine responsibly, it
would be irresoo_nsible to risk the environment and economic health of Southern Arizona by approving

the proposal.

~ Please keép me informed of any movement on this plan by the Coronado National Forest. Please also add
me to your mailing list so that I may also be notified of any other mining or mineral exploration actions or
proposals in th_;: Coronado National Forest. ' “

Additional con;ments: ' . o E
A, I fo largpriccs

i/ ¥ 7
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| 7 |

I Anonces g . - S /
Thank You, Zi//‘\fpv ﬁﬁg | 6/ é@ % e /&
‘Name: _[%0 //\7 /ip/\ p{ffs«(\ "n. ) M D L |

Address: /0 oy 537

City, State, Zip: {O ot o /9 7 XE)LE‘//









