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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Please be advised that comments and personal information assotiatedw bém, such as names and addresses,
become part of the Administrative Record for this NEPA review. Asisuch, 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 wm\ ,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 e){emptlon If it does not, you would be afforded the
opportunity to resubmit your comments without personal |nforman0n 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 | N A, R o
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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 to identify significant issues related
to the proposed operation, and issues fo be considered in the Environmental Impact Process (EIS).

The formot for commenting is up fo you to choose. Comment forms are availoble, 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.
. 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 “| am concerned about the amobnt of additional traftic this will cause” are useful in generating

issues that can be analyzed.

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

i

The better you undersiand the proposal, the more focused cmd% site-specific your comments will be.
|

. Your comments must be realistic and feasible. i

. Remember, this is the time to identify concerns AND opportunilies.
|

The public comment period is the beginning of the EIS process and repreéﬁn?s the foundation of the analysis. Your comments are an
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important input to the analysis of the social and natural environment.

e

(AL 3 Py

T
&




MY a4, 2008,

j,,LauQ«._S_#E}._E,;JAL,mew,,_..,_MA____MW_m_,m_g_ﬂ__g;l_ ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, |
. wot\ ETiMReD ST .
_ Tuc Az ®STU-SI#6. -

R o) a_é_/m,__&ﬁM,,,_”

_Sg! AT M\Vﬁ-,

_E/;ezrff? A «‘}‘ﬁ*f:fzv_&: ,,,,,,,,,,,,

c V‘é‘d ‘*4%52”5”&{’994”4!?‘%—'?4”@35:”@” I
P TR Pt A




PR— v
T e nv .,m.. w; I .x..;.).m.
& faite LR et oo

&ni.b\g\\o\_v‘o ,v,.ruw\

R o noprllis m,§ N N
e e AR TOY WL A SH A ) ho
AT




CIENEGA WATERSHED PARTNERSHIP
P. O. Box 41003, Tucson, Arizona 85717-1003

March 30, 2008 -

Ms. Gayle Hartmann, President
Save the Scenic Santa Ritas
8987 Tanque Verde #309-157
Tucson, AZ 85749

Dear Gayle,

As you know, the Cienega Watershed Partnership (CWP) is a 501(c)(3) organization founded to
help resource landscape stewardship initiatives for the Cienega Watershed. This is the landscape
that runs from Saguaro National Park and the Rincon Wilderness south to the Canelo Hills south
of Sonoita, and from the crown of the Santa Rita Mountains east to the crown of the Whetstone
Mountains. Our mission is “to facilitate cooperative actions that will steward the natural and
cultural resources of the Cienega Watershed while enabling sustainable human use.”

The Board of the Cienega Watershed Partnership is deeply concerned about the potential
devastating environmental impacts of the open pit mine proposed for Rosemont Ranch.
In particular, the Board believes that:
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the potential impact of an open pit mine on aquifers, both from depletion and
contamination from leaks, spills, and runoff, represents an enormous threat to water
supplies in the immediate vicinity of the mine and to watersheds key to supplying Tucson
and surrounding areas;

an open pit mine in the area of the Santa Rita Mountains surrounding Rosemont Ranch
would undermine the ecological health of the region, resulting in permanent loss of a key
area for wildlife habitat and migration;

the mine would irretrievably impact prime scenic, wildlife, grazing, and recreational land
used extensively by ranchers, trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from
throughout Southern Arizona and beyond;

the mine site, visible along at least three miles of Scenic Highway 83, would forever
change the character of the highway and its magnificent views of the oak savanna and
chapparal at the foothills of the Santa Rita Mountains. Moreover, the impact of heavy
mining equipment on traffic to and from Tucson to Sonoita, Elgin, and Patagonia would
discourage visitors to these prime destinations for tourism, birding, and recreation.

The CWP stands ready to work with SSSR to provide support both for your efforts to develop
the environmental case for preserving this sensitive and unique area, and for your larger efforts
to educate the community in Pima and Santa Cruz Counties and those who represent them at the




local, state, and federal level regarding the potential impacts of mining on sensitive areas in the
Canelo Hills, the Patagonia Mountains, and the San Rafael Valley.

Yours sincerely,

“

M (_,,______

Martie Maierhauser, Chairman
Cienega Watershed Partnership

c.: Beverley Everson, U.S. Forest Service
Richard Ahern, U.S. Forest Service
Senator John Kyle :
Augusta Resource Corporation

- Attachment




CIENEGA WATERSHED PARTNERSHIP
P. O. Box 41003, Tucson, Arizona 85717-1003

RESOLUTION

The Cienega Watershed Partnership (CWP) supports the efforts of Savc; the Scenic Santa Ritas to
prevent hard rock mining in the Rosemont area of the Santa Rita Mountains, the Patagonia
Mountains, Canelo Hills, and San Rafael Valley. CWP will communicate with its membership
and elected officials concerning reasons to oppose mines in these areas. CWP will participate in
the campaign against mines in these areas, including public comment periods during the potential
Environmental Impact Statement process. CWP will inform the U. S. Forest Service (USFS) and
other appropriate agencies of our opposition to mines in the area and will request that we be

placed on mailing lists so we may be kept informed of any actions taken.

Approved: February 25, 2008




10LS8 eUOZIIY TUOSONL
1001 SSRISUOD 19 M 00€
15010] [BUOHEN opeuoIo)d

501AT9g 150104 "S'{1 ‘uoyy Pretord

17968 300D diz woud ganvi
g00z 1€ dYW 9¢9.£8€000

¢ di 20 3

JIHSHANLYY

€001-L1LS8 puOZLIY ‘UOSONL
coo1yx09°0'd
J IHSYILVA VOANAL



James E. Pepper
P.O. Box 1326
Sonoita, AZ 85637

520.455.5106
iepepper@earthlink.net

May 12, 2008

Jeanine A. Derby, Forest Supervisor

Coronado National Forest

Forest Service; United States Department of Agriculture
300 West Congress

Tucson, AZ 85701

Re: Proposed Rosemont Mine — Status of MPO

Dear Supervisor Derby:

I write to seek clarification regarding the status of the Mine Plan of Operation (MPO) for the
proposed Rosemont Mine. In your request for additional information. from Rosemont Copper
Company (herein “Apphcant”) as set forth in your letter to Mr. Jamie Sturgess VP PrOJects and
Environment, dated October.19, 2007, you request spec1ﬁc 1nformat10n concermng water in and
around the project area, 1nformat10n about land status in the project area, advise the Apphcant to
unprove the readability of maps and dlagrams in the MPO and support ‘documents, and identify
six additional data items which are presumably necessary to complete the MPO per Forest
Service Regulations. Following these specific requests for additional information, you state:

“Once Augusta Resource Corporation has provided the Forest with the information
requested in this letter, along with the changes to the MPO, agency specialists will review
the submissions and determine whether the information is sufficient for initiating the
Notice of Intent.”

As a member of the public, and a Sonoita resident with property abutting Coronado National
Forest four miles south of the proposed mine, I am naturally concerned about the potential
significant adverse impacts of the proposed project. I am currently reviewing the MPO in order
to prepare scoping comments. I have also begun a review of the section of the Coronado
National Forest website containing the Applicant’s responses to your data requests. I logically
conclude that the Forest has deemed the additional information sufficient for initiating the NEPA
process since the Notice of Intent was published in the Federal Reg1ster on March 13, 2008 and
that the formal scoping process has begun. You may not be aware of the considerable confusion
within the public regarding the avallablhty of this addltlonal information, as a number of
individuals with. whom I have spoken are unaware that links to this information are available i in
the “Readmg Room Documents™ portion of your website. I am not certain when this material
was posted, but perhaps a press release is in order directing the pubhc to this portion of the
website or at least a notice on the website directing the public to the Reading Room.
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Your October letter also clearly states that you expected “changes to the MPO” (presumably)
reflecting the information you requested of the applicant. Your statement strongly suggests that
arevised MPO will be necessary. I am currently reviewing a copy of the MPO dated July 9.
2007. Since the significant amount of additional information necessary to have an adequate
MPO has not been incorporated into the MPO issued in July 2007, how can this 10-month-old
document possibly serve as the “MPO of record” and thus provide the statutory basis for fully
informed scoping comments? I respectfully submit that the only responsible, indeed perhaps the
only legally viable course of action is to require the Applicant to prepare and issue a revised
MPO per your instructions to provide “the changes to the MPO.” This revised MPO would then
become the current MPO of record. This updated document should reflect not only the
additional information you requested but all changes to the MPO resulting from ongoing
consultation between the Forest and the Applicant. The revised MPO could then be published on
the Applicant’s website and a link to it placed on your website. To avoid any confusion, the
revised MPO must be appropriately dated so reviewers are certain they are working with the
current version. Such a procedure for publication and posting can also accommodate any further
revisions to the MPO. I also request that the Forest provide an appropriate further extension of
the formal scoping period once the revised MPO is issued and available to the public.

I urge you to take this request seriously. My fellow citizens and I, particularly those of us in the
vicinity of the proposed project are seeking to provide informed and comprehensive scoping
comments, and obviously cannot do so absent the complete application record. 36 CFR 228
contains provisions for a “modified” and/or “supplemental” MPO, obviously in recognition of
changes occurring over time which warrant revising an approved MPO. [ submit that
preparation and issuance of a revised MPO at this early and key juncture of the scoping process
is in the interests of all parties, particularly since the MPO issued in July 2007 was (de facto)
determined by the Forest to be inadequate for purposes of the NEPA process.

Finally, in light of the magnitude and complexity of the proposed project as well as the rapidly
approaching scoping deadline, I ask that you keep me personally informed of your action with
respect to this request for a revised MPO and the associated extension of the scoping period. In
my role as convener for approximately 200 Sonoita residents who are gravely concerned about
the proposed project, I will make certain that these citizens are fully informed of your response
to my requests. I along with many other concerned citizens have serious questions about the
proposed project and do not wish to be denied the opportunity, indeed our right to review the full
record prior to submitting our scoping comments. '

\

atges E. Pepper

Congresswoman Gabrielle Giffords
Congressman Raul Grijalva
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James M. Byers, Il
8987 E. Tanque Verde
#309-378
Tucson, AZ 85749
Tel. 520-749-4214
Fax 520-760-0443
email: jamesmbyers@netscape.net

May 22, 2008

Beverly Everson, Geologist
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Coronado National Forest
300 W. Congress Street
Tucson, AZ 85701

Beverly Everson:

I own a registered well in the Santa Cruz River Basin ( AZ Dept. of Water Resources
Registration No. 55-829830; File No. D (21-16) 8 Cdd, filed March 04,1982). This well is on the
Crown C Ranch, Dry Canyon Parcel 11, now addressed as 37 Tecopa Lane in the Santa Cruz
County rural addressing scheme. The Santa Cruz County Tax ID No. is 110-47-011. There is
no mail service to this address. [Please use the above address on E. Tanque Verde in Tucson for
any and all U.S. Postal Service correspondence.]

My purpose in writing to you is to find out what possible long term adverse inpact the Rosemont
Copper Project might or could have on my well. This well supplies a residence and horse barn;
therefore, a drop in the water level would be of great concern to me as deleterious to day to day
living on the property and on possible future value of the parcel in the real estate market.

Attached are some documents relating to the history of the well including data from the original
owner at time of drilling: Adobe Canyon Corporation in 1973; and the header of the document |
used to register the well in 1982.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.

Yours truly,

James M. ByeZl‘%/
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Infdrmaﬁon is intended solely for the use of the entity or individual named as recipient hereof and may contain

confidential of privileged information. If you are not the intended party, be aware that any disclosure,
photocopy, distribution or any other use of the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited and may have

legal recourse. THANK YOU.

MARIE DAGUCON / TIERRA ANTIGUA REALTY (520) 762-9350
CORONA DE TUCSON, ARIZONA 85641
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Rosemont Copper Project EIS May 5, 2008
Coronado National Forest

300 W. Congress Street

Tucson, AZ 85701

To Whom It May Concern:

When we decided to move to Tucsen four years ago, part of the appeal was the
scenic drive up to Sonoita. There were other reasons, of course, but that pristine
Southwestern landscape appealed to our sonls. Afier moving here, we discovered
the consequences of mining after hiking the various areas, visiting Bisbee’s pits and
viewing the destruction of a once lovely range by Phelps-Dodge in Green Valley.

It is with those eyesores in mind that I write you in protest over the proposed Rosemont
Copper Project. The huge impact of bi g rigs on the traffic on a two-lane highway not to
mention the cost of road maintenance is frightening, We currently }ive in Corona de
Tucson and we can attest to the destruction of the Houghton corridor by all the heavy
trucks that used to travel in and out of the area when home construction was still going
strong, prior to-the current real estate lull. Furthermore, the folks in the epper regions will
no longer have easy access to Metro Tucson without taking other routes or vice-versa.

. With the cost of fuel seemingly unabated, those longer routes will be 2 hardship for

-~ anyone required to travel on 83. Who will maintain the surface of those roads once
the heavy traffic creates massive potholes on that scenic highway? Who will pay for
the extra fuel imposed on the people forced to drive longer routes? Will they be
compensated for the time lost waiting for the traffic to clear? Then, there is the major
issue of water impact which is still being debated. What about the destruction of habitat
for the desert dwellers?

When my sister-in-law recently attended the Patagonia meeting, she was sorry to
discover there was not to be an open forum, simply a dispensing of literature. Will the
proposed discussion hearings that are scheduled for May 12, June 7 and June 30 be as
constrictive? When Yellowstone or the Grand Canyon or other national treasures were
preserved for prosperity, the forces then in power had vision beyond their generation.
Can we say the same of the decision makers of today? Will the generations that follow
be able to enjoy the beauty of the Santa Ritas or will we point to the mountains and
describe what used to be there to our grandchildren? Your call.

1 cerely,“
& AT

Marie Dagucon
(520) 762-9350




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!

6'ﬁfﬁ[ﬁ %mniﬁ%%h Wl”“’\ %ﬁus rpmifa?{%{ﬁffﬁ:@%uﬁ"hesr

20 Und A Senae, M . n ni, CZ.% M

aooress: Y Sy Qo)

Nwdon AZ K02

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. Should 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 information or to withhold them altogether.
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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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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. 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 thhhold them altogether.




" 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.. Thankyou!

COMMENT:

ok yesdands s
Lﬁ,@«{'o( cq‘c/la Ao elz.

NM!L}L\(

| \quﬁmatmz&u%&a{

NAME: %M Taun
EMAIL: A&[’M@\V\/@ shhiar._con,
ADDRESS: _P.O FD»~_L 22

Tonsdn gpﬁ/ 66Fb’)']

PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one): YES v’ 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.
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FOR THE :
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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 fo: comments-southwestern-coronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you!
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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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PROPOSED ROSEMONT COPPER PROJECT -
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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-southwestern-coronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you!
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Please be advised that comments and personal information associ ; 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 mformatlon 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 jnformed 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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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!

COTMENT:  OWr_communi by 19 more Han tonttrngd
with e, Droposed  Rosemonk Ming. .

W, are. side and Norrified. This is e,

~Sonovadan. BESERT . WE ARE WM A  SEVERIE
PEOUEWT |

HOW o \JOW PROPOSE TO PROTE(LY.
OUR. _CRUCIAL  RESOURLE, WATER 712

NAME: Kwsta Wontes e oo
EMAIL: _Kwstalnea @ hotmail.conq
ADDREsSS: W1 BOX 52 Elgin P g5\

PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one): /YE . 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.
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United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Saguaro National Park
3693 South Old Spanish Trail
Tucson AZ 85730

IN REPLY REFER TO:

L7617

May 20, 2008

Ms. Beverly Everson
Geologist

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

Dear Ms. Everson,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Coronado National Forest’s Rosemont Copper Project.
This project would occur some 20 miles south of Saguaro National Park’s Rincon Mountain District, and
has the potential to impact to park resources, including viewsheds, air quality, and regional wildlife
movements and habitat.

The mandate of the National Park Service is to preserve and protect natural and cultural resources for
public enjoyment. Saguaro National Park was set aside specifically to protect the plants and animals of
the Sonoran desert, riparian corridors, and cultural resources of the region. As urbanization and
development expand in southeastern Arizona, it is increasing difficult to manage the park as part of an
intact ecosystem. The Santa Rita Mountains are crucial links in both the Sonoran desert and
Madrean/“Sky Island” ecosystems encompassed by the Park. They are also an important part of the
larger context of the Conservation Lands System of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. Thus, we
have concerns about impacts to wildlife, particularly from direct and indirect loss of habitat, changes to
surface and ground water, traffic on new and existing roads, and noise and other impacts associated with
mining activities.

The Park is also concerned about viewsheds and air quality, especially within its Wilderness, which is a
class 1 airshed under the Clean Air Act amendments. Maintaining visibility and preventing pollution by
particulates, sulfates and toxics are two of our most important Air Quality Related Values. We are
concerned that activities associated with the proposed action may negatively impact air quality in the
region. :

We request that your analysis (EIS) includes in-depth assessments of the effects of the potential impacts
above. If'you have any questions regarding these issues, please contact me at 520.733.5101, or Meg
Weesner, Chief of Science and Resource Management, at 520.733.5170.

Sincerely,

ook G @

Sarah Craighead
Superintendent

TAKE PRIDE g~
'NAMERICGA
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Snell &Wilmer

LLE . TUCSON, ARIZONA
LAW OFFICES : v

One South Church Avenue PHOBNIX, ARIZONA
~ Suite 1500 . IRVINE; CALIFORNIA

"Tucson, Arizona 85701-1630
(520) 882-1200 ' ' SAITLAKECITY, UTAH

Fax: (520) 884-1294

www.swlaw.com DENVER, COLORADO

' LAS VEGAS, NEVADA
Mark E. Konrad (520) 882-1220

mkonrad@swlaw.com

February 15, 2008

Jeanine Derby, Forest Supervisor
Coronado National Forest

300 W. Congress St.

Tucson, AZ 85701

Re:  Rosemont Copper Company’s Proposed Rosemont Mine: NEPA Review
Dear Ms. Derby:

As you are aware, Farmers Investment Co., by and through its counsel Snell & Wilmer
L.L.P., has made Freedom of Information Act (“FOIA”) requests of the United States Forest
Service (“USFS™) on August 29, 2007 and December 17, 2007 relating to the “Rosemont Mine”
proposed by Augusta Resource Corporation (“ARC”) and Rosemont Copper Company
(“RCC”).1 In such letters, Farmers Investment Co. requested that it be put on USFS’s mailing
list on all notices relating to the Rosemont Mine, and that it wishes to participate, to the fullest
extent possible, in the National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”) process (as well as all other
phases of permitting) relating to the Rosemont Mine. As a follow up to such letters, Farmers
Investment Co. and Farmers Water Co. (collectively “FICO”) hereby submits additional
comments regarding how its interests and the local environment may be significantly affected by
the proposed project as well as certain additional information which FICO believes is germane to
USFS’s current review of RCC’s recent submissions relating to the Rosemont Mine.

At present, FICO understands that the USFS is reviewing certain supplemental
information provided by RCC in response to the USFS’s October 19, 2007 letter. Specifically,
USFS is presently evaluating whether sufficient information exists to demonstrate project
feasibility and to allow the USFS to understand possible alternatives. As noted in the USFS’s
October 19, 2007 letter to RCC, however, one of the least documented (and certainly least

! 1n a recent submission to the USFS which was dated November 30, 2007 and entitled “Technical Memorandum —
Rosemont Copper Project Unpatented Mining Claims and Sites,” RCC identified the Rosemont Mine as including a
total of 899 unpatented mining claims and sites. In this memo, RCC also noted that it “may from time-to-time”
locate new or withdraw other unpatented mining claims or sites “as determined by RCC in its sole and absolute
discretion” to be part of the project. For convenience sake, we will refer to such claims and sites as the “Rosemont
Mine.” We respectfully submit, however, that it is impossible for any party (or the USFS) to comment on or provide
meaningful analysis on.sites, claims, plans, or other details relating to the Rosemont Mine which have not been
disclosed to the USFS by RCC “in its sole and absolute discretion.”

8556075.1
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understood) elements of RCC’s proposed Mine Plan of Operations (“MPO”) is the project’s
potential impact to groundwater and surface water resources. See October 19, 2007 Letter from
Ms. Jeanine A. Derby to Mr. Jaime Strugess, at 2-3. As set forth more specifically herein, FICO
respectfully submits that despite additional information being provided by RCC in response to
USFS’s October 19, 2007 letter, even more is needed to allow the appropriate understanding and
identification of alternatives. Accordingly, the Environmental Impact Statement (“EIS”) process
should not begin until more meaningful data and information relating to water issues has been
obtained.’

A. Overview of FICO’s Background and RCC’s Current Disclosure of its
Proposed Water Plans.

FICO owns approximately 7,000 acres of land in the Sahuarita and Green Valley areas
which is presently devoted primarily to the cultivation, harvesting, and processing of pecans.
FICO lands have been in agricultural use for over 100 years, and are currently overseen by the
Walden family which has been farming pecans and ranching in the Santa Cruz Valley for three
generations. Farmers Water Co., which is owned and operated by FICO on this land, pumps and
‘provides water to more than 2,000 customers and maintains a service area which spans
approximately 11,000 acres. FICO land is presently located in and draws water from the Tucson
Active Management Area (the “Tucson AMA”). Specifically, FICO relies upon the aquifer
located in the Upper Santa Cruz sub-basin for all of its water uses and needs.

FICO first became aware of the fact that RCC’s proposed operations may directly impact
FICO and the surrounding environment based upon its discovery of a land sale which took place
adjacent to FICO’s property. Specifically, ARC, using the name of another entity, bought land
directly east of FICO’s orchards and wells to use as a pumping site for the Rosemont Mine. At
present, RCC is operating a test well which is within %2 mile of several FICO wells, including a
Farmers Water Co. well and three agricultural wells. ARC’s well land is also within Farmers
Water Co.’s Certificate of Convenience and Necessity. It is plain from its proposed MPO that
RCC plans to extract tens of thousands of acre feet of water from this location and transport it to
the Rosemont Mine in order to service the water needs of its proposed mining operations. See
MPO, § 2.8.3, at 44.

Unfortunately, in its proposed MPO, RCC ultimately offers little in terms of detail as it
relates to its groundwater use or the impact which its activities will have on the environment at
the point of groundwater extraction. See MPO, § 2.8. Rather, RCC generally states that an “ME
permit is expected to be issued for the quantity of water needed for the Rosemont Project on an

* Given the lack of disclosure and information surrounding the water issues relating to RCC’s proposed project, this
letter is not intended to be an exhaustive list of all of the issues or concerns which FICO believe may be germane to
the environmental review of the proposed Rosemont Mine. Thus, FICO expressly reserves the right to supplement
or amend this letter as part of the administrative record for the proposed project.

8556075.1
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annual basis, and for a term that will match the intended life of the Project.” Id., at 42.
Elsewhere, RCC states that it anticipates using approximately 5,000 acre feet of water per year
and that “the well field will have excess capacity” to pump even more. RCC further asserts that
it need not do any “well spacing” or “well interference” analysis under the Arizona well
permitting statutes, and nothing suggests that RCC plans to obtain such information or conduct
such studies. Id., at 43. The only statement provided by RCC in its proposed MPO regarding
mitigating the impacts of its potential water use is the suggestion that it may recharge water at

~ other locations in the Tucson AMA. Such general statements, however, are not accompanied by

any discussion or scientific support of the impact which such recharge would have on the
location at which RCC plans to extract the groundwater it plans to use for its operations, nor how
such recharge would affect subterranean water flow or quality. Furthermore, in its proposed
MPO, RCC underscores the tentative nature of such mitigation measures by underscoring the
fact “it has no legal obligation” to recharge any water whatsoever, and that its proposed recharge
plans are subject to numerous unknowns. Id., at 45.

Finally, RCC offers absolutely no discussion in its proposed MPO regarding alternatives
to obtaining water for its mining operations from any source other than pumping it out of the
Tucson AMA. For example, RCC does not identify the possibility of utilizing uncommitted
Central Arizona Project water, treated effluent, or other sources of water for partial or complete
use in its proposed operation Such information is absolutely necessary in order to have a basic
understanding of the project so that the USFS may meet its environmental mandate pursuant to
NEPA.

In sum, based on the limited facts presented in RCC’s MPO, the USFS and FICO know

~ only that RCC plans to pump whatever water its needs for its operations, which RCC will do so

for as long as its operations continue, and that RCC, without any scientific basis to do so, is
proposing the nonbinding mitigation measure of recharge. FICO respectfully submits that such
“details” do not provide meaningful disclosure of RCC’s proposed water use, how such potential
water use may impact the surrounding environment, or the development of potential alternatives
for the environmental impacts related thereto.

B. The Impact of RCC’s Groundwater Pumping and Recharge on the Phelps
Dodge Sulfate Plume Should Be Examined.

Another specific issue which is. conspicuously absent from the materials submitted by
RCC relating to its proposed water use is the potential migration of an underground sulfate
plume from the nearby Phelps Dodge mine. The USFS should be aware that in the immediate
area proposed by RCC for the extraction of groundwater, the Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality (“ADEQ”) has a consent decree with Phelps Dodge regarding a sulfate
plume. See Mitigation Order on Consent Decree, In the Matter of Phelps Dodge Sierrita Mine
located at 6200 W. Duval Mine Road, Green Valley, Arizona, June 2006, a copy of which is

8556075.1
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attached hereto. The sulfate plume in question exists in the aquifer as a result of Phelps Dodge’s
nearby mining operations. /d., at 2. The sulfate plume is located west of FICO lands, and would
be subject to migration based upon any changes to groundwater flows.

FICO has been cooperating with Phelps Dodge to monitor this sulfate plume. Based on
FICO’s understanding of what has been submitted by RCC to date, the additional proposed
pumping to occur along the eastern side of Sahuarita may very well exacerbate the migration of
the sulfate plume from the Phelps Dodge mine, pull that plume further east into FICO and Green
Valley’s local water supply, and cause other potential negative effects to the local environment.
Accordingly, care should be taken to investigate this issue, including specifically determining
how various pumping scenarios may impact the movement of the sulfate plume.

C. Additional Data and Modeling is Needed to Understand the Project’s
Potential Impact on Local Water Supplies.

RCC’s lack of substantive hydrologic data and analysis was first exposed in the Pima
County Board of Supervisor’s 2007 report on hydrogeology at the Rosemont site. FICO joins in
the concern raised by Pima County that “[s]o far, the information Augusta has provided to
United States Forest Service about groundwater conditions is deficient for developing an EIS.”
See September 7, 2007 Letter from C. H. Huckleberry to J. Derby, Forest Supervisor to CNF, at
1. Again, unfortunately, nothing contained in the most recent information submitted by RCC
under cover of its December 3, 2007 letter to the Bureau of Land Management and the USFS
changes this conclusion.

At the center of Pima County’s concern was the report prepared by hydrologist and
mining expert, Dr. Tom Myers.> As concluded by Dr. Myers in his report, RCC’s proposed
mining operations would intercept most, if not all, water from the Barrel Canyon watershed that
is otherwise destined for Davidson Canyon.* Moreover, the estimated volume of water
‘potentially intercepted from Barrel Canyon is about the same volume estimated to discharge
from Davidson Canyon to Cienega Creek. In short, intercepting water from the Barrel Canyon
watershed effectively intercepts discharge from Davidson Canyon to Cienega Creek.

The above analysis exposes key shortcomings in RCC’s proposed MPO. First, RCC has
not comprehensively modeled, let alone analyzed, the hydrologic impacts of its planned mining
operations. Second, RCC has not considered the potentially devastating effects its mining

3 See Tom Myers, Hydrogeology of the Santa Rita Rosemont Project Site, Conceptual Flow Model and Water
Balance (prepared for the Pima County Board of Supervisors, Aug. 8, 2007). It is our understanding that this report
was submitted to the CNF and is presently part of the administrative record.

* Myers, at 26. '
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operations would have on the “Unique Waters” and water balance of Cienega Creek.” These
shortcomings should be adequately addressed before the CNF initiates NEPA’s scoping phase.

Last but not least, the lack of hydrological data and the nonexistence of any modeling are
i ' admitted to by RCC itself. As set forth in the November 30, 2007 Technical Memorandum from
James S. Davis of Errol L. Montgomery & Associates, Inc. (“Montgomery’), to Janine Derby of
the USFS, “additional data and analysis will be required to more completely define the
groundwater system in the Rosemont Project area.” See November 30, 2007 Technical Memo, at
1. In the specific section describing the status of modeling, it is plain that Montgomery has not
yet created a model and has not considered any of the issues and concerns raised by Dr. Myers in
his report. Id., at 10-11. It is also apparent that RCC and its consultant, Montgomery, have
taken a myopic view of groundwater modeling, and have limited the geographic scope of the
proposed studies. Specifically, the information provided to the USFS focuses on modeling only
at the mine location, not at the area where the water is to be pumped. Obviously, in order to
properly understand and evaluate hydrological issues and how RCC’s proposed pumping of tens
of thousands of acre feet of water will have on the environment, it is necessary to develop
‘modeling that includes the source of extraction and various alternatives to such extraction.

In short, consistent with Dr. Myers’ report, the record reflects that little, if anything, has
been done to evaluate or meaningfully describe the significant water issues implicated by RCC
proposed MPO. Accordingly, time should be taken now to develop such information.

D. "RCC’s 514 Permit Did Not Require Any Environmental Impact Analysis or
Support.

In its proposed MPO, RCC notes that it will secure an “ME Permit” pursuant to A.R.S. §
45-514. See MPO, § 2.8.2, at 42. RCC’s permit, however, expressly states that the “issuance of
the permit does not waive any federal, state, county, or local government ordinances, regulations,
or permits for which the facility may have to comply.” As the USFS may be aware, securing a
water permit pursuant to A.R.S. § 45-514 does not entail any assessment, evaluation, or
consideration of the environmental impacts of such water use. Indeed, as noted by RCC 1in its
MPO, it plans to utilize its permit without doing any well spacing or well interference analysis to
actually determine how the withdrawal of groundwater for its proposed project may affect
surrounding wells or the underground aquifer. Id., at 43. Notwithstanding such statements,
FICO would submit that simply because RCC does not need to do certain testing in order to
obtain a water permit under Arizona law does not mean that RCC is entitled to a free pass on the
developmient of like information or data in order to satisfy federal environmental requirements.

> Cienega Creek is designated as “Unique Waters” per Arizona Administrative Code R18-11-112(EX(7).
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In conclusion, to date, RCC has not made a meaningful disclosure of the significant water

~ issues which are at the heart of its proposed project. Given the obvious importance of water to
the fragile environment in the area of the proposed prOJect such' an omission should not be
overlooked. Accordingly, FICO urges the USFS to require additional.information and allow the
meaningful collection of data before initiating an EIS. If you have any questions or would
additional information regarding the issues identified in this correspondence, please do not
hesitate to contact me at (520) 882-1220 or to contact Carlos Ronstadt of our office at (602) 382-

6355.
Very truly yours,
~ Snell & Wilmer
Mark E. Konrad
MEK:mgm '

cc: Keith Graves, Nogales Ranger District (via U.S.P.S.)
Beverly Everson, Coronado National Forest (via U.S.P.S.) /
Pam McAlpin, Bureau of Land Management (via U.S.P.S.)
Carlos Ronstadt, Snell & Wilmer L.L.P. (via email)
Richard S. Walden, Farmers Investment Co. (via email)
Nan Walden, Farmers Investment Co. (via email)
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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!
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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.
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The average citizen, which we are, has not yet been supplied with enough information to make an
intelligent decision. For example:

1.

The Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek watersheds have not had the proper analysis for the
effects of ground water pumping or the natural effects of drainage throughout the area.
Highway #83 will be impacted with heavy truck traffic, yet this has not been mentioned
satisfactorily. The Transportation Department has not made any comments to my knowledge.
Mine tailings storage would certainly exceed the private areas and Forest Service land which is
maintained by all of our taxes should not be used for the benefit of any individual company/
corporation for the storage of its mine tailings. The end result will look like the tailings west of
Green Valley. Furthermore, the US Forest Service is too eager to sell its land to cover budget
short falls. The public isn’t well served by this proposal of using Forest Service land. Public land
covered by mine tailings is of no use to anyone, again referencing the tailings west of Green
Valley.

The subject of Cap Water brought in by Augusta Resources in a larger pipe says nothing about the
rightful ownership of this water. The Indian Nations involved are owed water as well as Mexico
who have not taken their share. What would be the allotment for Sahuarita and Green Valley?
Where is this additional water coming from to fill a 36” pipeline? The Colorado River has about
reached its maximum available water for allotments. The larger pipeline is for the benefit of
Augusta only, pure and simple.

The pumping of water in the pit is mentioned in the newspaper and states that lowering the
water table 2000’ is a large unknown as to total effects. The subsidence problem has not been
fully analyzed. What about the Santa Cruz River flowing underground north to Tucson, and the
effect of this added usage of water?

NAME: C. M. Ebert and Joanne Ebert

ADDRESS: 924 s. Las Lomas Circle, Green Valley, AZ 85614
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How to Comment Effechvely

To be effective, comments should be specnﬁc and factual. Remember, the purpose of this scoping is to identify s;gmflcanf issues related
to the proposed operqhon and issues to be considered in the Envtronmentql Impact Process (EIS).

The format for commenting is up fo you to choose. Comment forms are available, but not required. Send comments by mail, email,
or hand-deliver 1o the Forest Service before the public scoping period ends on July 14, 2008.

Below are several tips for making effective comments.

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

¢ - Be specuﬁc so the. reviewer clear ly understands your concerns.

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

o  Statements such as “Don’t do this” or “I like this” ure 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 redlistic 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 to th~ -+ alysis of the social and natural environment.




USDA Forest Service May 8, 2008

Coronado National Forest

300 Congress Street

Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Sirs,

| am writing in reference to the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine to be put in the Santa
Rita Mountains east of Green Valley. It will harm an area that has great beauty for all of
us. Winter guests, and tourists in general, come here to enjoy the views of the

Santa Ritas. The esthetic value of this area has great monetary value to all who are here.

| understand that a great deal of water is used during the mining process. It seemsto

me a failure of good planning to be relying on water from the Colorado River. There is
already a great demand on this one water source and “we” would be at the end of their
pipeline and therefore, | think, the first to be denied water when the demand exceeds the
supply. | have enclosed an article from March 17, 2008, in the High Country News. It
makes a case for the Navajo Tribe to have access to Colorado River Water. It seemsto
me that some accommodation should be made for their Reservation to have and use this
water. It could make a big difference in the quality of life for all the Navajo. Sincethey

live upstream from most of the others who use the Colorado River, It seems only fair that

they should share in the water rights.

The local supplies of water can not sustain an industry like the proposed Rosemont
Copper Mine and | do not think we should rely on long term use of Colorado River water.
The scenic value, measured in dollars, will out weigh the income from jobs provided by

new mining jobs, therefore | believe our area would be better off without this mine.
Please consider all of this when granting plans for use of land in the Santa Rita Mountains.

Sincerely,

W/, 77}{/@%/4/

Susan J.Nelson 1522 W. Calle Mendoza ~ Green Valley, AZ 85614
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Grassroots activists Ron Milford, left, and Max Goldtooth want more water for the Navajo people. LEIGH T. JIMMIE

Seeking the Water Jackpot

For almost a century,

the Navajo Tribe has been left out of the Colorado River water game
re ready to play their hand

By Matt Jenkins. Page 10




The coin-operated
water dispenser in
Gallup, New
Mexico, wherea & g :
quarter will buy 50 S i s B it ]
gallons of water, if [ S : ) . : g e :
it doesn’t get stuck iy . SrEE f A 2 e S 3 S’ iy A
in the slot. Facing : d : ; ol ; B g ,
page, Bobby . i 3
Esplain, 77, has jugs
for 22 gallons of
water that he’ll
haul the 30 miles
from this Tuba City
watering point to
his home in
Cameron, Axizona.
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eeking the Water Jackpot

S

For almost a century, the Navajo Tribe has been left out of the Colorado River
water game. Now, they’re ready to play their hand.

GALLUP, NEW MEXICO

n early February, a series of
fierce storms racked the Navajo
Nation, which sprawls across
more than 27,000 square miles of
Arizona, New Mexico and Utah.
At dawn, the highways were bur-
nished to an icy sheen that sent
cars pinballing into ditches. As each day
warmed, the misery took on a new quali-
ty: The dirt roads that crisscross the
reservation melted into hash glish
di’tsidi liba’ , a goopy gray gumbo that
sucked pickup trucks into a death grip.
By late afternoon, on the cusp of the next
storm, many Navajos, still stuck up to
their axles in mud, were simultaneously
sandblasted with wind-driven grit.

The tribe’s woes don’t end with the
weather. Half the Navajos on the reser-
vation are unemployed, and that number
may actually be as high as 67 percent —
no one can say for sure. More than 70
percent of those who do have jobs work
for government agencies. The closure of a
coal mine later this year, on top of anoth-
er mine shutdown two years ago, will
likely reduce tribal revenues by a third.
Per capita income on the reservation is a
little more than $8,000 a year.

Navajos often speak of the cosmic
geography of the Four Sacred Mountains,
which mark the boundaries of their
ancestral homeland. But the lives of
many people here are shaped by a more
pragmatic geography, centered on a coin- -
op water dispenser in a muddy turn-
around behind a city maintenance build-
ing in downtown Gallup, N.M. A water
pipe with a piece of yellow fire hose
hanging off the end sticks out the back of
the byilding. Navajos load water tanks
and blue plastic 55-gallon drums into the
beds of their pickups and come here for
drinking water. On weekends, the line
can stretch around the block.

But on a bitter-cold Friday afternoon,

- the-whole operation was seriously dorked.

Ernest Leslie, who had driven 22 miles
from Tohatchi, couldn’t get any water
because a quarter was jammed in the coin
slot. He tried to coax another coin into the
machine with the tip of his pocketknife,
but it popped back out like a bad joke and
landed in the mud at his feet. “H:
Leslie said. He looked down at the quarter.
“Sometimes we have problems like this.”
Even as the Southwest’s cities have
flourished with water from the Colorado
River, the Navajo Tribe has stood on the
sidelines, holding an empty bucket —
and waiting. For decades, it seems, the
tribe has been just one good plan away
from prosperity. Now, however, the
Navajo Nation is beginning to assert its
right to claim water from the river. Many
Navajos feel that the tribe could soon
transform water from something that
eats up their quarters at 50 gallons a pop
to a virtual jackpot. But as tantalizing as
the prospect of river water is, it is also
opening painful rifts on the reservation.

HE CAPITAL OF THE NAVAJO

NATION is a town called Window
Rock, on the eastern edge of the reserva-
tion in Arizona. It is a slow-paced place
with a couple of gas stations, a supermar-
ket, and a clutch of mom-and-pop store-
fronts that serve up squash soup and
roast mutton.

Lena Fowler lives on the other side of
the reservation, but came to town in-
February for a tribal council meeting. A

- member of the tribe’s water rights com-

mission, she has a cool intensity and a .

vaguely sexy set of crow 's-feet at erm cor- _

ners of her eyes. :
Fowler began by explaining roé the
language of white-dominated water Hms.v
saddled with abstruse notions like “qui. -
prior est in tempore, potior est in, jure” —
Latin for “first in time; first in right” —

often defies translation into Navajo. Then

she conceded that water may, in fact, be

a language unto itself.
“And when you speak water,” she
said, “people get real emotional.

“For us, for most of our Navajo people,
they wake up in the morning (and) they
go out and they pray. And once they’re
done,” she said, “they turn around and
have to figure out how much water they
have: Is it safe to drink the water at the
windmill? Or do I have to go buy Clorox to
treat it with? That’s where we are today.”

The Navajo Nation sits almost exactly
in the center of the 244,000-square-mile
Colorado River Basin, and it occupies fully
one-tenth of the basin’s area. Yet when the
seven Colorado River states met to divide
the river’s water between themselves in
1922, they neglected to invite either the
Navajo or any of the other Indian tribes
with reservations in the basin.

“Agreements were being made before
we even knew how to speak English,”
Fowler said. Indians weren’t recognized
as United States citizens until two years
after the Colorado River Compact was
signed in 1922. It wasn’t until almost
three decades after the Indian
Citizenship Act was passed that Navajos
were finally allowed to vote.

When they excluded tribes from the
Compact negotiations; however, the seven
states disregarded an important fact. In
1908, the U.S. Supreme Court had —
paradoxically — dealt Indians a powerful
trump card. In what is known as the
Winters decision, the court granted Indian

-tribes the right to retroactively claim
- water sufficient to create what Sou.E later
- be termed a @mgmbmbe homeland.”

Water rights are ranked by c¢hronolog-
ical priority,-and the priority date of a
tribal claim is tied to the year that a par-
ticular tribe’s reservation was estab-

‘ _, - lished. In the Navajos’ case, that was
- 1868.:If the Navajos received so-called

Winters rights, their water rights during
continued on next page
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Trucks line up at the
City of Gallup water
distribution point on
a Friday, before the
weekend rush when
the waiting line
sometimes runs all

the way around the
block.

Navajo Water

continued from previous page

times of drought would take priority over
those of the West’s more recently estab-

~lished urban centers.

Qui prior est in tempore, as the saying
goes, potior est in jure.

The seven states’ negotiators
acknowledged the Indians’ dormant
power in one small way: They added the
“wild Indian article” to the water
Compact. The article — whose name
came from then-Secretary of Commerce
Herbert Hoover, the facilitator of the
negotiations — reads: “Nothing in this
compact shall be construed as affecting
the obligations of the United States of
America to Indian tribes.”

With those 20 words, the negotiators
punted all their gnarly Indian problems
sometime into the future. “The states
have basically ignored that there are
Native claims to the river,” Fowler said.
In the 86 years since the Compact was
signed, the downstream cities of Los
Angeles, San Diego, Phoenix and Las
Vegas have boomed, while the Navajo
have been left parked in a dusty time
warp high on the Colorado Plateau.

“Even today, it’s like there’s a cur-
tain,” she said. “(The seven states) are
over there, making decisions, knowing
full well that we're here. They can see
our silhouette.”

Hoover’s wild Indian clause put off
the Indian water rights question for as
long as possible. But the costs of that
delay, compounded over time, are now
coming due. The Navajo Nation is mov-
ing to claim its water rights in New
Mexico, and may soon do so in Arizona
and Utah as well.

Indian tribes can sue for water rights
— or they can negotiate settlements with
individual states, and then take them to
Congress for approval. That’s the path
that the Navajo Nation has taken in New
Mexico. In 2004, the tribe and the state
announced a settlement agreement that
would award the Navajo 326,000 acre-feet
of water from the San Juan River, a major
tributary of the Colorado. (An acre-foot is

12 HighCountryNews March 17, 2008
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enough for about two families in Phoenix
or Las Vegas for a year.) The settlement
also authorizes more than $800 million in
federal and state money to build a
pipeline that will take the water to the
east side of the reservation and to the city

- of Gallup. The Navajo Nation is now seek-

ing congressional approval of the deal, the
tribe’s first step toward asserting its right-
ful claims on the Colorado.

“We have learned the language. We
have learned the laws. We learned the
court system,” Fowler said. “Now we’re
saying, ‘Hey! We're back. We're here to
reclaim our water rights.””

N WINDOW ROCK, the tribal govern-

ment operates out of a cluster of rustic-
looking buildings a stone’s throw from
the towering sandstone arch after which
the town is named. There’s a BEWARE
OF FALLING ROCKS sign next to the
stone-and-timber hogan where the tribal
council meets.

Stanley Pollack, an assistant attorney
general for the Navajo Nation’s
Department of Justice, works out of an
unprepossessing, barracks-style building
nearby. Pollack exhibits definite left-
leaning sensibilities, but he also observes
the staid rituals of water lawyering. He
keeps a turquoise bolo tie and a gray
tweed jacket ready for tribal council
briefings. He is also a bilagdana — a
white — and, as a result, occupies a very
complicated place in the Navajo water
cosmology.

Pollack, who is 54, arrived here in
1985. Four years later, he suddenly
found himself preparing legal briefs for
the prosecution of the tribal chairman,
Peter MacDonald, on corruption charges
that would eventually land MacDonald in
federal prison. It was a turbulent time:
At one point, MacDonald’s supporters
rioted in Window Rock and tribal police
shot two of them dead.

Pollack is reticent about the experi-
ence, but it was obviously a bracing one
for him. He worked around the clock,
protected by bodyguards from the
American Indian Movement, better

known for its 1973 standoff at Wounded
Knee on the Pine Ridge Reservation. At
night as they stood watch outside, the
guards warmed themselves by setting
fives in empty oil drums. Whenever
Pollack took a break, he says, “T'd go out
and talk to them and look at the stars. It
was really cool.”

Compared to the MacDonald drama,
youwd think the process of defending the
tribal water rights, which now absorbs
all of Pollack’s time, would be a pretty
humdrum affair. But it’s not. He’s had
rocks thrown through his office window,
and been called the Navajos’ Number
One Enemy. And, in 2001, a flier
appeared in chapter houses — the reser-
vation’s equivalent of town halls — with
Pollack’s likeness X-ed out and “Osama
bin Pollack” written underneath.

Pollack keeps a lot of this stuffin a
ring-bound binder in his office. One flier
calls him — with more vehemence than
orthographical precision — a “water

rights sabbotager” and “one of the lawyer -

oppressors of the Navajo people who's
helped cheat us out of hundreds of mil-
lions of water rights that is rightfully
ours.” Another reads: “Pollack infiltrated
our government and has us on the path
to a form of water rights holocaust.”

After I read that one aloud, Pollack —
who is Jewish — looked a little chagrined
and said, “Oh yeah, genocide.”

Pollack would really rather not talk
about any of this. “It was just 100 per-
cent libelous crap,” he says. “Just totally
reckless.” But the homegrown opposition
he has faced attests to the depth of emo-
tion that water inspires — and to local
unhappiness with Pollack’s role as a com-
promiser and, to a large extent, a realist.

One wall of Pollack’s office is lined
with mean-looking filing cabinets, and
the rest of the room is filled with steel
bookshelves packed with court docu-
ments and all manner of hydrologic div-
ination. It is from this mass of paper that
Pollack is slowly assembling a Colorado
River claim.

A year and a half ago, as the water
settlement with New Mexico was work-




Lena Fowler of the Navajo Nation Water Rights Commission says states have ignored Native

American rights to Colorado River water.

ing its way toward Congress, Pollack put
the federal government and the seven
states on notice that the tribe could also
justifiably use 336,856 acre-feet in
Arizona. When we talked, Pollack indi-
cated that the tribe might claim 80,000
to 100,000 acre-feet in Utah, as well. If
you throw in the water from tributaries,
that would put the total size of the
Navajo Colorado River water right at
somewhere around 800,000 acre-feet.

That is a lot of water — one-and-a-
half times more than Las Vegas has
rights to. And, because much of the
Navajo water would have an 1868 priori-
ty date, several big, powerful water users
would be booted to the back of the line
behind the tribe during a drought. The
city of Las Vegas and the Central
Arizona Project, or CAP, whose massive
canal supplies water to Phoenix and
Tucson, already have the worst water-
rights priorities on the river. With the
Navajo ahead of them in the hierarchy,
they’d face an even more serious risk of
being cut off.

Pollack has been steadily making it
harder for the seven states to continue
ignoring the tribe. In 2003, the Navajo
Nation filed a lawsuit against the states
and the U.S. secretary of the Interior to
prevent any further water allocations
until the Navajo claims are resolved.
Pollack and a team of Navajo negotiators
have been in ongoing talks with repre-
sentatives from Arizona, Las Vegas and
Southern California over that lawsuit.

But Arizona, in particular, has been
pushing back. Because the CAP is so vul-
nerable to water shortage, the state has
been pressuring the Navajo Nation to
reduce the size of its water claims. Last
fall, the director of the state’s water-
resources department appeared before

. 'Congress to testify against the Navajo-

New Mexico settlement, saying it
shouldn’t be approved unless the tribe
also settles its claims with Arizona.

“Arizona’s playing the leverage
game,” Pollack said — seeking to get a
deal that the tribe might not otherwise
make “on the assumption that because
Navajo wants this New Mexico settle-
ment, they’ll make concessions to benefit
Arizona.”

The Navajo Nation’s decision to seek
water through a settlement, rather than by
going to court, reflects a broader trend in
Tndian Country. Over the past decade and
a half, tribes have increasingly turned to
settlements, in part because the U.S.
Supreme Court has become increasingly
hostile to Indian rights. Still, the Navajo
are keeping their options open. Last sum-
mer, Navajo President Joe Shirley traveled
to Washington, D.C., to warn Congress
that “if the New Mexico) settlement were
to fail, and the Navajo Nation were forced
to pursue the litigation of its claims, the
United States would still be exposed to hor-
rific liabilities even if the Navajo Nation
were to obtain only modest water rights.”

Back on the reservation, however,
Pollack was being dogged by critics who
accused him of selling out the tribe. Some
insisted that the Navajo Nation should
settle for nothing less than every last
drop of water in the Colorado River.

ETER MACDONALD WAS

RELEASED FROM PRISON and -
returned to the reservation in 2001.
Many Navajos see him as a folk hero, a
sort of leader-in-exile, and he seems to be
constantly on the road. When we talked -
by phone, he was headed to Phoenix for |
the dedication of a Navajo veterans’
memorial there.

In the late 1970s, when MacDonald
was tribal chairman, he commissioned a

- study that, he hoped, would form the

backbone of a Navajo water claim.
Water-rights studies tend to be pretty
tedious things, but this one conjured up a
vision that was positively messianic.

Rather than focus on the 18-million-
acre Navajo reservation to determine
what water the tribe might claim,
MacDonald directed his engineers to con-
sider the entirety of what he calls “the
Navajo holy land”: An area roughly twice
the size of the reservation itself that lies
between the Four Sacred Mountains,
which stretch from Flagstaff, Ariz., to the
San Luis Valley in Colorado. That terri-
tory includes not only the Colorado River
and two of its main tributaries — the
San Juan and Little Colorado — but the
Rio Grande as well.

“Navajos were there even before the
states were created,” MacDonald said. “So
by the Winters Doctrine, Navajo has first
and primary right to all that water within
the Four Sacred Mountains.” (He neglect-
ed to mention that the area also includes
the ancestral territory of the Hopi, Utes,
Zuni, Jicarilla Apache and the 19 Indian
pueblos on the Rio Grande.)

MacDonald’s engineers began figuring
out exactly how much water the tribe
could claim, by calculating its “practicably
irrigable acreage,” or PIA. In 1964, the
U.S. Supreme Court had endorsed PIA as
a way to determine the size of water-
rights claims made under the Winters
Doctrine. A PIA determination evaluates
how much of a tribe’s land can be “practi-
cably” — meaning economically — irrigat-
ed, and then uses a formula to derive a
total water right for the reservation.

There can be a big difference between
what’s irrigable and what’s practicably
irrigable, but the engineers didn’t get too
hung up on observing that distinction.
They ultimately determined that, as
MacDonald put it, “Navajo has ‘claim to
every drop of the water that’s presently
being used by New Mexico, Arizona,
California, Nevada, Utah, Colorado and
Wyoming.” As he said this, I suddenly
had a vision of the world turning upside
down: the bilagdanas forced to drive to

. the watering point with 55-gallon drums
~ in the backs of their Volvos and Range

Rovers, a roll of quarters in their pockets
to fill up their backyard swimming pools
and keep their lawns lush.

On a roll; MacDonald instructed the
engineers to draw up plans for a Navajo
version of the Central Arizona Project.
But for all the talk about creating an irri-
gated agrarian utopia in the desert; the
real idea, he allowed, was this: For
decades, all the thirsty cities downstream
had been using water — Navajo water —
for free. Once the tribe won its water-
rights claim, the cities could keep using
the water — but only if they finally start-
ed paying the Indians for the use of what
was rightfully theirs.

«“{e were ready to go to court” to win
that water, MacDonald said. But the

continued on next page

Some
insisted that
the Navajo
Nation
should settle
for nothing
less than
every last
drop of
water in the
Colorado
River.
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"When we
talk about
breach of
trust, we
talk about
breach of
trust
within our
own tribal
organiza-
tions."

—Norman Brown,
Diné Nationalists

o

Navajo Water

continued from previous page

_ dream faded with his own arraignment,

and the blueprints for the project appar-
ently vanished into thin air. And now
that he was out of prison, all this busi-
ness about a settlement with New Mexico
was pissing him off. “It’s like you had a
hundred head of sheep, and somebody
stole them from you,” MacDonald said.
“Finally, you find your sheep in some-
body else’s corral. So you go and say,
‘Hey, these are my sheep! Look at the
brands, look at the earmarks: They’re all
mine.” And the guy who stole them says,
‘Let’s have a settlement here. I'll give you

three of these sheep back.””

But even though the blueprints for an
Indian CAP have gone missing, the idea
still casts an enthralling spell over more
than a few Navajos.

HE RUMORS FIRST CAME ROAR-

ING UP eight years ago with the
appearance of a mimeographed pam-
phlet, an open letter entitled “Lawyers,
Water Rights, Betrayals and the Fate of
the Navajo Nation.” It was written in the
name of a group called the Diné
Sovereignty Defense Association, or
DSDA. (Diné is the Navajo word for
Navajo, and the group’s acronym is pro-
nounced “DEZ-duh.”) Thanks to the fury
of its leafleting campaign, I came to

think of DSDA as a sort of Irish
Republican Army, minus the bombs and
kneecapping.

The letter, which did not mention
Pollack by name, alleged that “one or
more of the Nation’s lawyers are secretly
working for outsiders.” The water rights
issue “amounts to a national emergency
for the Navajo people,” it said. It asserted
— with a phrase that recurred like the
come-on in a Nigerian Internet scam —
that a Navajo water claim “has a poten-
tial value of 100s of $millions and more.”

The author of the letter was a guy

B

U x The Zmﬁco s Q.»&:SEH _SE _Ba, is Hozmr? gnm?o size of the current reservation and is bounded by the four sacred

mountains, noted in green on this map. SHAUN C. GIBSON
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named Jack Utter, another bilagdana
who is a hydrologist for the Navajo
Nation’s Water Resources Department in
Fort Defiance, a couple miles north of
Window Rock. Utter works out of a
cramped officein-the back om a mobile
unit parked behind. arm water resources -
building — a forbidding spot gme feels a
little like Antarctica’s:McMurdo m&mﬁoﬁ

Utter is animated by’ ayo thrill of ocﬁm@h.-

acy, and he keeps.a’‘copy of Paulo
anti- E%mﬂwrmﬁ monmmm Pedagog)

cheated in a massive H.o%m.:% deal with a -
company called Peabody Coal. Indian
Country has ‘also long grappled with the
federal government’s failure to honor its
trust responsibility to the tribes. Elouise
Cobell, a Blackfeet Indian woman, has
doggedly fought for years to prove that
the federal government mismanaged as
much as $176 billion in oil-and-gas royal-
ties owed to Indians across the country.

But there was an added dimension
here. Navajo grassroots groups like
DSDA were also fighting against what
they saw as a breach of trust at home. In
2003, Norman Brown, who was then
president of a group called Diné
Nationalists, told me that “when we talk
about breach of trust, we talk about
breach of trust within our own tribal
organizations” — by which he meant the
tribal government.

Not long after the Lawyers-and-
Betrayal letter appeared in 2000, DSDA
— as part of a broader grassroots coali-
tion called Diné Bidziil, or Navajo
Strength — called for major reform in

the Navajo government. The groups
weren’t going after anyone with AK-47s,
but they did seem to constitute a genuine
insurgency.

Much of their wrath focused on the
tribal council, but DSDA also targeted
four white lawyers, including Pollack.
The group placed an ad in the Navajo
Times that called the tribal government
“a colonial government that is run by
WHITE POWER” — this one did men-
tion Pollack by name — and bumper
stickers began to appear that read “Four
Lawyers Out / Diné Freedom In.”

People on both sides of the fight
reported having their tires slashed and
the lug nuts on their wheels loosened.
There was an allegation that someone
had slipped poisoned cough drops into a
tribal council member’s desk drawer.
There were dark rumors that the
‘adldaniis — the notorious Navajo
drunks — had been recruited into the
fight. Several people made mention of
witcheraft and “evil way” ceremonies
secretively held in the remotest reaches
of the reservation.

Finally, when the votes were counted
in the 2000 tribal election, more than
half of the council’s 88 delegates were
unseated. Pollack survived: After weath-
ering subpoenas to appear before two
tribal council subcommittees, he was
exonerated from the charges in the
Lawyers-and-Betrayals letter. The three
other white lawyers left, however. Then
DSDA and Diné Bidziil melted back into
the shadows.

HE ANNUAL TRIBAL FAIR, held

each September in Window Rock, is
one of the few times when Navajos from
across the reservation come together in
one place. Last year, some of the old DSDA
hands ran into each other there and
shared concerns that their government
had again grown complacent. Not long

|
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afterward, a tribal member named Ron
Milford resurrected the fight with a letter
to the Navajo Times that insisted, “We
must maximize Navajo water rights now.”

A low-level war in the local newspa-
pers followed, and I'm pretty sure Lena
Fowler rolled her eyes when I happened
to mention it. “They give an open mic to
people like Ron Milford, and somehow he
becomes credible enough for you to inter-
view him,” she said. “I'm tired of these
one-sided stories where it’s all about” —
she switched to the Navajo word for

“rumor” and repeated it like an incanta-
tion — “fini, jini, jini.” -

On a sloppy, miserable day, I went
looking for Milford. He was in Tuba City,
three hours from Window Rock, on the
reservation’s west side. I had just reached
the ramshackle houses on the edge of town
when another storm hit, and the world
went leezh lichfi go wmé\ 'yol — a bloody
maelstrom of red dust.

Half an hour later, I sat with Milford
and another DSDA organizer named Max
Goldtooth at a table in the back of a
restaurant called The Hogan. Outside,
the weather had turned again. Now it
was .chi#t bilni’yol': blowing snow like a
mother. Forty minutes into our conversa-
tion, all the lights went out.

The three of us sat huddled in‘the
back of the restaurant as the storm raged
outside. “Our starting point should be 5
million acre-feet of water,” Milford said.
That was considerably less than Peter
MacDonald’s idea of a winning number,
but it was still more water than the entire
state of California is entitled to, and near-
ly twice as much as Arizona gets.

As Milford and Goldtooth talked, I
could appreciate their resentment about
water getting sucked away to fuel pros-
perity everywhere but on the Navajo
Nation. Fifty-five miles north of us was
the Navajo Generating Station, which

" "burns Navajo coal and provides royalties

R R R R R SR

s i

for the tribe. But, Milford said, “All that
power goes right to those big pumps (on
the Colorado River) that pump water into
the canals” — the Central Arizona
Project’s mainline — “and down 8
Phoenix and Tucson.”

The tribe’s quest to build its economy
has been fitful, at best. Last year, the
tribal council approved the Navajo
Nation’s first casino and began negotiat-
ing a $100 million loan from JPMorgan
Chase to finance the project. But the deal
became controversial when the bank
asked the tribe to pledge $125 million

" worth of its assets as collateral.

“They have money here if they assert
their water rights,” Goldtooth said.
“There’s money flowing all around us.
We're sittin’ on a national treasure here.”

When he said that, I could pretty well
imagine the sound of a slot machine
pumping out streams of quarters.

“If we had receipts from leasing water
and stufflike that, we would be investing
in our infrastructure,” Milford continued.
“We could pump a lot om Eowo% into dif-
ferent things.”

But instead, they émﬁ&ﬁm as more
and more of the river’s Smnma rolled away
downstream. Just last year,: he seven: -
Colorado River states: bmmoﬁmﬁmm anew
round of &oﬂmgénoﬁmoﬁon agreements .
for themselves. “Now that global warm-
ing and everything has spanked them: in
the butt, they’re aver here divvying up, .
what’s left,” Milford said. “I bet ﬁpmu}d .
just smiling from ear to ear because: -
Navajo is not-gonna: file this big ol’ &m:b
for the water that we mmam we were mbﬁ- ‘
tled to.?..-
g&.oa ‘had, Woémﬁ&. %oﬁmg
way forward ﬁﬂ.onmr the bitter. @mam&ox-
es of the situation to a position of strate-
gic advantage. Water demand from the
seven states has been growing steadily
since 1922. If the Navajo ever did get the
water, that mounting demand would

Water pipes stop just
short of these homes
on the Navajo Nation,
which lie between
Tuba City and the
Colorado River, 50
waterless miles in the
distance,

make it even more valuable for the tribe.

There was a certain Red Power strain
o Milford’s argument, but he was also
starting to sound an awful lot like a
water broker. In fact, by this point he
had thought his way pretty well into a
supply-and-demand graph. “T'wo factors
will raise the price of that water,” Milford
said: “Global warming. And drought.”

His eyes lit up, and the mHoa machine
in my head went nuts. -

But after we paid for the meal, we
went outside to discover that the world
had turned to ice. Neither Milford nor
Goldtooth had an ice-scraper in his truck,
and Goldtooth snapped his I.D. card in
half trying to scrape the frozen spackle
off his windshield.

YHERE IS AN APHORISM that occa-

sionally bobs up in water circles.and
goes like this: The Navajos would rather -

have 100 percent of HSQEHM than 50 per-

~cent of something:

It is an‘uncomfortable thing to ﬁmmﬁ

‘but it may hold some truth.

Back in the 1980s, after Peter -
MacDonald’s ‘engineers drew up the

- .plans for an Indian Central Arizona

Project, he spent several years trying to

.,. .. persuade the federal government to fund

it. The Bureau of Reclamation repeatedly
lowballed the cost estimate and, finally, .

“ Sen. Pete Domenici, R-N.M. — who'is

now co-sponsoring the Zm<£o-2¢<<
Mexico settlement legislation — asked

, ‘MacDonald to accept the lowball figure.
. "MacDonald refused: “I said, ‘If that’s the

case, we may have to do it ourselves.””
_That was roughly two decades ago,
before MacDonald’s trip to prison and
everything that followed. When
MacDonald and I talked in February, I

- mmem how him how, exactly, he had
" planned to finance the project without

federal help.
continued on next page
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SOUTHERN ARIZONA HANG GLIDER ASSCCIATION
P.C. Box 43722
Tucson, AZ 83733

May 16, 2008

Ms, Jeanine A. Derby

Forest Supervisor

Coronado National Forest

300 W. Congress St.

Tucson, AZ 85701

ATTN: Rosemont Copper Project EIS

Dear Ms. Derby:

I am writing you on behalf of the Southern Arizona Hang Glider Association regarding
the proposed Rosemont Copper Project. While there are a large number of negative
impacts that this mine will have on the National Forest and surrounding communities, I
will address just one issue that specifically affects our members as recreational users of
the Coronado National Forest.

As you may know, we maintain a special use permit with the Forest Service for several
flying sites within the Coronado National Forest. For over three decades we have been
responsible users and stewards of the National Forest environment from which we fly.
As participants in silent, foot-launched, motor-less flight, we have had the opportunity to
experience the beauty of our forest lands from a unique perspective. It is our
understanding that we will lose one of our flying sites, Box Canyon, if the mine goes
ahead as proposed. Our review of the most recent layout of the mine and its facilities
shows that the fence line cuts the road to the Box Canyon launches, making the site
inaccessible for hang-gliding. While Augusta has proposed building a new forest road
around the fence on the south and east sides to provide access for off-road vehicles, there
is no plan to connect the portion of the road that leads to the hang-gliding launches.

We do not think that the proposed mine is consistent with the Coronado National Forest
Plan. As that plan states, “Extraction of minerals has a potential to disrupt other Forest
values, if not carefully regulated. In a few sensitive areas it is necessary to exclude
mineral activity.” We believe that this is clearly one of those areas. This proposed
private, for-profit operation utilizing Coronado National Forest Land will permanently
preclude other historic uses of the forest and have aesthetic, environmental, recreational
impacts that will never be remediated.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely,

foh

Fred Leonard, President
Southern Arizona H Glider Association
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Ms. Beverly Everson, Geologist
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Coronado National Forest

300 W. Congress St.

Tucson, AZ 85701

My water is pumped from welt mumber _S 6.5 705
The fegal description éf my property is:

19 5 Township _/&_s-kange E-Section
Timm Comty 207 Book RO Map O Parcet

I would like to know what impact the Rosemont Mine would have on my well.
Can I expect the water table to be lowered, if so, will my well run dry?
H my well runs dry, who will pay to get the water to my home?
If I cannot get water to my property, whe witl compensate me for the total loss in value of
my property, loss in livestock and emotional damage?
‘What will the quality of my water be compared to what it was. before Rosemont operations
began?

" What do you estimate the future ground water table to be?
Will 2 trust be established securing funds for wells that will be directly or indirectly
effected by Rosemont Mine? _
Will a surface and ground water study be completed deseribing impacts of the Rosemont
Mine on the East Side of the Santa Ritas? ‘
Forhow long £an g snfficient supply of CAP water be guaranteed?

I look forward to receiving a wntten answer to these concerns.

Ms. Cheryl Ren
HC 1 Box 10515ue
Sonoita, AZ 85637
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Ms. Cheryl Rennie
HC 1 Box 1055 )
Sonoita, AZ 85637 .
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Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Coronado National Forest

300 Congress St.

Tucson, Az 85701

My water is pumped from well number 55-638004
Legal description for this property is,

Township 18S Range 16E Section 12

Pima County Book 305 Map 91 Parcel 0530

I would like to know what impact the Rosemont mine will
have on my well. Can I expect the water table to be lowered,
if so will my well run dry? If my well runs dry who will
pay to get water to my home?

What do you estimate the future groundwater table depth to
be? Will a trust be established securing funds for wells that
directly or indirectly affected by Rosemont Mine?

Will a surface and ground water study be complete
describing the impact of Rosemont Mine on the East side of
the Santa Rita?

Thank you for answering these questions.

Sincerely
Robert & Gail Evanoff
-8 08

W% §-8-08
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Forest Service June 2, 2008
Rosemont Copper Project EIS

Coronado National Forest

300 W. Congress St.

Tucson AZ. 85701

Dear Sirs

As aresident of Tucson AZ. I want to express my feelings on the Rosemont Copper Project EIS, as hard as it is to
agree with the proposed escalation of mining in such a scenic Mountain area I have to agree it is the thing to do, We
are dependant on our Oil from foreign countries because we did not want to have Oil wells off our coast and are
paying dearly for it lets not let the same thing happen to our Copper.

Thank you
Virgil Dinius

3600 W. Orange Grove Rd.
Tucson AZ. 85741
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Rosemont Copper project EIS
Coronado National Forest
300 W. Congress St

Tucson, AZ 85701

My water is pumped from well number o 5 7f Z/ IF

The legal descrlptlon for the property is:
S/QL% SE Yo % VL N b S 4%557//

ownship/7S-Range / $i-Sec 2 5

PIMA COUNTY BOOK32b MAP.5/ PARCEL 00 77

I would like to know what impact the Rosemont mine would have on my well.
Can I expect the water table to be lowered, if so will my well run dry?

If my well runs dry who will pay to get water to my home?

What do you estimate the future groundwater table depth to be?

Will a trust be established securing funds for wells that are directly or indirectly
affected by Rosemont Mine?

Will a surface and ground water study be completed describing the impacts of the
Rosemont mine on the East Side of the Santa Rita's?

Thank you for answering these questions.

Sincerely, m
D tm Pa e
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I hope that someone will read and consider all of my words here.......I
write as one trained as a holistic health professional............ however, 1
will form the following thoughts for easy assimilation:

NO THING HAS CHANGED SINCE 2004.... THERE IS
INSUFFICIENT WATER FOR AN OPEN PIT MINING
OPERATION.....I SEE NO REASON NOR ROOM FOR DISCUSSION!

CONTINUING TO TAP THE COLORADO IS UNACCEPTABLE,
SHORT SITED, AND FRANKLY DANGEROUS......AUGUSTA’S
UNDERHANDED METHODS THUS FAR HAVE SPOKEN
VOLUMES

FURTHER CONTAMINATION OF OUR AIR AND WATER WILL
ONLY ADD TO THE CONTINUING DEGRADATION OF OUR
IMMUNE SYSTEMS......FOR THE LOSS OF HEALTH AND
ABILITY TO THRIVE IN THE DESERT, THERE IS NO
REPARATION!!!!




- 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:
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- PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one): ﬁ? 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 -
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.




Memo re: Rosemont issue (cont.)

manages construction sites throughout Arizona, confirmed for me that there are organisms being
released into the air now, that heretofore have been unrecognized....seemlnly in herent solely to
this desert. There are studies being done to ascertain how much humans, etc are being impacted.

You must note the following FACT: there hs been a 300% increase in deaths from lung cancer in
the last two years, and these being non-smokers.

Can Augusta provide assurance that further mining will not be responsible for futher
compromising the health of our citizens and our animals via increased contamination of our
air.....our water supply...quality, let alone quantity???

Another issue that must be considered. Why is it assumed that the Colorado is an inexhaustible
source of water by every entity, in every state that wishes to tap it???? We can no longer afford
to develop plans that do not take all into consideration. There is plenty of information out there
now to demonstrate the fragility of the Colorado system. How generous of Augusta to offer to
pay the price of piping in the Colorado to appease the sheep. Outrageous arrogance. The
minipulation of our locals by invitations to dine prior to the scheduled meetings here....offers of
jobs, etc........ just underhanded and speaks volumns about Augusta’s true colors. (Green being
the operative color).

When I moved to AZ in 2004, a news ariticle read......... (paraphrased).....”insufficient water for
open pit mining”............. NO THING has changed!

My well will be impacted as I live just north of the Santa Ritas.......... I want to know why all the
discussion is about what they will do to ensure we have water, when in fact our water table will
be sucked backwards to their operation in time......... or so it is thought. Why are we having this

There is insufficient water for an open pit mining operation.

The CDC conducted testing of my water and urine to determine the impact of the already existing
mining operations here in the Tucson Area................. High arsenic........ beryllium.......to mention
two. '

My final statement is this:

DO NOT GO ON WITH THIS MINE........ THERE WILL BE TOO MANY COMPROMISED
IN TOO MANY WAYS TO HAVE ANY AMOUNT OF REPARATION MEAN A THING TO
ANY OF US.

..................................................................... sincerely..........Miriam A. Ellison
HTP/LMT/HOM.
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VMore _5:_ facts m_z::

sm:m#m wmmomwoo the omEm., ﬂ——@m-w @:EE@=H

. serves, S:mb the oozmmasmbomm of
1o, dian company Smﬁ wants to

“the EEEm process oosE be so dev-

‘develop a copper deposit in e S e mmﬁmﬁgm .
wm Rosemont Valley of the north-- By Fred Tahse ‘Here Hwérm,n_ Eosmd@ SosE hap-
astern Santa Rita Mountains, has - (NW Homeowner Lot 29 . pen:

ated recently that it mayexplore
sm possibly mine on the 'north-
amag side of the mountains as
ell..

This would have a huge effect on
r.mm: Valley, Quail Creek, mmrzm.
ta and Corona de Tucson.

'Tn view of the mm@wmmmgm and
erE_ effects caused by the ex-
:Em copper mines at Green Val-
TN and Sahuarita, people ?oE
hese communities deserve to
how moEmAQO* about: Sm Rose-

y 1. The Forest mmwﬁom could mwmzﬁ
>:m:m$ theright tomine wzm.&g@

. waste onto as many as 850 un-pat-
ented mining &EBm that may ulti-
mately total an area in excess of 25
square miles—more than twice the
size of the entire communities of

United States—Banner Mining Co.,
American Exploration and Mining -
Co., Anaconda Mining Co., Anamax
Mining Co., and ASARCO. - .
These companies have drilled
hundreds of exploration holes
throughout the district and made - Green Valley mzm Quail memw com-
several boisterous -estimates of bined. ;
. copper resources. None of them A.; 2. The mine would have an :EBQ
attempted a mine in this area. Au- - on the: E&a&om% -and water qual-
gusta, too, launched an exploration: ' ity of the Davidson Canyon drain-
program, focusing on the Rosemont age system, important to the City

“

voﬁ mine:" area. Where Hmwmm oxugmsomm US. of Tucson. If Augusta mines or

How it came about - mining companies had failed, Au-  dumps waste onto the'horthern tier -
«Whether or not it is the Hmwmm mzmﬁm an unproven Canadian min- = of un-patented mining claims, this~
1ine Augusta claims it-is - ing company, now tells us they have  probably would alter the hydrology -

+ What it could do to the environ-
ient all Arizonans treasure
_W *What huge amounts of our for- -
w

drilled otit a :SS,E class” oogﬁ.
deposit. .

Augusta’s Web site. mﬁmﬁmm that
they have about 617 million tons of
reserves, but oE% 134 million tons
—22 percent — are proven. erm
rest-—78 Umwomﬁlmwm oEuN mmE.:mﬁ
ed.

‘Tt seems very risky for the U. S.
Forest Service to approve a Plan of
mewmﬁobm for an unproven SEEm
‘compamining mostly unproven re-

[

and water quality of the Sycamore
. Canyon drainage system, too, thus
affecting Corona de Tucson alsg.

3. .Ea mine would use enormous
amounts of water from the Santa
Cruz River aquifers—an estimated -
5,000 to 7,000 acre-feet per year, an
amount equal to that used annually
by 20,000 to nearly 80,000 wosmng
members:

Augusta claims that the éﬁmw it
uses will be replaced by CAP water, -

tland could be Iost forever

The Rosemont copper deposit
s located within-the old Helvetia
vEEm district, once the:site of
bveral small s:amwmwozsa mines.
ince these mines closed dowr in
51, the district has experienced
xploration efforts bysome of the
rgest mining companies in the

5

c

its very high content of dissolved
solids; istot the samefresh, potable
water: Emﬁ?pm:mﬁm éozE pump
from the Santa Cruz River aqui-

fers. The trade-off of CAP water for
‘groundwater is a bad deal.

4. The nearly pristine beauty of
the Santa Rita Mountains would be
destroyed forever. Mine reclama-
tion procedures, though promised

by .gmsmg can never restore such-

beauty. One simiply needs to look at

.the mine dumps at Green Valley to

see this. Will real estate values be
the same if large mining operations

are'carried on at residents’ back
" doors, with nighttime lights, rock

Emmﬁzm and truck noise?

-5. Mining profits would flow to .
Augusta investors and at least some -
of the copper concentrates may be’

shipped overseas-- Augusta is talk-

-ing about shipping concentrates by
rail to the deep-water port at Guay--

mas, Mexico. Sumitomo Corp., one
of Em three largest ﬁ.m&bm compa-
nies in. um@ms and amajor stockhold-
er.of . Augusta; may dictate where
the concentrates go.

6. These ate some of the facts -
, m.coﬁ EEEm owmwwﬁosm intheSan- .

semont

" though it mommsoﬁ havea o>w mﬁ:ﬁ
_antee for the full life of the mine.
‘Furthermore, CAP water, with .

taRita Zozimam._ Isitworthallow-
ing Augusta to proceed when there
are so many potentially %<mm§5m
" consequences?
u“ ‘We Arizonans could be left S_E
" one or more huge holes in the
ground, aravaged and possibly ¢on-
SEE&&S:SQ%&% and ooﬁmE.,
inated groundwater. Our tourists
would certainly shun the areas they:
- used toTove for hiking, campingand
other soul-enriching activities.
* The facts cited are from docu-
- ments published by Augusta Re-
* source or their consultants to sat-
isfy information H.B:mmﬁm by the U.
-S. Forest Service or are from Augus-
ta’s reports to.its stockholders, co_.,s
written and 49&&

Fred Tahse and his wife Carol _,5<m lived

in Green Valley for six years. He received
a Bachelor’s degree in geology from Yale
University, and o master’s in Geology from
the California Institute of Technology. His
career was in the West, including California -
and Arizona with Chevron, Kennecolt
Copper briefly, and for many years, his own
geological consulting firm. :

The views mx_uammm% are the author’s and not.
- necessarily this newspaper’s.
Comment on this story online at www.gvnews.
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Ms. Marcia Natirass
2032 W Vista Ridge Dr

Green Valley, AZ 85614
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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 ta-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:
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eman: _fapnd C &Wv(«;biﬂ/\ M Q/‘Wﬁ n
appress: He | o 1460 | Q

i A2 BS6 1
| Avgert on
PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST {circle one); YES NO

Pieasa be advised that comments and persanal infotmation 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 authoity of the Freadom of Information Act (FOIA),

Personally identifying information is protected by the Privacy Act. If you do not wish for your personal information 1o
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 subrnittal, Should you choose the latter, you would be jnformed by the
Forest Sorvice as to whether or not your request quallfies for an exemption. If it does not, you would be afforded the
opporunity to resubmit your comments without personal information or 1o wittihold them altogether,
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YOUR COMMENTS ARE IMPORTANT!

PUBLIC COMMENTS

FOR THE
PROPOSED ROSEMONT COPPER PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

¥ you would like to make a comment ot he added to-our mailing list, please i out this form and
tand R to any of our staff or mail it to the addrass provided, You are also welcome to write a letter
or send e-mall to: comments-southwestern-coronado@{s.fed.us. Thank you!

QQ\)ZbOMMENT
% "Toes, Tie U‘j 9. bgi(uéﬂﬁm e fape of

WA 272, U 15

LAT I Aoes The U3, 1:23 Nese 12 The
1o NMM,M/{&TM Raﬁvuc,. ds 7T

Chasda it 2 aesty
NAME: _A&M&f&;lbéﬂl\}'

EMAIL: __ Al ¢ Mbsm o L
aporess: HC L Y, He
@%A}m Az %56l

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 NEEPA review. As such, they may be made avalfable 1o a third-party
upon requast under the authotity of the Freedom of Information Act (FO!A)

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 ta include it with your commerts. Alternatively, you may request sn
exemnption from FOIA with your comment submittal. Should you choose the Iatter, you would ba jrformed by the
Forast Service as to whether or not your raquest qualifies for an exemption, If it does nat, you would be afforded the
opportunity to resubmit your comments without personal information or to withhold them altogether.
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PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one): NO

Please be advised that comments and personal information associated Hem, 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
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JENNIFER A. WHITE

15515 E. Hillton Ranch Road
Vail, AZ 85641

May 11, 2008

Ms. Beverley Everson
Coronado National Forest
300 W. Congress St.
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Ms. Everson,

I have written to your office prior to this, to make known my objections to potential
mining activity in the Santa Rita Mountains. As a taxpaying citizen who lives within
5 miles of the proposed Rosemont site, mining in our area is simply unacceptable for
SO many reasons.

The reason that I am writing again today has to do with only one of those concerns.
I strongly feel that my water supply will be negatively impacted by mining activity
nearby.

If my well goes dry as a result of the mine, I will not be able to live on my property,
but neither will I be able to sell it. This is not an acceptable scenario, unless the
Forest Service or Augusta Resources plans to reimburse me for the current value of
my property plus another 10% or so to cover the costs of moving my household and
my animals.

My well registration number is 55-584992.

I sincerely hope that the people who are charged with the administration of the
Coronado National Forest, and the National Forest Service, are listening to the
citizens of this area and taking their concerns and fears very seriously.

A

nnife hite

Sincerely,
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May 12, 2008

Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Coronado National Forest
300 W. Congress St.

Tucson, AZ 85701

To Whom It May Concern:

I support the Rosemont Copper Mine 100%. I am a native Arizonan in my fifties. I
remember going to grade school and having to learn the Arizona’s five “C’s”, Copper,
Cattle, Cotton, Citrus, and Climate. In those days the mining industry game tremendous
support to the local schools.

Arizona is a highly mineralized state. I believe we should make the best of it. If we
don’t utilize these minerals we could end of be dependant on nations for these resources.

Sincerely

2ot R L

Kenneth R. Summers
4881 S. Lantana P1.
Tucson, AZ. 85730



May 12, 2008

Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Coronado National Forest
300 W. Congress St.

Tucson, AZ 85701

To Whom It May Concern:

I support the Rosemont Copper Mine 100%. Iam a native Arizonan. in my fifties.

Arizona is a highly mineralized state. I believe we should make the best of it. If we
don’t utilize these minerals we could end of be dependant on nations for these resources.

I have traveled on the back roads in the area of where the mine will be. The area is
already covered with mining activity from days gone by.

Sincerely

Cynthia J. Summers
4881 S. Lantana Pl.
Tucson, AZ. 85730
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| YOUR 'COM!I’/IENTS 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!

C Olgﬁfél%ﬁusmg Augusta Resource Corporation’s “Mine Plan of Operations” and “Reclamation and Closure
or the Rosemont Project, I feel any comments of mine would be inconsequential. I do not have the
resources to hire experts to rebut their findings and suggest aiternatives, but 1 strongly believe the impact of
--mining onthe surrounding area would be intolerable for-people, plants,-and animals.--What alternatives-can.-
be put forth for the following other than denymg Augusta‘s mmmg plans

.............................. Anolsepollutlon-ﬁ'ombla,stmgoperatmns

B air polliition = diist from drggmg, blastmg, and tiuck traffic in ‘and out of the" p1t

C. light pollution - from 24 hour mme operatron

.D.._surface degradation of Highway 83 from heavy. tiuck traffic, and the increased danger to.school....
buses and smaller vehlcles traveling this narrow, twrstmg mountam road

already constructmg new roads, putting up fences and other obstacles preventmg access to Nat1onal Forest

Land:

. __F. destroying wrldhfe habitat for untold number of years after mining operations cease -
reclamation does not take place overmght

are already drying up as a result of the current drought and Lake Meade and Lake Powell water levels are
~-being reduced-drastically by the demands of the CAP-as-well as-the drought.-Augusta has-already-applied
for and been given permission to use CAP water.

~-Augusta-is proceeding with its plans-for the-Rosemont Mine-as-if approval-of the-EIS-by-the Forest-Service
_"_‘_1s a mere formallty

NAME: S\i\_\nﬁ M. Nomey

EMAIL:

ADDRESS:

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 whéther 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
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Fold Here'

How fo 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 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.

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

e The beiter 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 fo identify concerns AND opportunities.

The public comment period is the beginning of the EIS process and represents the foundcmon of the analysis. Your commenis are an
important input fo the analysis of the social and natural environment.
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15551 E. Adobe Mesa Place
Phone: 520-762-9115
Fax; 520-762-8014

ax

To: Rosemont Team Leader From:  Barbara & Johnnic R. Raley
Fax: 520-388-8305 Date:  May 12, 2008

Phone: 520-388-8300 Pages: 3

Re: Proposed Rosemont Mine ccC: [Click here and type name]

1 Urgent [ For Review L] Please Comment []Please Reply [lPlease Recycle

+Comments: [Click here and type any comments)
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Regarding Rosemont Mine

HEALTH: Too many issues to discuss, but a part of each and every point against
Rosemont/Augusta Resource Corporation...

WATER: There is a great potentiality that toxic heavy metals and other chemicals leach
into ground and surface waters draining into Tucson area water supplies, and impacting
nearby riparian areas such as Davidson Canyon. This would also imperil important wildlife
habitat and future drinking water sources for residential use. Right now, our private well
produces a high quality of water, but that can change in an instant!  More health issues
here _..for us all!

AIR: Air quality in the National Forest and surrounding residential areas will be degraded by
both dust, airborne particulates and truck exhaust associated with mine operations. MORE
health issues.

NOISE: Daily blasting is required to remove rock (or overburden) covering the ore body. The
impact to nearby residences, wildlife and recreational users in our National Forest will be
equivalent to daily sonic booms....HEALTH again!

LIGHT POLLUTION: We no longer have the peaceful black skies our ancestors so
enjoyed, due to the light wasted up into the night sky. It provides no useful lighting, wastes
significant amounts energy, and threatens astronomical research. All of our observalories
will suffer with another 24/7 mining operation! It is estimated by the International Dark Sky
Association (IDA) that Astronomy, our observatories, contributes over 100 million
dollars annually to the State's economy. Pima and Coconino Counties have
previously declared that dark skies are a natural resource to be protected along with
other natural resources, such as air and our water quality. Dark Skies are also a
significant component of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan currently being
developed to accommodate future growth while preserving the environmental
features of Southem Arizona that are such a vital part in the quality of life in our
area. Economic Health!

SCENIC VIEW: Travelers along Scenic Hwy 83 are currently treated to a sweeping
panoramic view of the Rosemont Valley at an overlook spot. The mine site dominates this
view which currently consists of rolling hills of grasslands, dotted with oak trees and backed
by a rugged ridge line. There is one Scenic outlook on "Scenic Hwy 83" and that would
become a Mine Viewing turnout! Mental health!

TRAFFIC: Mine traffic, including ore trucks and vehicles carrying heavy construction
equipment and explosives for blasting, will share the narrow, winding Highway 83 with
school buses, commuters, motorcyclists, bicyclists, and tourist traffic. Highway 83 is a
precarious little two lane road in the first place, not designed for the type of traffic a 24/7
mining operation will entail. It will fall apart within weeks and guess who fixes it? Not
Augusta, but us the taxpayers of Pima County! Dangers to health not only for
residential and recreational traffic, but our School Children, every single day
of the school week x two!
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PROPERTY VALUES: The areas south of the mine site have developed into high-end
rural residential ranches and gorgeous homes. An open pit mine will severely impact the
quality of life and reduce property values in those areas. We have worked long and hard,
finally putting our life's savings and much time into our slice of heaven and for what??? To
live next to, hear, see, be inconvenienced by, rot Just a mine, but an Out of Country group
that will leave their damage behind when the price of copper falls, and then...we lose
everything and they take their gains, and leave a disaster that will never heal! Mental as
well as financial health!

RECREATION: The Rosemont Valley is heavily used by mountain bikers, hikers, off-
highway vehicles, bicyclists, hunters, camping families, beautiful trees and places for our
children to run and know nature. Would you take YOUR family to camp and hike by an
open pit mine? Already, the Rosemont crews are blocking access to our once heavily used
beautify camping and recreational areas. Places we took our own Daughter to run free and
explore in...the area will NO LONGER be "Family Friendly" on top of taking away a
valuable asset to our State. Economic & Mental health here!

WILDLIFE AND WILDLIFE HABITAT:

The Santa Ritas are recognized for the biological values and are an Important Birding
Area (IBA). In addition, the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan lists part of the area around
Rosemont as part of the Biological Core. And what about our priority vulnerable species
including two Endangered Species: the Lesser Long-nosed bat, & the Pima Pineapple
Cactus? More species are known to occur there: Chiricahiua Leopard Frog, listed as
threalened, and the Yellow-billed Cuckoo also a candidate for listing. According to the

AZ Game and Fish Department, also the Mexican Long-tongued Bat, Western Red Bat,
Lowland Leopard Frog, the Giant Spotted Whiptail Lizard, Rufous-winged Sparrow and
Bell's Vireo, are all in danger. The Mexican Spotted Owl may also occur there, based on its
habitat requirements. Health again...have we no respect for the wonderful
creatures God has blessed us with?1?!?!

ECONOMICS: The USDA Forest Service is a caretaker of our beautiful forest lands.
ARE YOU LISTENING? We DON'T WANT tons of tailings (overburden) piled on our
public lands! You are supposed to be protecting our public lands, not sefling us out.
Shameful! A recent study by the Sonoran Institute shows that a mine at

Rosemont would have serious economic impacts to the surrounding

communities. Mental, physical and financial HEALTH!

The report found: “...if the proposed Rosemont mine operations displaced only one
percent of travel and tourism-related spending in the region, the economic loss would be
greater than the entire annual payroll of the mine, " Joe Marlow, senior economist with the
Sonoran Institute. Most of the benefits would go to the Tucson area, while most of the
costs, such as decreased tourism revenue, would be borne b communities near the
mine” and that means ME!  Once again, Mental, physical and financial HEALTH!

Respectfully submitted, Barbara & Johnnie R. Raley, 15551 E. Adobe Mesa Place, Vail,
AZ 85641 520-762-9115 (bdarlin@earthlink.net)

83/083
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May 12, 2008

Team Leader

Rosemont Copper Project
Coronado National Forest
300 W. Congress Street
Tucson, AZ 85701

FAX: 520.388.8305

| have many concerns about the mine and its impact on the land, the water and
the quality of life of the people, plants and animals in its path, and as a
commuter to Tucson, | am also concerned about Highway 83. How will local
traffic, the ore trucks and the oversize loads we now suffer compete for the
road? Will the mine's high voltage power lines and the towers necessary to
carry those lines be located near the highway, and how will they alter the
nearby landscape and environment? With the road damaged from constant
heavy traffic, who will pay for repairs and maintenance? Will Highway 83 lose
its scenic highway designation?

Another concern is the viability of the mine and Augusta Resource
Corporation, a Canadian company headquartered in Vancouver, BC. History
teaches us that copper prices will eventually fall. If Augusta abandons the
mine for economic reasons, can you guarantee that Augusta will cure the
devastation left behind?

Finally, Vancouver is a beautiful city with its mountains and the winter-sport
paradise of Whistler nearby. | believe that Vancouver's citizens would be
outraged if an American mining company pianned to dig a copper pit in the
foothills of their city. The hostile reaction you've experienced regarding this
proposed mine should be easily understood.

Rosemont Valley is beautiful and precious to the people here. Please protect
the valley and do the right thing by stopping the mining activity in the area until
the questions and concerns of the people are answered.

Thank you. QZMLW Diana Holmes

PO Box 1305

CC: Save the Scénic Santa Ritas Sonoita, AZ 85637
dsholmes@gq.com
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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-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
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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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 Environmental Impact Process (EIS).

The format for commenting is up to you to choose. Comment forms are available, but not required. Send comments by mcul emall
or hand-deliver to the Forest Servnce before the public scoping perlod ends on July 14, 2008

Below are several hps for makmg effective commenfs

¢ 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 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 generafing issues that can be analyzed.
*  The befter 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 opportunities.

The public comment pericd 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.

1
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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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PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one):

Please be advised that cqmments 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

NO

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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How to Comment Effectively

To be effective, comments should be specific and factual. Remember, the purpose of this scoping is to identify significant issues reluted
to the proposed operation, and issues fo 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 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.
s  Be specific so the reviewer clearly understands your concerns.

o  Statements such as “l 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 “| like this” are not useful in generating issues that can be analyzed.
»  The beifer 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 time 1o identify concerns AND opportunities.

important input to 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: comments-southwestern-coronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you!
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PLEASE ADD ME TO THE MAILING LIST (circle one): YES (NOY

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.
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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-southwestern-coronado@fs.fed.us. Thank you!
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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 1o 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.




Other National Forest comments

In 2007 I visited Morenci and could compare it with previous visits
up to 25 years ago. An engineering marvel to be sure, bul gone
forever a large area of once fine mountain country.

Don't let it happen here. The tailings west of Green Valley are
more than enough for this populated area. For many years I have |
observed these many miles of huge tailings grow higher each year |
utterly destroying once valuable land. In 2007 I toured Phelps-Dodge,
also ASARCQ about ten years ago so am aware of the tremendous scale
of theiw operations. FThelpsDodge recently had to provide two new
water vells - one next door to my home - to escape the spreading
sulfate plume from their mine which was affecting our drinking water,
A serious problem & Augusta no doubt would cause the same problem.

A recent Colorado visitor who once manned a F.S. fire tower summers
in the Cascades in Cregon thought the five piles of ugly concrete
beside the trail above Whitehouse in Madera Canyon were disgusting.
They have been there for many months. Get rid of thewdNOW.

Fire breaks here are destructive where rapidly growing scrub oak
thickets increase the future fire danger comﬁ?eé to the original
well=spaced mature trees.

Elaborate city-type concrete structures detract from the simple
natural rustic beauty of the forest.

Government bureacrats rather than naturalists who understand and
appreciate the Torest, seem to predominate in the Forest Service.

Sending our copper to China (which is likely) that would return it
in lead-covered toys, poisoned pet food and contaminated drugs is
not in our best interest.

Stop Japanese~ backed Augusta right now tefore they do further
damage to our environment. Iet them look elsewhere. There is
copper in Mexico, Africa, Peru ete. Their economies no doubt could
benefit from copper mining there.

Hater is more importsnt to all 1life than copper.

Protect, not destroy our precarious water sources,
Tamces €. Canton—

Frances Carter
1r801 S Abrego Dr May & N 2008

Green Valley, AZ 85614-1401
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ROSEMONT INTENDS MAJOR MINING OF OUR GROUNDWATER

I would like to share with you today some alarming information about Rosemont Copper Company’s proposed mine to
be located in the Santa Rita Mountains south of Tucson. This information is from the public records of the Arizona
Department of Water Resources. The Rosemont Mine will impact residents of the northern San Cruz river valley.
Please bear with me. B

I am a resident of Sahuarita heights area, which is located south of Tucson and north of Green Valley. My wife was
born and raised in Tucson. She met me in northern California where we lived for over 20 years and raised our family.
She had always wanted to move back to Arizona. In 2003, while on vacation, her brother took us to Sahuarita to sec
some property that was for sale. Afier only one look, I could see how beautiful it was and what a fabulous view of the
Santa Rita Mountains it had. I knew that this was the place for our family to build owr dream home. In 2004 I moved
my family to Arizona te live on our newly acquired property. While living on the property in a trailer, we built our
dream home to all of Pima County’s 2006 building codes.

Rosemont Copper Company has acquired a parcel of residential property (about 50 acres) near my home and plans to
put in several wells, at depths of 1,300 feet, to contmuously pump 6, 000 acre-feet of groundwater (our dnnkmg water)

Rita Mountains fo it’s mine for processmg copper ore. The pumping of so much water will dry up as many as 200
domestic wells in my neighborhood, at depths of only 200 to 300 feet, which supply the drinking water for up to 400
families. It also has come to my attention that there is already a land subsidence issue in my area of up to 2.4 inches
from groundwater depletion, excessive pumping of groundwater, in a2 8 month period between 02/23/2007 and
10/26/2007. 1 believe that if Rosemont Copper Company is allowed to transport 1,955,226,000 gallons (which is the
same as 6,000 acre feet) of our ground water away from our area each year, the land subsidence will get even more
severe at even a faster rate, and this will drastically affect our communities for years to come. 'm hoping that
something can be done immediately to protect the communities of Sahuarita and Green Valiey from the same fate as
Pinal County, where the subsidence issue is measured in tens of feet instead of inches.

It is grossly unfair that our community is required to follow twenty-first century building codes, while mining
compariies can use an antiquated, nineteenth century mining law to destroy our homes. But the issues I have described
here are far more important than complying with the intent of the 1872 Mining Law, which was te encourage mining
exploration and development, perhaps necessary in the 1800°s. These issues go to the core of the National
Environmental Protection Act (NEPA), the intent of which is to protect our envirorment, our properties, and our way
of life.

National Environmental Policy Act Section 101 paragraph B pertains to Rescmont’s activities of transporting
groundwater away from Sahuarita would interfere with the natural balance of the environments ability to maintain
critical water levels for the overall development and welfare of the our community. Rosemont’s transportation of
groundwater from Sahuarita, which is already suffering from a groundwater depletion and land subsidence, may cause
a risk to health and safety of the residents with undesirable consequences te the community and Rosemont’s
transportation of our groundwater could dramatically affect future growth in our communities.

When a company applies for a permit which will impact waters of the United States, the agency that is being asked to
issue the permit must evaluate the environment effects of the permit decision under NEPA. The Federal agency can
require the private company to pay for the preparation of analyses, but the agency remains responsible for the scope
and accuracy of the analyses. With this being said, Rosemont should be made to pay for a hydrologic study for the
environmental impact of the transporting of groundwater away from Sahuarita heights and how their activities could
affect the land subsidence.

Sahuarita Heights is a low income community and needs to be included in the NEPA process; this may bring an
alternative action such as the Environmentat Justice Executive Order. I request a meeting to be held in Sahmarita
Heights to inform the community of Rosemont’s activities and how their actions could affect our community’s
groundwater, infrastructure, land subsidence, and traffic issues related to the uses of the proposed secondary access
road.

Pima County Administrator Chuck Huckleberry stated earfier this month his concerns about the over use of the
groundwater and that the aquifer in Green Valley is falling at the rate of 4 feet a year.

Water, is the most gccxous resource Arizona has and should not be wasted for the profits of others, especially foreign

compames Also, it should not be allo or the Rosemont Copper Company to trade Central Arizona Project water
that they have been recharging inte the ground in Marana for drinking water (groundwater) in Sahuarita, 30 miles or
more to the south of Marana, especially since Marana groundwater is flowing away from Sahuarita. This defies logic,
boggles the mind and is a great misuse of taxpayers’ money.

The water of Arizona is the life blood of the communities in this great state and should never be wasted in such a
foolish manner. 1hope that our politicians will be better stewards of the taxpayers’ money and stop the wasteful use of
Arizona’s ground water. In so doing, they will be protecting the lives of our communitics. The water belongs to the
citizens of Arizona. It’s time to use common sense for the common man for the common good of Arizona.

Robert Robuck -Arizona Homeowner
Published in the Green Valley Newspaper March 23, 2008
OVER
OVER
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2665 East Genevieve Way
Green Valley, AZ 85614
April 11, 2008

Ms. Beverley Everson
United States Forest Service
Coronado National Forest
300 West Congress Street
Tucson, AZ 85701

Dear Ms. Everson:

Thank you for returning my phone call of April 10, 2008 and informing me of the status
of the proposed reading for the Rosemont Copper Mine Project. This letter is a follow-up
to the call.

I am a resident of the area, and I have determined that without mitigating measures built
into this project which currently do not exist, I will be personally impacted and suffer
personal as well economic damages, and so will all other residents of this area. The
Rosemont Copper Mine project has the strong potential to turn the air quality of the
region into CANCER ALLEY. The geochemistry of the mines in Pima County have
documented trace amounts (that is, not economically desirable to extract but which will
be environmentally released by mining processes and operations) at levels known to have
adverse health effects of nickel, beryllium, cadmium, and arsenic, which are established
airborne human carcinogens both under EPA rules, as well as analyses by the
International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC). Copper mines spew arsenic onto
the landscape, and such evidence shows up in several areas of Pima County. I have not
been able to determine from currently available public documents any indications or
provisions that this problem has even been mentioned, no less discussed.

The letter is in two parts. The first part is to assure myself that I understand the things we
discussed about the reading room, various documents related to the Rosemont Copper
Mine Project, the nature of contract for the preparation of the Environmental Impact
Statement for the project by SWCA and the role that the Forest Service plays in that
contract through its Memorandum of Understanding with the Augusta Mine Corporation,
and selected aspects of the public commentary period and upcoming “forums” and
“public hearings.”




The second part of this letter provides specific comments on some of the items we
discussed on the phone, notably major deficiencies I see in the staffing of the team which
will assemble the information and provide the analyses in the Environmental Impact
Statement. I have tried to provide specific rationales for each of the comments. My
motivation for this is that I am a resident of the area, and have determined based on my
professional experience that I could be personally adversely impacted including injury,
both economically as well as physically, by the proposed mine project unless certain
mitigating measures are taken. In such cases, building into the activity the need for such
measures, and providing information on those components that contribute to this effort, is
a better plan than trying to correct mistakes after the fact.

In addition, I indicated that I would provide a CD-rom of power point presentation I
made in Grand Forks, ND on the Red River of the North, to give a limited idea of my and
interests. I have also included on that CD-rom a curriculum vita to give you an idea of my
credentials.

Part I:

1. The Reading Room and Its Documents: You have indicated that delays in establishing
the reading rooms at the Forest Service Tucson Office and the Ranger Office in Nogales
stem mainly from having an inadequate number of copies available of all of the
documents to be placed in the reading rooms. You have further indicated that it was your
hope that the reading rooms would be operational by the week of April 14, 2008, and to
contact you at that time for the latest status. I shall do that.

You have also indicated that the specific documents listed in my email to you, namely the
consultant reports from Vector LLC, and Tetra Tech, etc. will be placed in the reading
rooms, but if I wish specific copies, I will need to submit a FOIA application. I intend
mainly to read the documents and take notes, but I need to know if copying of specific
pages of these documents deposited in the room would also require a FOIA application. I
do not need to build more bookcases for my technical library, nor increase the number of
file cabinets in my office, at this stage of my life.

2. I was somewhat disappointed to learn from “blogger website™ that the contract to
SWCA was being funded by the proponents of the contract. My past experiences with the
preparation of Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) for projects requiring a federal
permit and on federal land were usually sponsored by written by the federal agency. You
confirmed this arrangement, which basically places that contract out of the public
purview, and raises in my mind serious questions about the transparency and openness of
government processes. The Forest Service already has received considerable bad
publicity about its handling of all public actions on the project, and that does not bode
well for citizen oversight or for that matter for Congressional oversight of the Forest
Service.




3. I have read the Memorandum of Understanding (hereafter referred to as MOU)
between Forest Service and the Rosemont Copper Company. The MOU is a rather
complex document. In this item of my letter, I specifically refer to item 15 of Section E,
which details actions that the Rosemont Copper Company must accomplish, and states:
“At No Time, direct the Prime Consultant in matters related to the NEPA review and or
EIS/analyses and preparation.” This is immediately followed by Item 1 in Section F,
which indicates mutually agreed upon and understood accomplishments, and states: “The
Prime Consultant will be under the supervision of the Forest Service, and the Forest
Service will make the final determination concerning the scope and contents of the
Consultant’s work. The contract between the Proponent and the Prime Consultant will
specify compliance with all legal requirements.” I next refer to Attachment I, item III on
“Consultation Staff Requirements.” Together, these three items give the Forest Service
the authority to require that those who work on EIS have met certain levels of credential
and accomplishment.

4. With regard to public forums, public hearings, and public comments, you indicated
that the formal commentary period prior to NEPA work has been extended to June 19,
2008. At the same time, the nature of the NEPA process will entail discussions back and
forth among the Forest Service, SWCA and Rosemont Copper Company. As these
discussions progress, there will be opportunities for public inputs on various issues. That
needs a formal public announcement.

Part 11

This part of the letter includes comments on specific documents as well as aspects of the
MOU with respect to staffing to produce an Environmental Impact Statement.

1. My first concerns are the appointments of the Consultant Team in the MOU. I have
referenced the classical handbook, Federal Handbook X-118 which is used to evaluate
positions in the federal service to see what some of the experience and educational
requirements are for selected positions at selected levels. It is my understanding from our
discussions that the Forest Service, in evaluating these credentials and experience, may
undertake reference checks, background checks, and interview directly possible
candidates.

I want copies of the credentials of those persons who were appointed to
produce the EIS, suitably redacted to avoid any compromising personal information
(specially redacted for dates of birth, SSN, and contacts for personal and
professional references to protect under privacy regulations), but assuring that the
following information is present without redactions: names, educational
background, experience, publications, memberships in professional learned
societies, and licensures. Once these people are appointed, their credentials become
public information, and their curricula vitae are public documents. Consider this an
FOIA request for that information.




2. The listing of consultant staff qualifications includes fourteen specific specialties. The
first position listed is the Team Leader, who is to have ten years minimum experience in
that capacity could be equivalent to anything from GS 13 to Senior Executive Service,
depending on education and other factors associated with the experience. I think the level
should be specified.

The preparation of EIS materials is considered among many in
environmental circles as the lowest level of consulting services, and the GS-13 is
probably what you will get. However, to give greater assurance of a quality product,
amaze me and appoint someone who could clearly be a GS-15, using as a guide line
the credentials of senior research and supervisory people at USGS or NIH.

I met the incumbent to this position at one of the public forums that the Forest Service
held. I was not impressed with him or his associate. The Team Leader tended to pander to
my comments, and his associate basically denigrated them. They played a bad act of
“good cop/bad cop.” The combination of false charm and controlled irritation in the two
bodes poorly for my future examination of their efforts.

2. Of the thirteen other listed specialties, I find the following deficiencies:

(a) a GS-12 geologist with at least 10 years of experience emphasizing hard rock
geology is not sufficient. You have also asked for a GS-12 equivalent hydrogeologist
who specializes in remediation hydrogeology. If this specialists is to consider geological
integrity of the groundwater source because of possible problems of subsidence, karst
formation, and related factors, then that is fine and necessary. However, if the
hydrogeologist is looking mainly at other concerns, you need to indicate these other
concerns.

(b) a GS-12 geochemist with at least 10 years of experience emphasizing mining,
mineral exploration and extraction, is not sufficient. A second geochemist is necessary at
a comparable level who specializes in the geochemistry of groundwater. Outside of the
USGS, such geochemists are rare. I worked many years in Canada, and the Canadians
made dreadful mistakes when they decided that ground geochemists were an expendable
specialty. The two greatest groundwater geochemists in North America, Alan Freeze and
John Cherry had to relocate and begin again.

(c) A GS-12 biologist, either terrestrial or aquatic, with at least five years
experience in wildlife biology. What kind of experience? Some wildlife biologists are
basically game managers, others do research on migratory patterns and habitat issues, and
- some do other things. A person with wildlife experience who has both aquatic and
terrestrial capabilities is hard to find. Biologists tend to be either terrestrial or aquatic,
unless they are ornithologists, and most aquatic biologists seem to be fisheries types. I am
not sure what aquatic wildlife of mammalian nature reside in the area, although the






