
Rosemont Copper Project EIS 
Cooperating Agency Coordination Meeting  08/20/2009 
Agenda 

 

 
Location:   Federal Building, 300 West Congress, Tucson, Arizona, Room 4B 
Facilitator:   Teresa Ann Ciapusci, Cooperating Agency Liaison 
 
AGENDA 
09:30 – 09.45 Welcome and Introductions   Ciapusci 
 
09:45 – 10:15 Overview of IDT Conceptual Alternative Roth 
   Development Progress    EIS Process Manager 
 
10:15 – 10:30 BREAK 
 
10:30 – 11:30 Electrical Transmission Considerations Weinstein & Wood 
          EPG Consultants 

Beck 
          Tucson Electric Power 
 
11:30 – 12:30 LUNCH   
 
12:30 – 2:00  Optional Workshop 
   Forest and EPG Consultants will host workstations to display  

materials and discuss the conceptual alternatives and electrical  
transmission routing  

 
INVITED COOPERATING AGENCIES 
Tribes:    Tohono O’odham Nation 
Federal:    Air Force, Army COE, BLM, Smithsonian Whipple Observatory 
State of Arizona: ADEQ, AMMR, ADWR, AZGF, AZGS, AZSLD, AZSP 
Local:   Pima County, City of Tucson, Town of Sahuarita 
 
INVITED GUESTS 
Presenters:  EPG Consultants:  Lauren Weinstein, Jaime Wood 
   Tucson Electric Power Company:  Ed Beck 
 
Consultants:  Cheniae & Associates:  Gordon Cheniae 



Materials that meet the criteria of Freedom of Information Act exemptions are 
not posted on this website.  
Refer to http://www.fs.fed.us/im/foia/foiaexemptions.htm for additional 
information.  
 

Meeting minutes not posted here fall under this criteria. 

http://www.fs.fed.us/im/foia/foiaexemptions.htm�
http://www.fs.fed.us/im/foia/foiaexemptions.htm�
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Tohono O’odham Nation 
Addison Smith 
Laura Berglan 
Peter Steere 
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Air Force, 162d Fighter Airwing Mark Harting 

Army Corps of Engineers Jesse Laurie 
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AZ Dept of Environmental Quality Dennis Turner 
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AZ Department of Transportation  
AZ Dept of Water Resources Laura Grignano 

AZ Game and Fish Department John Windes 
Diane Tilton 

AZ Geological Survey Jon Spencer 
AZ State Land Department David Jacobs 
AZ State Mine Inspector Garrett Fleming 
AZ State Parks Robert Casavant 
City of Tucson  



Rosemont Copper Project       Page 2 of 2 
Cooperating Agency Meeting 
August 20, 2009       
 

Cooperating Agencies Participant(s) 

Pima County 
Nicole Fyffe 
Loy Neff 
Linda Mayro 
Julia Fonseca 

Town of Sahaurita Joe Marques 
 

Attendance Record 
 

Guests 
 

Affiliation 
 

G.L. Cheniae Cheniae & Associates 
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Lauren Weinstein 
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EPG Consultants 
(Contractor for Rosemont Copper Company and Tucson Electric 
Power Company) 

Ed Beck Tucson Electric Power Company 
Tom Furgason SWCA Environmental Consultants 
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Conceptual AlternativesConceptual Alternatives
Presented to Cooperating Agencies

August 20, 2009

Alternative Development Process

• Purpose and Need

• Proposed Action

• Public Scoping

• Issues

• Alternatives

Rosemont Copper Project 
Conceptual Alternatives 

Presented at Cooperating Agency Coordination Meeting
August 20, 2009 2
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Issues Driving Alternatives

• Water

• Heritage Resources

• Visual

• Riparian

• Recreation

• Plants and Animals
Rosemont Copper Project  

Conceptual Alternatives  
Presented at Cooperating Agency Coordination Meeting 

August 20, 2009 3

Issues Focusing Analysis

Ai• Air

• Night Skies

• Noise and Vibration

• Transportation

Rosemont Copper Project  
Conceptual Alternatives  

Presented at Cooperating Agency Coordination Meeting 
August 20, 2009

• Reclamation Plan

• Soils
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Conceptual Alternatives

• Proposed Action

• No Action

• Barrel/McCleary - Phased Tailings

• Scholefield/McCleary

• Sycamore/Upper McCleary/Upper Barrel

• Upper Barrel
Rosemont Copper Project 

Conceptual Alternatives 
Presented at Cooperating Agency Coordination Meeting

August 20, 2009 5

Post-Meeting Correction:  For geographical accuracy, 

“Upper Barrel” name changed to “Barrel Only”.

Barrel/McCleary – Phased Tailings

• Similar Footprint to Proposed Action p p
• Important Archaeological Sites
• 2 Drainages

 No Change to Riparian Acres
• Phased Tailings, McCleary Remains Open for 12 Years

• Waste Rock Elevation 20 ft  Higher Than Waste Rock Elevation 20 ft. Higher Than 
Proposed Action

• No Change in Haul Distance
Rosemont Copper Project 

Conceptual Alternatives 
Presented at Cooperating Agency Coordination Meeting

August 20, 2009 6
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Scholefield/McCleary

• Tails to Scholefield, Waste to McCleary
• Avoids Important Archaeological Sites

• Reduced Riparian Acres
• 2 Drainages

• Waste Rock Elevation 700 ft. Higher Than Proposed 
Action

• Much Higher, Less Visual Contrast

• Increased Haul Distance ~ 12.3%

Rosemont Copper Project 
Conceptual Alternatives 

Presented at Cooperating Agency Coordination Meeting
August 20, 2009 7

Sycamore/Upper McCleary/Upper Barrel

• Tails to Sycamore  Waste to McCleary and Barrel• Tails to Sycamore, Waste to McCleary and Barrel
• Avoids Important Archaeological Sites
• Area Experiences Less Recreation

• Reduced Riparian Acres
• 3 Drainages
• 2 Watersheds

• Waste Rock Elevation 50 ft. Higher Than Proposed 
A iAction

• Affects View from West, Farther Away

• Increased Haul Distance ~ 28.8%

Rosemont Copper Project 
Conceptual Alternatives 

Presented at Cooperating Agency Coordination Meeting
August 20, 2009 8
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Upper Barrel Post-Meeting Correction:  

For geographical accuracy, 

“Upper Barrel” name 
changed to “Barrel Only”.

• All Waste in Upper Barrel Drainage
– Avoids Important Archaeological Sites

• Reduced Riparian Acres
– Contained in one drainage

• Waste Rock Elevations 250 ft. Higher than 

Meeting Correction:  This alternative does not avoid important archaeological sites.

5 g
Proposed Action

• Increased Haul Distance~5.4 - 8.4%

Rosemont Copper Project 
Conceptual Alternatives 

Presented at Cooperating Agency Coordination Meeting
August 20, 2009 9
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TIMELINE* 2nd Quarter 20101st -2nd Quarter 20104th Quarter 20093rd - 4th Quarter 20092008  - 1st Quarter 2009 1st - 3rd Quarter 2009

ENGINEERING

ENVIRONMENTAL
PLANNING

PUBLIC 
INVOLVEMENT

DetaileD inventory anD link 
alternatives assessment

Identify preferred engineering route •	

alternative(s)
Review visual simulations•	

Select preferred route and •	

alternative(s) to be presented in CEC 
application, in coordination with 
customer: Rosemont Copper

Prepare CEC application•	

Print and file CEC application•	

Review and approve application•	

File and notice application•	

Prepare hearing notice and post •	

signs in project area (announcing 
CEC application filing and hearings)
Track and respond to comments•	

CeC Hearings

Prepare stakeholder and public •	

involvement summary to support 
CEC application 
Track and respond to comments•	

PreParation anD Filing oF CeC 
aPPliCation

Prepare for and conduct stakeholder •	

group meeting #4
Prepare and distribute newsletter #3•	

Prepare for and conduct public open •	

house meeting #3
Review route alternatives •	

Track and respond to comments•	

TASK 2TASK 1 TASK 3 TASK 6TASK 5TASK 4

route alternatives seleCtion 
anD resourCe surveys

Review impact assessment criteria •	

Review link alternatives assessment •	

results
Develop and review mitigation •	

measures and plan
Review route alternatives•	

Prepare for and conduct stakeholder •	

group meeting #3
Review link alternative impact •	

assessment and preliminary routes
Track and respond to comments•	

siting Criteria, DeFine stuDy 
area, anD seConDary Data 

ColleCtion

Review and approve preliminary •	

alternatives siting criteria
Review and approve project study •	

area
Finalize project purpose and need •	

statement
Finalize project description•	

Provide typical structure design(s) •	

and substation layout

Conduct community leader briefings•	

Identify and contact stakeholders •	

Prepare project fact sheet #1•	

Review project purpose and need •	

and description
Track and respond to comments•	

oPPortunities/Constraints  
analysis anD link 

alternatives iDentiFiCation

Finalize engineering alternatives •	

(e.g., rebuilding existing structures)
Review and approve final link •	

alternatives

Prepare and provide testimony •	

for Arizona Power Plant and 
Transmission Line Siting Committee
Prepare testimony slides for •	

supplemental CEC application filing
Prepare virtual route tour (optional)•	

Assist with preparation of draft CEC •	

Form of Order
Prepare for and attend ACC hearing•	

Prepare environmental portions of •	

CEC application
Assist with filing and noticing •	

application

Compare and rank route alternatives•	

Prepare visual simulations•	

Identify preferred environmental •	

route alternative(s) 
Document route alternative •	

comparison and selection results
Conduct cultural resource survey of •	

preferred route alternative
SHPO consultation•	

Prepare cultural resource survey •	

report

Collect additional data for link •	

alternatives
Conduct field surveys to support •	

resources inventory
Develop impact assessment criteria•	

Conduct link alternatives impact •	

assessment and mitigation planning
Develop route alternatives•	

Develop preliminary alternatives •	

siting criteria
Review preliminary alternatives •	

Prepare study area base map•	

Collect and map secondary •	

environmental data

Identify environmental opportunities •	

and constraints
Identify and finalize link alternatives•	

Prepare for and conduct stakeholder •	

group meeting #1
Develop mailing list•	

Prepare and distribute newsletter #1•	

Prepare for and conduct public open •	

house #1
Prepare for and conduct stakeholder •	

group meeting #2
Prepare and distribute newsletter #2•	

Prepare for and conduct public open •	

house #2
Review link alternatives•	

Track and respond to comments•	

Prepare and provide testimony •	

for Arizona Power Plant and 
Transmission Line Siting Committee
Review and approve supplemental •	

CEC application filing  
(as necessary)
Prepare draft CEC Form of Order•	

Prepare for and attend ACC hearing•	

Planning Process and responsibilities
Rosemont 138kV Transmission Line ProjectJuly 2009

*Timeline is estimated
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Scoping Summary  
Report #1 
Extent of Public Participation 

Rosemont Copper Project 

A Proposed Mining Operation in Southern Arizona 

Coronado National Forest 
Arizona 



 

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its 
programs and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, 
and where applicable, sex, marital status, familial status, parental status, religion, 
sexual orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or 
part of an individual’s income is derived from any public assistance. (Not all 
prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require 
alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, 
audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA’s TARGET Center at 202-720-2600 (voice 
and TDD). To file a complaint of discrimination, write USDA, Director, Office of Civil 
Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call toll 
free (866) 632-9992 (voice). TDD users can contact USDA through local relay or the 
Federal relay at (800) 877-8339 (TDD) or (866) 377-8642 (relay voice). USDA is an 
equal opportunity provider and employer. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The following is a summary of the Coronado National Forest’s (Coronado’s) scoping efforts to solicit 
comments on the Proposed Action for the Rosemont Copper Project and to characterize the corresponding 
public participation. Scoping is the process by which federal agencies invite the public, organizations, and 
other agencies to provide input on the scope of a proposed project. More specifically, it is the process that 
federal agencies use to identify issues and potential effects related to a Proposed Action. The Council on 
Environmental Quality’s (CEQ’s) scoping definition states, 

There shall be an early and open process for determining the scope of issues to be addressed and 
for identifying the significant issues related to a proposed action. This process shall be termed 
scoping. (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 1501.7) 

Coronado will prepare an environmental impact statement (EIS) that will track significant issues within 
the scope of analysis in order to guide 1) the development of alternatives to the Proposed Action; and  
2) the analysis of potential effects of the Proposed Action and alternatives. Scoping may also be used to 
identify potential mitigation for impacts. It is important to note that the scoping process is not a voting 
process and comments are not weighted in any manner. The intent of scoping is to identify important 
issues raised by the public, organizations, and other agencies to determine the scope of analysis. 
Therefore, no matter how many times an issue is raised by the same or different entities, it is still 
considered to be one issue. 

This is the first of three reports that describe the scoping and content analysis process. Federal agencies 
typically prepare one report to document this process. However, Coronado has decided to prepare three 
interrelated reports to more fully explain the scoping and content analysis process for the Rosemont 
Copper Project. This decision was based on the complexity of the Proposed Action and the 
correspondingly complex public comments. This first report is intended to do the following: 

• explain the framework for scoping; 
• detail Coronado’s outreach for public participation; 
• identify and quantify the types of responses; 
• quantify the geographic origin of submittals; and 
• summarize the response submittals collected at meetings. 

The second scoping report, Scoping Summary Report #2, Theme of Comments, will explain the content 
analysis process and provide an overview of the prominent themes identified in the public comments.  
The report will do the following: 

• describe the methodology used to process response submissions; 
• categorize the comments received during scoping into thematic groupings; and 
• list comments grouped by category and subcategory. 

The final report, Scoping Summary Report #3, Comment Disposition, will do the following: 
• address how comprehensive themes are proposed to be treated in the EIS; 
• group themes into one of the following categories: Issues that Guide Alternative Development, 

Issues that Focus on Description of Effects, Issues that Address Process, and Issues Out of Scope 
for this Analysis; and 

• provide a table that tracks the disposition of comment themes. 
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These reports should be approached with caution. Received comments do not necessarily represent the 
sentiments of the public as a whole, nor are they always technically accurate. As previously noted, in 
considering these views it is important for the public and decision makers to understand that this process 
makes no attempt to treat input as if it were a vote. Furthermore, the same comment stated multiple times 
by the same individual, or groups of individuals, is not weighted in the final analysis. No matter how 
many times the same comment is made during scoping, it is treated as one comment. For example, form 
letters submitted dozens of times constitute the same input as one letter with the same content. Again, the 
purpose of scoping is to determine the scope of issues to be addressed and to identify the significant 
issues related to a Proposed Action. 

PROJECT OVERVIEW 

The Rosemont Copper Project is a proposed open-pit copper mine, to be located on Coronado National 
Forest, Nogales Ranger District, in the northern Santa Rita Mountains in Pima County, Arizona. Augusta 
Resource Corporation, the parent company of Rosemont Copper Company (Rosemont Copper), acquired 
the Rosemont Mine property in 2005. Although ore was historically mined in the area, there has been no 
production of copper, zinc, lead, silver, or gold since 1951. A significant increase in the value of copper 
over the past several years has made the mining of claims economically viable. There are 132 patented 
lode claims, 850 unpatented lode claims, and 14 parcels of fee land in the project area.1  

In July 2007, Rosemont Copper submitted a Mine Plan of Operations (MPO), including a reclamation 
plan, to Coronado, requesting approval to construct and operate a mine and related ore-processing 
facilities on and adjacent to National Forest System land. Ore deposits that would be mined as part of the 
project are, for the most part, on Rosemont Copper private property. The proposed mine is expected to 
annually produce 234 million pounds of copper, 4.5 million pounds of molybdenum, and 2.7 million 
ounces of silver over the anticipated 20-year life of the mine. The MPO was accepted in February 2008 
after Rosemont Copper submitted supplemental information at the request of Coronado. Decisions 
regarding approval and the content of the final MPO will not be made until a thorough environmental 
review has been completed. In accordance with 40 CFR 1501.4, Coronado has reviewed the proposal and 
determined that preparation of an EIS is necessary. 

An EIS is being prepared to analyze and disclose to the public the environmental, social, and economic 
impacts of the proposed Rosemont Copper Project. The EIS will be prepared in compliance with the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as amended; CEQ regulations for implementing 
NEPA; and other associated regulations. The U.S. Forest Service (Forest Service) decision will be based 
on the results of this NEPA process (i.e., the findings of the impacts analyses reported in an EIS) and 
further, on the National Forest Management Act determination of the consistency of the proposed use 
with the parameters specified in Coronado’s Land and Resource Management Plan. 

Location 

The proposed Rosemont Copper Project is located approximately 30 miles southeast of Tucson, Arizona, 
in Pima County (Figure 1). The project is located just west of State Route 83, on the northern edge of the 
                                                      
1 Lode claims include a deposit of valuable ore occurring within definite boundaries that separate it from surrounding rock. 
A patented mining claim is one for which the federal government has passed its title to the mining claimant, making it private 
land. A person may mine and remove minerals from a mining claim without a mineral patent. It also gives the owner title to the 
surface and other resources. 
An unpatented mining claim gives the claimant the right to explore for, extract, and process locatable minerals in an area known 
as a mining claim.  
For the purposes of this document, fee land is private land, including all surface and subsurface mineral rights, that is owned by 
Rosemont Copper Company.  
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Figure 1. Project location map. 
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Santa Rita Mountains in the Helvetia-Rosemont Mining Districts. The area covered by Rosemont 
Copper’s patented claims, unpatented claims, and fee lands totals approximately 14,880 acres, which 
include the Rosemont, Peach-Elgin, Broad Top Butte, and Copper World deposits. Rosemont Copper’s 
proposal is to mine the Rosemont deposit, which would disturb approximately 4,415 acres (including 
utility corridors) that encompass 3,670 acres administered by Coronado, 995 acres of private land,  
75 acres of Arizona State Land Department State Trust land, and 15 acres administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management. 

FRAMEWORK FOR SCOPING 

All federal agencies are required to comply with the scoping regulations promulgated by CEQ under 
NEPA (40 CFR 1501.7). The regulations relating to scoping are general and provide federal agencies with 
the latitude to conduct scoping appropriate for each agencies’ mission and specific to each Proposed 
Action. The CEQ regulations direct federal agencies preparing an EIS to engage in a public scoping 
process (40 CFR 1501.7). Subsequent to enacting 40 CFR 1500, CEQ published Guidance Regarding 
NEPA Regulations in 1983 (Federal Register 48[146]:34283), which clarified the purpose of scoping:  

The purpose of this process is to determine the scope of the EIS so that preparation of the 
document can be effectively managed. Scoping is intended to ensure that problems are identified 
early and properly studied, that issues of little significance do not consume time and effort, that 
the draft EIS is thorough and balanced, and that delays occasioned by an inadequate draft EIS are 
avoided. The scoping process should identify the public and agency concerns; clearly define the 
environmental issues and alternatives to be examined in the EIS including the elimination of 
nonsignificant issues; identify related issues which originate from separate legislation, regulation, 
or Executive Order (e.g. historic preservation or endangered species concerns); and identify state 
and local agency requirements which must be addressed.  

Furthermore, the CEQ regulations for implementing NEPA state that “there shall be an early and open 
process for determining the scope of issues to be addressed” which “shall be termed scoping,” but they 
have few specific requirements. These requirements (40 CFR 1501.7[a]) include the following: 

1. Invite the participation of affected federal, state, and local agencies, any affected Indian tribe, the 
proponent of the action, and other interested persons (including those who might not be in accord 
with the action on environmental grounds), unless there is a limited exception under §1507.3(c). 
An agency may give notice in accordance with §1506.6.  

2. Determine the scope (§1508.25) and the significant issues to be analyzed in depth in the EIS.  
3. Identify and eliminate from detailed study the issues that are not significant or that have been 

covered by prior environmental review (§1506.3), narrowing the discussion of these issues in the 
statement to a brief presentation of why they will not have a significant effect on the human 
environment or providing a reference to their coverage elsewhere.  

4. Allocate assignments for preparation of the EIS between the lead and cooperating agencies, with 
the lead agency retaining responsibility for the EIS.  

5. Indicate any public environmental assessments and other EISs that are being or will be prepared 
and that are related to but are not part of the scope of the EIS under consideration.  

6. Identify other environmental review and consultation requirements so that the lead and 
cooperating agencies may prepare other required analyses and studies concurrently with, and 
integrated with, the EIS, as provided in §1502.25. 

7. Indicate the relationship between the timing of the preparation of environmental analyses and the 
agency’s tentative planning and decisionmaking schedule. 
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Aside from these general requirements, the Forest Service has provided further regulations and policies, 
as allowed by NEPA, to supplement the CEQ regulations. Specifically, 36 CFR 220 clarifies, “Because 
the nature and complexity of a proposed action determine the scope and intensity of analysis, no single 
scoping technique is required or prescribed” (CFR 220.4[e][2]). Forest Service Manual 1900, Chapter 
1950—Environmental Policy and Procedures, contains the agency’s policies on scoping. These policies 
require the Forest Service to do the following:  

• give early notice of upcoming proposals to interested and affected persons (Forest Service 
Manual 1950.3[2][a]); 

• give timely notice to interested and affected persons, federal agencies, state and local 
governments, and organizations of the availability of environmental and accompanying decision 
documents (Forest Service Manual 1950.3[2][b]); and 

• have a responsible official to “ensure that an appropriate level of scoping occurs” (Forest Service 
Manual 1950.41[2]). 

To ensure that an appropriate level of scoping occurred, Coronado consulted with its Southwestern 
Regional Office. The Regional Forester found that sufficient scoping activities were conducted and that it 
was appropriate for the initial scoping to conclude in July 2008 (Appendix A). 

OUTREACH FOR PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

This section describes the objectives of the scoping process and the scoping process itself, identifies the 
techniques that were used to notify the public about the opportunity to be involved in scoping, and gives a 
brief summary of the public scoping meetings. 

Objectives 

Scoping is the first step and an integral part of the EIS process. The objectives of the scoping process for 
the Rosemont Copper Project are as follows:  

• increase public awareness and understanding of the Proposed Action; 

• engage the tribal, federal, state, and local governments and the public in the early identification of 
concerns, potential impacts, and possible alternative actions; 

• identify potentially significant issues related to the Proposed Action;  

• determine issues that guide alternative development and/or mitigation; 

• identify and eliminate issues that are out of the scope of this process; 

• identify the scope of process-related issues that are to be addressed and integrate analyses 
required by other environmental laws (e.g., Clean Water Act, Endangered Species Act, National 
Historic Preservation Act); and 

• identify issues to be addressed by means of technical studies (e.g., potential impacts to air quality, 
visual resources, watersheds, etc.). 

Description of Scoping Process 

On March 13, 2008, Coronado published a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS for the Rosemont 
Copper Project in the Federal Register (73:13527–13529) (Appendix B). The NOI identified the purpose 
of and need for the action and the scoping process and summarized the Proposed Action. The NOI 
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announced a 30-day scoping period for the Proposed Action, with three open house meetings in three 
locations to occur in March 2008. Upon request from members of the public, Coronado agreed to hold a 
fourth meeting in Vail, Arizona, on April 5, 2008. In a letter dated March 27, 2008, Congresswoman 
Gabrielle Giffords from the 8th District of Arizona requested that Coronado extend the scoping period 
from 30 to 120 days and host three additional open house meetings in April and three additional public 
hearings in May and June 2008. 

Coronado published a revised NOI on 
April 29, 2008, in the Federal Register 
(73:11088–11091) (Appendix C). The 
revised NOI advised the public of a change 
in the length of time during which 
Coronado would accept comments about 
the scope of the Rosemont Copper Project 
EIS. It also provided the locations for three 
public hearings at which oral testimony 
was recorded, along with written 
comments. The revised NOI announced the 
new scoping period end date of July 14, 
2008. Comments received within this 
period, as well as comments received until 
August 1, 2008, were used to compile this 
scoping report and complete an analysis of 
the public comments. Figure 2 depicts the 
timeline for the scoping process.  

Announcements 

The EIS and scoping meetings were 
announced through the Federal Register, 
media releases, public mailings and 
postings, the Coronado website for the 
proposed project,2 and Coronado’s 
Schedule of Proposed Actions.3 

Federal Register Notices 

The Rosemont Copper Project EIS and 
public scoping process officially began on 
March 13, 2008, with the publication of 
the NOI in the Federal Register (see 
Appendix B).  

                                                     

The initial comment period was extended 
to 120 days on April 29, 2008, with the 
publication of the supplemental NOI in the 
Federal Register (see Appendix C). 

 
2 The Coronado website is available at: < http://www.fs.fed.us/r3/coronado/rosemont/>.  
3 Coronado’s Schedule of Proposed Actions is available at: <http://www.fs.fed.us/sopa/forest-level.php?110305>. 

 Figure 2. Timeline for scoping process. 
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Media and Press Releases 

Coronado prepared media releases and public service announcements to introduce the project and to 
announce scoping meetings and locations. Media releases were sent to a standard Coronado list of 
contacts that included local print, radio, and television media. The list also includes federal, state, and 
elected officials.  

Paid Advertisements 

Coronado placed paid advertisements in local newspapers announcing the location and dates of the public 
hearings. Newspapers were chosen according to the region in which the hearings were to be held. Table 1 
provides the advertising schedule. 

Table 1. Newspapers in which Paid Advertisements Were Placed to Announce Hearings 

Newspaper 
Elgin Hearing 

(5/12/2008) 
Sahuarita Hearing 

(6/07/2008) 
Tucson Hearing 

(6/28/2008) 

Green Valley News 5/4, 5/11 6/1, 6/4 6/27 

Sierra Vista Herald 5/4, 5/11 6/1, 6/4 6/27, 6/29 

Arizona Daily Star 5/11 6/1 6/29 

Arizona Daily Star (East Zone) 5/8 6/5 6/26 

Nogales International 5/9 6/3 6/27 

Weekly Bulletin – 6/4 – 

Vail Sun – 6/4 – 

Sahuarita Sun – 6/4 – 

Arizona Wildcat – – 6/25 

Tucson Weekly – – 6/26 

Public Mailings 

The Coronado mailing list was used for the initial mailing to 370 recipients (98 federal, state, and local 
government entities; 59 non-government organizations; and 223 individuals) from March 11 through 13, 
2008. The first direct mailing announced the details of the NOI. The mailing list was periodically revised, 
updated, and expanded throughout the scoping period and will be further updated throughout the entire 
NEPA process. Additional mailings were periodically sent to update the public on the addition of open 
house meetings and public hearings and the extension of the scoping period. By the time the last direct 
mailing had been sent announcing the last public meeting, the mailing list had grown to 1,275 recipients. 

Postings 

Information regarding the meetings was provided to the public via informational posting of notices at 
public locations. Posting locations included many areas that had been recommended by the public: public 
and private buildings (e.g., post offices, convenience stores in rural locations, Veterans of Foreign Wars 
meeting locations, etc.); mailbox clusters on rural roads; and near the Tubac, Vail, New Tucson, and 
Corona de Tucson communities. Postings were placed in more than 35 locations in southern Arizona.  
The postings were similar to the public mailings in that they provided information about upcoming public 
meetings, comment-period duration, deadlines for commenting, and other information that might be 
considered important to the public and stakeholders.  
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Project-Specific Website 

Coronado hosts a website4 specifically for the Rosemont Copper Project EIS that is used to provide 
information to the public regarding the NEPA process, EIS schedule, public scoping, and other 
information pertinent to the project. The Coronado’s website provides access to Rosemont Copper’s 
complete MPO and supplemental documents. Website content includes fact sheets, bulletins, 
announcements, notices, maps, and documents appropriate for public release. The website directed the 
public on how to provide comments during the scoping period. The website complies with federal 
accessibility guidelines.  

Public Scoping Meetings 

Coronado hosted six public open house meetings in March and April 2008, as shown in Table 2 and 
Figure 3. A total of 983 people signed in. It is important to note that signing in was voluntary, and not 
everybody chose to do so. An unknown number of people also attended several open houses and signed in 
each time. Sign-in sheets were not intended to document each person who attended, but rather to provide 
Coronado with a list of interested individuals who may be contacted by direct mailing when the Draft EIS 
is published, in order to solicit additional comments at that time.  

Table 2. Public Open Houses 

Meeting Location in Arizona 
Meeting Date  

(2008) 
Time of Meeting 

Number of People 
Who Signed In* 

Tucson (Pima Community College) March 18 7:00 p.m. – 9:00 p.m. 208 

Green Valley (Green Valley Community Center) March 19 7:00 p.m. – 9:00 p.m. 259 

Patagonia (Patagonia High School) March 20 7:00 p.m. – 9:00 p.m. 182 

Vail (Vail High School) April 5 3:00 p.m. – 6:00 p.m. 211 

Sahuarita (Sahuarita High School) April 22 6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. 56 

Elgin  April 23 6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. 67 

* Not all attendees chose to sign in; therefore, counts are lower than actual attendance. 

The open house format was designed to allow attendees to view informational displays, ask specialists 
about the Rosemont Copper Project and the EIS process, and submit written comments on-site. After 
careful deliberation, Coronado invited Rosemont Copper representatives to attend the meetings solely for 
the purpose of answering technical questions about the MPO. This decision was made because the MPO 
is a complex technical document, and at that time, Rosemont Copper had specialists who were in a better 
position to answer highly technical questions.  

Coronado gave brief presentations at the Vail, Sahuarita, and Elgin open houses based on requests by 
members of the public and Congresswoman Giffords. These presentations provided an overview of the 
Proposed Action and the NEPA process.  

                                                      
4 The Coronado website is available at: <http://www.fs.fed.us/r3/coronado/rosemont/>. 
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Figure 3. Location of scoping meetings. 
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Members of the public were provided with sign-in sheets, comment forms, fact sheets, and displays. 
Participants were encouraged to join the mailing list by signing in. The fact sheets and displays provided 
information about the following: 

• the NEPA process;  
• the scoping process;  
• how to comment effectively; 

• applicable laws and regulations; 
• location maps; and 
• the proposed MPO.

Coronado began providing DVDs and CDs that contained the MPO and supporting documentation at the 
open house in Elgin. This was in response to comments by the public that slower Internet service (dial-up) 
in rural parts of southern Arizona did not allow for downloading the entire MPO in a reasonable amount 
of time. These DVDs and CDs were made available at all meetings from the Elgin open house on April 
23, 2008, through the last public hearing on June 30, 2008.  

A comment form (Appendix D) was distributed at all public meetings where individuals, government 
agencies, and organizations were invited to identify and discuss issues and concerns they wished the EIS 
to cover. Comments were encouraged to be submitted at the meetings or via U.S. postal service, 
facsimile, or email through the contact information provided in handouts, postings, and the Coronado 
website. 

Following the six open-house format meetings, Coronado hosted three public hearings in Elgin, 
Sahuarita, and Tucson (see Figure 3). A total of 860 individuals signed in at these meetings (Table 3).  
As at the open houses, some members of the public declined to sign in, whereas others attended and 
signed in at all three meetings.  

The public hearing format began with Coronado delivering formal presentations on the Proposed Action 
and the NEPA process. The presentations were followed by an opportunity for individual members of the 
public to speak (each speaker was given 3 minutes to make comments on the proposed mine).  
The meetings were professionally audiorecorded, and a court reporter was present to provide transcripts 
of each meeting.  

Table 3. Public Hearings 

Meeting Location in Arizona 
Meeting Date  

(2008) 
Time of Meeting 

Number of People Who 
Signed In* 

Elgin May 12 6:00 p.m. – 9:00 p.m. 222 

Sahuarita (Sahuarita High School) June 7 9:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m. 209 

Tucson (Rincon High School) June 30 6:00 p.m. – 9:00 p.m. 429 

* Not all attendees chose to sign in; therefore, counts are lower than actual attendance. 

Phone Hotline 

Coronado announced the availability of a phone hotline on June 27, 2008, for use by the public to provide 
comments. The toll-free number was announced on the Coronado website and through press releases.  
The creation of the phone line was in direct response to several factors: 

• unofficial comments were made by some members of the public that high gas prices at the time 
(more than $4.00/gallon) may have precluded the attendance of members of the public; 

• some members of the public felt uncomfortable speaking in a public format; and 
• schedule conflicts precluded the attendance of some members of the public at the hearings.  
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A total of 302 members of the public left recorded comments. All comments were transcribed by a court 
reporter. 

Agency Coordination 

Early and frequent coordination with affected agencies is emphasized in the CEQ regulations and Forest 
Service policy. Coronado is also required by law and regulation to consult with specific agencies and 
entities because of jurisdictional responsibilities. 

Although no specific agency scoping meetings were held, Coronado contacted key federal, state, county, 
and local agencies, as well as Native American tribes, to initiate coordination throughout the EIS process. 
The NOI solicited potential cooperating agencies, and after considering scoping input, further outreach 
was initiated through a notice in the Federal Register and direct mailings. Table 4 lists the agencies 
Coronado has contacted.  

Table 4. Agencies Contacted to Initiate Coordination 

Federal U.S. Air Force, Davis-Monthan Air Force Base 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
U.S. Department of Energy 
U.S. Department of Energy, Western Area Power Administration 
U.S. Department of Labor, Mine Safety and Health Administration 
U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs 
U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management 
U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation 
U.S. Department of the Interior, Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement 
U.S. Department of the Interior, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
U.S. Department of the Interior, U.S. Geological Survey 
U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration  
U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Railroad Administration 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

State Arizona Department of Administration, Risk Management 
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 
Arizona Department of Mines and Mineral Resources 
Arizona Department of Public Safety 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
Arizona Department of Water Resources 
Arizona Game and Fish Department 
Arizona Geological Survey 
Arizona State Historic Preservation Office 
Arizona State Land Department 
Arizona State Parks 
Arizona State Mine Inspector 
Arizona Water Banking Authority 

County Cochise County 
Pima County 
Santa Cruz County  

Local City of Tucson 
Town of Sahuarita 
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Tribal Consultation 

Coronado mailed the scoping letter to 12 tribes with cultural affiliations in the region. All these tribes had 
been previously contacted in September 2007, in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act. Tribal consultation is conducted on a government-to-government basis and is required 
in addition to scoping. As part of this process, tribes with affiliation to southern Arizona have been 
providing input on the proposed project. Tribal consultation will be ongoing throughout the EIS process.  

TYPES OF RESPONSE SUBMITTALS 

Coronado received 11,082 comment submittals. Contained within the 11,082 submittals were more than 
16,000 comments. It should be noted a large number of individuals and organizations repeatedly 
resubmitted the same comments. No effort was made to remove redundant comments in order to ensure 
that any slight changes would be considered. Comments were submitted in a variety of formats.  

Table 5 shows the submittal types by number and percentage.  

Table 5. Submittal Types 

Submittal Type No. of Submittals % of Submittals 

Form letter (including post cards, 
petitions, and duplicate 
submittals) 

8,741 78.9% 

Email 963 8.7% 

Coronado comment form 577 5.2% 

Phone hotline 302 2.8% 

Unique letter 292 2.6% 

Public hearing transcript 169 1.5% 

Facsimile 38 0.3% 

Total 11,082 100% 

Comment Compilation 

The majority of the comment submittals were form letters; 25 different form letters were submitted by 
8,741 individuals (79% of submittals). For the purposes of analysis under NEPA, form letters were any 
letters that included the same information presented in the same format. All individuals submitting any 
version of a form letter were entered into the mailing database and the letter was read to ensure that there 
were no substantive changes or additions. Occasionally, commenters would include additional comments 
on the form letters. Petitions were treated as form letters because the reverse side of the signature sheet 
provided a list of concerns for consideration by Coronado.  

Some individuals signed the same petition several times. No attempt was made to verify signatures or 
remove duplicates from form letters or petitions because it had no bearing on the content of the letter.  
As stated earlier, the intent of scoping is to identify issues and the scope of analysis, and it is not intended 
to be a voting process. Table 6 lists the sources of all the form letters received.  
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The names of the agencies and other organizations that submitted comments are listed below. In some 
cases, more than one letter was sent to Coronado by an individual, agency, or organization. Twenty-six  
government agencies submitted comments, including seven from federal agencies, nine from state 
agencies, and 10 from local agencies. In addition, 47 organizations and 40 businesses submitted 
comments during scoping. Table 7 lists all government agencies, organizations, and businesses that 
submitted comments. 

Table 6. Form Letters Received during the Scoping Period 

Form Letter Number and Organization Responsible Total No. Received 
% of All Form 

Letters 

1.  No stated affiliation (duplicate submittal) 97 1.11% 

2.  Hilton Road Homeowners (duplicate submittal) 32 0.37% 

3.  No stated affiliation  (duplicate submittal) 16 0.18% 

4.  Rosemont Copper Community Outreach (postcard) 1,463 16.74% 

5.  Maricopa Audubon Society (duplicate submittal) 3 0.03% 

6.  No stated affiliation (duplicate submittal) 3 0.03% 

7.  No stated affiliation (duplicate submittal) 13 0.15% 

8.  No stated affiliation (duplicate submittal) 2 0.02% 

9.  No stated affiliation (duplicate submittal) 2 0.02% 

10.  No stated affiliation (duplicate submittal) 4 0.05% 

11.  No stated affiliation (duplicate submittal) 6 0.07% 

12.  Local well owners (duplicate submittal) 9 0.10% 

13.  No stated affiliation (duplicate submittal) 22 0.25% 

14.  No stated affiliation (duplicate submittal) 9 0.10% 

15.  Epona Center visitors (duplicate submittal) 5 0.06% 

16.  Save the Scenic Santa Ritas (Petition) 6,508 74.45% 

17.  No stated affiliation (Petition) 313 3.58% 

18.  Local ranch owners (duplicate submittal) 5 0.06% 

19.  Local well owners (duplicate submittal) 13 0.15% 

20.  Local well owners (duplicate submittal) 4 0.05% 

21.  No stated affiliation (duplicate submittal) 6 0.07% 

22.  No stated affiliation (duplicate submittal) 3 0.03% 

23.  No stated affiliation (duplicate submittal) 101 1.16% 

24.  Save the Scenic Santa Ritas (Petition) 15 0.17% 

25.  Epona Center visitors (duplicate submittal) 87 1.00% 

Total 8,741 100% 
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Table 7. Government Agencies, Organizations, and Businesses that Submitted Scoping Comments 

Government Agencies 

Tribal Tohono O’odham Nation 

Federal U.S. Air Force, Civil Engineering Squadron at Davis-Monthan Air Force Base 
U.S. Congress, Congresswoman Gabrielle Giffords  
U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation 
U.S. Department of Interior, National Park Service 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency–Region IX 

State Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, Water Quality Division 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
Arizona Department of Water Resources 
Arizona Game and Fish Department, Region 5 
Arizona Geological Survey 
Arizona State Land Department  
Arizona State House of Representatives 
Arizona State Senate Republican Caucus 

Local City of Tucson Mayor and Council 
Corona de Tucson Fire Department 
Pima County Administrator’s Office 
Pima County Board of Supervisors 
Pima County Supervisor District 4 
Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors 
Town of Marana Mayor and Council 
Town of Oro Valley Mayor and Council 
Town of Patagonia Mayor and Council 
Town of Sahuarita Office of the Mayor and Council 

Organizations 

National Center for Environmental Connections 
Defenders of Wildlife  
Earthworks 
International Dark Sky Association  
Jaguar Habitat Campaign  
National Audubon Society, Appleton-Whittell Research Ranch 
Northwest Mining Association 
Republicans for Environmental Protection 
Sierra Club, Grand Canyon Chapter  
Sierra Club, Rincon Group 
Smithsonian Institution, Whipple Observatory  

State Arizona Native Plant Society 
Arizona Mining Association 
Arizona Walks 
Center for Biological Diversity 
Coalition for Sonoran Desert Protection  
Don’t Waste Arizona, Inc.  
Friends of the Jaguar 
Groundwater Awareness League, Inc.  
Nanotechnology Cluster of Arizona  
Northern Arizona Jaguar Project  
Sky Island Alliance 
Southern Arizona Hang Glider Association 
Southern Arizona Hiking Club 
Wrong Mountain Wildlife Preserve 
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Table 7. Government Agencies, Organizations, and Businesses that Submitted Scoping Comments 
(Continued) 

Organizations, continued 

Local Casa Paloma I Homeowners 
Cienega Watershed Partnership 
Empire Ranch Foundation 
Environmental Committee of Villas E. Condominium Association 
Green Valley Community Coordinating Council, Inc. 
Hilton Road Community Organization 
H.O.P.E. Horse Rescue 
Maricopa Audubon Society 
Pantano Christian Church Motorcycle Life Group 
Santa Rita Abbey 
Santa Rita Foothills Community Association 
Save the Scenic Santa Ritas 
Singing Valley North Owners Association 
Sonoran Desert Mountain Bicyclists 
Sustainable Tucson 
Tanque Verde Valley Association 
Tucson Arts Brigade/Mural Arts Program 
Tucson Orienteering Club 
Tucson Audubon Society 
Vail/Cienega Corridor Volunteer 
Vail Preservation Society 

Businesses 

 A Land in Balance, LLC 
Adventures in Awareness, LLC 
A.I.C.P. 
Augusta Resources 
Better Bytes 
The Black Dove Bed & Breakfast 
Canelo Hills Vineyard & Winery 
Charron Vineyards 
Circle Z Ranch 
Creative Spirit Artists 
Dos Cabezas Wineworks 
Emmett McLoughlin Realty, Inc. 
Eponquest, LLC 
Errol L. Montgomery & Associates, Inc. 
Farmers Investment Co. 
General Plasma, Inc. 
Global Arts Gallery 
Jarnac Observatory 
La Hacienda de Sonoita 
Lennar Homes 
Long Realty Sonoita/Patagonia 
MAG-TEK Minerals 
Marsha Burden & Associates, Inc. 
Mesquite Grove Gallery & Cross Creek Cottages 
Optical Data Association  
Quick Custom Metals 
Rain Valley Bed & Breakfast 
Rancho del Conejo Community Water Co-op  
Red Mountain Foods 
Resource MFG 
San Cavetano Veterinary Hospital 
Santa Rita Lodge 
Snell & Wilmer Law Offices 
Southwest Energy LLC 
Speed Machine 
Stardancer Yachts 
The Stevens-Lloyd Group, Inc. 
Strongpoint 
Tree of Life Rejuvenation Center 
Xanadu Ranch GetAway 
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Geographic Origin of Submittals 

It was not possible to determine where approximately 30% of the comments originated. Comments are 
not weighted by the region from which they originated because that information is not needed in order to 
develop issues or define the scope of analysis. Several of the methods used to solicit comments made no 
request for the address of the commenter. Methods of submission that commonly lacked complete 
addresses were the phone line, oral comments (hearings), and email. International  

The remaining 70% of submittals were briefly analyzed to determine roughly where the majority of 
comments originated. Submittals were received from 47 states, plus the District of Columbia, and from  
11 foreign countries (Table 8).  

From Arizona, comment submittals that provided addresses were received from every county except La 
Paz County (Table 9). Approximately 98% of these submittals were from Pima (81.2%), Cochise (9.2%), 
and Santa Cruz (7.2%) counties.  

Table 8. Origin of Submissions: Arizona, United States, and International 

Geographic Origin Number of Submittals Percentage 

Arizona 7547 68.10% 

Unknown 3287 29.66% 

U.S. (excluding AZ) 228 2.06% 

International 20 0.18% 

Total 11,082 100% 

Table 9. Percentage of Submissions by Arizona County 

Geographic Origin Number of Submittals Percentage 

Pima 6128 81.20% 

Cochise 693 9.18% 

Santa Cruz 545 7.22% 

Maricopa 78 1.03% 

Unknown 55 0.73% 

Pinal 20 0.27% 

Coconino 8 0.11% 

Gila 4 0.05% 

Graham 3 0.04% 

Greenlee 3 0.04% 

Mohave 3 0.04% 

Navajo 2 0.03% 

Yavapai 2 0.03% 

Yuma 2 0.03% 

Apache 1 0.01% 

La Paz 0 0% 

Total 7,547 100% 
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Response Submittals Collected at Meetings 

Coronado welcomed the submittal of comments at all nine public meetings. The majority of public 
comments submitted at the meetings were form letters at the first open house (Tucson) and at the last 
hearing (also Tucson). Table 10 lists the comments received and the attendance at each public meeting.  

Table 10. Comments Received at the Scoping Meetings 

Event Comment Submittals Received No. of People Signed In 

Open House, Tucson 1,540 
(77 unique letters, 1,463 form letters) 

208 

Open House, Green Valley 104 259 

Open House, Patagonia 54 182 

Open House, Vail 114 211 

Open House, Sahuarita  20 56 

Open House, Elgin 14 67 

Hearing, Elgin 65 
(41 oral, 24 written) 

222 

Hearing, Sahuarita 63 
(49 oral, 14 written) 

209 

Hearing, Tucson 4,508 
(79 oral, 127 unique letters, 4,302 form letters) 

429 

SUMMARY OF FUTURE STEPS IN THE EIS PROCESS 

Following the content analysis (described in the upcoming two scoping reports), Coronado will develop a 
range of preliminary alternatives that will be evaluated to determine which alternatives should be studied 
in detail in the EIS. Once the alternatives have been developed, the studies and level of detail to be 
addressed for each of the issues will be determined. Data and information will be compiled from existing 
sources, and, in some cases, new data will be collected. Then, the impacts that could result from 
implementing any of the alternatives will be analyzed, and measures to mitigate anticipated impacts will 
be identified. The findings will be documented in a Draft EIS. The Draft EIS will be made available for 
public review and is currently scheduled for publication in November 2009. The availability of the Draft 
EIS will be announced in the Federal Register, as well as in local and regional media. Public comments 
will be accepted for a minimum of 90 days, during which public meetings, including hearings, will be 
held to receive comments on the adequacy of the Draft EIS. Coronado will review all the comments and 
consider them when preparing the Final EIS. The document may or may not be modified on the basis of 
public comments. 

It is expected that the Final EIS will be made available for the public to review in July 2010. Coronado 
will decide at that time whether to publish a Record of Decision with the Final EIS or at a later time.  
The availability of the Final EIS and the Record of Decision will be announced in the Federal Register 
and in local and regional media.  
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INTRODUCTION 

The following is a summary of the Coronado National Forest’s (Coronado’s) scoping efforts to solicit 
comments on the Proposed Action for the Rosemont Copper Project and to characterize the corresponding 
public participation. Scoping is the process by which federal agencies invite the public, organizations, and 
other agencies to provide input on the scope of a proposed project. More specifically, it is the process that 
federal agencies use to identify issues and potential effects related to a Proposed Action. The Council on 
Environmental Quality’s (CEQ’s) scoping definition states, 

There shall be an early and open process for determining the scope of issues to be addressed and 
for identifying the significant issues related to a proposed action. This process shall be termed 
scoping. (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 1501.7) 

Coronado will prepare an environmental impact statement (EIS) that will track significant issues within 
the scope of analysis in order to guide 1) the development of alternatives to the Proposed Action; and  
2) the analysis of potential effects of the Proposed Action and alternatives. Scoping may also be used to 
identify potential mitigation for impacts. It is important to note that the scoping process is not a voting 
process and comments are not weighted in any manner. The intent of scoping is to identify important 
issues raised by the public, organizations, and other agencies to determine the scope of analysis. 
Therefore, no matter how many times an issue is raised by the same or different entities, it is still 
considered to be one issue. 

This is the second of three reports that describe the scoping and content analysis process. Federal agencies 
typically prepare one report to document this process. However, Coronado has decided to prepare three 
interrelated reports to more fully explain the scoping and content analysis process for the Rosemont 
Copper Project. This decision was based on the complexity of the Proposed Action and the 
correspondingly complex public comments. The first report, Scoping Summary Report #1, Extent of 
Public Participation, described Coronado’s efforts to solicit comments on the Proposed Action and to 
summarize the corresponding public participation.  

This second scoping report explains the content analysis process and provides an overview of the 
prominent themes identified in the public comments. This report will do the following: 

• describe the methodology used to process response submittals; 
• categorize the issues raised during scoping into thematic groupings; and 
• list comments grouped by category and subcategory. 

The final report, Scoping Summary Report #3, Comment Disposition, will do the following: 
• address how comprehensive themes are proposed to be treated in the EIS; 
• group themes into one of the following categories: Issues that Guide Alternative Development, 

Issues that Focus on Description of Effects, Issues that Address Process, and Issues Out of Scope 
for this Analysis; and 

• provide a table that tracks the disposition of comment themes. 

These reports should be approached with caution. Received comments do not necessarily represent the 
sentiments of the public as a whole, nor are they always technically accurate. As previously noted, in 
considering these views it is important for the public and decision makers to understand that this process 
makes no attempt to treat input as if it were a vote. Furthermore, the same comment stated multiple times 
by the same individual, or groups of individuals, is not weighted in the final analysis. No matter how 
many times the same comment is made during scoping, it is treated as one comment. For example, form 
letters submitted dozens of times constitute the same input as one letter with the same content. Again, the 
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purpose of scoping is to determine the scope of issues to be addressed and to identify the significant 
issues related to a Proposed Action. 

PROJECT OVERVIEW 

The Rosemont Copper Project is a proposed open-pit copper mine, to be located on Coronado National 
Forest, Nogales Ranger District, in the northern Santa Rita Mountains in Pima County, Arizona. Augusta 
Resource Corporation, the parent company of Rosemont Copper Company (Rosemont Copper), acquired 
the Rosemont Mine property in 2005. Although ore was historically mined in the area, there has been no 
production of copper, zinc, lead, silver, or gold since 1951. A significant increase in the value of copper 
over the past several years has made the mining of claims economically viable. There are 132 patented 
lode claims, 850 unpatented lode claims, and 14 parcels of fee land in the project area.1  

In July 2007, Rosemont Copper submitted a Mine Plan of Operations (MPO), including a reclamation 
plan, to Coronado, requesting approval to construct and operate a mine and related ore-processing 
facilities on and adjacent to National Forest System land. Ore deposits that would be mined as part of the 
project are, for the most part, on Rosemont Copper private property. The proposed mine is expected to 
annually produce 234 million pounds of copper, 4.5 million pounds of molybdenum, and 2.7 million 
ounces of silver over the anticipated 20-year life of the mine. The MPO was accepted in February 2008 
after Rosemont Copper submitted supplemental information at the request of Coronado. Decisions 
regarding approval and the content of the final MPO will not be made until a thorough environmental 
review has been completed. In accordance with 40 CFR 1501.4, Coronado has reviewed the proposal and 
determined that preparation of an EIS is necessary. 

An EIS is being prepared to analyze and disclose to the public the environmental, social, and economic 
impacts of the proposed Rosemont Copper Project. The EIS will be prepared in compliance with the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as amended; CEQ regulations for implementing 
NEPA; and other associated regulations. The U.S. Forest Service (Forest Service) decision will be based 
on the results of this NEPA process (i.e., the findings of the impacts analyses reported in an EIS) and 
further, on the National Forest Management Act determination of the consistency of the proposed use 
with the parameters specified in Coronado’s Land and Resource Management Plan. 

Location 

The proposed Rosemont Copper Project is located approximately 30 miles southeast of Tucson, Arizona, 
in Pima County (Figure 1). The project is located just west of State Route 83, on the northern edge of the 
Santa Rita Mountains in the Helvetia-Rosemont Mining Districts. The area covered by Rosemont 
Copper’s patented claims, unpatented claims, and fee lands totals approximately 14,880 acres, which 
include the Rosemont, Peach-Elgin, Broad Top Butte, and Copper World deposits. Rosemont Copper’s 
proposal is to mine the Rosemont deposit, which would disturb approximately 4,415 acres (including 
utility corridors) that encompass 3,670 acres administered by Coronado, 995 acres of private land,  
75 acres of Arizona State Land Department State Trust land, and 15 acres administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management. 
                                                      
1 Lode claims include a deposit of valuable ore occurring within definite boundaries that separate it from surrounding rock. 
A patented mining claim is one for which the federal government has passed its title to the mining claimant, making it private 
land. A person may mine and remove minerals from a mining claim without a mineral patent. It also gives the owner title to the 
surface and other resources. 
An unpatented mining claim gives the claimant the right to explore for, extract, and process locatable minerals in an area known 
as a mining claim.  
For the purposes of this document, fee land is private land, including all surface and subsurface mineral rights, that is owned by 
Rosemont Copper Company.  
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Figure 1. Project location map. 
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FRAMEWORK FOR SCOPING 

All federal agencies are required to comply with the scoping regulations promulgated by CEQ under 
NEPA (40 CFR 1501.7). The regulations relating to scoping are general and provide federal agencies with 
the latitude to conduct scoping appropriate for each agencies’ mission and specific to each Proposed 
Action. The CEQ regulations direct federal agencies preparing an EIS to engage in a public scoping 
process (40 CFR 1501.7). Subsequent to enacting 40 CFR 1500, CEQ published Guidance Regarding 
NEPA Regulations in 1983 (Federal Register 48[146]:34283), which clarified the purpose of scoping:  

The purpose of this process is to determine the scope of the EIS so that preparation of the 
document can be effectively managed. Scoping is intended to ensure that problems are identified 
early and properly studied, that issues of little significance do not consume time and effort, that 
the draft EIS is thorough and balanced, and that delays occasioned by an inadequate draft EIS are 
avoided. The scoping process should identify the public and agency concerns; clearly define the 
environmental issues and alternatives to be examined in the EIS including the elimination of 
nonsignificant issues; identify related issues which originate from separate legislation, regulation, 
or Executive Order (e.g. historic preservation or endangered species concerns); and identify state 
and local agency requirements which must be addressed.  

Furthermore, the CEQ regulations for implementing NEPA state that “there shall be an early and open 
process for determining the scope of issues to be addressed” which “shall be termed scoping,” but they 
have few specific requirements. These requirements (40 CFR 1501.7[a]) include the following: 

1. Invite the participation of affected federal, state, and local agencies, any affected Indian tribe, the 
proponent of the action, and other interested persons (including those who might not be in accord 
with the action on environmental grounds), unless there is a limited exception under §1507.3(c). 
An agency may give notice in accordance with §1506.6.  

2. Determine the scope (§1508.25) and the significant issues to be analyzed in depth in the EIS.  
3. Identify and eliminate from detailed study the issues that are not significant or that have been 

covered by prior environmental review (§1506.3), narrowing the discussion of these issues in the 
statement to a brief presentation of why they will not have a significant effect on the human 
environment or providing a reference to their coverage elsewhere.  

4. Allocate assignments for preparation of the EIS between the lead and cooperating agencies, with 
the lead agency retaining responsibility for the EIS.  

5. Indicate any public environmental assessments and other EISs that are being or will be prepared 
and that are related to but are not part of the scope of the EIS under consideration.  

6. Identify other environmental review and consultation requirements so that the lead and 
cooperating agencies may prepare other required analyses and studies concurrently with, and 
integrated with, the EIS, as provided in §1502.25. 

7. Indicate the relationship between the timing of the preparation of environmental analyses and the 
agency’s tentative planning and decisionmaking schedule. 

Aside from these general requirements, the Forest Service has provided further regulations and policies, 
as allowed by NEPA, to supplement the CEQ regulations. Specifically, 36 CFR 220 clarifies, “Because 
the nature and complexity of a proposed action determine the scope and intensity of analysis, no single 
scoping technique is required or prescribed” (CFR 220.4[e][2]). Forest Service Manual 1900, Chapter 
1950—Environmental Policy and Procedures, contains the agency’s policies on scoping. These policies 
require the Forest Service to do the following:  

• give early notice of upcoming proposals to interested and affected persons (Forest Service 
Manual 1950.3[2][a]); 
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• give timely notice to interested and affected persons, federal agencies, state and local 
governments, and organizations of the availability of environmental and accompanying decision 
documents (Forest Service Manual 1950.3[2][b]); and 

• have a responsible official to “ensure that an appropriate level of scoping occurs” (Forest Service 
Manual 1950.41[2]). 

As noted in Scoping Summary Report #1, Extent of Public Participation, to ensure that an appropriate 
level of scoping occurred, Coronado consulted with its Southwestern Regional Office; the Regional 
Forester found that sufficient scoping activities were conducted and that it was appropriate for the initial 
scoping to conclude in July 2008.  

THE SCOPING PROCESS 

On March 13, 2008, Coronado published a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS for the Rosemont 
Copper Project in the Federal Register (73:13527–13529). The NOI identified the purpose and need for 
the action and the scoping process and summarized the Proposed Action. Coronado later extended the 
scoping period from 30 to 120 days. During that period, Coronado held six open houses and three public 
hearings. Comments received within this period, as well as comments received until August 1, 2008, were 
used for content analysis. Coronado’s efforts to solicit comments, and the corresponding public 
participation, were described in Rosemont Copper Project, Scoping Summary Report #1, Extent of Public 
Participation. 

METHODOLOGY FOR CONTENT ANALYSIS OF PUBLIC COMMENTS 

This section provides a description of the methodology used to document and analyze the 11,082 
submittals received during scoping on the Proposed Action for the Rosemont Copper Project EIS. 
Contained within the 11,082 submittals were more than 16,000 unique comments. Each submittal 
contained between zero and more than 200 unique comments. For instance, some submittals only 
requested placement on a mailing list and did not have a comment on the Proposed Action. Some 
submittals contained multiple comments on multiple resource concerns (e.g., air quality, recreation, night 
skies, water, etc.). Coronado used a process called content analysis, which is a systematic method of 
compiling and categorizing the full range of public viewpoints and concerns regarding a plan or project. 
Content analysis is intended to facilitate good decisionmaking by helping analysts to clarify, adjust, or 
incorporate technical information into a planning document. 

Through the content analysis process, analysts strive to identify all relevant issues, not just those 
represented by the majority of respondents. The breadth, depth, and rationale of each comment are 
especially important. Analysts organize the statements to facilitate systematic review and consideration 
by decision makers. All submittals (i.e., public hearing transcripts, letters, emails, facsimiles, and other 
types of input) are included in this analysis. 

In the content analysis process used for the Rosemont Copper Project, each comment submittal is given a 
unique identifying number that allows analysts to link specific comments to original letters. Commenters’ 
names and addresses are then entered into a project-specific database program, which allows for the 
creation of a complete mailing list of all respondents. The database is also used to track pertinent 
demographic information, such as responses from special-interest groups and from tribal, federal, state, 
county, and local governments. 
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This process and the resulting summary are not intended to replace comments in their original form. 
Rather, they provide a map of the content of the comment submittals. Original comments are posted on 
the Internet on a dedicated web page.2  

As stated earlier, it is important to understand that this process makes no attempt to treat comments as 
votes. In no way does content analysis attempt to sway decision makers toward the will of any majority. 
Rather, content analysis ensures that every comment is considered in the decision process and that 
pertinent issues receive an appropriate level of scrutiny throughout the EIS process.  

Content Analysis Process 

The first step in content analysis is to assign a unique identifying number to each submittal (from 1 
through 11,082). As noted above, a submittal is any document that has from zero to multiple unique 
comments specific to any number of concerns regarding an issue or resource. This unique identifying 
number was written in the upper right-hand corner of the first page of each document. In the case of 
petitions, a unique identifying number was assigned to each individual signatory. In the case of oral 
comment transcripts, a unique identifying number was assigned to each individual speaker. Duplicate 
submittals that were submitted on different days or via different media received unique numbers. This 
was done to ensure that all comments would be read in case there was even a slight change in the 
submittal.  

Analysts then identified pertinent individual comments numerically in order of appearance in the 
submittal. Individual comments were assigned to one of 31 resource categories (Table 1). Subcategories 
were developed during the analysis on the basis of the subject matter contained in the comment. This 
allowed analysts flexibility in further defining potential issues. At a minimum, all categories contained 
subcategories of “general comment” and “cumulative effect.” Nine of the 31 resource categories had 
more than these two subcategories (Table 2). Appendix A provides the database output of all comments 
by resource category. 

Table 1. Resource Category Codes 

Code Resource Category  Code Resource Category 

ALT Alternatives  PHS  Public Health and Safety 
AQ Air Quality  PRP Process and Procedure 
CC Climate Change  RCL Reclamation 
CUL Cultural Resources  REC Recreation 
FIR Fire Management  RIP Riparian 
FOI FOIA Request  SOC Socioeconomics 
GRA Livestock Grazing  SOL Soils and Geology 
HZ Hazardous Waste  SSS Special Status Species 
JUS Environmental Justice  TEC Technical Feasibility 
LGT Light Pollution  TRA Transportation and Access 
LU Land Use  VEG Vegetation 
MLO Locatable Minerals  VRM Visual Resource Management 
NO Noise  WL Wildlife and Habitat 
OTH Other  WLD Wilderness 
OUT Out of Scope  WR Water Resources 
PAL Paleontology    

                                                      
2 The Coronado comment web page is available at: < http://www.fs.fed.us/r3/coronado/rosemont/comments.shtml>. 
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Table 2. Subcategories by Resource 

Category Subcategory Code  Category Subcategory 

All 01 General comment 
99 Cumulative effect 

 Socioeconomics 02 Economy 
03 Tourism 
04 Land value 
05 Quality of life 
06 Jobs 

Air Quality 02 Emission  Technical Feasibility 02 Financial feasibility 

Other 02 In opposition 
03 In support 
04 Request copy of Draft EIS 

 Transportation and 
Access 

02 Increase in traffic volume 
03 Scenic highway 
04 Road deterioration 

Process and 
Procedure 

02 Scoping meetings 
03 NEPA process 
04 Cooperating agencies 
05 Working groups 
06 Regulations 
07 Monitoring and compliance 
08 Trustworthiness 
09 Third-party selection 
10 Forest Service plan revision 

 Water Resources 02 Aquifer quality 
03 Aquifer quantity 
04 Surface water 
05 Central Arizona Project recharge 
06 Contamination/pollution 
07 Stormwater runoff 

Reclamation 02 Bonding    

Analysts read each submittal completely. Comments contained within each letter were identified and 
bracketed using a pencil. The analyst then assigned the following: 

1. ascending numbers for each comment;  
2. a resource category code; and  
3. a subcategory code.  

For example, if the first comment raised in a 
letter expressed concerns about the potential 
for the Rosemont Copper Project to result in 
an impact to tourism, the code would be “1-
SOC-03” (Comment Number–Resource 
Category–Subcategory), as shown in Figure 2. 
If the next comment expressed a general 
concern about wildlife, the code would be 
“02-WL-01.”  

Codes were written in the margin next to each 
comment. Figure 3 is a scan of a comment 
letter that has been coded. Occasionally, a 
single comment contained multiple themes. 
For example, a commenter might express 
concern about how surface water quality could impact wildlife. This comment would be coded twice—
once as a water quality comment, the second time as a wildlife comment. 

Figure 2. Example of comment coding. 

Form Letters 

Form letters contained identical information in each submittal, represented by postcards, petitions, and 
duplicate submittals. Twenty-five different form letters were identified. The content of each form letter 
was coded once because it contained identical information. However, the contact information for each 
submittal was retained. In some cases, commenters added comments to the form letter. These additional 
comments were coded according to the methodology described above. 
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Figure 3. Example of a coded comment submittal.  
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Attachments 

Several comment submittals contained attachments to support a commenter’s interest or position. Often, 
these attachments were technical papers from a wide variety of sources. In general, attachments were not 
coded unless they had been prepared in direct response to the Proposed Action. These attachments were 
noted in the database and were made available to Coronado technical staff. 

Data Entry Process 

Every coded comment was entered into an MS Access database that had been customized for the 
Rosemont Copper Project. The following data were entered: 

1. Submittal type (e.g., letter, email, hearing, etc.) (Figure 4); 

2. Contact information (see Figure 4); 

3. Comment as written by the respondent (Figure 5); and 

4. Each comment number and corresponding codes (see Figure 5).  

 
Figure 4. Database entry fields. 
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Figure 5. Database comment fields. 

COMMENT THEMES 

Individual comments were assigned to one of 31 categories (see Table 1) on the basis of the overall theme 
of the comment. Below is a summary of these themes. 

Air Quality 

Comments coded AQ-01 address concerns about dust or other emissions from the mine degrading air 
quality in the area, impacts to visibility in the area of the mine, and potential airborne transportation of 
toxic/infectious materials.  

Comments coded AQ-02 address concerns about the emissions associated with the additional traffic as a 
result of the mine.  

Alternatives 

Comments that address any alternative to the Proposed Action were coded ALT. For example, if a 
commenter made a comment about a different location for the power lines serving the mine or an 
alternative location for the tailings or waste rock, the comment would be coded ALT-01.  
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Climate Change 

Comments coded CC-01 address concerns about greenhouse gas emissions from mine traffic, operation of 
facilities at the mine, and the potential for mine operations to contribute to global warming. 

Cultural Resources 

Comments that address the disturbance or removal of significant prehistoric or Historic period sites, the 
loss of cultural practice opportunities for Native Americans, or the change in regional landscape were 
coded CUL-01. This included comments that address the Rosemont Camp and/or the VR Ranch. 

Environmental Justice 

Comments coded EJ-01 address the theme of disproportionate impacts to low-income and minority 
populations in the area. 

Fire Management 

Comments that address impacts to the historic fire regime, increased wildfire danger, decreased water 
levels and its impact for fighting fires in the area, and the costs to guard against fire in the area were 
coded FIR-01. 

Freedom of Information Act Request 

Comments that request that the Forest Service release documents, such as studies conducted in the area, 
and the credentials of those working on the project were coded FOI-01. 

Hazardous Waste 

Comments coded HZ-01 address how and where hazardous waste resulting from mine operations would 
be disposed of, impacts of dumping toxins into the ground, potential health and safety issues resulting 
from direct or indirect contact with hazardous waste, and potential long-term impacts that contamination 
may have to the area. 

Land Use 

Comments that address the need to keep the area as public open space, the reasons why the Forest Service 
is considering this project, and the need for the Forest Service to protect the land for public use were 
coded LU-01. 

Comments coded LU-99 address the cumulative impacts of existing mines, mine proposals, and increased 
development in the area. 

Light Pollution 

Comments that address reduced star visibility for amateur and professional astronomers, reduced 
functional habitat for light-sensitive wildlife species, and reduced quality of life as a result of the 
diminished dark skies valued by residents in the area were coded LGT-01. 
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Livestock Grazing 

Comments coded GRA-01 address loss of rangeland for livestock grazing, potential increased livestock 
mortality from vehicle/livestock collisions, potential contamination of livestock that drink from 
contaminated water or eat contaminated vegetation surrounding the project area, and potential 
fragmentation of rangeland in the area. 

Locatable Minerals 

Comments that address the need for the copper, the validity of the mineral claims, future expansion of the 
Rosemont mine, and future use of the Peach-Elgin, Broadtop Butte, and Copper World mine properties 
were coded MLO-01. 

Noise 

Comments that address blasting, vehicle traffic, heavy equipment use, operation of ore processing 
equipment associated with the construction, and overall noise levels associated with operation of the mine 
were coded NO-01. 

Other 

Comments coded OTH-01 address any other theme that could be relevant to the study but that is not 
represented by the other 30 categories.  

Comments coded OTH-02 address opposition to the mine. For example, if a commenter wrote, “I do not 
want this mine here,” the comment would be coded OTH-02. 

Comments coded OTH-03 express support for the mine. 

Comments coded OTH-04 were requests to receive a copy of the Draft EIS when it is published. 

Out of Scope 

Comments coded OUT-01 include both comments that do not address themes considered relevant to the 
EIS and those that request actions that are beyond the legal or regulatory authority of the Forest Service. 

Paleontology 

Comments that address the potential impact to paleontological resources in the area are coded PAL-01. 
This includes comments concerned with Ice Age animals and other fossils found in the area. 

Process and Procedure 

Comments coded PRP-01 address the reasons the Forest Service is considering the proposed project or 
contained questions about the process of approving the MPO or whether approval of the mine is a 
foregone conclusion. 
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Comments coded PRP-02 address concerns about the scoping meetings that were held in the area. This 
includes comments about uninformative scoping meetings, comments that additional meetings that should 
have been held at other locations, and suggestions about better ways to conduct scoping meetings. 

Comments coded PRP-03 address the NEPA process and question whether the NEPA process is being 
followed correctly.  

Comments coded PRP-04 address cooperating agencies. This includes requests that certain agencies be 
asked to be included as cooperating agencies and requests from agencies to be included as cooperating 
agencies. 

Comments coded PRP-05 address the need for working groups and why they would be beneficial for the 
process. 

Comments coded PRP-06 address which regulations the MPO must meet, which regulations would 
govern the operation of the mine, and concerns that the 1872 mining law is outdated and needs to be 
revised.  

Comments coded PRP-07 concern who will monitor the mine site during operation to ensure Rosemont 
Copper is complying with required mitigation measures, who will monitor the site after operations have 
ceased to ensure reclamation is taking place, and the need for mitigation measures. 

Comments coded PRP-08 concern whether Rosemont Copper and the Forest Service are trustworthy. This 
includes comments that question whether Rosemont Copper can be trusted to follow through with stated 
commitments. This also includes comments that address whether the Forest Service can be trusted to 
make an informed decision. 

Comments coded PRP-09 concern selection of the third-party consultant. This includes comments that 
question the credentials of SWCA Environmental Consultants (SWCA), comments that take issue with 
some of the documents SWCA has produced in the past, and comments questioning the trustworthiness of 
SWCA. 

Comments coded PRP-10 address the forest plan revision. These comments request that the Forest 
Service not revise the forest plan to accommodate Rosemont Copper. 

Public Health and Safety 

Comments coded PHS-01 address concerns for the safety of surrounding residents, mine workers, and 
visitors to the general area of the mine. This includes concerns about airborne disease, traffic safety, and 
potential long-term health impacts associated with mine operations. 

Reclamation 

Comments addressing reclamation of the mine site once operations have ceased were coded RCL-01. 
These include comments that address the loss of accessible public land, difficulty of successfully 
reclaiming the site, and potential long-term safety hazards in the area. 

Comments coded RCL-02 address the cost and bonding of reclamation. These include comments 
expressing concern that RCC would not have enough money to successfully reclaim the site, and those 
questioning how the Forest Service would ensure Rosemont Copper has money set aside for site 
reclamation after mine operations have ceased. 
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Recreation 

Comments that address the potential displacement of recreationists that frequent the area, loss of access to 
recreational land, loss of recreational opportunities in the area, and reduction in safety for recreationists 
were coded REC-01. 

Riparian 

Comments concerned with potential impacts to riparian areas and/or potential loss of important riparian 
habitat were coded RIP-01. 

Socioeconomics 

Comments coded SOC-01 address general socioeconomic concerns associated with the construction and 
operation of the mine. 

Comments coded SOC-02 address how the project might impact the local economy, both beneficially and 
adversely. These include comments requesting that economic studies be conducted and those expressing 
concern about the impacts additional people in the area may have to the local economy. 

Comments coded SOC-03 address the impacts the project may have to local tourism. These include 
comments regarding tourist displacement and the emotional distress this may cause local businesses that 
rely on tourism. 

Comments coded SOC-04 address potential impacts to local property values. These include concerns that 
the mine would directly and significantly reduce property values in the area and that residents may not be 
able to sell their properties as a result of the operation of the mine.  

Comments coded SOC-05 address potential change in overall quality of life from the project. These 
include concerns that the operation of the mine would have negative impacts to quality of life in the area 
as a result of increased noise, air pollution, water contamination, loss of recreational opportunities, and 
loss of aesthetic qualities. 

Comments coded SOC-06 address potential impacts to employment in the area. These include comments 
that construction-related and mining jobs would be created, along with comments regarding potential 
impacts as a result of people moving into the area for these jobs. 

Soils and Geology 

Comments coded SOL-01 generally address the loss of topsoil, loss of vegetation and habitat resources, 
potential soil contamination, and potential increased soil erosion in the area. 

Special-Status Species 

Comments that address the loss of suitable habitat for special-status species, fragmentation of habitat for 
special-status species, displacement of special-status species, conflicts with existing conservation plans 
and recovery goals, and population declines trending toward endangered status were coded SSS-01. 
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Technical Feasibility 

Comments coded TEC-01 address the validity of Rosemont’s claims and whether Rosemont Copper has 
sufficient experience to successfully operate this mine. 

Comments coded TEC-02 address the financial feasibility of the Rosemont Copper Project.  

Transportation and Access 

Comments coded TRA-01 concern potential impacts of traffic to property values, increased air pollution, 
increased noise and light pollution, and increased wildlife/vehicle collisions. 

Comments coded TRA-02 address impacts of increased traffic to the area. This includes potential traffic 
congestion along State Route 83 and other local roads that would be used for mine-related traffic. 

Comments coded TRA-03 address impacts to the designation of State Route 83 as a scenic highway. This 
includes the potential reduced scenic quality of the highway as a result of mine operations and the 
potential jeopardy for the Scenic Byway designation of State Route 83. 

Comments coded TRA-04 concern deterioration of roads as a result of overall increased traffic and the 
fact that heavy vehicles would use these roads. Comments include a perceived increase in roadway 
maintenance requirements, accelerated road deterioration, and potential damage to non-mine-related 
vehicles that use State Route 83. 

Vegetation 

Comments coded VEG-01 address the general loss of vegetation, loss of old-growth vegetation, loss of 
wildlife habitat, potential increase in noxious weeds, potential impact to the “sky island” ecosystem, and 
potential contamination of vegetation through airborne or water transmission of dust and chemicals. 

Visual Resource Management 

Comments that address reduced scenic quality, concerns about a compromised Scenic Byway designation 
for State Route 83, and the alteration of form, line, and color in the area were coded VRM-01. 

Water Resources 

Comments coded WR-01 address the general impacts to water resources in the area as a result of the 
mine.  

Comments coded WR-02 address how the mine may impact aquifer quality. These include contamination 
from tailings seepage and potential reduction in well-water quality. 

Comments coded WR-03 address how the mine may impact the aquifer quantity. These include concerns 
that the mine would reduce the functionality of local wells and accelerate depletion of the aquifer. 

Comments coded WR-04 address contamination of surface water, depletion of surface water, and related 
impacts resulting from the contamination and depletion of surface water to livestock, wildlife, and 
residents in the area.  
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Comments coded WR-05 address use of Central Arizona Project (CAP) water to operate the mine. These 
include concerns about CAP water being of sufficient quality for use by the mine, impacts related to the 
delivery of CAP water to the site, and availability of CAP water for use by the mine.  It should be noted 
that the MPO does not propose the use of CAP water; therefore, it is likely that these comments will be 
deemed out of scope during the identification of alternatives. However, the comments were retained for 
consideration in the event an alternative is developed that would result in the direct use of CAP water.   

Comments coded WR-06 address the potential contamination and pollution of the local water supply. 
These include concerns that contaminants in the tailings may leak into the local water supply, that surface 
water may be contaminated by airborne toxins, and with the long-term impacts of water pollution. 

Comments coded WR-07 address impacts proposed stormwater control measures may have to the area. 
These include the adverse impacts to wildlife, vegetation, and downstream habitat, excessive erosion of 
operational and reclaimed slopes, and potential that the existing stormwater control plan may lead to 
saturated areas in the dry-stack tailings. 

Wilderness 

Comments coded WD-01 address displacement of recreational users to other areas, potential increase in 
visitors to nearby wilderness areas, potential reduction of wilderness-related recreational tourism, and 
potential disturbance to wilderness area characteristics in the area. 

Wildlife and Habitat 

Comments coded WL-01 generally address loss of habitat, displacement of wildlife to other areas, habitat 
fragmentation, irreversible loss of habitat quality, loss of game populations, and increased potential for 
vehicle/wildlife collisions. 
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Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Air Quality

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

1983 6 I'm concerned about the air quality deterioration.Individual

2461 4 It will only lead to further air pollution.Individual

Cumulative Impact

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

99

43 16 What will the cumulative impacts be of this mine and other proposed mining 
operations in the vicinity on air quality?

183 5 What will the cumulative impacts be from this mine and the other proposed mining 
operations in the vicinity on air quality

2121 6 The Tucson Basin is already face with severe air pollution problems. Rosemont 
would add another significant pollution load to Tucson's air. You must resolve the 
air quality issue before approving the Rosemont mine.

Individual

2144 21 I opposed the mine on the ground that the air quality already is decreasing at a rapid 
rate. When we moved to Green Valley in 2000, the air was very clear. Now air 
pollution all the way from Tucson seems to be getting STUCK in Green Valley.

Individual

2214 12 What will be done to protect nearby residents from toxic airborne materials?Individual

2214 18 What will the cumulative impacts be of this mine and other proposed mining 
operations in the vicinity on air quality?

Individual

2217 21 Q-203.  If the community is already in an EPA non-attainment area, how will the 
additional "exurban" commuters change the quality of air?

Individual

2554 7 This danger to human, bird and animal health from radioactive chemicals, heavy 
metals, sulfuric acid, and other processing chemicals, such as cyanide and 
xanathates, must be thoroughly investigated and any and all impacts must be avoided 
The bottom line is that we already have three Superfund sites in Pima County that 
pollute the air  with.

Organization

2610 45 What are the cumalative impacts of adding yet anoyher mine in the Area on air 
pollution

Individual

2698 36 The closest major observatory is on Mt. Hopkins in the Santa Ritas, but all may be 
affected by the air pollution already mentioned.

Business

2726 36 The closest major observatory is on Mt. Hopkins in the Santa Ritas, but all may be 
affected by  air pollution already mentioned.

Business

6734 7 We already have three Superfund sites in Pima County -- that pollute the water, air, 
and soil, and we don't need another one.

Individual

6880 22 Finally, all of these and other legitimate concerns that have been raised about this 
mine proposal should be analyzed for their cumulative impacts on surrounding 
communities, wildlife, water quality, water quantity, and air pollution.

Government

6919 5 and air quality?Individual
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Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Air Quality

Cumulative Impact

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

99

7083 11 Please take into consideration the cumulative impacts from this mine and the other 
proposed mining operations in the vicinity on wildlife, water quality, water quantity, 
and air quality.

Individual

7088 13 The cumulative impacts of Rosemont mining operations particulate matter emissions, 
its implications in causing excessive dust (particulate matter) in the air in the region 
near the Rosemont mining operations, and those impacts on other commerce and 
businesses, including the potential for new requirements for particulate matter 
emissions caps and particualte matter emissions trading must be examined, as well as 
the potential for EPA sanctions being imposed on Pima County for non-attainment 
and exceedances of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards due to particulate 
matter exceedances. (For example, the Phoenix metropolitan area is in danger of 
losing billions of dollars in highway funds due to the excessive levels of particulate 
matter in ambient air.)

Organization

7163 70 In addition to the economic and social concerns discussed above, these proposals 
raise significant environmental concerns. If the mines are developed, they would 
destroy extensive areas of habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the 
endangered jaguar; degrade air quality; produce significant amounts of greenhouse 
gas emissions; drawdown aquifers, contaminate ground and surface water supplies; 
negatively impact scenic views; increase traffic on scenic and commuter highways; 
and eliminate current recreational use by a broad-cross section of local residents and 
visitors alike.

Organization

7202 8 5. What are the cumulative impacts of adding yet another mine in this area on the 
roads, utilities, tourism, emergency services, noise and air pollution? How will the 
expense of additional services be allocated?

Individual

7411 11 Air Quality- Tucson area air quality is already degraded.Individual

7427 6 Cumulative effects – How will the mine affect air quality of the area?Individual

7448 5 Don't we have enough air pollution in Tucson and region? The existing mines by 
Green Valley are an example. Can Rosemont guarantee it won't pollute?

Individual

7504 14 The cumulative impacts of Rosemont mining operatins particulate matter emissions, 
its implications in causing excessive dust (particulate matter) in the air in the region 
near the Rosemont mining operations, and those impacts on other commerce and 
businesses, including the potential for new requirements for particulate matter 
emissions caps and particulate matter emissions trading must be examined, as well as 
the potential for EPA sanctions being impased on Pima County for non-attainment 
and exceedances of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards due to particulate 
matter exceedances.

7508

7504 48 TEP wants Nogales to pollute its air, use its limited natural gas or backup diesel fuel 
supplies and its local ground water for cooling its turbines as it makes electricity to 
support this mine.  The impacts on consumer prices for natural gas and/or diesel fuel 
must also be examined.

7508
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Air Quality

Cumulative Impact

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

99

7812 13 Long-range transport of air pollutants;

Decreased air quality and degradation for regional air quality;

Increased regional acidic deposition from emissions and dust from spoils;

Individual

8669 1 I'm from Green Valley, and from the dust that we get from our mines here, we don't 
need a mountain on the other side producing more dust coming our way.

Individual

8775 7 . . .the quality of our life has suffered because of the mines that are already in this 
area, with leakage into the water systems that they have undertaken to correct, but 
they still occur occasionally.  And then we have dust that has blown over the area 
from time to time even through they're supposed to be controlling such problems.

Individual

8798 6 Will the mining operations take over Highway 83? It'll probably no longer be a 
scenic highway if they do. Don't we have enough air pollution in Tucson, in the 
region? Existing mines by Green Valley are an example of what can happen. Can 
Rosemont guarantee it won't pollute the air?

Individual

8902 4 What are the cumulative impacts of adding yet another mine in this area on the 
roads, utiliteis, tourism, emergency sevices, noise and air pollution? How will the 
expense of additional services be allocated?

Individual

Dust

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

24 19 The area currently has excellent air quality.  Tailings and waste piles will be sources 
of dust, which prevailing winds will blow toward major new residential 
developments east of the Tucson basin.  Air quality in the National Forest and 
surrounding residential areas will be degraded by dust.

34 2 My one concern is how are they going to control the dust from the dry stack tailings.Individual

52 7 Blowing dust from tailings plus contaminate local areas with poisonous compounds 
as well as heavy metals.

Individual

134 10 Air pollution would be much affected by dust. Considerations for health and factors 
affecting astronomy would be impacted.

158 9 Sitting out to watch the stars will not be the same with noise, light and dust pollution 
that will seriously compromise the experience.

160 27 Tons of dust released into the atmosphere by blasting at the Mine combined with 
Mine operations 24 hours per day, seven days per week, for 19 years will cause 
severe light pollution in traditionally astronomy-friendly Pima and Santa Cruz 
Counties.
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Scoping Comments

Air Quality

Dust

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

160 37 Discussion: Augusta plans to blast and dig a mine pit that will be 6,500 feet long, 
6,000 feet wide, and as much as 2,900 feet deep. Blasting will be done by exploding 
20,000 tons of ammonium nitrate per year or 380-thousand tons over the Mine's 
lifetime. Such blasting and digging will release tons of dust into the atmosphere.       
Augusta plans to remove from the Mine's pit some 600-million tons of below-
average-grade copper-bearing ore and up to 1.9-billion tons of waste rock over the 
Mine's lifetime. 513-million tons of ore will be milled on-site yielding over 500-
million tons of tailings materials. The waste rock and tailings materials will be 
transported by haul trucks for permanent on-site storage in Barrel and other local 
canyons covering nearly 3,000 acres. The combined effects on these waste materials 
of exposure to strong sun light, extremely low relative humidity, and persistently 
moderate winds in the Rosemont area over a majority of months per year, will 
release tons of dust into the region's atmosphere.

236 5 Sitting out watching the stars will not be the same with dust pollution that will 
seriously compromise the experience.

1510 4 All of this is not even considering the environmental impact of digging- the resulting 
dust from the tailings, the destruction of the environment, etv.

Individual

1534 1 I am opposed to the proposed mining operation (Rosemont Copper Project) because: 
air pollution- dust from tailing ponds

Individual

1539 1 What about truck traffic &  dust/air pollution from the dust?Individual

1551 5 and dust formationIndividual

1554 4 we have had unfortunate experiences with dust from tainling blowing over sections 
of Green Valley

Individual

1559 4 Create dust polluting the air andIndividual

1593 2 dust particles everywhere in GVIndividual

1599 5 I also own 10 acres in the Helvetia area where I plan to retire some day and I am 
greatly concerned about the dust that will result from the mine.

Individual

1611 10 I believe the Rosemont Copper Project would negatively impact: Air quality due to 
truck traffic on dirt roads (observe Santa Rita Road in dry season) and to blowing 
dust from mine operations.

Individual

1614 5 My biggest concern is the dust it will put into the air.Individual

1652 2 I would like to see all the mine roads paved to control dust without using water or 
chemicals.

Individual

1656 4 The Rosemont mine must not be approved because:
Air quality in nearby residential areas would be damaged by blowing dust from 
tailings and waste piles. How could this air pollution be stopped?

Individual
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Air Quality

Dust

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

1674 4 We currently have clean air in our neighborhood. You can see for miles in every 
direction. If this mining operation went into service, our air quality would be 
adversely affected. I have been to three mining operations in Arizona on several 
occasions. Even with concerted efforts from mine personnel and current processes, 
everything is coated with a fine grit. Your nose, mouth, skin, clothes, shoes are 
coated with this same grit every day. There is no escaping this grit in these mining 
areas, it coats everything.

Individual

1679 1 I moved my family to Vail because it had less air pollution and less airborne 
particulate matter in the air than in Tucson. This mine will create more polution from 
vehicles and machinery, and cause a tremendous increase in the airborne dust. I have 
personally witnessed this in the Green Valley area near the mines there.

Individual

1686 4 Windy, dusty blowing days.Individual

1687 4 We don't want to suck down the dust that well blow down to our home.Individual

1707 8 Request that the U.S. Forest Service, before making a decision on Augustas MPO, 
study carefully with federal experts the potentials for dust.

Organization

1709 4 I would like to see an independent analysis of the dust emissions from the mine. My 
house is downwind of the mine.

Individual

1741 4 The mine will cause air pollution in a valley previously free of pollution - High 
winds Are common in this area and increased Airborn pollutants due to dust will be 
significant.

Individual

1776 9 Dust and air pollution- what 's the plan. Waaterver it is it will be a negative impact 
compared to whats here now!.... A Forest!

Individual

1799 1 After Reviewing the Environmental Plan for Rosemont Copper MY only concern 
would be the tails pile dust.  It does have the Acid residue, nothing will grow on it.  
And could create health concerns if not controled properly.

Individual

1827 1 How will the effects of dust in the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, 
Patagonis, Sahuarita and Green Valley) that are produced by mining operations be 
addressed?

Individual

1894 10 What about air pollution, blowing dirt from the tailings as has happened from other 
mines in our area?

Individual
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Air Quality

Dust

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

1897 2 While the proposed Rosemont Copper Project is in an attainment area, the size and 
duration of the project and potential urban expansion in the region may affect Pima 
County air quality planning areas via southerly winds. To comply with other 
applicable air pollution control requirements and minimize potential adverse impacts 
on public health and welfare, the following information is provided for 
consideration: 
REDUCE DISTURBANCE of PARTICULATE MATTER during 
CONSTRUCTION
This action, plan or activity may temporarily increase particulate matter (dust) levels. 
Particulate matter 10 microns in size and smaller can penetrate the lungs of human 
beings and animals and is subject to a National Ambient Air Quality Standard 
(NAAQS) to protect public health and welfare. Particulate matter 2.5 microns in size 
and smaller is difficult for lungs to expel and has been linked to increases in death 
rates; heart attacks and cardiopulmonary obstructive disease (COPD) aggravation. It 
is also subject to a NAAQS.

Government

1908 2 The activities of previous (and existing) mines have demonstrated a "devil may care" 
attitude as to dust.  Example:  last summer's coating of fine white dust after a wind 
storm.

Individual

1915 3 Blowing tailing's dam dust.Individual

1922 7 Air quality in nearby residential areas would be damaged by blowing dust from 
tailings and waste piles

Individual

1932 3 he dust will be impossible to deal withIndividual

1940 4 I concerned about water, but also air pollution. I have first hand experience of dust 
pollution from the Phelp Dodge mine in Green Valley.

Individual

1961 3 The large size of equipment used in mining and the nature of open pit mines will 
contribute to an already dusty atmosphere in communities for miles around the mine. 
Add to that the proposed access road which is unlikely to be paved and the air 
pollution from dust will be vastly increased.

Individual

1974 2 Air quality-pollution-excessive dust, etcIndividual

1975 5 & raise dust.Individual

1978 2 The area's notorious high winds will carry the mine's dust and dirt for miles,Individual

1979 1 My wife and I concerned about dustIndividual

1984 6 Dirt, noise, pollution and destruction of our lifestyles and homes should be top 
priority. Destruction of a pristine area is despicable.

Individual

2076 8 The area currently has excellent air quality. Tailings and waste piles will be sources 
of dust, which prevailing winds will blow toward major new residential 
developments east of the Tucson basin.

Individual
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2106 1 The Green Valley/Sahuarita area is bounded on the west by the tailing piles and 
settling ponds from the several copper mines there. We are constantly enveloped by 
the dust from these,especially in the summer storm season from early June through 
September and into October. This situation can only be exascerbated by the addition 
of the tailings which are going to be generated by the proposed Rosemont mine,even 
though it will supposedly be situated on the east side of the Santa Rita Mountains. 
High winds from the east will most certainly carry dust from those tailings over the 
mountains and down into the Santa Cruz valley.

Individual

2118 1 The dust should stop this travesty in OUR National Forest.Individual

2144 24 Whirlwinds already pick up dust from the existing mines. My husband and I watched 
one day as a HUGE whirlwind picked up dust from the mine and spread it over all 
our homes! Yuck! Air quality in the National Forest and surrounding residential 
areas will be degraded by dust associated with mine operations.

Individual

2190 1 I live 12 miles from the proposed site and am concerned about several problems with 
dust with the mine.

Individual

2198 6 The afore mention toxic dust will be transported by the prevailing winds to my home 
and neighbors and continuing to large population areas. It is understandable at first 
glance water conservation would be considered until you factored the increased dust 
originating from the toxic tailings. This would place my wife at greater risk since she 
has asthma.

Individual

2250 9 Will I have dust as a result of this mining activity?Individual

2251 9 Will I have dust as a result of this mining activity?Individual

2291 4 AIR: Air quality in the National Forest and surrounding residential areas will be 
degraded by both dust and truck exhaust associated with mine operations. Again, 
health issues.

Individual

2323 1 A present there is an active mine on the Western slopes of the Santa Ritas and the 
dust generated by the trucks hauling material in and out of the mine area is visible 
for mines… the entire area around the mine and the road leading out as well as the 
Santa Rita road area is covered with a sheet of dust. Talk about unhealthy, that is an 
understatement and no one is doing to reduce the dust, not are there any plans to 
minimize or eliminate this problem.
The habitat for the Santa Rita Experimental Range is in an extreme drought situation 
and the dust only compunds things, making it much worse for the creatures trying to 
exist out there. The quail population is down more than 70 percent from 10 years ago.

Individual

2335 6 Many of the mining facilities also have the potential to generate large amounts of 
dust. Such dust, or PM10, is one of the most serious air quality health concerns in 
Pima County and can cause a variety of health problems, including breathing 
difficulties, respiratory pain, reduced lung function, weakened immune system, 
increased severity of acute bronchitis and asthma, heart attacks, and permature death 
(1 to 8 years).

Individual

2348 3 AIR:  Air quality in the National Forest and surrounding residential areas will be 
degraded by dust associated with mine operations.

Individual
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2351 5 Other concerns:
-Dust! The only dust we have is made by nature.

Individual

2364 10 There are several active open-pit copper mines in Arizona and numerous others that 
are now closed. The dust produced from the massive earth-moving equipment and 
transport trucks necessary to operate an open pit mine is enormous. The debris, when 
combined with the prevailing winds prevalent in the area, would surely produce a 
perpetual dust bowl. How do the mine operators or the National Forest Service plan 
to control the air quality?

Individual

2380 4 All day I listen to the chimes we have on our porch outside, because this area is 
always windy. We worked our whole life to buy this house. If the mine is approved 3 
miles south (down wind) from our home the particle pollution and the heavy metal 
contamination in the dust caused from the tailing and waste piles/overburden would 
mak living here unbearable along with causing health issues.

Individual

2385 9 Dust mitigation. Dust from roads, blasting and exposed tailing piles. Experience with 
Phelps Dodge and Asarco in the Green Valley area has shown this to be an ongoing 
problem and will continue even after the closure of the mining activity.

Individual

2392 10 There are several active open-pit copper mines in Arizona and numerous others that 
are now closed. The dust produced from the massive earth-moving equipment and 
transport trucks necessary to operate an open pit mine is enormous. The debris, when 
combined with the prevailing winds prevalent in the area, would surely produce a 
perpetual dust bowl. How do the mine operators or the National Forest Service plan 
to control the air quality?

Individual

2401 4 Air quality--the mountain and valley are regularly shrouded in dust. Observe the dust 
on Santa Rita Road that has been created by the current mine traffic. Rosemont will 
create similar dust. Fumes released are likely as well.

Individual

2412 6 Full review of possible leaks of toxic heavy metals + other chemicals effects on air 
quality of dust from tailings and waste piles

Individual

2460 4 We moved to Arizona 50 years ago never anticipating that the pastoral stillness could 
be replaced with tens of thousands of dynamite blasts accompanying dust, and more 
dust and noise from heavy trucks and other heavy equipment.

Individual

2468 17 Degradation of the air quality in both the Coronado National Forest and surrounding 
residential areas, both from the mine dust AND the truck traffic! Consider the impact 
of the almost constant winds here in the Tucson area and the movement of that dust 
and particulate matter from the mining operation!

Individual

2470 14 3] How does this project impact the astronomy work performed by numerous 
universities on Mt. Hopkins? How will the light, dust, and daily explosions affect 
their future? Will those high-paying, high-tech jobs of tomorrow be lost? Augusta 
talks about job creation and economic benefits of this project, but what about the 
negative affect on the Rosemont Valley that is heavily used by birders, mountain 
bikers, hikers, campers, hunters,horse-back riders, and tourists? How will the jobs 
associated with these activities be replaced?

Individual

2470 22 How does the light and dust pollution created by this mine fit into the Dark Skies 
initiatives that the local communities are supporting?

Individual
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2473 6 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:
Toxic Dust

Individual

2473 14 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:
there will be toxic dust

Individual

2484 11 My opposition is based on the following objections:
Dust will be increased in the area surrounding the mine as well as for a huge swath 
of southern Arizona.

Individual

2485 6 How will dust be mitigated?Individual

2510 3 Why I am opposed to mining in the Santa Ritas 2. Clean Air-- pollution from mining 
dust

Individual

2510 5 Why I am opposed to mining in the Santa Ritas 3. dustIndividual

2520 3 AIR:  Air quality in the National Forest and surrounding residential areas will be 
degraded by dust associated with mine operations.

Individual

2530 3 The constant convey of mine trucks will create clouds of dust, stirring up Valley 
Fever spores and other dangerous allergens.

Individual

2531 3 Not to mention the dust in the area.Individual

2532 4 The damage to the area for such a short mining period (app 20+ yrs) leave the 
community with dust.  NO please.

Individual

2538 7 the dust produced from the massive earth-moving equipment and transport trucks 
necessary to operate an open pit mine is enormous. the debris, when combined with 
the prevailing winds prevalent in the area, would surely produce a perpetual dust 
bowl. How do the mine operators or the National Forest Service plan to control the 
air quality?

Individual

2542 5 Unhealthy dust particals will be emitted on a daily basis.Individual

2553 2 We also do not want the dust from blasting/crushing/hauling and acid/cyanide fumes.Individual

2560 3 Dust - The prevailing winds will decrease air quality at my home.Individual

2564 2 All day I listen to the chimes we have on our porch outside, because this area is 
always windy. We worked our whole life to buy this house. If the mine is approved 3 
miles south (down wind) from our home the particle pollution and heavy metal 
contamination in the dust caused from the tailing and waste piles/overburden would 
make living here unbearable along with causing health issues.

Individual

2591 27 Is it not inevitable that the explosions and excavations would cause tremendous 
quantities of dust which if airborne with the often severe winds could travel a very 
considerable distance? To what extent would the airborne dust particles carry 
contaminants? That needs to be thoroughly researched by objective chemists and 
pharmacological experts.

Individual
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2591 35 How might the dust particulates in the air carried by the wind have cumulative 
negative impact on the clarity of astonomical observations by the renowned world 
class observatories which have won national and international distinction for our 
area?

Individual

2592 43 The EIS needs to quantify the dust emissions from the tailings operation and 
evaluate alternatives for dust control.

Individual

2592 61 A numerical model of dust emission from the dry tailings should be developed for 
the EIS to quantify potential impacts to residents in the vicinity of the proposed 
project area (e.g., Corona del Tucson, Hilton Ranch, Singing Valley Ranch North).

Individual

2593 22 AIR QUALITY
Mines are known to create problems with blowing dust due to many miles of dirt 
roads, and exposed and denuded surfaces such as tailings and waste rock piles. This 
dust can contain a variety of toxic materials, and can cause exceedences of air quality 
standards. At least four sources of air pollution should be considered.
- Dust generated during initial construction of the mine as well as from construction 
of buildings and facilities associated with the project.
- Dust from mining operations and tailing piles.

Organization

2599 8 Will the dust be visible?  If so, how far away will it be seen?Individual

2610 16 How will the effects of dust and other pollutants be addressed?Individual

2617 17 We are very concerned about toxic cheimical run-off or seepage being blown in dust 
by the wind.

Individual

2625 26 The mine would likely be operating around the clock. The the dust would affect 
wildlife in the area.

Individual

2647 9 We're already suffering from dust pollution from the I-10 construction.Individual

2655 8 Mining pollutes the air because both blasting and transportation of ore and mine 
tailing dumps are a constant source of dust.

Individual

2658 4 Owing to disturbance dust pollution and permanent alteration of the landscape 
consequent to the proposed Rosemont Copper Project, one may reasonably anticipate 
a number of direct and indirect consequences that will adversely affect hunting in 
Hunt Unit 34A.

Individual

2658 14 Adverse impacts to dust from mine operations beyond the limits of the actual 
footprint and traffic corridors of the proposed project.

Individual

2666 2 In brief, we are concern that dust from the proposed copper mine operation will harm 
the astronomical facilities on nearby Mount Hopkins in the Santa Rita Mountains. 
Artificial light in the night sky overwhelms the faint light of the stars and dust 
scatters and absorbs light.

Organization

2668 21 The area will not be as pleasant either for visitors or residents.
Due to:
the dust - lots of dust;

Individual

2670 5 I have not read or heard anything from the representatives from the Rosemont Mine 
or the US Forest Service regarding protections in place for exposure to the dust

Individual
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2671 27 There is no doubt that local air quality will be affected by mining operations which 
will generate dust

Individual

2672 14 For a few examples of the "beauty" of open pit mines, visit Bisbee, Green Valley, 
Winkleman, Superior, Kearny, and Sahuarita amoung others. Not only are they ugly, 
but the resulting dust resulting from mining operations will affect people in the 
surrounding area for miles around, depending on the wind - and the wind does blow 
around there.

Individual

2673 22 The amount of wind driven dust off the huge tailings mountain will cloud the air and 
reduce visibility in the valley and on the Soonoita Hwy is understated.

Individual

2676 6 Concerning the proposed Rosemont mine project, to start with a arecent Sonoran 
Institute study stating: The Proposed Rosemont project would produce significant 
costs for local individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, 
including: 

 for those residential properties impacted by dust pollution.

Business

2679 5 Billboards are not even allowed along this highway, much less dust, etc.Business

2683 22 Blowing dust is inevitable; this area is windy.Individual

2686 7 There are also the questions of air pollution - that is one of the windiest areas in this 
part of Arizona - not just from dust

Individual

2688 26 We are justifiably apprehensive about our air quality. We suffer the blustering "Vail 
Gale", a term used by long time residents of our area, in all seasons, whipping up dust

Organization

2698 24 The mine operation will produce substantial dust generation, at the mine site, which 
lies southeast of Tucson.

Business

2711 16 It generates dustIndividual

2717 6 Diesel powered haul truck (100 -300 ton)  dust pollution will blow into the Rincon 
Valley & Saguaro National Park East.

Organization

2724 32 Air quality in the national forest and surrounding residential areas will be degraded 
by  dust associated with mine operations.

Individual

2726 24 The mine operation will produce substantial air pollution, dust generation, at the 
mine site, which lies southeast of Tucson.

Business

2726 25 the truck traffic just mentioned will add to the pollution as it moves through Metro 
Tucson, bringing the problem right into our faces.

Business

2727 7 The Tucson area is a world class astronomical observing location. Again, what right 
does one user have to threaten with extensive dust,  the superior air quality 
conditions that exist

Individual

2729 26 We are justifiably apprehensive about our air quality. We suffer the blustering "Vail 
Gale", a term used by long time residents of our area, in all seasons, whipping up 
dust and pollen, making life miserable for allergy sufferers.

Organization
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2738 8 The Tucson area is a world class astronomical observation.  Again, what right does 
one user have to threaten with extensive dust the superior air quality conditions that 
exist and have led to numerous important observatories in the surrounding peaks?

Individual

2770 4 The results of a recent study of The Sonoran Institiute yield no surprise - that the 
presence of such a mine will result in decreased property values for residential 
properties impacted by  dust pollution

Business

4474 6 blowing dustIndividual

4474 13 Augusta Resource personnel think they are going to have a "dry" tailings 
impoundment.  [Rosemont Project: Mine Plan of Operations; Augusta Resource, 
July 11, 2007]  Even wet tailings impoundments in this region are subject to air 
quality violations because of blowing tailings dust.  A major event occurred in 2006 
in Green Valley when over 300 homes had to be cleaned of a "snow storm" of 
tailings dust.

Individual

4474 14 The proof that the Canadians don't know anything about the dust reality in the 
Southwest occurred on November 9, 2007.  When they drilled a test well on 
Alvernon Way, in a rural residential area in Sahuarita.  They were so negligent in 
dealing with potential dust issues that they received a violation of air quality citation 
from Department of Environmental Quality.  At that time, they also demonstrated 
their lack of transparency.  When the Dept. of Environmental Quality sent a notice of 
violation to the registered owner of the property, Kenarco Company, it was "returned 
to sender".  It is common practice among mining companies to have others buy the 
lands they want for water rights or wells, so that the owners do not know they are 
selling to a mining company.  Phelps Dodge elucidated their using this method in 
their sanctioned "history": Vision and Enterprise.
See Attachment Three: Notice of Air Violation, including report, photos, and copy of 
returned mail.

Individual

4474 17 Dust is produced in every step of the mining operations, the ammonium nitrate and 
fuel oil explosions to loosen the ore, the pulverizing and milling operations of the 
ore, and the tailings impoundment.  In fact, just the moon-scaping of the mining site 
produces potential for dust. 
See Attachment Four: Photos of dust produced in various mining operations.

Individual

5279 7 Specific impacts of concern are:

Air Quality.  Dust raised by minig operations could adversely affect the health of 
people nearby, especially if they are exercising.  This could be particularly harmful 
to mountain bikers, trail runners, hikers, and horses.

Organization

6775 3 Air quality is also an issue.  I don't know about the rest of you, but withing the last 
month I have had to call the EPA on dust from existing mines.  It's suppose to be wet 
on top of those tailings.  If it's wet how come we have dust?  Guess what?  The new 
mine is suppose to be a dry tailing.  It's not going to be wet at all.  Think about the 
dust, the air quality.

Individual

6778 6 Also, how are we going to mitigate the dust,Individual

6781 3 The noise of the heavy mining equipment, daily blasting seven days a week, air 
pollution from windblown dust,

Individual
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6799 7 air and noise pollution affected by the excavations, the tailings dust, and dust from 
the explosives, and the impact on the night skies and on health.

Individual

6834 3 What are the basic pros and cons of the Rosemont mine?
There would be a negative impact on air quality with all the dust generated by 
mining 24/7.

Individual

6869 7 Here are some of the endangered who I think in the future, if this mine comes, will 
be called the disappeared. The archaeological sites in the area, the American Indian 
graves -- they're supposed to be protected by the American Indian Graves and 
Protection Act -- Indian holy sites, all the birds, animals, fish and plants. The 
tourists, they will be endangered too, you know, they won't come. The observatory, 
which will be endangered by the light and the dust. And the humans, we are all 
endangered, and the water and the land, and the air.

Individual

6879 3 My comments concerning the proposed Rosemont project are concerned with the 
subjects of potable water, the mine's process waste water mine dust, effect on Mt 
Whipple observatory, property values, and future activity after the mine is depleted.

Individual

6879 14 There is a continuing problem, in Green Valley and Sahuarita, of blowing dust from 
the mining tailings during windy conditions.  Residents cannot keep their windows 
open because of dust.  The dust rising from Asarco Mine is, daily, very apparent, as 
well as is dust from the other open pit mines.  Since we have a great deal of windy 
weather in this part of Arizona, and especially in Corona de Tucson, I am concerned 
that the proposed Rosemont mine will certainly become another dust source.  
Already, we are experiencing dust from the white mineral mining operations located 
to the just to the south and east of us.  (gypsum?)

Individual

6895 1 1.  In addition to the 10 issues listed in the Notice of Intent (NOI), dated February 
28, 2008, the following issue should also be considered in preparing the EIS:

Effects of dust, and nighttime lighting on the night sky environment relevant to 
astronomical operations at the nearby Fred L. Whipple Observatory (FLWO) on 
Mount Hopkins.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 13 of 66



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Air Quality

Dust

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

6898 2 For the last 19 years, we haved lived in the Copper Cut sub-division which is located 
on the north side of the Santa Rita Mountains.  During many of those years we were 
faced with difficulties when there was an active mining operations being conducted 
within 1/4 mile of our home.  The mine was originally owned and operated by a local 
family and then was sold to Georgia Marble who made many promises, but never 
followed through on them.  A few years back, the mine was sold to JP Henderson, 
who attempted to get the necessary permits to mine the area.  In this case, 
government and people spoke up and were heard and this project was abandoned.

When we say difficulties, below are some of the issues that made living here with an 
operational mine very difficult:
-Constant blasting created windows that no longer closed properly
-Blasting contributed to cracks in the surface of our in ground pool
-Dust pollution was extreme, which as you know, is a source of illness in our bodies
-Their drilling of a well had a negative impact on our community shared well.  We 
believe that their blasting was liable for our well collapsing and necessitated us 
spending a large amount of money to drill a second well. In addition, our well did 
not charge as fast.
-Heavy vehicles going to and from the mine created a hazard both to our children 
and ourselves.

Individual

6923 8 What will the affect of dust pollution due to excavation as well as truck traffic on dirt 
roads?  How will this be mitigated given that water is scarce?  Is sufficient water 
allocated for this purpose?

Individual

6930 4 The area they want is near where our favorite mts canyon and hiking area where they 
are luring people with the offer of 500 mining jobs. Kids where I taught thought that 
was great, but they don't live near one mine where the trees don't grow as before and 
dust is abounded and arsenic and other chemicals from mining operation is in the 
soil and water. They had to get new drinking wells in our area because of the 
polution.

Individual

6939 6 Although the impacts are many: ranging from wildlife habitat destruction to multi-
use recreational area destruction to tremendous highway damage to noise and dust 
generation for local residents, the issue concerning us mostly is water.

Individual

6944 5 The noise, dirt and dust and the traffic situation of a twenty-four hour a day 
operation will turn the area into a desert with no people able to live there.

Individual

6949 3 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying noise, vibration, lights, hazardous 
materials, back-up beepers, large truck traffic, excessive wear and tear to publicly 
supported roads and assorted health conditions 24/7, would seem to give some pause.

Individual

6962 2 Will the dust, blasting and diesel pollution produced 24 hours a day just hang there?Individual

6966 7 What will be the effect of all that machinery's dust and fumes in that canyon on days 
that the wind is light or nonexistent?

Individual

6966 9 What about the dust and other airborne contaminants?  We do not have a haze like 
Tucson does.

Individual
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6978 3 On an environmental level, the direct damage of the mine includes the huge amounts 
of dust thrown up every day at the mine and by the convoys of large trucks on the 
mostly dirt roads they travel.

Individual

6989 2 My husband and I live in an area that continually gets dust from the tailings of the 
current open pit mine and have no interest in yet another one!

Individual

7000 3 Rosemont would be a significant detriment to astronomical research at the F.L. 
Whipple Observatory.  The Observatory is a $200 million investment, for the most 
part of taxpayer monies.  It is renowned world-wide for its research at the forefront 
of astronomy, for example in its recent discoveries of planets orbiting stars other 
than the sun.  Elevated levels of dust would significantly diminish the Observatory's 
ability to pursue such studies by reducing the transparency of the air and by 
dispersing grit that degrades delicate optics.

Individual

7008 5 Pollution has been addressed by practically everyone who commented.  The 
pollution from the dust will ruin the air quality in that area and in the region.  Within 
a few air miles of the proposed mine is located a world famous observatory atop 
Mount Hopkins.  After all the hundreds of millions invested in the observatory, there 
will assuredly be lawsuits filed against Augusta for permanently ruining the air 
quality required for astronomical observations and research.

Individual

7031 15 How about that dust storm last night!  How much of that dust do you suppose came 
from the new mine at Safford??  Imagine Rosemont Mine in operation just over the 
mountain from Corona de Tucson, Sahuarita and Vail, and the dust that could blow 
over those areas AND Tucson, even on a normal windy day, which is more often 
than not in the Rosemont area

Individual

7045 7 Moreover, it is reported our water table is already dropping 2' - 4' per year from, 
predominately, the current mining and agricultural uses.  Meawhile, commercial and 
residential development is proceeding with no end in sight.  The Rosemont mine 
proposes to draw additional water from the Santa Cruz river basin for mining.  In our 
view this will adversely affect the water availability to present and future new 
residents and businesses  in the San Cruz river valley, further  degrade the quality of 
the water that is available, and contaminate the environment here with toxic dust at 
and around our dwelling

Individual

7052 4 I am opposed to the mine for several reasons:

It would destroy natural habitat

It would be a drain on water supplies

It would adversely affect tourism

The dust caused would be a health hazard throughout the Tucson area

The increase in truck traffic would not only be a health hazard because of emitted 
pollutants, but also because it would cause dangerous traffic conditions on a narrow, 
scenic route.

Individual

7067 17 12. Does the plan include concurrent phased reclamation of the dry tailings desposal 
site with emphasis placed on dust control measures? If so, describe this process.

Individual
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7088 7 -The risk of widespread contamination due to dust containing heavy metals blowing 
away from the Rosemont mining operation.  This includes a year by year assessment 
of the potential size of the tailings pile(s) and the dispersal of the dust from these 
tailings piles.  The levels of arsenic in the pile of crushed rock and dust in tailings 
range up to 35 parts per million, according to EPA's sampling.

Organization

7106 4 In the impending EIS, may I please request that you specifically address the issues 
and costs associated with decreasing property values for those residential properties 
impacted by degraded viewsheds, noise pollution and, most importantly, dust 
pollution?

Individual

7125 4 AIR: Air quality in the National Forest and surrounding residential areas will be 
degraded by both dust and truck exhaust associated with mine operations. Again, 
health issues.

Individual

7164 6 Please consider the following remarks concerning the negative ECONOMIC impact 
of the proposed Rosemont Mine (taken from a report by the Sonoran Institute):

ECONOMIC IMPACT

The potential positive local economic benefits from the proposed Rosemont project 
are small in comparison to the magnitude of the local economy. Local economic 
impacts would derive primarily from employment, wages and salaries, business 
purchases, and taxes paid to local governments -- representing between (0.08%) and 
(0.3%) of total employment in Pima and Santa Cruz counties combined for the year 
2005;
local business economic impact ranging from less than five (0.5%) to (0.6%) of the 
2005 GDP of the Tucson Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA);
estimated total local tax revenues representing about 1.3% of total property, excise, 
and sales taxes collected in Pima County and the City of Tucson in the 2005/2006 
fiscal year and between one-half of one percent (0.5%) and 1.2% of total combined 
revenues for the two governments.

Significant Potential Local Costs from Proposed Mine Project
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including:

estimated increased costs to local school districts of between $2.7 million and $10 
million per year;
increased highway maintenance costs on SR 83;
annual societal cost associated with increased driving of at least $418,000;
increased costs to travelers on SR 83 of approximately $949,000 annually;
decreased property values for those residential properties impacted by degraded 
viewsheds and dust pollution;

Individual

7193 7 Issue #5.  The winds in the areas surrounding the proposed mine are frequent and at 
a high velocity. How will the airborne dust derived from the mine tailings affect the 
health of the individuals in the in the surrounding areas and Tucson?

Individual
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7197 7 From the tailings dust to the road traffic to the sound and light pollutiont to the 
habitat fragmentation, this mine would destroy the beauty of this valley, and in doing 
so, the lives and incomes of many who have investing years into building their 
homes and careers around it.

Individual

7200 18 Impacts to Air Quality
The EIS must fully evaluate the direct and indirect impacts of this project on the air 
quality in the area. For example, tailings and waste piles will be sources of dust, 
which prevailing winds will blow toward residential areas. The likelihood that the air 
quality in the National Forest and surrounding residential areas will be degraded by 
both dust and truck exhaust associated with mine operations is significant, and must 
be addressed in this EIS.

Organization

7227 6 There are also the major concerns of water usage and pollution to the area caused by 
the trucks and the dust.

Business

7253 22 AIR QUALITY
Mines are known to create problems with blowing dust due to many miles of dirt 
roads, and exposed and denuded surfaces such as tailings and waste rock piles. This 
dust can contain a variety of toxic materials, and can cause exceedences of air quality 
standards. At least four sources of air pollution should be considered.
- Dust generated during initial construction of the mine as well as from construction 
of buildings and facilities associated with the project.
- Dust from mining operations and tailing piles.

Organization

7261 5 Her main concern was water quantity and quality, but she was also concerned about 
scenic values, airborne dust, and foreign involvement, especially the investment by 
Sumitomo.

Individual

7312 18 If it is dry tailings what is to prevent dust from blowing as part of this will be 
particles smaller in size than 300 mesh?

Individual

7371 6 Liabilities:
1. Draining potable water supply, which is more precious than copper, to thousands 
of residents. Contaminating water supply with toxins, that will be there forever, that 
wildlife and plants need to survive..
2. Toxic dust that will blow into the surrounding communities & valleys posing 
health risk to the population.

Individual

7381 3 The noise of the mine blasts, the dirt and chemicals in the dust, the polution of the 
water wells, the terribly unsafe condition of Scenic Highway, State Route 83 are all 
going to impact us in a very negative way. Along with the wide loads that have to 
come and go on SR83 from I-10, your ore trucks, your transportation of employess 
vans, your ore reps, our own cattle trucks, horse trailers and private vehicles will 
surely all lead to a tragic scene.

Individual

7391 3 I will no longer be able to visit this pristine region with the noise, dust and visual 
pollution that will result from this project.

Individual

7409 2 It will certainly compromise the serenity experienced at the Epona center, and would 
clearly be a detriment to wildlife, domestic animals, and humans in this area due to 
the construction dirt and dust that large trucks inevitably stir up.

Individual
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7411 13 Conflict with Observatories- The impact of dust pollution on the operation of nearby 
observatories should be fully explored and quantified. The MPO implied promise to 
follow the Pima County OLC is vague and appears to be unenforceable.

Individual

7415 7 On the cost side, local governments and residents have much more to lose because of 
the mine's presence. Who is to pay for dust pollution, for effects of blasting on 
nearby properties?

Individual

7449 3 The Tucson area is a world class astronomical observing location. Again, what right 
does on user have to threaten with extensive dust and chemicals the superior air 
quality conditions that exist and have led to numerous important observatories in the 
surrounding peaks?

Individual

7450 2 1. We have Interstate highway 10 going east and west. 2. We hve Scenic Highway 
SR 83 going north and south 3. There is a road with a car coming off of I-10 onto SR 
83. 4. There is a road with a car going off of SR 83 onto I-10. 5. There is a car 
coming across the bridge onto SR 83 from the west off ramp of I-10. 6. A car has 
just turned west to get to the housing development on the west side of SR 83. and 7. 
there is another car turning east to get to the housing development's P.O. boxes. 8. 
About a half a mile south from this point there is a pick up turning west into the 
housing development. 9. After the turn off of I-10 there are two pull-off's Sometimes 
the west one is full of wide loads waiting for police escorts to take them over the 
mountain. Sometimes there is maybe one on the east side waiting until they can park 
on the west side for the same reason. Our highway department has installed many 
safety rails on 83 making it very difficult for a car and wide load to pass. The car has 
to get to the end of the safety rail or the wide load or car can't make it. Some of these 
wide loads reach from safety rail to safety rail. All of this happens on a two land 
road. I have been an EMT for Sonoita/Elgin Fire Department early on, and I can just 
Imagine what could happen under these circumstances

I have heard that Agusta is "working" with the rail road to fix this situation. We have 
been working with them many years to no avail, but money talks. Good Luck!

10. NOW, enter ore trucks from the supposed open pit mine. Information has them 
onteh road every 15 minutes with their chemicals, dirt, and dust, Those trucks, which 
are wide loads in themselves, and the usual wide loads throw rocks from their tires to 
put holes in our windshields. And we are happy about this? The highway Dept. has 
put up many safety rails, some parallel to each other, and there are no passing stripes 
in many places. Where do you suggest ordinary traffic go? Dr.'s appts will have to be 
adjusted, store delivery to and from Sonoita/Elgin will have to be changed, Fed-X 
and regular mail schedules will be effected
How do we get to Tucson as well as, how do people get to Sonoita and Patagonia 
from Tucson. Regular mail schedules will be effected. Those people going and 
coming from work in Tucson will be exhaust. Worst of all is how will the ambulance 
from Sonoita/Elgin get through this mess?

Individual

7451 15 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
23. The dust will impact Vail/Corona

Individual

7453 15 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
23. The dust will impact Vail/Corona

Individual
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7487 27 There is no doubt that local air quality will be affected by mining operations which 
will generate dust

Individual

7490 2 In brief, we are concerned that dust from the proposed copper mining operation will 
harm the astronomical facilities on nearby Mount Hopkins in the Santa Rita 
Mountains. Dust scatters and absorbs light.

Business

7504 9 For perspective, the mining of copper ore in Arizona, which has left a legacy of 
contamination and destruction of the environment and public health, must be 
examined, including but not limited to:

1) Lead poisoning and elevated levels of lead in blood and bones, as indicated by 
high levels of lead in children's blood in Hayden and Winkelman, Arizona, in levels 
so high that the state of Arizona's Department of Health Services had to be notified 
and had to investigate the causes.

2) Arsenic poisoning, as indicated by high levels of arsenic detected in children's 
urine in Ajo, Arizona, so much so that the mining operation had to be closed down 
due to the public health threat is posed.

3) An increased lung cancer rate, an increased death rate, and an increased incidence 
of birth defects caused by heavy metal contamination in affected areas.  

4) The risk of widespread contamination due to dust containing heavy metals 
blowing away from the Rosemont mining operation.  This includes a year by year 
assessment of the potential size of the tailing pile(s) and the dispersal of the dust 
from these tailings piles. The levels of arsenic in the pile of crushed rock and dust in 
tailings range up to 35 parts per million, according to EPA's sampling.  The 
following pictures are from the tailings pile grew to the size of a mountain over a 
period of decades, and only after civil rights complaint was filed against the ADEQ 
was the company ever required to duppress the dust, which it was always required to 
do by federal and state statutes.

7508

7504 10 A comprehensive study must be included in the EIS that determines how far and in 
what direction the airborne particulate matter and other airborne materials will travel 
and what their composition will be, including toxic heavy metals and radionuclides, 
including uranium and its accompanying emitters.  There must also be a 
comprehensive study of what health effects might be anticipated in the affected area, 
along with calculations including projected population growth and future settlement.  
Prevention of airborne release of tailings solids to the environment by provision of 
dust-suppression measures has not ever worked in Arizona, and with the additionally 
high temperatures associated with global warming effects in the desert Southwest, it 
will be even less effective.  Will these measures work consistently in regions of high 
winds such as the Rosemont mining operations?

7508
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7504 15 The cumulative impacts of Rosemont mining operatins particulate matter emissions, 
its implications in causing excessive dust (particulate matter) in the air in the region 
near the Rosemont mining operations, and those impacts on other commerce and 
businesses, including the potential for new requirements for particulate matter 
emissions caps and particulate matter emissions trading must be examined, as well as 
the potential for EPA sanctions being impased on Pima County for non-attainment 
and exceedances of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards due to particulate 
matter exceedances.

7508

7504 16 The cumulative impacts of Rosemont mining operatins particulate matter emissions, 
its implications in causing excessive dust (particulate matter) in the air in the region 
near the Rosemont mining operations, and those impacts on other commerce and 
businesses, including the potential for new requirements for particulate matter 
emissions caps and particulate matter emissions trading must be examined, as well as 
the potential for EPA sanctions being impased on Pima County for non-attainment 
and exceedances of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards due to particulate 
matter exceedances.

7508

7504 46 Portions of Pima County have already had particulate matter exceedances above the 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards, and the addition of emissions from coal, 
natural gas, or oil-fired electrical generatin, mining dust and haul operations will 
only exacerbate this.

7508

7504 165 A comprehensive study must be included in the EIS that determines how far and in 
what direction the airborne particulate matter and other airborne materials will travel 
and what their composition will be, including toxic heavy metals and radionuclides, 
including uranium and its accompanying emitters.  There must also be a 
comprehensive study of what health effects might be anticipated in the affected area, 
along with calculations including projected population growth and future settlement.  
Prevention of airborne release of tailings solids to the environment by provision of 
dust-suppression measures has not ever worked in Arizona, and with the additionally 
high temperatures associated with global warming effects in the desert Southwest, it 
will be even less effective.  Will these measures work consistently in regions of high 
winds such as the Rosemont mining operations?

7508

7513 8 Our experience with the mine tailings on the west side of Green Valley also tells us 
that dust pollution is a serious concern. While everyone tells us they are safe, I don't 
think I believe that they are. Tailings are unnatural and potentially poisonous.

Individual

7517 3 However, along with the vast majority of Forest Service Volunteers in Southern 
Arizona, I want to express my deep concern and negative feelings about a mne in 
that area.  Depletion of water table, diminished air quality due to both mining 
operation and increased traffic, negative implact on home values, depletion of flora 
and therefore fauna in the area are some of the concerns.

Individual

7546 12 The FS, in cooperation with Arizona Game and Fish, should also study the impact of 
the mine and its operations on the Mearns quail and deer populations in the 
immediate area and the surrounding areas. This should include a study of increased 
road kill of deer along Highway 83 due to increased traffic, and altered migration, 
mating and other behavior of wildlife due to the noise, dust, and light of the 24 hour 
mining operations proposed. They should also study the impact on wildlife caused 
by the destruction or pollution of natural springs and depletion of groundwater. 
These studies should be completed prior to issuing any EIS.

Individual
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7555 4 Sitting out to watch the stars wil not be the same with noise, light, and dust pollution 
that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7557 5 Sitting out to watch the starts will not be the same with noise, light, and dust 
pollution that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7558 7 Open pit mining and ore processing can be a dusty operation. During most of 
theyear, we who live in the Vail area are immediately down wind (and it is a rather 
strong wind) from the mine. I assume that the environmental impact study addresses 
this is deatil but I could not find it. 

Is dust mitigation planned? If so, what are the environmental impacts of that 
mitigation plan?

Individual

7562 9 The amount of wind driven dust off the huge tailings mountain will cloud the air and 
reduce visibility in the valley and on Sonoita Hwy is understated.

Individual

7567 3 Southern Arizona is home to several observatoires, sited here because of the dryness 
of the atmosphere and dark, clear night skies. They are a long-time contributor to the 
economy and scientific reputation of the area. One of these observatories, the 
Whipple Observatory is on Mt. Hopkins in the Coronado National Forest. The 
proposed 24/7 operation of the mine will lead to light pollution and dust which will 
adversely affect operations of the observatory. Blasting for the mine could possibly 
create tremors which would affect the ability to make precise measurements.

Individual

7567 6 It is important to ensure that mine operations will not adversely affect this use of 
National Forest Land. It may be necessary for the mine to cease operations during 
darkness and take relatively drastic measures to keep dust from the sky. The 
observatories are a gem we need to protect.

Individual

7570 4 Sitting out to watch the stars will not be the same with noise, light, and dust 
pollution that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7575 4 Sitting out to watch the stars will not be the same with noise, light and dust pollution 
that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7578 5 Sitting out to watch the stars will not be the same with noise, light and dust pollution 
that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7579 5 I have chosen to live in this area because of the excellent air quality. With tailing's 
and waste piles there will be a lot of dust. We get a lot of wind and this will impact 
the Tucson basin and surrounding residential areas. I do not want to see the dust in 
the air and have to breath it.

Individual

7588 4 People do not want to live next to or near a mine. Excluding the probability that they 
will deplete our exceptional quality ground water, we will have to contend with their 
light, their dirt/dust, their noise and the unbelieveable amount of traffic on Hwy. 83.

Individual
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7598 26 Please estimate the effect on quality of water in the aquifers as a function of time. 
Please estimate for long term (>200 years) effects. Analysis variables should include 
as a minimum all natural and un-natural contaminants being processed and placed at 
or near the surface, the probabilities of weather and rain rates, reliability of leach 
field containment, variability of the tailings soil capping depth and permeability, 
wind and rain erosion of the soil capping, Davidson Canyon geology and substrate 
permeability between the surface and the local water table, and migration of these 
local watershed contaminants to the surrounding aquifers. Consideration should also 
be given the effect of dust contaminants and eventual migration from the operations 
site (item 5 below). Please provide an uncertainty analysis on these predicted effects.

Individual

7598 34 There is no doubt that local air quality will be affected by mining operations which 
will generate dust and vehicle emissions. We am concerned about the immediate and 
long term effects on human health and habitat.

Individual

7598 37 a) Please provide analysis of air constituents as a function of distance and direction 
from mining operations and year of operation. Analysis should include all stimulus 
factors such as dust generation from blasting, shoveling, hauling, dumping, and 
grading, emissions from power generation and vehicles both onsite and in transit, use 
of chemical volatiles in the course of operations, effectiveness of dust control 
techniques, variability of the local climate and winds, and changes in the local micro-
climate due to effects created by mining operations such as wind pattern changes 
created from the pit and waste tailing mounds. Please provide an uncertainty analysis 
on these predicted effects.

Individual

7603 6 The mine will violate our rights to enjoy the natural environment and beauty of the 
National Forest. to have a sustainable water supply. The ground water in the Santa 
Cruz Valley has been dropping which is evidence that we already do not have a 
sustainable water supply. The mine will make it worse. There should be a 
moratorium on allowing new water users until a sustainable supply is proven. SR 83 
is a treasured scenic highway for both autos and bikes. The mine traffic will take this 
away. The mine traffic, dust, noise, destruction of natural National Forest land  will 
lower our quality of life, property values, and tourist economy.  A total cost/benefit 
analysis conducted by an independent source must be developed to justify any 
decisions.

Individual

7685 7 Air Quality.  Dust raised by minig operations could adversely affect the health of 
people nearby, especially if they are exercising.  This could be particularly harmful 
to mountain bikers, trail runners, hikers, and horses.

Organization

7813 5 Further, approval of the use of these resources for mining would contradict the 
Forest Service mission statement. The proposal to remove the copper ore, without 
paying royalties or fees, while consuming tremendous amounts of presious 
groundwater at no expense, consuming large qualities of electricity, polluting the air 
with dust, exhaust, and toxins, containing surface water, groundwater and the earth, 
and permanently destroying the scenic and recreational resources of the area, is not 
viable for approval

Individual

8650 4 I'm also concerned about the dust level, the environment.Individual

8670 3 They also -- also down south we have a lot of elderly people living along the Santa 
Rita Mountain range and a lot of dust pollutants will certainly be there.

Individual
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8688 2 We already have significant mining already going on around here.  And it is ugly.  It 
creates dust, it creates a lot of land scarring, and, you know, it's not even copper 
that's being kept in this country.  It's going out to China.  And it's a Canadian 
company.  Go ahead and mine for copper in Canada.

Individual

8746 5 . . .the kind of problems that they're currently having over in the Green Valley area 
with the open pit mines that are there where they've got large slag and tailing piles 
that nothing will grow on, so they have constant dust problems, besides just the plain 
ugly appearance of this huge terraced pile of material along side the perimeter of 
Green Valley.  I don't think that that kind of thing is good for what Tucson is most 
known for these days.  And that's sunshine for retirees and vacationers.

Individual

8757 5 My house outside furniture, even my car in a shut garage was coated in white powder 
during one of their wind generated problems.

Individual

8781 4 Plus the air pollution, the dust pollution, the noise pollution.Individual

8783 4 I'm concerned about the air pollution, the dust of heavy metals and other pollutants 
that will be raised, the light pollution that will -- the wildlife in that area, the 
proposed area depends on having darkness at night and silence.

Individual

8790 6 You would not want some stranger from Canada coming into your back yard and 
digging up your plants, blasting your subsoil, pouring toxic chemicals into your well, 
dirtying your air with dust and diesel fumes. And those millions of Arizonans and 
Americans who use the national forest as their backyard for enjoying nature on 
weekends and days off don't want to have some company from canada come into 
their backyard in order to destroy it.

Individual

8806 9 We will have dust in te air.Individual

8871 4 It will add to noise and light pollution, dust.Individual

8895 4 Opponents of the project have raised objections concerning important issues, such as 
water consumption, highway usage, dust emissions, blocking of scenic views and 
others. They have also included “straw man” issues, along with unsubstantiated 
objections to block the project, i.e. “NO MINE – PERIOD!”

Individual

8986 4 Just say NO! And don't forget about the dust that a mine would bring. Absurd.Organization

10502 1 On a windy day just look towards Green Valley and see the dust blowing off the top 
of the mine tailings

Organization

10877 1 More damage to the planet , air pollution with dust.Organization

11047 10 Chemical Dust Suppressants or binders- What specific sort of dust suppressants or 
binders?
Would they be sprayed or mixed into the tailings and would this increse the moisture 
content if it were mixed? What would be the wind requirements to spray these? We 
have many windy days here.

Individual

11082 18 What is a dust suppressant exactly? (Aside from water?) p 11 Tetra TechIndividual
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24 20 The area currently has excellent air quality.  Tailings and waste piles will be sources 
of dust, which prevailing winds will blow toward major new residential 
developments east of the Tucson basin.  Air quality in the National Forest and 
surrounding residential areas will be degraded by truck exhaust associated with mine 
operations.

160 38 Digging and hauling will be done 24 hours a day, seven days a week, by heavy 
machinery burning and converting to tail-pipe emissions 9-million gallons of diesel 
fuel per year or 171-million gallons over the Mine's lifetime. In addition to this, the 
150 trucks and employee pool vans arriving at end departing the Mine daily will 
further increase the hydrocarbon emissions attributable to the Mine's operation.

1547 4 How will this affect the amount of air-borne particulants?Individual

1611 9 I believe the Rosemont Copper Project would negatively impact: Air quality due to 
truck traffic on dirt roads (observe Santa Rita Road in dry season)

Individual

1622 1 Traffic would increase pollutionIndividual

1656 5 The Rosemont mine must not be approved because:
Air quality in nearby residential areas would be damaged by mining truck exhaust. 
How could this air pollution be stopped?

Individual

1658 10 The major discussion was control of fugitive emissions.  There was no indication 
that air emissions related to the mining operations or processing of ores or other 
activities were considered.

Individual

1675 6 Another concern I have is the air and the scenery. All the trucks going up and down 
Highway 83 would put smog in the air decreasing visibility. Just having the mine 
there would ruin the view.

Individual

1827 2 How will the effects of exhaust, and other air-borne pollutants and toxins in the Area 
(Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonis, Sahuarita and Green Valley) 
that are produced by mining operations be addressed?

Individual

1922 8 Air quality in nearby residential areas would be damaged by mining truck exhaust.  
How could this air pollution be stopped?

Individual

1967 8 The carbon emmisions of destroying a forested landscape, and those produced by 
mining will only worsen global warming.

Individual

2076 9  Air quality in the National Forest and surrounding residential areas will be degraded 
by both dust and truck exhaust associated with the mine operations.

Individual

2076 10 Intensive development of the site as an open pit mine will result in loss of a 
significant portion of the wildlife habitat and movement corridor on the eastern side 
of the Santa Ritas.

Individual

2144 29 Air quality in the National Forest and surrounding residential areas will be degraded 
by truck exhaust associated with mine operations.

Individual

2199 4 EPA reported for Arizona air emissions increased 4% to 4.5 million pounds due 
primarily to on-site land disposal in the metal mining ndustry.

Individual
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2201 4 Some of the problems that would be created are as follows:

3. Additional roads and traffic (not to mention a smelter, if built) will extend air 
pollution beyond the Tucson basin.

Individual

2273 6 We are concerned about the dust that the mine would create.Individual

2291 5 AIR: Air quality in the National Forest and surrounding residential areas will be 
degraded by both dust and truck exhaust associated with mine operations. Again, 
health issues.

Individual

2293 4 In addition, the wind blown dust from the tailings is unhealthful and a nuisance.Individual

2305 14 SR 83 is a two-lane road that many residents use daily and live near. JD Ranch (for 
one) is located directly off SR83. We have major concerns regarding safety, noise 
pollution, and truck pollution.

Individual

2339 5 Might the increased traffic on Scenic Hwy 83 increase the air pollution all along the 
Hwy and the areas adjacent to it?

Individual

2348 4 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.

Individual

2427 12 It would: contribute to air pollution by necessitating more electrical power 
generation.

Individual

2468 18 Degradation of the air quality in both the Coronado National Forest and surrounding 
residential areas, both from the mine dust AND the truck traffic! Consider the impact 
of the almost constant winds here in the Tucson area and the movement of that dust 
and particulate matter from the mining operation!

Individual

2475 10 The major discussion was control of fugitive emissions.  There was no indication 
that air emissions related to the mining operations or processing of ores or other 
activities were considered.

Individual

2520 4 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.

Individual

2527 10 The major discussion was control of fugitive emissions.  There was no indication 
that air emissions related to the mining operations or processing of ores or other 
activities were considered.

Individual

2564 3 All day I listen to the chimes we have on our porch outside, because this area is 
always windy. We worked our whole life to buy this house. If the mine is approved 3 
miles south (down wind) from our home the particle pollution and heavy metal 
contamination in the dust caused from the tailing and waste piles/overburden would 
make living here unbearable along with causing health issues.

Individual

2566 1 At a time when "planet green" is the focus, this project should be charged for 
greenhouse gases emitted.  The number of trucks per day along with employee travel 
is polution beyond necessity.

Individual
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2593 23 AIR QUALITY
Mines are known to create problems with blowing dust due to many miles of dirt 
roads, and exposed and denuded surfaces such as tailings and waste rock piles. This 
dust can contain a variety of toxic materials, and can cause exceedances of air quality 
standards. At least four sources of air pollution should be considered.
- Dust generated during initial construction of the mine as well as from construction 
of buildings and facilities associated with the project.
- Dust from mining operations and tailing piles.
- Increased vehicle emissions on site and from truck and commuter traffic off site.
- Emissions from processing of ore, on site or off site.

Organization

2593 31 What are the expected emissions and what would the composition be of those 
emissions?
How would the increased traffic affect the hydrocarbon emissions in this area and 
would it cause air pollution problems to occur?
How would the increase in emissions be mitigated?

Organization

2670 6 I have not read or heard anything from the representatives from the Rosemont Mine 
or the US Forest Service regarding protections in place for exposure to the diesel 
from all the trucks.

Individual

2671 28 There is no doubt that local air quality will be affected by mining operations which 
will generate vehicle emissions.

Individual

2698 25 the truck traffic just mentioned will add to the pollution as it moves through Metro 
Tucson, bringing the problem right into our faces.

Business

2717 5 Diesel powered haul truck (100 -300 ton) engine smoke will blow into the Rincon 
Valley & Saguaro National Park East.

Organization

2724 31 Air quality in the national forest and surrounding residential areas will be degraded 
by truck exhaust associated with mine operations.

Individual

2736 49 How will mining operations impact air quality?  What what pollution controls will be 
put into place to monitor pollution from both the mining and vehicular traffic 
associated with the mine?

Government

2754 2 It’s operations would create dust,Individual
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2760 54 The EIS should estimate project emissions from all facilites and roads related to the 
mine's operations, including any off-site processing that may be planned. Discuss 
whether a PSD permit would be required for the proposed project. If a PSD permit is 
required, the mining company will need to determine increment consumption as 
well. If a PSD permit would not be required, the EIS should indicate whether the 
baseline data has been triggered for minor sources in a specified area. Once the 
minor source baseline data has been triggered for a certain pollutant in a specified 
area, all emissions from minor sources of that pollutant consume increment. The EIS 
should discuss impacts to the NAAQS and PSD increments from projected emissions 
of the project and alternatives, considering the effects from all aspects of mine 
excavation, construction, operation, and support activities, such as vehicle traffic, as 
well as cumulative emissions from other sources in the project area. The Forest 
Service should closely coordinate with the Pima County Department of the 
Environmental Quality regarding regulatory requriements and controls.

PSD increments are highly protective of air quality in Class I areas such as 
wilderness areas and national parks. The PSD increments for PM10 in Class I areas 
are 4 ug/m3 and 8ug/m3, for the annual and 24-hour standards, respectively; and the 
nitrogen dioxide annual increment is 2.5ug/m3. The EIS should identify all Class I 
PSD areas located within 100 kilometers of the proposed project site. Class I areas 
even further away could potentially be affected as well. The Forest Service should 
consult with the Bureau of Land Management and the National Park Service for a 
determination of which areas could be adversely affected by the proposed action. 
Potential impacts to Class I PSD areas, including visibility impacts, should be 
discussed

Government

2760 55 The EIS should describe mitigation measures to minimize air pollutant emissions 
from the mine. Convential fugitive dust source controls include water application or 
use of chemical binders or wetting agents on roads and stockpiles, and revegetation 
of disturbed areas. Additional measures exist that could be used to control PM10 
emissions, as well as diesel particulate matter (DPM) and other criteria pollutants, 
from fugitive sources at the mine. We recommend the following additional emissions 
reduction measures.
*use particle traps and other appropriate controls to reduce emissions of DPM and 
other air pollutants.
*Use diesel fuel with the lowest sulfur content available, or other suitable alternative 
diesel fuel, which substantially reduces DPM emissions.
*Minimize construction-related trips of workers and equipment, including trucks and 
heavy equipment.
*Lease or buy newer, cleaner equipment (1996 or newer model)
*Employ periodic, unscheduled inspections to ensure that construction equipment is 
properly maintained at all times and does not unnecessarily idle, is turned to 
manufacturer's specifications, and is not modified to increase horsepower except in 
accordance with established specifications.

Government

6713 5 Other things we're looking at is we're using modern equipment. We're looking at 
using things like -- in the haul trucks we're putting in TR2 enginges, which meet all 
the pollution standards for the State of California, which is one of the most strict 
states for air pollution.

Individual
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6781 5 The noise of the heavy mining equipment, daily blasting seven days a week, air 
pollution from windblown dust, and sulfuric acid, and diesel fumes,

Individual

6809 2 If you read the MPO, and I urge you to do so, you would find, among other 
disturbing information, that Rosemont Mine would use nine million gallons of diesel 
fuel each year for 20 years. Emissions from this diesel  would be carried by 
prevailing winds to the northeast over Tucson and could elevate ozone levels, which 
lately have been 90 percent of the federal limits. Add to these emissions dust and 
blasting residue and there would be serious health issues to consider; increases in 
lung caner, heart attacks, and asthma are likely.

Individual

6848 1 This is just one of the things that I really wanted to stress was the engine. All of the 
equipment that is going to go into this is going to be the standards that are set 
already in California by 2010. Those standards are going to go up again.  If the mine 
is prepared, when it comes down, we will provide the latest technology that comes 
back.

I hear about all of the emissions coming back out of all of this. It is coming back to 
the particulates that come back out of here are going to be, for these engines, about a 
tenth of what they were just ten years ago. So this is a state of the art.

Individual

6873 10 Pollution, air pollution from operations, increased particulate matter into the air we 
breathe, as well as fossil fuel emissions all need to be fully analyzed. Noise 
pollution; light pollution, impacting astronomical observatories; potential for water 
pollution, both surface and groundwater pollution; recreation and aesthetics, impacts 
to quality recreational opportunities on our public lands, hiking, camping, hang 
gliding, hunting, et cetera; impacts to scenic view shed along the scenic highway; 
and the economic -- we've seen the boom and bust cycle here in Arizona many times 
before, and any economic benefit will inevitably be short-term, not long-term. The 
EIS should also analyze the loss of jobs upon the closure of the mine after 20 years 
or so.

Organization

6962 3 Will the dust, blasting and diesel pollution produced 24 hours a day just hang there?Individual

7008 10 The additional auto emissions further ruins air quality.Individual

7052 5 I am opposed to the mine for several reasons:

It would destroy natural habitat

It would be a drain on water supplies

It would adversely affect tourism

The dust caused would be a health hazard throughout the Tucson area

The increase in truck traffic would not only be a health hazard because of emitted 
pollutants, but also because it would cause dangerous traffic conditions on a narrow, 
scenic route.

Individual
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7096 3 May  I please request that in the pending EIS you specifically address the economic 
and environmental impacts and issues of increased carbon dioxide emissions? The 
Sonoran Institute's December 2007 Report estimates this to be 982,000 metric tons 
of CO2 per year. Please corroborate or challenge this figure and tell us what 
percentage this is of Arizona's total emissions.

Individual

7117 25 The Forest Service must analyze the impacts of the proposed mine on air quality. 
Mining operations are large polluters when it comes to air quality. This mine will be 
on different. Where and how will the ore be process? This mine will increase air 
pollution via direct and indirect operations, including via the blasting and soil 
disturbance and significant increase in truck traffic. How will the truck traffic affect 
pollution in the area, an area which is likely to be included in an ozone non-
attainment area in the near future? How will it increase greenhouse gas emissions? 
Digging and hauling will be done 24 hours a day, seven days a week. It will include 
large trucks and heavy equipment with significant amounts of tailpipe emissions 
including the precursors to ozone, particulates, and hazardous air pollutants, among 
others.  On average, there will be 150 vehicles departing the proposed Rosemont 
Copper Mine per day. Most of these will be heavy trucks. As mentioned above, it 
will also result in an increase in greenhouse gas emissions. This should also be 
evaluated.

Organization

7125 5 AIR: Air quality in the National Forest and surrounding residential areas will be 
degraded by both dust and truck exhaust associated with mine operations. Again, 
health issues.

Individual

7136 6 -There is a section of Interstate 10 near/under the railroad bridge which is not a 
Federal Highway (I believe and ask that you investigate this) and the speed limit 
decreases. What effect will this have on the air quality when diesel trucks have to 
slow down with large loads of copper concentrate on them and then reaccelerate?

Individual

7163 45 Air Pollution

Questions to be answered in the EIS:
What forms of and how much air pollution will be expected from the proposed mine 
and related operations?
What types of particulates are anticipated to originate from the mine site, both during 
the active mining operations and reclamation, and how will seasonal weather patterns 
direct such airborne pollution?
What risks do these particulates pose to the surrounding communities, and how will 
these ricks be minimized or mitigated?
How much greenhouse gas emissions will be generated from the mining operations 
over its lifetime?

Organization
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7164 11 Please consider the following remarks concerning the negative ECONOMIC impact 
of the proposed Rosemont Mine (taken from a report by the Sonoran Institute):

ECONOMIC IMPACT

The potential positive local economic benefits from the proposed Rosemont project 
are small in comparison to the magnitude of the local economy. Local economic 
impacts would derive primarily from employment, wages and salaries, business 
purchases, and taxes paid to local governments -- representing between (0.08%) and 
(0.3%) of total employment in Pima and Santa Cruz counties combined for the year 
2005;
local business economic impact ranging from less than five (0.5%) to (0.6%) of the 
2005 GDP of the Tucson Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA);
estimated total local tax revenues representing about 1.3% of total property, excise, 
and sales taxes collected in Pima County and the City of Tucson in the 2005/2006 
fiscal year and between one-half of one percent (0.5%) and 1.2% of total combined 
revenues for the two governments.

Significant Potential Local Costs from Proposed Mine Project
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including:

estimated increased costs to local school districts of between $2.7 million and $10 
million per year;
increased highway maintenance costs on SR 83;
annual societal cost associated with increased driving of at least $418,000;
increased costs to travelers on SR 83 of approximately $949,000 annually;
decreased property values for those residential properties impacted by degraded 
viewsheds and dust pollution;
decreased revenues from outdoor recreation and tourism; and
economic impacts associated with environmental effects of surface and groundwater,
electrical power generation, and increased carbon dioxide emissions.

Individual

7166 12 TRAFFIC: There will be a large increase in slow-moving, heavy truck traffic along 
Highway 83 in southeastern Arizona. This, in addition to employee and other added 
vehicles, could congest and compromise a lovely, scenic drive into this beautiful 
camping, sightseeing, hiking, bird watching, and highly desirable tourist area. Has 
the increased impact of air pollution from these vehicles, damage to roads, potential 
litter, and noise pollution been studied as part of the impact to the area?

Individual

7200 19 The likelihood that the air quality in the National Forest and surrounding residential 
areas will be degraded by both dust and truck exhaust associated with mine 
operations is significant, and must be addressed in this EIS.

Organization

7227 5 There are also the major concerns of water usage and pollution to the area caused by 
the trucks and the dust.

Business
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7253 23 AIR QUALITY
Mines are known to create problems with blowing dust due to many miles of dirt 
roads, and exposed and denuded surfaces such as tailings and waste rock piles. This 
dust can contain a variety of toxic materials, and can cause exceedances of air quality 
standards. At least four sources of air pollution should be considered.
- Dust generated during initial construction of the mine as well as from construction 
of buildings and facilities associated with the project.
- Dust from mining operations and tailing piles.
- Increased vehicle emissions on site and from truck and commuter traffic off site.
- Emissions from processing of ore, on site or off site.

Organization

7253 31 What are the expected emissions and what would the composition be of those 
emissions?
How would the increased traffic affect the hydrocarbon emissions in this area and 
would it cause air pollution problems to occur?
How would the increase in emissions be mitigated?

Organization

7328 4 One thing we do know is the trucks and constant traffic will create noise, pollution, 
accidents and discourage tourism.

Individual

7329 9 Imagine heavy trucks lumbering along scenic highways, impending traffic and 
spoiling the area with their noise and pollution.

Individual

7411 10 Air Quality- the impact of vehicle exhaust from the multitude of trucks traveling 
Hwy 83 needs to be quantified.

Individual

7415 10 Who will mitigate the CO2 emissions from the 500-700 GWh/yr power consumption 
(supplied by coal-fired power plants), from pumps moving 5000 acre-feet of water 
per year over the Santa Rita Mountains, from employee travel 365 days a year from 
towns and cities 20 to 50 miles distant, from diesel-powered dozers, graders, haulers, 
supply trucks, and product-removal trucks?

Individual

7432 9 A recent Sonoran Institute study states:
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including
-economic  impacts associated with environmental effects on surface and 
groundwater, electrical power generation, and increased carbon dioxide emissions.

Organization

7487 28 There is no doubt that local air quality will be affected by mining operations which 
will generate vehicle emissions.

Individual

7504 45 Portions of Pima County have already had particulate matter exceedances above the 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards, and the addition of emissions from coal, 
natural gas, or oil-fired electrical generatin, mining dust and haul operations will 
only exacerbate this.

7508

7517 4 However, along with the vast majority of Forest Service Volunteers in Southern 
Arizona, I want to express my deep concern and negative feelings about a mne in 
that area.  Depletion of water table, diminished air quality due to both mining 
operation and increased traffic, negative implact on home values, depletion of flora 
and therefore fauna in the area are some of the concerns.

Individual

7562 10 The Rosemont estimate of five employees to a vehicle coming to work together is 
probably overstated and inaccurate.

Individual
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7579 6 I have chosen to live in this area because of the excellent air quality. With all of the 
trucks that would be traveling on the roads and highways this will also be adding to 
the air pollution.

Individual

7598 35 There is no doubt that local air quality will be affected by mining operations which 
will generate dust and vehicle emissions. We am concerned about the immediate and 
long term effects on human health and habitat.

Individual

7598 38 a) Please provide analysis of air constituents as a function of distance and direction 
from mining operations and year of operation. Analysis should include all stimulus 
factors such as dust generation from blasting, shoveling, hauling, dumping, and 
grading, emissions from power generation and vehicles both onsite and in transit, use 
of chemical volatiles in the course of operations, effectiveness of dust control 
techniques, variability of the local climate and winds, and changes in the local micro-
climate due to effects created by mining operations such as wind pattern changes 
created from the pit and waste tailing mounds. Please provide an uncertainty analysis 
on these predicted effects.

Individual

7813 6 Further, approval of the use of these resources for mining would contradict the 
Forest Service mission statement. The proposal to remove the copper ore, without 
paying royalties or fees, while consuming tremendous amounts of presious 
groundwater at no expense, consuming large qualities of electricity, polluting the air 
with dust, exhaust, and toxins, containing surface water, groundwater and the earth, 
and permanently destroying the scenic and recreational resources of the area, is not 
viable for approval

Individual

8790 7 You would not want some stranger from Canada coming into your back yard and 
digging up your plants, blasting your subsoil, pouring toxic chemicals into your well, 
dirtying your air with dust and diesel fumes. And those millions of Arizonans and 
Americans who use the national forest as their backyard for enjoying nature on 
weekends and days off don't want to have some company from canada come into 
their backyard in order to destroy it.

Individual

8875 6 It would significantly impact negatively the access for recreation and potentially 
significantly pollute the environment, including the water shed, the air quality, the 
truck traffic, et cetera.

Individual

8882 4 That it will pollute the air from the large diesel trucks that will be doing the mining 
work.

Individual
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1 3 I am primarily concerned about the design and implementation of a suitable 
monitoring plan which addresses air quality--especially the chemical (mailnly heavy 
metals and organics) in particulate matter from direct or fugitive emissions at the 
project sites and environs.

Individual

43 9 What studies have been done to determine how far and in what direction the airborne 
materials will travel and what their composition will be?
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43 10 The other reason we purchased and built in this area is because the air quality is very 
good in and around the Canyon. The skies are noticeably bluer and clearer than 
down in Tucson due to less dust in the sky, and pollution from vehicles. I have 
significant allergies and I am noticeably less bothered when out there. A mine will be 
constantly raising dust and reducing our air quality. Will we have to go to court to 
prove our loss? Again, there is no payment that will replace what we will lose.

Individual

43 10 What will be done to protect nearby residents from toxic airborne materials?

49 4 My concerns would be the deterioration, reduction of safety, and the high increase of 
traffic and air pollution of the designated scenic Highway 83 from I-10 turnoff to the 
intersection of Highway 82 and Highway 83. These all would occur is the mine 
project was allowed to happen.

Individual

57 4 Augusta should carry out , with their own money, scientific studies to determine how 
far and in what direction the airborne materials will travel. Agusta should also 
determine what will be done to protect Tucsonans from toxic airborne materials.

Individual

159 11 Copper mining elsewhere has historically been associated with air pollution.

160 17 COMMENT 2: AIR, NOISE, TRAFFIC, AND LIGHT POLLUTION BY THE 
MINE ARE CERTAIN.

160 36 COMMENT 2B: THE MINE WILL RELEASE TO THE AIR UNACCEPTABLE 
AMOUNTS OF DUST, HYDROCARBONS, AND OTHER TOXIC CHEMICALS.

160 39 Mitigation:   In the event of failure to comply with all applicable air quality standars, 
Augusta must be compelled to cease operations and pay all expenses for 
remediation.    Require that mitigation measures be subjected to greater scientific 
rigor; that predictions of impacts be based in part on performance in past predictions 
and experiences at other mines.       Require that mitigation measures be designed by 
persons with the requisite technical expertise and experience, and that all proposed 
mitigation measures be subjected to independent review and determination of the 
risk of failure and the likelihood of success.

160 97 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause air pollution.

777 5 Even is the NEPA process concludes (incredibly) that an open pit mine more than a 
mile wide, together with its thousands of acres of tailings and maintenance facilities, 
will not destroy wildlife habitat, pollute ground water, and poison air quality, put an 
intolerable burden upon existing water supplies and destroy the natural beauty of that 
area of the Santa Ritas, it is a foregone conculsion that its steady stream of ore trucks 
will make Scenic Highway 83, a hellish obstacle course.

Individual

1553 6 How will it affect air quality?Individual

1572 9 L.T. Concerns:
Pollution- air

Individual

1585 6 Our greatest concern relates to the impact of air pollution on an already-taxed 
environment in close proximity to densely populated areas.

Individual

1598 2 Air-quality will forever be affected.Individual
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1599 7 I also own 10 acres in the Helvetia area where I plan to retire some day and I am 
greatly concerned about the odors that will result from the mine.

Individual

1610 4 If the community is already in an EPA non-attainment area, how will the additional 
"exurban" commuters change the quality of air?

Individual

1612 5 Air quality deterioration is certainIndividual

1618 2 The bottom line (cost/benefit) is a loss to AZ and especially this region. Loss of air 
quality would be greater than the $ gained by a prurate Mining Company.

Individual

1620 3 My primary concerns are:
Air pollution

Individual

1628 3 I did not move to a rural area to see our air poisoned.Individual

1631 5 Air are also high concerns.Individual

1641 2 As a nearby resident, I do not want the air pollution.Individual

1675 2 I have lived in Vail since I was 4 and it has always been a good place to live. Fresh 
air, beautiful scenery, and clean good water for everyone, but now all this is 
threatened.

Individual

1683 6 Sahuarita, its neighbors, and the entire region have a vested interest in potential 
water use, the environment-especially te control and monitoring of air pollution and 
land usage by the proposed mine. These are not merely academic questions for us; 
these issues directly impact our lives and our community.

Government

1684 9 The requisite Air Quality permit will be obtained, and all applicable federal, state, 
and local air quality related standards nd guidelines will be met. Work toward this 
end has already been initiated. In contrast, it should be borne in mind that every 
household in the metro Tucson area emits 500 lb of pollutants into the atmosphere 
annually.

Individual

1696 2 The ensuing air + water pollution will make the quality of life unbearable.Individual

1698 3 I'm concerned with quality +quantity of our water; Air Quality (I have asthma)Individual

1702 1 I am concerned about air quality, water use and quality, environmental degradation 
loss of our pristine wilderness, and our future quality of life.

Individual

1708 6 "Our primary objection is the negative impact this operation could have on our 
residents and local tourist economy," Bee said. "Specifically, we are concerned about 
the air pollution."

Organization

1709 10 In general I do not see any commitment to maintain the view, water, and water 
quality, air quality, might sky darkness and the quiet of my property.

Individual

1731 6 I am concerned for our night skies, for our air quality, for our water quality if there is 
any water remaining to measure for purity.

Organization

1737 1 What is the impact of the air quality? I have 2 elderly parents and I am an asmathic- 
what type of quality of life can I expect?

Individual
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1747 4 My concerns would be the air pollution of the designated scenic Highway 83 from 
the I-10 turnoff to the intersection of Highway 82 and Highway 83. This would 
occur if the mine was allowed to happen.

Individual

1748 8 The Mine's operation will deleteriously affect:
Air quality

Organization

1759 1 I am concerned about toxins released into the air and into the drinking supply of Vail 
and Tucson.

Individual

1760 2 How is this mine going to affect the air quality in the above areas?Individual

1764 2 How will the air quality be affected by the digging and exploration of an open pit 
mine? (From dust and vehicles)

Individual

1818 6 Air pollution in the area is already an issue from the current mining operations.  
What is Augusta's plan to not have any negative impact on air quality caused by the 
mining process and the transportation of materials within and outside of the mining 
area?

Individual

1831 2 The air pollution would be extremely disturbing.Individual

1845 7 No trees bad air.Individual

1871 7 There are noise and air quality issues.Individual

1879 3 The projected open pit mine will have negative, in some cases disastrous impacts in 
critical areas of the Coronado National Forest, upon air quality.

Individual

1882 4 My concerns would be the deterioration, reduction of safety, and the high increase of 
traffic and air pollution of the designated scenic Highway 83 from I-10 turnoff to the 
intersection of Highway 82 and Highway 83. These all would occur is the mine 
project was allowed to happen.

Individual

1890 2 The existance of the mine will do almost nothing to protect the water and air. The 
construction of the proposed pipeline will do nothing to prevent or very little to defer 
the looming water problem in this area.

Individual

1891 8 The plan submitted by Augusta is for an open pit mine in an area of frequent high 
winds and a watershed that will drain into the Tucson water supply. The impact on 
environment, air quality, water supply, and most importantly the health of a large 
population over the hill in Tucson and its surrounding area must be very carefully 
evaluated.

Individual

1895 2 The copper company will make money and leave and the rest of us will be stuck with 
the scars on the land, the pollution of the air and water, the ruined water shed, the 
vanishing wild life and the loss of one more wild and beautiful place in Southern 
Arizona.

Individual

1897 1 The Air Quality Division has concluded that a General Conformity Determination is 
not required for this project for the following reason: Not in a Nonattainment or 
Maintenance area

Government
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1897 3 The following rules applicable to reducing dust during construction, demolition and 
earth moving activities are enclosed: 
Arizona Administrative Code R18-2-604 through -607
Arizona Administrative Code R18-2-804
Pima County Code Chapter 17.16 Article III

Government

1911 7 Air quality would suffer in an area with a large population of older residents.Individual

1914 2 We are deeply concerned about the effects the proposed mine will have on air quality.Individual

1917 2 I am concerned about the following environmental & health issues:  Air quality.Individual

1918 2 Air-pollution - Tucson cannot meet the EPA Air Quality stands now - with the 
pollution from the Green Valley mines, this will add to the pollution when the mine 
is opened.

Individual

1924 2 Air pollutionIndividual

1929 3 Currently, new operations would rather pay a per diem fine than prevent dust & 
residues from poluting in G.V.

Individual

1930 2 Air pollutionIndividual

1944 3 Air quality would be negatively impacted.Individual

1947 5 The Executive Summary prepared by Westland Resource Corporation in Tucson on 
July 11, 2007 for the Augusta Resource Corporation only gives four and a half lines 
in a nine page document to Air Quality. And these few words relate only to the type 
of permit application that they will need to make. IN Augusta Resource's F-40 
(Annual Report for a foreign company) filed March 4, 2008, they state there may be 
problems and that they cannot even obtain insurance against all of this risks 
associated with this proposed mining operation:
Our insurance will not cover all the potential risks associated with a mining 
company's operations. We may also be unable to maintain insureance to cover these 
risks at economically feasibly premiums…Moreover, insurance against risks such as 
environmental pollution or other hazards as a result of exploration and production is 
not generally available to us or to other companies in the mining industry on 
acceptable terms. We might also become subject to liability for pollution or other 
hazards which may not insure against or which we may elect not to insure against 
because of premium costs or other reasons.

Individual

1951 3 & air which will result from the planned open pit mining operations to take place at 
Rosemont.

Individual

1953 7 The trucks traveling on local roads & highways will cause airIndividual

1956 17 Noise pollution, air pollution, and water contaminationIndividual

1964 10 Over the long term, is it likely that an open pit copper mine will lead to an 
improvement or deterioration in the air they breathe?

Individual

1964 12 Is an open pit mine likely to increase local pollution?Individual

1967 2 and to it's clean air,Individual
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1968 2 the negative impact the proposed mine will have on air quality in the national forest.Individual

1975 8 Dangerous traffic on winding Route 83, air pollution, light affecting Mt. Hopkins 
telescopes - all need to be considered.

Individual

2090 5 We feel that there are many valid reasons to not approving this project:
2. The negative impact on underground aquifers and ground water supplies as well as 
air pollution.

Individual

2091 17 Air pollution.Individual

2102 4 For those who live here, that scenic desecration is compounded by polluted air. 
Every time the wind blows I can see billowingclouds coming off the Sierita 
Mountain mines and I can feel it in my lungs and eyes.

Individual

2107 5 Air Pollution: This is a peaceful, clean valley. There are not so many places like this 
left in our country today. I am very concerned about the ay this Mine Project will 
ruin our clean air and will turn our rural environment into an industrial, noisy, messy 
world.

Individual

2107 8 Please consider the detrimental effects on our air quality.Individual

2117 3 We are concerned about the problems of air pollutionIndividual

2123 4 Beyond the esthetics the risks to air quality and other pollution is huge.Individual

2143 5 Air quality will deteriorate due to dust, exhaust fumes and other toxic contaminants.Individual

2147 5 Even if the NEPA process concludes (incredibly) that an open pit mine more than a 
mile wide, together with its thousands of acres of tailings and maintenance facilities, 
will not poison air quality, it is a foregone conclusion that its steady stream of ore 
trucks will make Scenic Highway 83 a hellish obstacle course.

Individual

2148 16 Air pollutionIndividual

2149 2 We are concerned that we are compromising the air quality in the region for an 
enterprise that cannot return to use the quality of life that it will take away with the 
ore it finds.

Individual

2149 8 They should not be allowed to operate a mine that has the potential to leave us all 
worse off as we suffer the consequences of polluted air.

Individual

2150 18 The other reason we purchased and built in this area is because the air quality is very 
good in and around the Canyon. The skies are noticeably bluer and clearer than 
down in Tucson due to less dust in the sky, and pollution from vehicles. I have 
significant allergies and I am noticeably less bothered when out there. A mine will be 
constantly raising dust and reducing our air quality.

Individual

2153 6 A mine such as the one planned for Rosemont by Augusta Resources will have a 
detrimental effect upon local air quality.

Individual

2156 17 Air pollutionIndividual

2170 13 There will be air pollutionIndividual
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2171 3 Not only the substantial likelihood of air pollution DIRECTLY DUE TO THE 
MINE!

Individual

2174 17 Air pollutionIndividual

2198 4 My wife and I (Neal) live approx.2.5 miles from the proposed Rosemont Mine site. 
We live on Hilton Ranch Road, adjacent to the Davidson Canyon drainage, 
downstream from the proposed mine site. We have owned approx. 29 acres since 
1979 and have a domestic well located on said property. We have built our DREAM 
home several years ago, after living in a single wide trailer for over 30 years. The 
approval of proposed mine will contaminate the air we breathe.

Individual

2198 5 The AIRBONE pollution will be worse than the WET tailings which is bad enough, 
just look over to the west at wet tailings overlooking Green Valley and the amount of 
dust they have admitted for years. The plan at Rosemont Mine is to use DRY 
tailings. This type of tailings use less water, but creates more toxic dust. According 
to Jamie Sturgess this is a relative new process with one mine in the U..S. and one in 
South America.

Individual

2199 8 How will residents, wildlife, and vegetation be protected from airborne and water-
born toxics? What will be the composition of airborne toxics and particulates?

Individual

2200 3 Besides destroying habitat it poisons the air, and water.Individual

2209 9 The quality of human and other life in the area is threatened by air pollution.Individual

2213 5 Historically, open pit mining causes air pollution.Individual

2214 11 What studies have been done to determine how far and in what direction the airborne 
materials will travel and what their composition will be?

Individual

2218 10 Over the long term, is it likely that an open pit copper mine will lead to an 
improvement or deterioration in the air they breathe?

Individual

2218 12 Is an open pit mine likely to increase local pollution?Individual

2260 4 The Rosemont mine will be bad for air.Individual

2262 2 The arguments against it are endless and effective, major ones are particularly air, 
water, and noise pollution. All of which are enormous factors that contribute to the 
devastation of the amazing South West.

Individual

2262 6 To add to the argument this is such a particularly beautiful place to pollute, it is not 
destined for horrendous strip mining complemented with polluted skies.

Individual

2268 3 The air should not be destroyed just because a FORIEGN country wants to mine 
copper.

Individual

2272 5 Air quality in the National Forest and surrounding residential areas will be degraded 
by both dust and truck exhaust associated with mine operations.

Individual

2276 4 Most importantly, we do not want to have the air tainted by this mine.Individual

2287 4 I am also concerned about the amount of particulates which will be put into the air, 
which will cause an increased in respiratory problems.

Individual
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2291 30 The blasting, dust, noise, and heavy truck traffic will reduce current values 
substantially.

Individual

2306 4 The mine would pollute.It would cause air pollution.Individual

2318 5 Pollution is a great concern. Air quality will degrade.Individual

2331 2 The proposed Rosemont Copper Proejct should be stopped for many reasons that 
include but are not limited to:
air pollution

Individual

2352 4 I became concerned when I was told that a huge mining project had been proposed 
for this area. I have seen other mining operations in Arizona over the years that I 
have been out there. I even worked for Magma Copper when I lived out there in the 
70's. I know that these large operations have large impcts on everything in the area 
where they are placed. Not just impacts on wildlife, but also roads, water tables, air 
quality, increased noise levels from operations, and light pollution. All of these 
things have direct impacts on quality of life for all creatures both human and 
otherwise.

Individual

2360 13 The air factor is yet another objection. People have retired to these outlying 
communities in an effort to get away from the pollution of large cities. Many have 
poured their life's savings into buying a few acres and building their dream homes in 
order to breathe fresh air, only now to have it all plucked from them for the sake of 
profit.

Individual

2368 6 My research indicates that Augusta is untried in the mining industry. But the record 
of mining in Arizona and elsewhere should guide our expectations:  we can expect 
air pollution.

Individual

2384 2 Can Rosemont Copper guarantee the safety of nearby residents from toxic airborne 
materials?

Individual

2400 3 It's not only water, which in itself is enough to say no to the mine, it's the quality of 
our air

Individual

2400 8 Responsibilities:
 Maintain the high quality of air by not contaminating it with toxic dust from the 
mine.

Individual

2401 5 Clean air is the most important resources that the National Forest can offer.Individual

2421 4 And what about the hideous pollution? The whole idea is madness!Individual

2424 3 I'm against this mining situation. I'm concerned about the pollution (air). Just say no! 
They can go mine their own land.

Individual

2429 4 My concerns are:
3. air pollution

Individual

2431 8 Do not allow R.C. Mine Project because:
5. Air pollution problems will result if mine allowed

Individual

2433 3 It's bad enough all the development- but we certainly don't need reckless mining- 
which pllutes our air (the wind will carry it for miles)

Individual
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2434 2 The air pollution alone make it unacceptable for our citizens.Individual

2440 11 Many environmentally immune compromised individuals can live nowhere else. 
They are the members of our species that are endangered and we have a 
responsibility to protect them as well. Development of the proposed mine will drive 
them out of the area not only through the destruction of the scenic view, but with the 
attendant degradation of the air quality, water shed and increase noise and pressure 
from the infrastructure of the operation and employee people traffic that the project 
will bring. One only has to look at the nearby changes that have occurred in Bisbee 
and Green Valley to have a realistic appreciation of what will occur in the 
Rosemont/Sonoita area from this project. The cost to those of us who are 
compromised and the value to the rest of us who can utilize them as critical 
indicators of what will happen to the rest of our species if we degrade our habitat 
must be factored in to the costs of the Rosemont project.

Individual

2446 5 AIR:  Air quality in the National Forest and surrounding residential areas will be 
degraded by both dust,  and truck exhaust associated with mine operations.  MORE 
health issues.

Individual

2470 31 5]How will this project quarantee our air quality? I live in Sonoita, and when I travel 
to the Sahuarita-Green Valley area, I notice the difference in air quality, due largely 
to the proximity to the mines.

Individual

2481 4 What about the air pollution to our "quite, peaceful area"?Individual

2485 5 How will air pollution be mitigated?Individual

2493 2 By going through with this project Business and the scenic Mountain Empire as we 
know it will be destroyed.  Pollution will take over our air.

Individual

2500 2 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 air quality.

Government

2500 6 The Park is also concerned about 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.

Government

2512 3 FURTHER CONTAMINATION OF OUR AIR WILL ONLY ADD TO THE 
CONTINUING DEGRADATION OF OUR IMMUNE SYSTEMS….

Individual

2512 10 An environmental engineer from Phoenix who manages construction sites 
throughout Arizona, confirmed for me that there are organisms being released into 
the air now, that heretofore have been unrecognized….seeminly in herent solely to 
this desert. There are studies being done to ascertain how much humans, etc are 
being impacted.
Can Augusta provide assurance that further mining will not be responsible for further 
compromising the health of our citizens and our animals via increased contamination 
of our air….

Individual
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2519 2 What alternatives can be put forth for the following other than denying Augusta's 
mining plans:  air pollution - dust from digging, blasting , and truck traffic in and out 
of the pit

Individual

2522 5 Aside from all of the environmental hazards, particularly the significantly diminished 
air quality

Individual

2524 8 Also consider:
Dust + air pollution.

Individual

2587 1 If I want to see industrial wastelands, I can find that much closer to home. If I want 
to experience city life, I'd much rather spend my vacation and my money where the 
air is clear.

Individual

2590 6 Augusta engaged the best engineers, hydrologists and environmentalists available in 
developing their state-of-the-art plan and these experts comprehensively addressed 
the concerns raised without any shortcuts. Specifically Augusta's plan responsibly 
addresses the issues of pollution and water supply and includes reasonable steps to 
protect neighbors against the voiced concerns.

Individual

2592 59 A single PM10 monitoring site is inadequate to evaluate the range of conditions 
across the proposed site and to eliminate potential bias due to site location.  Figure 2-
1 shows the PM10 monitoring location on projected future topography and does not  
show the monitoring site with respect to surrounding conditions that might introduce 
bias.

Individual

2592 60 A single meteorological site is inadequate to evaluate the range of conditions across 
the proposed site and to eliminate potential bias due to site location.

Individual

2593 30 Important considerations are the impact of air and dust pollution on the health of 
both employees and area residents, region- wide visual impact on scenery and view 
sheds and the impact on plant and animal life.  The effect on recreational and 
property values should be established.  Furthermore, the consequences of mine 
operation for ongoing efforts by the City of Tucson and Pima County to meet EPA 
air quality standards must be considered.

The EIS should also consider the following questions and concerns:

-What is the current air quality of the area, and how would the mine affect it?
-What are the wind velocities (minimum, maximum and average) at the mine site 
throughout the year?
-What is the prevailing wind direction throughout the year?
-How far would windblown materials travel from the site and in what directions?
-What would be the composition of the windblown materials and what are the 
associated health risks?
-How does this compare to air quality standards?
-Does the project meet the State and County air quality control regulations?

Organization
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2593 32 Would Augusta/Rosemont pay the fines the County incurs from exceedances of air 
quality standards?
If the proposed project emits carbon monoxide, sulfur dioxide, or particulates, the 
EPA requires that the offsetting pollution source be within the immediate vicinity of 
the new plant.

Additionally, the EIS should consider whether any specific air pollutants emitted as a 
result of the mine's activities (including but not limited to coarse and fine particulate 
matter, volatile organic compounds and carbon monoxide) would negatively impact 
the Tucson area's attainment of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
("NAAQS") established under the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 7409, as well as under 
current standards and proposed changes to the NAAQS. Specifically, would the 
mine's activities contribute to the nonattainment of the NAAQS in the Tucson area 
for coarse particulate matter (PM 10), fine particulate matter (PM 2.5), low level 
ozone, and carbon monoxide? If the mine's activities cause nonattainment for any 
pollutant, what would the economic impact be on the region?

Organization

2593 34 - Increasing the frequency of water trucks for dust control both during construction 
and mining operations.
- Requiring the mine to purchase PM 10 efficient street sweepers and regularly 
sweep all roads and parking lots on site as well as off site roads used by commuting 
employees.
- Installing nearby monitoring equipment to ensure accurate measurement of the 
mine's contribution to coarse and fine particular matter and to provide nearby 
residents timely warnings on days when pollution levels pose health risks.
- Requiring the mine to use ultra-low sulfur diesel (that meets the California Air 
Resources Board standard) or biodiesel in all mine equipment and heavy trucks to 
reduce particulate matter pollution caused by the diesel fuel.
- Using natural gas powered vehicles whenever possible for the mine's operations 
and construction.
- Requiring the mine to use Stage I and Stage II Vapor Recovery on all company 
gasoline and diesel fueling stations both on and off site.

Organization

2593 58 -How would this impact Pima and Santa Cruz County's overall energy use and ability 
to meet current air pollution and emission standards.

Organization

2597 1 There are several reasons why we feel that this is not an appropriate use of forest 
service land. The impact on air quality in this area caused by mining activities and 
the heavy truck presence that would be associated with these activities.

Individual

2599 7 The sheer scale, durations, and nature of the activities required to mine copper from 
an open pit and process it will result in substantial dust pollution and toxic air 
emissions, regardless of mitigation efforts undertaken by Rosemont Copper Co.

Questions:  What kinds of dust and toxic airborne pollutants will the mine create?  
What are the levels of each pollutant likely to be created?  What surrounding areas 
will be affected, during what seasons and under what climatic conditions?  How far 
will the dust/toxic emissions be carried, in which directions and at what times of 
year?

Individual

2606 2 I know we can't afford any more air pollutionIndividual
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2617 22 We are very concerned about the affect on the air quality in the whole Tucson basin. 
The air in this area east of Tucson is amazingly clean and clear.  What will the 
impact of this mine have on the quality of the air, in all surrounding areas, including 
Tucson?

Individual

2617 23 Federal funds come into the Tucson area that are dependent on the air quality. What 
will the impact on these funds be from this mining operation?

Individual

2617 25 People move here because the clean environment has a  positive impact on their 
health. A large part this positive health impact is due to the extremely pure air quality.

Individual

2617 29 How many people will be forced to move due to the lower air quality?Individual

2617 33 How do you plan to mitigate the extreme air pollution that the increadibly heavy 
truck traffic will cause?

Individual

2623 7 purchase of {illegible} equipment with the latest emission control systems to reduce 
emissions

Individual

2625 12 Other concerns I have are those affecting the airIndividual

2635 4 I remember the grey dust flying around.Individual

2639 8 How will air quality be protected?Individual

2641 4 Please, no dust, no raping our beautiful Coronado National ForestIndividual

2644 3 Turning rock into dust excessive wear and tear to publicly supported roads and 
assorted health conditions 24/7, would seem to give some pause.

Individual

2648 16 Given that Pima County is close to exceeding air quality standards for particulate 
matter how will Rosemont activities not add to emissions and push us over the 
standard?

Individual

2651 9 We believe that it would adversely impact: 2. air quality due to truck traffic on dirt 
roads

Individual

2655 13 Air quality would suffer also, making Tucson and the surrounding region less 
attractive

Individual

2664 5 There have been concerns expressed that the Rosemont Copper Project will have a 
negative environmental impact on the area due to air pollution

Individual
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2671 31 Please provide analysis of air constituents as a function of distance and direction 
from mining operations and year of operation.  Analysis should include all stimulus 
factors such as generation from blasting, shoveling, hauling, dumping, and grading, 
emissions from power generation and vehicles both onsite and in transit, use of 
chemical volatiles in the course of operations, effectiveness of dust control 
techniques, variability of the local climate and winds, and changes in the local micro-
climate due to effects created by mining operations such as wind pattern changes 
created from the pit and waste tailing mounds.  Please provide an uncertainty 
analysis on these predicted effects.

Please provide the long term human health effects of item a above.

Please provide the plant and animal effects of item a above.

How will this degradation be valued and considered in the analysis and the decision?

Individual

2675 24 Their potential for release to the air should be especially closeley monitored, as 
should the hazardous waste removal process.

Individual

2675 31 Rosemont has initiated air and meterorological monitoring "to provide measurements 
necessary to establish air quality and meteorological conditions at the proposed 
site… in support of an air quality permit application for the facility." (pg. 73 of 
MPO) What activities has the proposer already undertaken that have the potential for 
affecting these measurements and providing an inaccurate baseline value.

Individual

2675 32 There should be information collected on the baseline chemical composition of 
airborne particulates. This information is necessary to distinguish the net 
contribution of mining activities to airborne pollutants and is basic to projecting 
human health effects as well as environmental impacts.

Individual

2680 4 Air is another concern I have.Individual

2683 21 Even more crucial is the issue of air pollution. Mines cannot be operated without 
some degree of pollution.

Individual

2686 8 There are also the questions of air pollution - that is one of the windiest areas in this 
part of Arizona -  toxins that will be present in the tailings.

Individual

2698 23 The mine operation will produce substantial air pollution,  at the mine site, which 
lies southeast of Tucson.

Business

2698 27 The addition of a vast burden of new particulate and chemical pollution will create 
problems for the general population and my dissuade the economically critical tourist 
market from visiting, with severe economic consequences.

Business

2711 3 The proposed project would likely affect air qualityIndividual

2720 4 The harmful effects cannot be overcome:  the pollution of our airIndividual
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2721 4 Air Quality - Over the last 50 years in the greater Tucson area the air quality and 
clarity has changed from over 300 days per year of absolute clarity to now when it is 
a rare day, usually after a rain that we have really clear air. Obviously the 
degradation of the air quality is directly attributable to the great increase in 
population. The Rosemont mine effect on air quality in the greater Tucson area will 
be barely noticeable. The main contribution will continue to come from increased 
population.

Individual

2725 5 I am concerned about air quality if the Rosemont Mine goes into production. I live 
only about 30 miles from the proposed mine. I have asmatha and live here for the 
purity of the air. Any particulates in the air will directly affect my health.

Individual

2726 23 The mine operation will produce substantial air pollution, at the mine site, which lies 
southeast of Tucson.

Business

2726 27 The addition of a vast burden of new particulate and chemical pollution will create 
health problems for the general population and my dissuade the economically critical 
tourist market from visiting, with severe economic consequences.

Business

2727 8 The Tucson area is a world class astronomical observing location. Again, what right 
does one user have to threaten with chemicals the superior air quality conditions

Individual

2733 9 There have been concerns expressed that the Rosemont Copper Project will have a 
negative environmental impact on the area due to water pollution, air pollution, noise 
pollution, light pollution, and visual pollution. The Rosemont Copper Project has 
taken the concerns very seriously and has addressed them all in their Plan of 
Operation. Rosemont is compared to mining operations in the area that are 50 years 
old or older. Please give due consideration to the measures taken by Rosemont 
Copper to mitigate the concerns and evaluate the new technology being implemented 
for tailings disposal, air pollution, water discharges, the dark sky initiative, and 
reclamation.

Individual

2736 31 In some cases the sulfate in groundwater can be related to sulfate plumes in air.  
While desert soils may trap sulfate deposited on the land, these soils do have a 
saturation level for the sulfate.  During monsoon season, it is possible for the sulfate 
to percolate down to groundwater.  Since air pollution is not being studied by 
themine and sulfate is a criterion air pollutant, and a major cause of haze how will 
the air-groundwater sulfate connection be quantified and its effect factored into the 
EIS?

Government

2736 48 What if any, odors will occur because of the wastewater treatment plant?  What 
mitigation plan does the mine have in place to address any odor issues?

Government

2738 9 The Tucson area is a world class astronomical observation.  Again, what right does 
one user have to threaten withchemicals the superior air quality conditions that exist 
and have led to numerous important observatories in the surrounding peaks?

Individual

2742 3 My husband and I have read the pros and cons of the project. We came to the 
conclusion that  pollution (air) are serious concerns and we don’t have the answers to 
these problems. Just because copper is at an all-time high should not make us 
nervous and antsy to jump into un-researched other potential problems for the sake 
of jobs or revenue. These decisions have long-term ramifications in themselves… 
some of which there is no turning back.

Individual
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2750 8 The other concerns are:  the negative impact on  air pollutionIndividual

2754 4 It’s operations would create air pollutionIndividual

2760 53 The EIS should describe existing air quality in the project vicinity. The EIS should 
also discuss the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) and Prevention 
of Significant Deterioration (PSD) increments applicable to air quality in the project 
area. PSD increments exist for sulfur dioxide, nitrogen dioxide, and PM10 
(particulates smaller than 10 microns in diameter). Specifically, for Class II Areas, 
the annual PSD increment for nitrogen dioxide is 25 microns per cubic meter 
(ug/m3); the annual PM10 increment is 17 ug/m3; and the 24-hour PM10 increment 
is 30ug/m3.

Government

2766 3 The airflow of winds would pollute the air in the entire region. Wind patterns should 
be studied before any approvals.

Individual

2768 5 which certainly will cause contamination of the eastern slopes of proposed project 
area through air

Individual

5280 5 Environmental impacts not adequately addressed:
Effects on air quality,

Individual

5284 8 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Air:

How will Augusta Resource Corporation contain or minimize the dust that will come 
from the mine itself and the tailings?  Will they stop operations on very windy days?  
How will this dust affect people with lung conditions?

Individual

5673 2 I hope we can keep clean air.Individual

6712 9 I have a list of questions that I'm going to leave here ranging from water, air 
pollution, noise pollution, safety, energy needs, roads, economic impacts, 
restoration. I'm sure you're going to hear a lot about this from the public tonight.

Government

6726 16 Air quality is a concern, also.Individual

6735 2 This proposed open-pit mine would do irreparable damage in a beautiful mountain, 
and it would do irreparable damage to its clean air, water, and abundant plant and 
animal life.

Individual

6735 8 The carbon emissions of destroying a forested landscape and those produced by 
mining will only worsen global warming.

Individual

6748 2 I am here to address my concerns regarding cultural degradation.  Everyone has 
spoken about air, water, light, noise pollution, all these things contribute to cultural 
degradation.

Individual

6748 8 The other thing you need to think about is that mine tailings are the consistency of 
talcum powder.  When they go through the mill, and I know this because I've been in 
a mining course at Colorado, consisting of talcum powder.  You know what happens 
when the wind blows this direction from Tucson.

Individual
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6750 5 We keep hearing about the jobs Rosemont will bring.  The price of these jobs will be 
lower property values, a degradation of our air quality, our quality of life, and an 
unacceptable blight to our beautiful mountains.

Individual

6762 4 It's not only the water, which itself is enough to say no to the mine, it's the quality of 
our air, safety on our roads for loved ones, and safety in the future for our school 
buses that have to travel the roads.

Individual

6775 13 Ultimately if we lose our water we're going to have an economic impact on all of us.  
The value of our houses will greatly diminish. Our quality of life will diminish. So 
for 19 years of production what do we have to look forward to; reduced quality of 
life, reduced water availability, reduced quality of water, reduced air quality.

Individual

6778 7 Also, how are we going to mitigate the dust, the air,Individual

6781 4 The noise of the heavy mining equipment, daily blasting seven days a week, air 
pollution from windblown dust, and sulfuric acid,

Individual

6801 4 We plan on digging in this pristine national forest setting. We plan on leaving 
debris -- we call it tailings now. We plan on leaving debris in piles for some other 
generation to clean up. We plan on blasting and digging day and night, causing noise 
pollution, light pollution, air pollution, water pollution, creating environmental chaos 
throughout the region that have unknown health consequences. 

And we think this is a good idea because? The price of copper went up. And 
somebody will make a lot of money.

Individual

6817 9 We're using new equipment like tier 2. They meet all the pollution requirements in 
California, some of the toughest pollution controls in the U.S., so we're using the 
equipment that's computerized too.

Individual

6869 11 Here are some of the endangered who I think in the future, if this mine comes, will 
be called the disappeared. The archaeological sites in the area, the American Indian 
graves -- they're supposed to be protected by the American Indian Graves and 
Protection Act -- Indian holy sites, all the birds, animals, fish and plants. The 
tourists, they will be endangered too, you know, they won't come. The observatory, 
which will be endangered by the light and the dust. And the humans, we are all 
endangered, and the water and the land, and the air.

Individual

6873 9 Pollution, air pollution from operations, increased particulate matter into the air we 
breathe, as well as fossil fuel emissions all need to be fully analyzed. Noise 
pollution; light pollution, impacting astronomical observatories; potential for water 
pollution, both surface and groundwater pollution; recreation and aesthetics, impacts 
to quality recreational opportunities on our public lands, hiking, camping, hang 
gliding, hunting, et cetera; impacts to scenic view shed along the scenic highway; 
and the economic -- we've seen the boom and bust cycle here in Arizona many times 
before, and any economic benefit will inevitably be short-term, not long-term. The 
EIS should also analyze the loss of jobs upon the closure of the mine after 20 years 
or so.

Organization
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6880 17 Blasting and many other major mine operations would have a negative impact on 
regional air quality that already is under stress from existing automobile-oriented 
urban and suburban development.  Airborne toxics from the mine operations would 
directly affect residents of nearby communities.

Government

6895 2 1.  In addition to the 10 issues listed in the Notice of Intent (NOI), dated February 
28, 2008, the following issue should also be considered in preparing the EIS:

Effects of dust, and nighttime lighting on the night sky environment relevant to 
astronomical operations at the nearby Fred L. Whipple Observatory (FLWO) on 
Mount Hopkins.

Individual

6898 8 Needless to say, we are against issuing any permits that would allow the Rosemont 
mine to become operational.  In our opinion, it isnot in the best interests of either the 
State, the County, or, most important the citizens, who have a right to clean air fresh 
water and a good way of life.

Individual

6912 1 What studies will be done to determine the composition of the toxic particulates 
which would be produced by this proposed mine, and how far and in what direction 
toxic airborne materials would go?

Individual

6962 1 I wonder what will happen to the air quality in the Rosemont area.Individual

6962 6 2.  Will there be any disturbance of or airborne release of naturally occurring 
radioactive materials?

3.  What exactly will be released from that mine as airborne pollutants?

Individual

6964 2 What will the Rosemont mine hazards contain and how will dispersal through the air 
and water be contained and monitored?

Individual

6965 2 We have great concerns about the Rosemont Copper Project and ask that the 
following be addressed in great depth by a variety of experts:

Air quality issues

Individual

6966 5 When the wind blows where will the mines contaminants and dust settle?  Have wind 
studies been done to see what will be the impact when the winds make the mine 
contaminants become airborne

Individual

6966 8 What will be the effect of all that machinery's dust and fumes in that canyon on days 
that the wind is light or nonexistent?

Individual

6968 8 Non of the reviewing agencies care one bit about the depletion and contamination of 
the aquifer, the environmental scenic as well as tourist impact, scenic route 83 
destruction and traffic disruption and the noise and air pollution generated by this 
proposed mine.

Individual
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6971 1 Are there climate and wind models available for this area that can be used  to 
determine how loose materials or other airborne contaminants will travel oce it 
leaves the mining area?

If there are no accurate and recent climate and wind models, will a study be done to 
allow those concerns/risks to be accurately evaluated?

Will those wind and climate studies show or predict fallout areas and show how 
large the particulates will be that can be forced to become airborne from the mining 
site? How far and where will those contaminants travel?

What about the air quality in general? How will all the released gasses from the 
mines 24 hour operation of diesel engines, blasting, crushing equipment, evaporating 
chemicals,  tailings piles or other hazerdous materials etc?

Where will these contaminants collect or be ultimately deposited? Are there stagnate 
areas that can or will become wind eddies ripe for the collection and consentration of 
those contaminats or hazardous pollutants?

Individual

6987 3 My only suggestion would be to strengthen the soil erosion control and monitoring 
aspects to be more protective of surface water quality and air quality.

Individual

6994 3 The two groups need to work together to compromise on concerns such as water, air 
pollution and other legitimate issues.

Individual

6997 2 Our family is strongly opposed to the Rosemont Mine for the following reasons:

2. Increased Air Pollution to all surrounding areas.

Individual

7007 7 6.  There was a comment about the unsightliness of the stacked tailings.  Comment:  
Rosemont Mine is planning to process the tailing is a very special way:  1. the fines 
and the larger grain aggregate will be blended together; and 2. moisture will be 
removed to 15% (I am not sure if this is the exact amount).  Because of the larger 
distribution for fragment sizes and the lower placement moisture content, the 
likelihood of wind blown tailings is greatly reduced and dust might not be a problem.

Individual

7008 21 The destroyed  air will make this area a giant ghost town.Individual

7023 2 2. YOU PLAN ON ALLOWING THEM TO POLLUTE OUR AIR, , CREATE AN 
ENVIRONMENTAL DISASTER THAT WOULD COST MILLIONS OF 
DOLLARS TO CLEAN UP..

Individual

7031 7 Air QualityIndividual

7034 6 -The location of the mine would send air pollution directly into the Tucson valley.  
As a resident of Tucson since 1974, I think we have enough smog as it is.  The smog 
in Green Valley would be horrific.

Individual

7037 3 Say NO to special interests ho would suck the aquifer dry, poison the air,Individual
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7060 1 My Name is Tami Bowman, I live on Total Wreck Lane not far from the proposed 
mine site. You have heard all the statistics, etc. concerning the mine. Here is my two 
cents worth. My husband and I moved out here 14 years ago to get away from the 
Tucson pollution. Now we are finding it creeping towards us. I have asthma, and air 
pollution is a large problem for me as it is with anyone with lung disease. What do 
you think the open pit mine will do for my health and those like me? People without 
lung diseas well be affected, as will the wildlife. Mine dust can cause Lung Cancer, 
Silicosis, Asthma, COPD, just to name a few.

Individual

7077 3 I am deeply disturbed by the consideration being given to allow the Rosemont 
Copper Mine to demolish our land.

This plan would ruin the environment, put the water supply at risk, release toxins 
into the air, and put those who travel this road at risk on a daily basis.

Individual

7088 9 A comprehensive study must be included in the EIS that determines how far and in 
what direction the airborne particulate matter and other airborne materials will travel 
and what their composition will be, including toxic heavy metals and radionuclides, 
including uranium and its accompanying emmitters.

Organization

7088 11 Prevention of airborne release of tailings solids to the environment by provision of 
dust-suppression measures has not ever worked in Arizona, and with the additionally 
high temperatures associated with global warming effects in the desert Southwest, it 
will be even less effective.  Will these measures work consistently in regions of high 
winds such as the Rosemont mining operations?

Organization

7101 12 Written report on Dust Issues handed in at Tucson Open House:
www.savethesantacruzaquifer.info/DustIssues.htm

Individual

7102 5 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others:
1) Use of groundwater,
2) Potential for groundwater contamination / containment dam / etc,
3) Safety concerns for heavy commercial truck use of State Highway 83, (wide load, 
bus stops, Undersized road, mine traffic, etc
4) Containment of tailings, especially due to the heavy winds that are in this area in 
Spring, Fall, and Winter,

Individual

7109 4 May I please request that in the impending EIS, you specifically address the societal 
costs associated with increased driving on SR 83, estimated by the Sonoran Institute 
Report to be close to $418,000 per year? This estimate is based upon a predicted 
1,000 round-trips per week and includes, but is not limited to, vehicular accidents, 
waste disposal, air pollution, CO2 emissions and decrease in roadway land value. 
Thank you.

Individual
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7110 7 Air Pollution: From my home, I have a view of another popular camping area, 
Garden Canyon.  I see the cloud of dust as weekenders arrive on Friday evening and 
depart on Sunday afternoon. The dust is often so thick that I have called 911 and 
reported what I thought might be a possible brush fire. That is just from a group of 
weekend campers. Imagine the dust from heavy mining equipment ripping and 
grading the land 24/7 for twenty years. Water trucks cannot possibly prevent dust 
pollution in the dry southwest. Adding to that are winds prevalent in the area. Will 
valley fever cases rise to epidemic burning nine million gallons of diesel each year. 
Add to that: residue from daily blasting.  Then there is the issue of the 73 tons of 
sulphuric acid. Will there be fumes from that also? These pollutants will likely blow 
in several directions as the winds are changing, but the prevailing winds from the 
southwest will likely carry this polluted air to the northeast over Tucson, including 
Saguaro National Monument. Will the saguaro's be affected in addition to the 
residents?

Individual

7111 1 There is a long list of reasons why no more copper mines should allowed to be 
developed in the Tucson area.
The state has already had to pay for the clean up of the damage caused by the 
airborne tailings from the existing open copper mine on the west side of town. The 
cost of the clean up can be measured in dollars, but how do you measure the unseen 
damage caused to the health of the residents in the visibly affected area, not to 
mention the contribution the dispersed chemical-laden dust makes to the air pollution 
in the greater Tucson area? One of our greatest free natural resources in the 
Vail/Corona de Tucson area is the constant wind, which will carry any tailings great 
distances. The last thing we need is to add to the existing problem by permitting 
another open pit mine that will create identical problems that the state will again 
have to pay to clean up.

Individual

7111 8 Others come for their health because of our climate . If we allow yet another huge 
open pit copper mine to further desecrated our natural scenic beauty and pollute our 
air, we stand to lose a huge portion of our state's income from tourism. We can 
hardly expect visitors/snowbirds to come to Tucson and spend their vacation dollars 
if it our views are destroyed by piles of slag and dust-filled skies.

Individual

7114 2 *They will be using a 'dry tailings' process, I live directly north of the proposed mine 
and have family members with asthma and chronic bronchitis. I am wondering if any 
studies have been done on the effects of the tailings blowing in the wind?

Individual

7116 2 THERE SHOULD BE IN PLACE RULES OF PROCEDURE THAT WOULD 
ESTABLISH A FAIR ,UNBIASED THIRD PARTY ARBITRATION. THIS 
WOULD DETERMINED FAIR COMPENSATION FOR HOME OWNERS AND 
THEIR PROPERTY; WHO WOULD BE DISPLACED BY MINE OPERATIONS, 
AIR , NOISE, WATER POLLUTION , WELL GOING DRY OR HEALTH 
REASONS. THESE HEALTH CONSERNS WOULD NOT NECESSARILY 
PREEXIST AND COULD MANIFEST THEMSELVES AFTER OPERATIONS 
STARTED.

Individual

7117 3 We have a significant interest in the proposed mine and strongly object to its 
development due to the significant negative and unmitigable impacts it will have on 
the air, land, wildlife, and water of the area.

Organization
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7117 24 The Forest Service must analyze the impacts of the proposed mine on air quality. 
Mining operations are large polluters when it comes to air quality. This mine will be 
on different. Where and how will the ore be process? This mine will increase air 
pollution via direct and indirect operations, including via the blasting and soil 
disturbance and significant increase in truck traffic.

Organization

7122 2 I totally OPPOSE the Rosemont Mine for I believe it will have a negative impact on 
the envirement, the air quality and the wild live. I certainly don't think it has any long 
term positive impact on the economy either.

Individual

7125 30 The blasting, dust, noise, and heavy truck traffic will reduce current values 
substantially.

Individual

7134 6 The Walden family and FICO will be significantly adversely affected if the proposed 
Rosemont Mine Project proceeds because of the significant drawdowns on 
groundwater that the Mine Project will demand and the devastating effects on the 
natural and historic environment not only in the area directly impacted by the Mine 
Project's footprint but the penumbra of the surrounding land, air, and visual 
resources.

Business

7134 37 The Forest Service must also ensure that the DEIS presents an analysis of the direct, 
indirect and cumulative social effects that may result from the proposed action and 
all of the alternatives, including the no action alternative. We are particularly 
interested in the analysis of the social impacts on Sahuarita, but note that there are 
many other potentially impacted communities. A number of these communities, 
including our own, have large numbers of retired persons who specifically chose to 
live in this area because of the high quality of life and particular amenities, such as 
recreation, clear skies and wide open spaces.

Business

7143 14 The projected mining time frame of 20 years and amount of water usage proposed by 
Rosemont is unrealistic, since other local mines have been operating over 55 years 
and have stated plans to continue, due to increasing prices for copper. Therefore all 
the impacts of the mine, beginning with water usage, have been vastly 
underestimated. Air quality impacts resulting in health costs and issues are another 
prime example of underestimated impacts.

Organization
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7151 13 Air Quality
The EIS should address the following concerns related to air quality:

What is current air quality of the area, and how would the mine affect it?
What are wind velocities (minimum, maximum and average) at the mine site 
throughout the year?
What is the prevailing wind direction throughout the year?
How far would windblown materials travel from the site and in what directions?
What would be the composition of the windblown materials and what are the 
associated health risks?
How does this compare to air quality standards?
Does the project meet the State and County air quality control regulations?
What are the expected emissions and what would the composition be of those 
emissions?
How would the increased truck traffic affect the hydrocarbon emissions in this area 
and would it cause air pollution problems to occur?
How would the increase in emissions be mitigated?
Would Augusta/Rosemont pay the fines the county incurs from exceedances of air 
quality standards?
If the proposed project emits carbon monoxide, sulfur dioxide, or particulates, the 
EPA requires that the offsetting pollution source be within the immediate vicinity of 
the new plant.

Organization

7152 8 According to Rosemont's own website, "Rosemont will be one of the largest copper 
mines in the United States." How can this NOT impact the environment, the water 
supply and its quality, the scenic beauty and recreational values, and the wildlife?
Breathing, air quality, light pollution for Mt. Hopkins Observatory must be given 
high priority.

Individual

7153 8 AIR
(1) What studies have been done to determine how far and in what direction the 
airborne materials created by the mine will travel and what their composition will be?
(2) What will be done to protect nearby residents, from toxic airborne materials?

Individual

7155 7 The effect on air and water quality of the numerous toxic materials produced by such 
a mine must be analyzed in the context of historical failures to control such 
substances, the absolute lack of any track record for Augusta in managing such a 
mine, and the inherent risks to the region's human and natural environment when the 
inevitable escape of such materials occurs.

Organization

7156 4  I support withdrawal of my federal lands from mining and, as mentioned above, am 
opposed to new mining in southeastern Arizona. I love birding and hiking and 
camping in the Santa Rita and Patagonia Mountains. and believe that the noise, 
water, and air pollution will detrimentally affect my public lands experience, as well 
as imperil the habitat of endangered species, increased truck traffic on local roads 
and highways, negatively affect the wildlife movement corridors and native plants 
and ecosystems.

Individual
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7157 5 But if you need reasons:
- Water, which is not a luxury in the desert, is needed better for homes in the area.
- Added transportation will lead to air pollution as well as an over trafficked 
Highway 83, today on of southern Arizona's most scenic routes. Also, I-10 will be 
more heavily trafficked by workers from Tucson, leading to more wear and tear of 
the interstate and air pollution.

Individual

7163 9 If the mines are developed, they have the potential to destroy extensive areas of 
habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the endangered jaguar; degrade 
air quality; contaminate ground and surface water supplies; negatively impact scenic 
views; and eliminate current recreational use by a broad cross-section of local 
residents and visitors alike.

Organization

7163 35 Mines of the type and scale proposed have the potential to generate extensive 
pollution, in the forms of water pollution, light pollution, noise pollution and air 
pollution. Such pollution can have local, regional and even global implications.

Organization

7163 44 Air Pollution

Questions to be answered in the EIS:
What forms of and how much air pollution will be expected from the proposed mine 
and related operations?
What types of particulates are anticipated to originate from the mine site, both during 
the active mining operations and reclamation, and how will seasonal weather patterns 
direct such airborne pollution?
What risks do these particulates pose to the surrounding communities, and how will 
these ricks be minimized or mitigated?

Organization

7166 9 HEALTH: The environmental hazards of open pit mining are well documented. How 
will the Augusta Corporation protect the public, wildlife and any threatened animal 
species, and surrounding natural ecosystem from potential water and air pollution?

Individual

7167 18 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause soil, water, air, noise, traffic, and light pollution.

Individual

7171 18 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause soil, water, air, noise, traffic, and light pollution.

Individual

7175 16 The effects on bats of changes in water quantity and quality, light and noise, and 
heavy metals in the soil, water, and air caused by the proposed action should be 
investigated.

Individual
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7186 3 Clean Air Act of 1970 with amendments in 1977 and 1990. 42 U.S.C. SS 7401 et 
seq.
The Act establishes implementation plans for National primary and secondary 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), permit requirements, performance 
standards for new primary sources, emission standards for new hazardous air 
pollutants, air toxic standards and restriction preventing significant deterioration of 
clean air areas. Pollutant emissions from such sources as conveyor belts, wash 
plants, mills, smelters, refineries, and fugitive dust from mining operations makes the 
mining industry subject to the provisions of the Act.
Question
Is Pima County the monitoring agency for the clean air act as I understand they are 
under a transfer of authority from the federal government? If so, what input have 
they given to the proposal and if not shouldn't they be added to the list of interested 
parties?

Individual

7188 3 I live just north of the site of the proposed Rosemont Mine. My comment on the 
mine is that it would do irreparable environmental damage that would be alter the 
character of Southern Arizona by polluting the water, the land, and the air. Humans 
and wildlife would suffer illness and death.

Individual

7197 16 As I write, I am confident that the upcoming Beijing Olympics will drive home even 
harder the importance and value of clean air quality. Imagine a year when one athlete 
as quoted by the NYTimes as saying that he would consider training in a garage with 
a  car running and door closed if it would help him prepare for the conditions he 
would be competing in! Adaptablility is one thing, but denial is another, and that is 
what we are guilty of if we even begin to think that we could ever successfully 
mitigate the impacts of an open pit mine in this valley.

Individual

7200 8 The EIS must also contain an accurate description of riparian areas and all other 
water resources in the area, including groundwater, as well as the current air quality 
in the area.

Organization

7201 14 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity
Water quality
Depletion  of the water table affecting agriculture on the west side of the Santa Rita 
Mountains
Road access, highway safety and highway maintenance
Impact on "Scenic Byway" Highway 83
Habitat fragmentation
Viewscape and open space destruction
Reduced recreational use
Ranching agribusiness
Economic impact on surrounding communities
Air quality

Organization

7222 5 There will be inevitable degradation of air quality, destruction of scenic views , 
negative impacts on tourism-related business, adverse impact on wildlife and wildlife 
habitat, and a slap in the face of our Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Individual
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7228 6 Another concern for me is the air and water pollution that would be a result of such 
an operation.

Individual

7234 7 Are we again going to be left with a view of an abandoned mine, compromised and 
polluted water, destroyed roads, trashed and destroyed recreation, and grazing areas, 
air pollution from the un-reclaimed tailing piles,

Individual

7253 30 Important considerations are the impact of air and dust pollution on the health of 
both employees and area residents, region- wide visual impact on scenery and view 
sheds and the impact on plant and animal life. The effect on recreational and 
property values should be established. Furthermore, the consequences of mine 
operation for ongoing efforts by the City of Tucson and Pima County to meet EPA 
air quality standards must be considered.

The EIS should also consider the following questions and concerns:
- What is the current air quality of the area, and how would the mine affect it?
- What are the wind velocities (minimum, maximum and average) at the mine site 
throughout the year?
- What is the prevailing wind direction throughout the year?
- How far would windblown materials travel from the site and in what directions?
- What would be the composition of the windblown materials and what are the 
associated health risks?
- How does this compare to air quality standards?
- Does the project meet the State County air quality control regulations?

Organization

7253 32 Would Augusta/Rosemont pay the fines the County incurs from exceedances of air 
quality standards?
If the proposed project emits carbon monoxide, sulfur dioxide, or particulates, the 
EPA requires that the offsetting pollution source be within the immediate vicinity of 
the new plant.

Additionally, the EIS should consider whether any specific air pollutants emitted as a 
result of the mine's activities (including but not limited to coarse and fine particulate 
matter, volatile organic compounds and carbon monoxide) would negatively impact 
the Tucson area's attainment of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
("NAAQS") established under the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 7409, as well as under 
current standards and proposed changes to the NAAQS. Specifically, would the 
mine's activities contribute to the nonattainment of the NAAQS in the Tucson area 
for coarse particulate matter (PM 10), fine particulate matter (PM 2.5), low level 
ozone, and carbon monoxide? If the mine's activities cause nonattainment for any 
pollutant, what would the economic impact be on the region?

Organization
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7253 34 - Increasing the frequency of water trucks for dust control both during construction 
and mining operations.
- Requiring the mine to purchase PM 10 efficient street sweepers and regularly 
sweep all roads and parking lots on site as well as off site roads used by commuting 
employees.
- Installing nearby monitoring equipment to ensure accurate measurement of the 
mine's contribution to coarse and fine particular matter and to provide nearby 
residents timely warnings on days when pollution levels pose health risks.
- Requiring the mine to use ultra-low sulfur diesel (that meets the California Air 
Resources Board standard) or biodiesel in all mine equipment and heavy trucks to 
reduce particulate matter pollution caused by the diesel fuel.
- Using natural gas powered vehicles whenever possible for the mine's operations 
and construction.
- Requiring the mine to use Stage I and Stage II Vapor Recovery on all company 
gasoline and diesel fueling stations both on and off site.

Organization

7253 58 -How would this impact Pima and Santa Cruz County's overall energy use and ability 
to meet current air pollution and emission standards.

Organization

7275 4 It's interesting that they are now talking about filtering the mine slurry, rather than 
dry-stacking. But it's the same thing, except that they expect now to recover 80% of 
the water rather than 89% of the water, as stated in their Plan of Operations. This 
means they will need another 5,000 acre-feet of water per year. The tailings dump 
still will consist of very dry, very fine dust-like material. The Santa Cruz Valley is 
very windy, and this material could play havoc at times with the atmosphere here.

Individual

7297 3 The Rosemont Copper Mine project has the strong potential to turn the air quality of 
the region into CANCER ALLEY.

Individual

7297 16 (a) Air pollution. The major discussion was control of fugitive emissions. There was 
no indication that air emissions related to the mining operations or processing of ores 
or other activities were considered.

Individual

7311 1 What is the calculated CO2 emissions from the mine operation and trees dislodged 
per year?

Individual

7313 7 2. How will the effects of dust, exhaust, and other air-borne pollutants and toxins in 
the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green 
Valley) that are produced by mining operations be addressed? For example: What 
are the pros and cons of using chemical dust suppressants?

Individual

7316 11 b.�Air pollution in the form of increased particulates in the form of dust and toxic 
particulates from the mining, leaching and storage of waste materials

Organization

7316 26 air pollution affecting the quality of astronomical research conducted on Mt. 
Hopkins and in the Sonoita area.

Organization

7316 27 e.�Air pollution and water quality and quantity degradation on agricultural activities 
of the area.

Organization

7327 10 The decline or loss of air quality, viewshed, and recreation on adjacent lands.Individual
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7334 5 First, the environmental impact is not negligible. This includes the scenic impact, the 
impact to wildlife and the impact to water and air quality in the Corona de Tucson 
and Green Valley area.

Individual

7336 21 What will the very long term effects of the release of subterranean toxins into the 
surface environment, soil, water, and air be in the Santa Ritas?

Individual

7340 10 Noise pollution, air pollution and water (surface and underground) pollution.Individual

7345 1 The proposed open-pit mine is a horrible, out-dated, unsustainable plan. Even if the 
Rosemont proposal was more in tune with well-known,  lower-impact mining 
practices, it should be denied because of the location, which threatens air, water, and 
life quality for tens of thousands of citizens.

Individual

7348 3 2) Impacts on water, air;Individual

7348 6 2) Impacts on water, air; loss of water and pollution of water supplies, air pollutionIndividual

7348 11 C) As admitted by the SWCA representatives the mining company does not and will 
not know what persantage of water to leave in the "dry" tailings so as to prevent 
particulate air pollution. I am certainly concerned that, in this extremely arid and 
windy environment no amount of moisture content will be sufficient to prevent the 
further polluting of our air.

Individual

7375 3 Many factors including induced development, local and adjacent air quality / 
particulate content considerations, ground albedo, lamp source spectral 
characteristics, controls, curfews, lighting levels, shielding, setbacks, aiming angles, 
and luminaire selection needs to be carefully assessed.

Individual

7379 5 The noise of heavy mining equipment, the added danger on a two lane scenic 
highway of 88 roundtrips daily of mine related vehicles, including 56 twenty four ton 
ore trucks, daily blasting, (seven days a week) air pollution from windblown dust and 
sulfuric acid and diesel fumes, the unlimited pumping of groundwater, destruction of 
wildlife habitat on the West side, is totally incompatible with the Peace and Serenity 
and… Conservation of the East side of Highway 83!

Individual

7443 7 Blasting (daily) an open pit into the east side of the Santa Ritas is objectionable for 
aesthetic reasons alone. But aside from my bias (I love that drive down "Scenic" 
Highway 83), there are pressing environmental concerns. Air pollution (blasts, dust 
from tailings, truck exhaust)

Individual

7470 2 I am concerned about the proposed copper mines in the Coronado National Forest 
and would not like the air quality to be sacrificed.

Individual

7475 4 People traveling from Tucson/Phoenix by car, motorcycle and bicycle on Scenic 
Hwy 83 to our location will have to pass the mine works and be impacted in a 
negative way with the air pollution, which will NOT increase tourism to our business 
and the Sonoita/Elgin area.

Business

7484 7 And of course I am opposed to the proposed mine on all the other issues cited by 
environmentalists:  air pollution

Individual
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7487 31 Please provide analysis of air constituents as a function of distance and direction 
from mining operations and year of operation.  Analysis should include all stimulus 
factors such as generation from blasting, shoveling, hauling, dumping, and grading, 
emissions from power generation and vehicles both onsite and in transit, use of 
chemical volatiles in the course of operations, effectiveness of dust control 
techniques, variability of the local climate and winds, and changes in the local micro-
climate due to effects created by mining operations such as wind pattern changes 
created from the pit and waste tailing mounds.  Please provide an uncertainty 
analysis on these predicted effects.

Please provide the long term human health effects of item a above.

Please provide the plant and animal effects of item a above.

How will this degradation be valued and considered in the analysis and the decision?

Individual

7493 6 My other concerns are:
Air pollution from the mine

Individual

7494 4 I believe the impacts to air pollution will collectively weigh against the benefits of 
the mine, primarily the finite period of new jobs created and the County taxes 
generated.

Individual

7495 5 The Santa Rita's represent a priceless and unique land heritage that deserves to be 
protected for its clean air

Individual

7500 2 As a  physician, I am worried about the negative health impact to this area residents. 
What is the mining company proposing to protect residents from toxic airborne 
materials from the mine site? What will the composition be of the airborne materials 
from the mine? Are they aware of Valley Fever, and how their activities in the area 
will put residents at a higher risk? We all know that the incidence of Valley Fever in 
Pima County is one of the highest in the nation, as it is. Soil movement, like the 
massive ones that this mine will do, releases the latent spores from the ground. Once 
airborne, they will contaminate neighborhoods. How is the mine proposing to 
mitigate this? They can't, as they will be doing exactly the activity needed to 
contaminate the area!

Individual

7502 2 Questions remain regarding how this mine will affect:
1. the air quality

Individual

7504 43 The Forest Service should also consider how the mine would get sufficient electrical 
power to it, and the cumulative impacts of 1) projected population and infrastructure 
growth; 2) power line siting and transmission lines; 3) the inability of Tucson 
Electric Power to provide Tucson area with sufficient power for its current and future 
needs; and 4) additional electrical power generation and the added impacts and 
effects on air pollution and global warming.

7508

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 59 of 66



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Air Quality

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7504 76 The Rosemont Mine Plan of operations shows that the mine, during its 20-year life, 
will create approximately 4 square miles of mine and mill waste dumps at the 
headwaters of these mountain streams.

As rain falls throughout the year onto the surfaces of these dumps, it will infiltrate 
the uncovered surfaces, then percolate downward, slowly becoming acidic as it does 
so and probably dissolving one or more different types of possibly toxic metals and 
other substances.  Because the bases of the dumps will not be lined with impervious 
materials (as the leach pads at the mine and municipal solid waste landfills are 
required to be), this now-contaminated water will find its way into the bedrock and 
bedrock fractures underlying the dumps and ultimately emerge in the springs and 
stream beds below the mine.

The nature and amount of this contamination cannot be predicted precisely, but its 
effect will be to degrade, possibly very seriously, the ecology and water quality of 
the streams.  In addition, major storm events could rupture surface-containment 
berms and other protective structures, possibly allowing large amounts of very fine-
grained mill waste from the leach pads or the waste dumps to enter the streams' 
drainage systems, thus causing additional contamination.  The readings in the mill 
area of Sierrita mine show other heavy metals that are toxic, including cadmium, 
selenium and arsenic.  All the public wells in Green Valley are in the process of 
installing arsenic treatment because of naturally occuring arsenic in the Santa Cruz 
aquifer.  These heavy metals are more or less inert and harmless in conglomerates 
buried under the ground.  However, in the same way as uranium, when the metals are 
ground to face powder consistency and added into water with other chemicals, they 
become liable to enter the environment through the soil, aire or water.  How will 
these impacts be mitigated, and what are the cumulative effects of this?

7508
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7504 95 Toxic chemicals are used in the Flotation Process to separate the copper and out of 
the milled powder.  Link to a complete explanation of processing copper:  
http://electrochem.cwru.edu/ed/encycl/art-m02-metals.htm

This Flotation Process is the major extraction method where there is poor quality of 
the ore.  Xanthate chemicals produce bubbles that the copper adheres to and the "bad 
stuff" falls to the bottom. These chemicals used for flotation are hydrocarbons with 
complex configurations, but some are as simple as kerosene.  It is claimed that the 
volatile organics used in the Flotation Process do not go into the slurry that goes into 
the tailings impoundment because they are filtered out before the slurry goes to the 
impoundment.  This is not a sound analysis.

1) Filtration is not a treament technology for volatile organics.  Treatment is pushing 
air through the solution, which releases the volatile chemicals into the air, the 
equivalent of landfilling the waste chemicals in the air.

2) Some are amine compounds that break down into nitrates, so the presence of 
nitrates in the groundwater is an indicator of travel of these compounds, which can 
be very mobile in an oxygen solution (H2O).  

Some of the Chemicals Used in Flotatino Process and in the Thickening Process that 
takes the water out of the used slurry:

Alky Aryl Oxime
Petroleum Distillate
Sulfosuccinate surfactant
Alkyl Xanthate salt
Nalco 7873 - no chemical formula given
Alcohol/hydrocarbon blend

Pits become toxic lakes that are harmful to wild life and not consistent with a 
recreational area:  The operation plans to remediate the tailings and waste rock as it 
goes along, which means there will be no back-filling of the pit because there will be 
nothing to fill it with. When the operations cease, the pit will no longer be 
dewatered.  Therefore, the pit will fill with water from the ground and storms.  A 
natural lake has mud and clay lining, whereas the pit will be exposed minerals which 
will create a significant potential for acid water in the pits once the mining has 
stopped.  What will be the long term and cumulative impacts?  How will this be 
prevented and mitigated?

7508

7508 4 The air pollution is a given, even with the major gains in perceptive mining 
procedures. A hole, one mile long and wide and 3,000 feet deep, with all the 
chemical agents used to mine, process and ship the copper, will change our beloved 
Scenic Santa Ritas forever, even with the newest of technologies. After twenty years, 
the company, with its money and copper, will leave our mountains much the richer, 
while we are much the poorer. Please decide, not in our Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

7514 7 I am concerned about air pollution.Individual
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7514 8 If the Rosemont Mine is approved it will blow mining dust into our community for 
days on end and Iwill have no choice but to stay inside my house rather that breathe 
these pollutants.

Individual

7514 11 The Proposed Rosemont mine would severely impact our enjoyment of the outdoors 
for the reason stated above ie noise pollution and air pollution

Individual

7549 2 The potential problems with air pollution for the people living in the immediate area 
as well as beyond.

Individual

7582 9 We believe that the Rosemont mine would negatively impact the air, water, scenic 
view, recreation, wildlife, plantlife and traffic within a far reaching area surrounding 
the mine and that these negative long term impacts for many US citizens should not 
be overlooked so a few can gain financial reward for the short term.

Individual

7586 2 In the Augusta Mine Plan of Operations appear some bold assumptions and promises 
and I urge the Forest Service to scrutinize carefully. The most concerning involve a 
breezy-sounding assurance that state-of-the-art heap-leaching, handling of tailings 
including their re-vegeatation, and pit-lake management will prevent any 
contamination of air or water during mining or indefinitely into the future after the 
mine closes. Examination of the record of latter-day hard-rock mining projects 
proves confusing and inconclusive to the layperson. The mining industry calims that 
due to more stringent regulation and improved technology, the bad old days when 
today's abandoned mine site became tomorrow's superfun site are gone forever. 
Mining watchdog groups, on the other hand, counterclaim that mines commissioned 
and operated since stricter regulating and permitting processes became law in the late 
1970s continue to contaminate air, water, and soil, and don't leave behind unpolluted 
mine sites even with best-practice methods, and in spite of having been approve 
through the NEPA process. A case in point of these contradictory contentions is the 
Kuipers and Maest water-quality study of 25 recent mines pre and post-operation 
(http://www.swhydro.arizona.edu/archive/V6_N3/dept-ontheground.pdf) which 
provoked predictable reactions from the mining industry 
(http://www.nwma.org/pdf/07APRBulletin.pdf) see page 9) and regulators 
(http://www.petroleumnews.com/pntruncate/910395370.shtml).

Individual

7587 3 We are deeply concerned about water, air, and noise pollution caused by the mine's 
activities. If the Rosemont Copper Project become an actuality, we and our 
children,as neighbors, will directly bear the brunt of this pollution.

Individual

7590 8 How would the people be protected from all the pollution(airborne dust, industry 
toxins, chemical waste among others) that would be raised by this mine, over the 
short term and long range life of the mine?

Individual
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7592 27 Yearly estimates are presented for the use of hazardous materials including, but not 
limited to, 9,000,000 gallons of diesel fuel, 73,000 tons of sulfuric acid, 105,000 
gallons of fuels and oils and 1200 tons of ammonium nitrate. These materials have 
significant potential for explosion, toxic and corrosive spills and damage to health 
and the environment.

Their potential for release to air or groundwater should be especially closely 
monitored, as should the hazaroud waste removal process.  However, the only 
hazarous wastes projected are mundane items such as paint thinner, acetone in small 
quantities and residue waste from containers and cans. In fact, Rosemont seeks to 
take advantage of an EPA designation of Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity 
Generator (CESQG) to facilitate its disposal process (pp. 54, 55 from the Rosemont 
MPO)

Individual

7592 33 Rosemont has initiated air and meterorological monitoring "to provide measurements 
necessary to establish air quality and meteorological conditions at the proposed 
site… in support of an air quality permit application for the facility." (pg. 73 of 
MPO) What activities has the proposer already undertaken that have the potential for 
affecting these measurements and providing an inaccurate baseline value.

Individual

7592 35 There should be information collected on the baseline chemical composition of 
airborne particulates. This information is necessary to distinguish the net 
contribution of mining activities to airborne pollutants and is basic to projecting 
human health effects as well as environmental impacts.

Individual

7593 9 Traffic: the steady stream of trucks on SR 83 is not only a safety, noise and air-
pollution hazard it would almost surely dry up the aforementioned tourist industry.

Individual

7620 1 What is the calculated CO2 emissions from the mine operation and trees dislodged 
per year?

Individual

7630 7 There will be the destruction of the atmosphere.Individual

7650 21 Nogales and Tucson are both EPA non-attainment areas under the Clean Air Act.Individual

7651 5 Air quailty will deteriorate.Individual

7655 5 Since you are using the method of dry stacking which involves removing more water 
out of the tailings, what chemicals will you be placing on the tailings to kept them 
from becoming airborne?

Individual

8594 3 Certainly it will cause major air pollution problems.Individual

8604 3 I just wanted to oppose the Rosemont Mine for the environmental reasons as far a 
the animals, the pollution, air pollution, and noise pollution and, uh, draining the 
water table. Also for the health hazards it's going to cause for the people in the area.

Individual

8623 5 the mine will destroy the ecosystem, the distribution and contamination and pollution 
of water, air and earth.

Individual

8651 3 when the wind blows, that tailings just engulfs the area.  And I have never seen any 
plan for handling that problem

Individual
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8661 4 I'm calling about the article in the paper Sunday about the Rosemont Mine. I think 
it's a bad situation. It's going to pollute the water. They use millions of gallons of 
water, and I don't know where they're going to get it. Pollutes the air. And for them 
to have ruined that beautiful scenery in the Santa Rita Mountains, I think it's bad.

Individual

8691 3 I'm a native Tucsonan.  And we have limited water and resources.  And we do not 
need a company coming in for another country, out of state, using up our resources, 
causing pollution, using our ground water.

Individual

8692 3 I think it's high time we got a better look at what's really important.  I think water, air 
quality, and all the other things that are going to be disturbed by this mine should be 
more valued then the few jobs, the little bit of money that the local people are 
actually going to get.  I know it will be lucrative for some people, but not for most.

Individual

8699 1 I am against the Rosemont Mine project because of pollution.  I'm totally against it.Individual

8724 2 I'm very concerned about this because of all the pollution it's going to cause. The 
water is already bad. Our air is bad. Our earth is bad. There's no reason -- there's just 
no reason. There's no reason to keep doing this. We need to start fixing the earth. We 
can't keep doing this.

Individual

8756 5 I feel that public land should be administered for the benefit of the largest good of 
the public.  And I don't feel that this mine would be in that interest.  I think it would 
benefit the shareholders in the mine, which as I understand is largely foreign.  It 
would benefit those who were employed there, but beyond that, the degradation to 
the environment would affect a far greater number through loss of water in the table 
and possible pollution of the water table and the affect on tourism and the affect of 
the pollution from the mine tailings and the disruption to the area of the traffic.

Individual

8759 7 Further more, air pollution.  That will be my final comment.  Four years ago when 
flying into the city of San Diego in California, the pilot said, look left at the brown 
cloud in the distance.

Individual

8783 2 I am deeply concerned about the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine. And I -- on 
several levels, light pollution, air pollution, water removal. We are in a place that's 
limited with water desperately. We need all the recharge that we can get for human 
purposes.

This has nothing to do with survival. This has to do with part of being used as a 
colony and having the money carted away, and the water left, wasted and gone.

Individual

8785 3 The fact that Cienega Creek would be put in jeopardy and all of the water situation in 
that area plus pollutants in the air and the absolute ruination of the highway down to 
Sonoita. I can go on and on. It is nothing but atrocious for the southwest here.

Individual

8789 3 I believe that the mine will cause disastrous destruction of the beautiful, natural 
legacy, create pollution, and deplete the water supply.

Individual

8796 3 I wanted to have it be known the I am adamantly opposed to this copper mine. 
Primarily because of the possible environmental degradation, the pollution, the 
humongous water consumption, the waste rocks that will be pild on forest land, et 
cetera.

Individual
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8806 6  I think that it is of very, very deep concern to me related to what it will do to our 
water table, and the impact on wildlife, homes, the ability to have clean air.

Individual

8807 7 The amount of light pollutionand air pollution, waste of water for a foreign country 
to make a profit is wrong.  And that's the only way I know how to say it.

Individual

8813 5 It's going to pollute the air.Individual

8822 3 My concern is the same concern expressed by thousands of people here in Santa 
Cruz Valley, and that is the nuisance of air pollution,

Individual

8826 2 It will pollute the airIndividual

8844 2 I'm very concerned about the copper mine concerning our water, our air quality and 
the impact on the business of tourism, most definitely, most of all the environment.  
This is a pristine, pristine place.

Individual

8849 4 I'm concerned about air pollution not only from the mine, but also from this traffic, 
from both, because we have a lot of children and people with breathing problems and 
asthma.  In fact, asthma is one of the top three health problems experienced by the 
children of the United States.  And I know that those tailings when they blow into 
the air can certainly have an affect on people's ability to breath clean air.

Individual

8852 1 I used to work down in the Sahuarita and Green Valley area and I've seen the open 
pit mines there. And I've seen how much dust and debris particles are lifted into the 
air. And I'm certain that will be -- those particles go a long ways and are very light 
and very fine and create both visibility issues and also certainly some health 
concerns with regards to air quality and how it affects people.

Individual

8874 4 I would like to go on record strongly objecting to the Rosemont Mine project.  The 
reasons are inadequate water, and water contamination, air pollution, destruction of 
habitat and other safety issues.

Individual

8875 5 It would significantly impact negatively the access for recreation and potentially 
significantly pollute the environment, including the water shed, the air quality, the 
truck traffic, et cetera.

Individual

8879 1 This is against the Rosemont Mine.  One, it will pollute the air; two, it will pollute 
the water.  It will contaminate the well waters in the area.

Individual

8880 6 It's going to pollute the air, pollute the other water.Individual

8883 2 I'm also very concerned about the tailings the dry tailings process of if that is 
something that does work in this climate with our high winds. If it's a tailings place 
that the winds can pick up and take the tailings into the community and how animals 
and humans will be affected by whatever is in those tailings.

Individual

9051 2 The health hazards from a mining operation including air pollution are well known 
and should be recognized by the decsion-makers who should reject the proposed 
mining operation.

Organization

10665 1 copper mining in this area and elsewhere has historically been associated with air  
pollution

Organization

10877 2 More damage to the planet ,  fumes from leeching fields.Organization
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11047 8 Chemical Dust Suppressants or binders- What specific sort of dust suppressants or 
binders? Please list these and associated air quality impacts.

Individual

11068 27 Yearly estimates are presented for the use of hazardous materials including, but not 
limited to, 9,000,000 gallons of diesel fuel, 73,000 tons of sulfuric acid, 105,000 
gallons of fuels and oils and 1200 tons of ammonium nitrate. These materials have 
significant potential for explosion, toxic and corrosive spills and damage to health 
and the environment.

Their potential for release to air or groundwater should be especially closely 
monitored, as should the hazaroud waste removal process.  However, the only 
hazarous wastes projected are mundane items such as paint thinner, acetone in small 
quantities and residue waste from containers and cans. In fact, Rosemont seeks to 
take advantage of an EPA designation of Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity 
Generator (CESQG) to facilitate its disposal process (pp. 54, 55 from the Rosemont 
MPO)

Individual

11068 33 Rosemont has initiated air and meterorological monitoring "to provide measurements 
necessary to establish air quality and meteorological conditions at the proposed 
site… in support of an air quality permit application for the facility." (pg. 72 of 
MPO) The question, as in water quality and similar issues remains: What activities 
has the proposer already undertaken that have the potential for affecting these 
measurements and providing an inaccurate baseline value.

Individual

11068 35 There should be information collected on the baseline chemical composition of 
airborne particulates. This information is necessary to distinguish the net 
contribution of mining activities to airborne pollutants and is basic to projecting 
human health effects as well as environmental impacts.

Individual
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160 106 Scoping 
Alternatives                                                                                                                   
      This section of the scoping document identifies twelve (12) alternatives in 
addition to the proposed project. These alternatives reflect a range of strategies to 
significantly reduce adverse environmental impacts: no action, alternative uses of 
public lands reduction of project scale, alternative types of mining, alternative 
locations for selected elements to the proposed project; transportation types and 
routes, timetable; and alternative processing technologies. This list is not intended to 
be exhaustive, and during the preparation of the Draft EIR other alternatives will 
surely be generated and evaluated accordingly.                 The following alternatives 
are generally listed in order of preference as regards reducing or eliminating adverse 
environmental impacts. Those alternatives with the least impact are listed first, with 
the successive alternatives listed in terms of likely increases in the type, magnitude, 
extent, and significance of adverse impacts. Note also that some alternatives could be 
used in combination, particularly with respect to placement of spoils, transportation 
types and routes, and processing technologies, particularly with respect to water use 
and recycling. This discussion does not address these possible combinations, 
however during the preparation of the Draft EIS such combinations should be fully 
explored in order to identify alternatives (and sub-alternative combinations) which 
result in significant reductions in adverse environmental 
impacts.                                              Alternative 1: No Action. NEPA requires the 
consideration of the "No Action" alternative. Assessment of this "no action" 
alternative should not simply state that there will be no impacts, but should list the 
impacts avoided as a result of the alternative as well as the public benefits of "no 
action." In the case of a large, open-pit copper mine and processing facility, the "No 
Action" alternative will obviously eliminate the many adverse and potentially 
significant environmental impacts associated with the project as proposed, including, 
but not limited to surface and groundwater resources; toxic materials, emissions and 
airborne toxic dust; noise; vehicular traffic; night lighting; visual quality; recreation; 
wildlife and wildlife habitat; regional rural economy, property values, and lifestyle; 
energy use; historic and cultural resources; and effects on local emergency services. 
In all likelihood, the "No Action" alternative will be determined to be the 
"environmentally superior" alternative as well.
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160 107 Alternative 1A: Alternative Uses of Public Lands. This alternative is a variation of 
the NEPA requirement to assess the "No Action" alternative (see above), and, in fact, 
could be incorporated into that alternative. Under this alternative, alternative uses of 
public lands would be considered in contrast to those set forth in the description of 
the "Proposed Action" in the Notice of Intent (NOI). According to the NOI, "Project-
related activities to be addressed in the EIS include, but are not limited to, the 
following: ……                            Construction, operation and reclamation of an ore-
processing plant, tailings, waste rock and leach facilities on NFS land adjacent to the 
mine. …."                                             Inasmuch as these uses are not appropriate 
uses of public lands, this alternative explores the public benefits of alternative uses 
of NFS lands to those listed above rather than simply the passive alternative of "no 
action". Such uses could include, but not be lmited to the following (individually, 
and, as applicable, in combination):                                          Public acquisition of 
privately held property within the northern range of the Santa Rita Mountains to 
provide in-perpetuity conservation of important open space lands within the greater 
Tucson region. Such public acquisition could also involve a land exchange with 
Augusta.                                                                                                                        
          Incorporation of the northern range of the Santa Rita Mountains, particularly 
that portion of the range within the Cienega creek watershed, into Las Cienegas 
National Conservation Area (LCNCA). The LCNCA provides an ideal model for 
utilizing land exchange and intergovernmental cooperation as a means of achieving 
long-term conservation of open space lands. Coronado National Forest lands are 
contiguous to LCNCA and BLM and the State of Arizona are already partners in 
LCNCA.                                                              Enhanced grazing lands in 
conjunction with the Ranch Conservation element of the Pima County Sonoran 
Desert Conservation Plan.                                                                            These and 
similar alternatives would eliminate or significantly reduce the many adverse and 
environmental impacts associated with the uses proposed for NFS lands in the MPO. 
Conceivably, one of these alternatives could be determined to be the 
"environmentally superior" alternative as well.

160 108 Alternative 2: Limited Project.  Under this alternative, mining excavation and 
placement of all spoils would be limited wholly to fee simple lands and patented 
mining claims, and thus provide maximum protection of all public trust lands - 
National Forest, Bureau of Land Management, and State of Arizona. This alternative 
would prohibit placement of all spoils and overburden on public lands thus 
protecting the five square miles of public land designated for permanent mine 
tailings, facilities, waste rock storage, and open pit excavation proposed in the 
current Mine Plan of Operation.                                                     Due to the reduced 
area of disturbance as well as the reduced scale and level of mining and processing 
activity, as well as eliminating the deposition of overburden and spoils on public 
land, this alternative would likely result in substantial reductions in a variety of 
impact categories, including, but not limited to surface and groundwater resources; 
toxic materials, emissions and airborne toxic dust; noise; vehicular traffic; night 
lighting; visual quality; recreation; wildlife and wildlife habitat; regional rural 
economy, property values, and lifestyle; energy use; historic and cultural resources; 
and effects on local emergency services (Relevant Comment numbers: 1A, 1B, 1C, 
2A, 2B, 2C, 2D, 2E, 3A, 3B, 4A, 4B, 5, 6, 7, and 10).
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160 109 Alternative 3: In-Situ Mine.   In-situ means "in the natural or original position." This 
alternative involves obtaining the desired material with only minimum physical 
disturbance of the mine site, as the ore is leached in its existing underground 
location. The alternative cosnsists of a series of injection wells and recovery wells. 
These wells, constructed with acid-resistant casings, penetrate the copper-bearing 
ore, and are sealed from the surface through the ore zones. A weak, acid leach 
solution is pumped through the cracks in the ore, dissolving the copper into a 
concentrated solution, which in turn is pumped up through the injection well for 
processing. A continuous ring of recovery wells surround the injection wells to 
prevent leach solution from escaping. This alternative thus avoids the excavation of 
ore reock and the disposal of overburden and tailings. Processing can take place off-
site thus minimizing adverse impacts at the mine site. When the copper ore body is 
depleted any hazardous materials remaining in the ore zone are flushed out through 
pumping and rinsing with fresh water. Once the wells are cleaned, they are filled 
with cement and the land returned to its former 
use.                                                                         Due to the reduced area of 
disturbance as well as the absence of overburden and spoils on public land, this 
alternative would likely result in substantial reductions in a variety of impact 
categories, including, but not limited to surface and groundwater resources; toxic 
materials, emissions and airborne toxic dust; noise; vehicular traffic; night lighting; 
visual quality; recreation; wildlife and wildlife habitat; regional rural economy, 
property values, and lifestyle; energy use; historic and cultural resources; and effects 
on local emergency services. (Relevant Comment numbers: 1A, 1B, 1C, 2A, 2B, 2C, 
2D, 2E, 3A, 3B, 4A, 4B, 5, 6, 7, and 10).

160 110 Alternative 4: Underground Mine. This alternative would involve sinking mine 
shafts to subterranean levels containing ore and then constructing horizontal tunnels, 
called adits, to reach the underground ore deposits. Through the use of this 
alternative, the large, highly visible open-pit excavation would be avoided, along 
with the surface deposition of a large volume of overburden waste rock. Modern 
underground mining technologies utilize blasting with explosives and typically 
utilize heavy-duty mechanical cutting equipment. Use of robotic technologies may be 
feasible. Ore is extracted vis mechanical rail conveyances, thus the ore can be 
removed from the immediate mine site to off-site locations for processing. 
Reclamation of this underground mining alternative would involve closure of the 
shafts and tunnels, as well as reclamation of mine 
tailings.                                            Due to the reduced area of disturbance as well as 
the reduced magnitude and extent of overburden and spoils on public land, this 
alternative would likely result in reductions in a variety of impact categories, 
including, but not limited to surface and groundwater resources; toxic materials, 
emissions and airborne toxic dust; noise; vehicular traffic; night lighting; visual 
quality; recreation; wildlife and wildlife habitat; regional rural economy, property 
values, and lifestyle; energy use; historic and cultural resources; and effects on local 
emergency services (Relevant Comment numbers: 1A, 1B, 1C, 2A, 2B, 2C, 2D, 2E, 
3A, 3B, 4A, 4B, 5, 6, 7, and 10).
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160 111 Alternative 5: Continuous Pit Backfill. Under this alternative the project would 
utilize a continuous backfill technology, whereby the open pit would be 
progressively filled with the waste rock, spoils, and overburden generated as the 
excavation proceeds. This alternative would thus eliminate the waste material placed 
on public lands, although at the project outset might warrant temporary and very 
limited storage of such materials on adjoining public lands. This alternative would 
also eliminate the open pit at the completioin of 
extraction.                                                                                                                      
                       Due to the reduced area of disturbance as well as eliminating the long-
term effects of overburden and spoils on public land, this alternative would likely 
result in reductions in a variety of impact categories, including, but not limited to 
surface and groundwater resources; toxic materials, emissions and airborne toxic 
dust; noise; vehicular traffic; night lighting; visual quality; recreation; wildlife and 
wildlife habitat; regional rural economy, property values, and lifestyle; energy use; 
historic and cultural resources; and effects on local emergency services. (Relevant 
Comment numbers: 1A, 1B, 1C, 2A, 2B, 2C, 2D, 2E, 3A, 3B, 4A, 4B, 5, 6, 7, and 
10).

160 112 Alternatives 6 through 10 are concerned with alternatives modes and routes for 
transporting materials - including ore, waste rock and tailings - equipment, and 
personnel to and from the mine site. These alternatives include the use of rail 
transportation, mechanical conveyances, and hydraulic conveyances as well as 
alternative vehicular routing in order to reduce the potential adverse impacts of the 
proposed project.                 Alternative 6: Rail Transport of Ore, Spoils and Tailings 
from the Mine Site. Under this alternative, all material - ore, spoils, tailings, and 
waste rock would be transported from the site via a new rail line constructed to the 
mine site. Overburden would be stockpiled on site for use during the reclamation 
phase. The ore would be transported to a processing site, and the so-called waste 
material could then be utilized off-site in other industrial processes, including but not 
limited to crushed rock for construction use, construction land fill, road be 
construction, and similar industrial uses.                                                               Due 
to the long-term effects of eliminating overburden and spoils on public land, this 
alternative would likely result in reductions in a variety of impact categories, 
including, but not limited to surface and groundwater resources; toxic materials, 
emissions and airborne toxic dust; noise; vehicular traffic and public safety; night 
lighting; visual quality; recreation; wildlife and wildlife habitat; regional rural 
economy, property values, and lifestyle; energy use; historic and cultural resources; 
and effects on local emergency services. (Relevant Comment numbers: 1A, 1B, 1C, 
2A, 2B, 2C, 2D, 2E, 3A, 3B, 4A, 4B, 5, 6, 7, and 10).
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160 113 Alternative 7: Rail Transport of All Ore from the Mine Site. Under this alternative, 
all ore would be transported to an off-site processing location, preferably adjacent or 
near an existing smelter. Transport from the mine site would be via a new rail line 
constructed between the mine site and a main rail line. Two routing options exist - 
one connecting to the north, the other to the 
west.                                                                                                       Due to the 
relocation of the processing facility to a more appropriate off-site location, this 
alternative would likely result in reductions in a variety of impact categories, 
including, but not limited to surface and groundwater resources; toxic materials, 
emissions and airborne toxic dust; noise; vehicular traffic and public safety; night 
lighting/ visual quality; recreation; wildlife and wildlife habitat; regional rural 
economy, property values, and lifestyle; energy use; historic and cultural resources; 
and effects on local emergency services. (Relevant Comment numbers: 1A, 1B, 1C, 
2A, 2B, 2C, 2D, 2E, 3A, 3B, 4A, 4B, 5, 6, 7, and 10).

160 114 Alternative 8: Mechanical Conveyance of Ore to Rail Head. This alternative is 
similar to Alternative 7 but would utilize some form of mechanical conveyance, such 
as a mine cart conveyor system, down the west side of the Santa Rita Mountains to a 
rail head for shipment on the existing rail line connecting Nogales and Tucson. This 
alternative could be undertaken in conjunction with all other alternatives (see above), 
and could be used for shipment of both the ore product and the so-called waste 
materials.                                     Due to the conveyance of ore to a rail head for 
shipping to an off-site processing facility, and the removal of processing from the on-
site operations, this alternative would likely result in reductions in a variety of 
impact categories, including, but not limited to surface and groundwater resources; 
toxic materials, emissions and airborne toxic dust; noise; vehicular traffic and public 
safety; night lighting; visual quality; recreation; wildlife and wildlife habitat; 
regional rural economy, property values, and lifestyles; energy uses; historic and 
cultural resources; and effects on local emergency services. (Relevant Comment 
numbers: 1A, 1B, 1C, 2A, 2B, 2C, 2D, 2E, 3A, 3B, 4A, 4B, 5, 6, 7, and 10).

160 115 Alternative 9: Hydrological Conveyance of Wet Ore Concentrate to Processing Site 
West of the Santa Rita Mountains. This alternative is similar to Alternative 8, but 
would utilize some form of hydrologic/pipeline conveyance down the west side of 
the Santa Rita Mountains to a processing/drying site near Santa Rita Road. 
According to the Applicant, 89% of the water could be returned to the mine area for 
reuse. The ore product could then be trucked to the Port of Tucson railhead at Kolb 
& I-10 or to a railhead on the existing rail line connecting Nogales and Tucson. This 
alternative could be undertaken in conjunction with other mine-type and processing 
alternatives (see above).                                                        Due to the hydrologic 
conveyance of ore to a rail head for shipping to an off-site processing facility, and 
the removal of processing from the on-site operations, this alternative would likely 
result in reductions in a variety of impact categories, including, but not limited to 
surface and groundwater resources; toxic materials, emissions and airborne toxic 
dust; noise; vehicular traffic and public safety; night lighting; visual quality; 
recreation; wildlife and wildlife habitat; regional rural economy, property values, and 
lifestyle; energy use; historic and cultural resources; and effects on local emergency 
services. (Relevent Comment numbers: 1A, 1B, 1C, 2A, 2B, 2C, 2D, 2E, 3A, 3B, 
4A, 4B, 5, 6, 7, and 10).
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160 116 Alternative 10: Loop Road Circulation System. This alternative would utilize either a 
tunnel through or a summit road over the Santa Rita Mountains so that full ore trucks 
would road through a tunnel or over the top so that full trucks would go west to I-19, 
north to I-10, and then to the Port of Tucson railhead at Kolb and I-10; empty trucks 
would return on the East side of the Santa Rita Mountains via 
SR83.                                                                                  This alternative would 
likely result in reductions in a variety of impact categories, including, but not limited 
to emissions; noise; vehicular traffice and public safety; recreation; and effects on 
local emergency services. (Relevant Comment numbers: 2B, 2D, 3B, and 10).

160 117 Alternative 11: Modified Time-Table. The following alternatives address extensions 
or other changes in the timetable for mine operations which could result in reduced 
impacts:         a. Extend Mine lifetime to 40 or 50 
years                                                                                           b. Suspend mining 
operations during high winds                                                                         c. 
Suspend mining operations during extreme drought 
conditions                                           d. Suspend mining operations during periods 
of excellent "seeing conditions" at the surrounding dark-sky observatories.

160 118 Alternative 12: Alternative Processing Technologies. In addition to the alternatives 
listed above, the Draft EIS should expand the range of technical alternatives within 
the various processes and techniques proposed in the MPO and alternatives to the 
MPO as augmented in this scoping document and in subsequent alternatives 
generated through scoping and the formal environmental assessment phase. Such 
technical alternatives must be generated by an independent set of consultants with 
demonstrable expertise in mining technology and a proven record for successfully 
utilizing alternative mining methods and technologies which significantly reduce 
adverse environmental impacts.

1544 1 Why does the mine need to use clean/fresh/virgin water? Why can't they use gray 
water? Wouldn't everyone win if they piped gray water from the cities, used it, 
recharged it, and added to the fresh water supply.

Individual

1545 1 The tailings from the mine are going to be mixed with polyers to keep them from 
blowing around. Polymers are plastics that are made from oil and they do not 
degrade. So 30-50- years from now we will have this huge pile of dust and plastic? 
How about mixing the tailings with something else? Something that will bio-degrade 
and still perform the dust retention function.

Individual

1610 2 This TEP proposal provides another option to provide power to Rosemont Copper. 
This project provides for double-circuit 138 kV transmission lines to go southwest 
from the Vail substation to a new Cienega substaion in Phase 1 and a new Mountain 
View substation in Phase 2 to the south of Interstae 10, next to State Route 83 that 
goes directly to the Rosemont Copper mine (see enclosure 4).

Q-51. Will the proposed Mountain View substation be considered as a power source 
for Rosemont Copper?
Q-52. How much power will be available at the Mountian View substation, if Phase 
2 is ever build, after servicing its distribution demands? 
Q-53. When is the Mountain View substation to be operational?

Individual
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1649 4 Also, if Rosemont is not processing any ore at the site (per the Rosemont Copper 
web-site) and other mining companies discuss removing the tailings (Freeport-
McMoRan Copper & Gold Inc from the area to use for other purposes … 

http://www.fcx.com/envir/environmental.htm

"Freeport's environmental experts have demonstrated for years that the tailings 
material can be readily revegetated or reclaimed with native forestry and agricultural 
plants. When mining is complete, the deposition area will be valuable high ground 
suitable for many applications. One emerging project, however, can put the material 
to positive economic use in the short term. During the past several years, Freeport 
Indonesia has been collaborating with scientists from Indonesia's leading 
technological research university, Institute Teknologi Bandung (ITB) - the Bandung 
Institute of Technology's Research and Industrial Affiliation Institute - on tailings' 
use as raw material for the construction and manufacturing of concrete, bricks, pipes 
and other infrastructure products. The results so far have been promising.  According 
to the researchers, the properties of the material are conductive to construction 
applications and the crushed rock offers cost advantages over other basic material."

Has Rosemont Mine - looked for alternatives / other options to completely remove 
the tailings that would be dumped on Public lands - not leaving any "dangerous" 
refuse on the property at all ---- removing the need to use any Forest Service Lands - 
and limiting the mine to private property.

Individual

1649 5 Is Rosemont Mining Corp going to use the ISO 14001 Standards for Environment 
Management?
International Standards to make sure that employees, customers, and nearby 
communities feel that the company is following the fulfilling their commitment.

http://www.iso.org/iso/iso_catalogue/management_standards/iso_9000_iso_14000/is
o_14000_essentials.htm

"ISO 14001:2004 gives the generic requirements for an environmental management 
system.  The underlying philosophy is that whatever the organization's activity, the 
requirements of an effective EMS are the same.  

This has the effect of establishing a common reference for communicating about 
environmental management issues between organizations and their customers, 
regulators, the public and other stakeholders.

…

ISO 14001:2004 can also be used to meet external objectives:

provide assurance on environmental issues to external stakeholders - such as 
customers, the community and regulatory agencies comply with environmental 
regulations support the organization's claims and communication about its own 
environmental policies, plans and actions provides a framework for demonstrating 
conformity via suppliers' declarations of conformity, assessment of conformity by an 
external stakeholder - such as a business client - and for certification of conformity 
by an independent certification body."

Individual
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1700 5 Can the tailings be shipped to Rosemont or the Augusta Resources country?Individual

1713 1 Why is CAP water not good enough for the "mine"Individual

1715 2 Why doesn't Rosemont use CAP water?Individual

1773 2 Given the mine is as lonf term as projected, can't there be a requirement of them to 
create/pave their own road?

Individual

1837 1 Rosemont will not put a lining under the tailings. 
Comment from Georgette Valle
A non porous lining should be placed under the Rosemont Mine tailings.

Individual

1840 2 I have heard that the mining company will not be putting a lining under the tailings 
pile.  What impact will that have on the environment?

Individual

1842 2 I would hope that the Forest Service will require that any mines on their land, 
including the Rosemont Copper Project, will be required to return the material that is 
left after processing to the pit.

Individual

1957 21 it seems much more reasonable, safe, and certainly less intrusive on valuable Forest 
land, for the Forest Service to require Rosemont to simply switch the primary and 
secondary access routes in its Plan.  The new access road coming from Route 83 
would not need to be nearly as wide if it were only a secondary access route, thus 
saving Forest land, and the very heavy and hazardous mine traffic flows could be 
routed south and northbound along I-19, instead of Route 83.  The existing road 
from the west wold need improvement, but, again, I emphasize, Rosemont already 
recovers all its investment in less than three years, and a little additional road-
grading expense is nothing compared to the terrible suffering engendered by a school 
bus-acid truck collisison along Route 83 ( and please don't make the mistake of 
thinking that's not going to happen.).

Individual

1960 8 IF YOU APPROVE FOR THE ROSEMONT MINE TO GO INTO PRODUCTION, 
THEY SHOULD ONLY BE ALLOWED TO USE CAP WATER (NO 
GROUNDWATER).  REMEMBER, THIS IS A FOREIGN COMPANY THAT 
WILL BE REMOVING OUR PRECIOUS METAL TO BE SHIPPED OVERSEAS.  
WHY IN THE WORLD WOULD WE ALLOW THEM (FOREIGN ENTITY) TO 
DESTROY OUR GROUNDWATER BASIN.

Individual

2106 7 Mines of this proposed magnitude have historically required rail service to transport 
the resulting ore to the smelter. I cannot conceive of the amounts of ore all being 
transported via truck. Where would such a rail line originate from and what 
additional environmental damage would result from its construction and use?

Individual

2126 8 IF YOU APPROVE FOR THE ROSEMONT MINE TO GO INTO PRODUCTION, 
THEY SHOULD ONLY BE ALLOWED TO USE CAP WATER (NO 
GROUNDWATER).  REMEMBER, THIS IS A FOREIGN COMPANY THAT 
WILL BE REMOVING OUR PRECIOUS METAL TO BE SHIPPED OVERSEAS.  
WHY IN THE WORLD WOULD WE ALLOW THEM (FOREIGN ENTITY) TO 
DESTROY OUR GROUNDWATER BASIN.

Individual

2216 7 I would also like to know why the Rosemont Mine is not going to build a railroad to 
move the ore? I believe there were several in the area that could be redeveloped.

Individual
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2244 4 Does the mine use solar? What is their energy conservation plan?Individual

2255 7 All mines have a rail spur to deliver and transport its goods and products, in order to 
substain the mining operation. The only reason why they haven't included it, is 
because its their first mining ventrue. This spur would add to the motoring public 
SAFETY. by removing the ore trucks from the highway! The state govt.would then 
main obstacle and the state(gov.) is notoriously easier to deal than the federal govt.  
Paving the orad and adding a Spur running parallel to the Helvatia road after leaving 
the turcks in Sahuarita. This spur would remove ore shipments from SR83, not to 
mention ACID and REAGENTS which are Extremely HAZARDOUS.

Individual

2263 1 Water is precious in the Tucson area. Currently many golf courses are required to use 
effluent for their water source. I would like to propose that Rosemont mine use 
effluent (refined sewer water) as an alternative to groundwter, or in combination with 
groundwater. Pima County is already studying the use of effluent by the public to 
meet future water needs, it would make more sense to use it for mining operations 
than our limited groundwater supplies.

Individual

2265 11 As the proposal includes the construction of a CAP water line from Avra Valley to 
Sahuarita as well pipe lines from the new wells to the Rosemont property why would 
Augusta not propose to connect these two projects and use the CAP water for their 
operation?

Individual

2284 17 Wouldn't it be better and less intrusive on the current SR83 travelers to improve it 
before opening the mine so it can handle the additional volume of heavy trucks, 
perhaps make it a concrete highway in the section supporting heavy trucks?

Individual

2289 2 The mine should put in a railroad spur from the line along I-19 traveling over to as 
close to the mine as possible and then truck the supplies over the mountain via the 
secondary road. This way all the traffic will be off the roads and only a few trains a 
day will handle all the traffic at a much lower fuel cost. Every 4 trucks will fill one 
hopper and so a train of 60 cars will take 240 trucks to fill. This is 12 hours of 
peration for the mine. So there would be two trains a day or so. This would not add 
the traffic load to Highway 83 nor to I10 or I19. The mine could get either the UP to 
run the line or have the Port of Tucson run it. Trains are 10 times more efficient for 
moving this high volume of material, saving a large amount of diesel fuel, and they 
would not clog up the Highway with the trucks. This would also eliminater the noise 
impact of the mine traffic on the highway.

Individual
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2305 18 In their report Rosemont notes that open pit mining is being investigated to 
determine if passive contamination will be achieved. If the land must be raped of its 
resources why not use situ mining instead of open pit? The Copper Development 
Association wrote about In Situ Leaching: "In situ" literally means "in place." With 
in situ mining, a diluted sulfuric acid and ferric sulfate solution is injected down 
holes drilled into the ore body. The solution flows through cracks in the rock under 
pressure, leaching the copper from the rock into the solution. The solution is then 
pumped to the surface to recover the copper, using solvent extraction techniques. 
Tests show that recovery rates normally achieved with heap and dump leaching 
could also be approached with in situ mining. There are significant cost advantages 
of this operation which include: the surface need not be disturbed with anything 
other than pump and piping installations, no waste piles are created, start-up is 
relatively fast, equipment needs are reduced significantly, fluid control is more easily 
automated than solid batch processes, and we can mine deep, relatively low grade 
and complex ore bodies.

Individual

2366 4 Unless they bring in water from the ocean, and desalinate it if necessary for mining 
operations. The oceans are supposed to rise with global warming, not fall. So that 
supply wouldn't be exhausted, and after the mine closes after 20 years, the 
desalination plant and or transport pipe or canal could be used for homeowners, who 
surely will not be able to afford such a thing on their own. Not Pima county, not 
Tucson, not Green Valley, not Sahuarita, not even Arizona could afford such an 
expense now. Whether the mine could, they would have to decide.

Individual

2371 8 IF YOU APPROVE FOR THE ROSEMONT MINE TO GO INTO PRODUCTION, 
THEY SHOULD ONLY BE ALLOWED TO USE CAP WATER (NO 
GROUNDWATER).  REMEMBER, THIS IS A FOREIGN COMPANY THAT 
WILL BE REMOVING OUR PRECIOUS METAL TO BE SHIPPED OVERSEAS.  
WHY IN THE WORLD WOULD WE ALLOW THEM (FOREIGN ENTITY) TO 
DESTROY OUR GROUNDWATER BASIN.

Individual

2381 17 I would suggest that Augusta's planners have not thoroughly researched the project. I 
propose that they examine Sycamore Canyon to the North of their project. This large 
canyon could accept all or nearly all of the waste, including tailings that would come 
out of the proposed pit. It would also not be visible from either Highway 83 to the 
East or from the Santa Cruz Valley to the West.
The canyon for the most part is rather barren of plant growth, has no water, and is 
poor terrain for both wild life and cattle. A perfect dump space.

Individual

2381 19 The Rosemont ore body is ideally suited to an underground method of mining called 
sublevel caving. The technique is called VCR or Vertical Crater Retreat. This 
method is being used by Vale/Inco at the Stobic Mine in Canada. 
An underground approach to the Rosemont project eliminates the need for thousands 
of acres of public land for dump space, as the method produces very little waste rock. 
The caved area at the surface would be relatively small compared to an open pit and 
would be confined to Augusta's private land, not the publics. The caved area would 
not be as offensive to the line of sight from Highway 83, as a large open pit would 
be. Tailings could be deposited in Sycamore Canyon as discussed above.

Individual

2396 5 To alleviate traffic on public roads, a system of private roads on forestry land, 
maintained by Augusta may be a better alternative than allowing the mine's 
equipment to damage the public roads.

Individual
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2400 11 Use existing Helvetia Mine road from the west side of the Santa Ritas for egress for 
mine employees and mine haul trucks.

Individual

2400 12 Establish railspur for transportation of ore. 
This would eliminate mine traffic from our public roads, going thru housing, school 
sites and Adding to the congestion of an already severely congested area.

Individual

2400 13 A conveyor belt or slurry pipe could be use to transport to the trucks over the 
mountain or Directly to railspur.

Individual

2405 5 I propose that Highway 83 should not be used for the Rosemont Mines primary 
access. The better and safer alternative is to use Santa Rita Road as the primary 
access to the mine.

Individual

2423 5 I recommend that no current road/highway systems in existance be usable for that 
enterprise.

Individual

2453 19 I note the great interest in alternative energy - solar, wind, geothermal, etc. Perhaps 
some of these could be used at the mine? At any rate the copper and other minerals 
will be a boost to the construction of alternative energy generators.

Individual

2470 29 Where is the railrod spur?Individual

2480 4 Solar panels on tailings/crater: As a gusture of good will, why don't the planners 
install solar collectors on the mine crater and tailings to contribute to non-polluting 
energy production?

Individual

2591 20 Has any consideration been given to the possibility of using processed waste water as 
a major source of water for mine use? If it is good enough for the people of Orange 
County in California to drink, perhaps it could be a reasonable alternative for the 
mine.

Individual

2617 51 We understand that there are numerous copper mines that were closed down when 
the value of copper dropped. Further we are dismayed that a new mine is even being 
considered before the possibility of re-opening up an existing mine.
1. Why don't you choose to be a proud reflection your motto to "respect the land" 
and persuade the mining companies to re-open the closed mines, operate where their 
environmental impact would be less and where the residents would welcome them?
2. Also, don't we have mine sites that could be re-opened that have a smelter on site? 
That way the ore would not have to be shipped to China. What's wrong with this 
picture? What am I missing here? It seems too obvious. Please clarify this.
3. Why do we choose to tear open the earth so quickly? Why don't we take advantage 
and "recycle" our mines as we are being taught to recycle our bottles and cans? 
Wouldn't the people in those communites be more grateful?

Individual

2634 23 The proposed Rosemont ore body is in an environmentally sensitive area and would 
be better left in the ground.

Business

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 11 of 23



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Alternatives

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2644 20 If the mining operation does come to fruition it would seem to us that the company 
should build and pay for their own paved road from the mine site to the Box Canyon 
Road, and pay to improve the Box Canyon road with a paved surface, and 
straightened curves, to Continental and the railroad to Mexico at that point. This 
would seem to have the least amount of impact and be the most direct route to ship 
the concentrated ore out of the country completely avoiding using Route 83, and 
avoiding possible hazardous materials loads on Route 82. The same Box Canyon 
route would be available to receive those hazardous materials required by the mining 
operation. Water from the extended C.A.P. canal could parallel the new Box 
Canyon/Continental road and be piped along the bottom of the Box Canyon Wash, 
then up and along the new road leading to the mine site. This entire route is in 
remote, mostly undeveloped country, until reaching Continental.

Individual

2666 12 The simplest solution suggested so far is to limit the mine to daytime operation only.Organization

2673 1 The bulk of the concerns are summarized as water, environmental, misrepresentaions 
of the Rosemont Project information and the failure of Rosemont to utilize an 
alternative mining approach that would have a smaller footprint and be less invasive 
on all concerned.

Individual

2673 21 An underground mine could be used as an alternative to extract the copper bearing 
ore. To reduce the impact of the tailings the underground mine could start with the 
primary shaft at the maximum surveyed depth of the ore deposit. The initial 
extraction (mining) would begin at the maximum depth and then work upwards to 
the top of the copper bearing ore. The project would be continuously refilling after 
the extraction of the ore from the bottom up with excess material and waste. 
Rosemont Project representatives have indicated that a new mechanical process was 
going to be used to reduce the tailings debris to a moisture content of 15%. The 
reuse of the damp tailings should stop or reduce any in-hole dust and conceivabley 
provide a good material for compaction to be used for the rising floor for the ever 
elevating mining process. The need for pumping invasive ground water out of the 
underground mine would lessen as the mine developed and work progress onto 
higher portions of the ore which would be the reverse of an open pit mine.

An underground mine that utilized the tailings as part of the ongoing process would 
alleviate some of the concerns for major unsightliness, excessive overburden 
striping, a pit catching storm and ground water with the associated pumping and 
subsequent discharge. The on going concern with all large projects is the set aside 
for final cleanup and remediation as required. The underground mining alternative 
suggested above would greatly remove some of the concerns since most of the 
remediation is concurrent with the conintuing extraction.

Individual

2673 33 We request a no action decision on the proposed Rosemont Copper Mining Projects.Individual

2721 12 Mine closure – An effective use of the plus 3,000 acres of mine tailings and waste 
rock would be to level tem and use them for solar arrays. The Forest Service could 
lease these areas for a fee to private companies for power generation.

Individual

2736 26 Could Rosemont use CAP water directly instead groundwater?  What would be the 
effect?

Government
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2736 32 If Rosemont directly used CAP water, where would the pipeline be located?  What if 
Rosemont used CAP water directly and pumped groundwater when CAP water is not 
available.

Government

2745 1 Alternative One is to require commercially-available Central Arizona Project (CAP) 
water and no groundwater to be used by Rosemont Copper for this action.

Individual

2745 2 Alternative Two is an alternative electricity plan to supersede those in the Mining 
Plan of Operations (MPO) in section 2.7 that does fails to meet the operational needs 
for Rosemont Copper

Individual

2745 15 Alternative One is a solution that avoids almost all these impacts will still permitting 
the Rosemont Copper Mine. The only way to avoid impacting the groundwater is for 
Rosemont Copper  NOT to used ground water as required by Alternative One.

Individual

2745 16 Alternative Two provides a new way to provide adequate and continuous electrical 
power to the Rosemont Copper mine without impacting the local electricity "sink" in 
Tucson due to inadequate electricity available for this mine and other large 
consumers in southern Arizona. Alternative two is to build an electrical generation 
plant on site, using natural gas from large El Paso natural Gasline that runs parallel 
to Insterstate Highway 10 (I-10) with less air pollution, less water demands, and 
removable ease project reclamation upon completion of the mining operations.

Individual

2745 17 Overview of Alternative One: Rosemont Copper can commercially purchase 
adequate amounts of CAP water to meet all its needs. CAP water can be used by this 
mine in the same manner as ground water. Rosemont will need to purchase CAP 
water to meet its expected requirements and provide the necessary infrastructure to 
deliver CAP water to the mine.  This will result in an underground pipe that will, 
after burial, have little resultant cumulative environmental impact. This pipeline will 
need environmental surveys; will probably impact a large number of Native 
American cultural resources, some animal and plant habitats, and usual construction 
mitigations including dust and noise control actions. In general, pipeline mitigations 
are significantly less onerous than water depletion impacts on the future of these 
communites. If Rosemont Copper demand is lees than the quantity of CAP water 
purchased, then it can "sell" that CAP water to local water utility companies for 
recharge or to satisfy other needs, thus recooping some capital pipleine expenses.

Individual

2745 18 Please see attachment 1 for a  detailed discussion of this alternative and elements that 
are required to be included in the draft EIS. Alternative One is recommended.

Individual

2745 20 Overview of Alternative Two.
Rosemont Copper did not have a viable electricity plan in the MPO, section 2.7 This 
alternative provides a new electricity plan that results in less air pollution, less water 
resources consumed for  electricity generation and results in almost no footprint after 
reclamation. This alternative is a local, air-cooled, natural gas turbine generation 
plant on site of the mining operation. An underground natural gas line to connect 
with the El Paso Natural Gas line to the north, parallel to Interstate 10, has a smaller 
footprint than any of the options proposed in the MPO.

Individual

2745 21 Please see Attachment (2) for discussion of this alternative and elements that are 
required to be included in  the Draft EIS. Alternative Two is recommended.

Individual
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2760 7 Reasonable alternatives could include, but are not necessarily limited to, alternative 
sites or alternative designs for major mining facilities (e.g. waste rock piles or 
tailings impoundments), smaller project, other viable ore bodies, different pit 
geometries, and pit backfilling; as well as any alternatives evaluated for purposes of 
obtaining a Clean Water Act Section 404 permit, pusuant to 40 CFR Part 230.

Government

5286 22 In view of the already poor condition of Route 83, and the very high potential for 
disastrous conflict between school buses, sulfuric acid trucks, and wide loads on a 
narrow, twisting, mountain road, it seems far more reasonable and safe for the Forest 
Service to require Rosemont to simply switch its proposed primary and secondary 
access routes.  An access road coming west from Route 83 would need neither to be 
as wide, nor as improved, it it were only to be a secondary access route, thus saving 
some of our CNF land, and much of the very heavy and hazardous mine traffic flows 
could be routed north- and southbound along I-19, instead of along Route 83.  The 
existing road from the west would need improvement, but, again, I emphasize, 
Rosemont already recovers its investment in less than three years, and a little 
additional road-improvement expense is nothing compared to the terrible suffering 
which would be engendered by a school bus-acid truck collision along Route 83.  
This alternative would also save Rosemont the expense of constructing a very 
complex intersection at Route 83, which will be hazardous no matter how carefully 
planned, because it would be on a Route 83 downgrade.  If this were only a 
secondary access road, a much less complex intersection would be required.

Individual

5286 23 An even better alternative would be to oblige Rosemont to use the existing 
Rosemont Junction road for this access road, instead of constructing an entirely new 
road through our pristine Forest land, as their MPO proposes.  If there's already an 
existing road which goes almost directly to the mine, why ruin even more of our 
Forest to build a new one?

Individual

6720 2 Alternative one, limit mining excavation and placement of all spoils to fee simple 
lands under the ownership of Rosemont.  Under this alternative the applicant could 
demonstrate their commitment to land stewardship through providing maximum 
protection of all  public land surrounding their path in a few simple area.  In effect, 
this alternative would prohibit placement of all spoils and overburden on public 
lands, thus protecting five square miles of public land designated for permanent mine 
tailings, facilities, waste rock storage, and open-pit excavation proposed in the 
current Mining Plan of Operation.

Individual

6720 3 Alternative 2, utilize a continuous backfill technology, whereby the open-pit is 
progressively filled with waste rock and spoils, and overburden generated as the 
excavation proceeds.  This alternative might warrant some interim and very limited 
storage of waste material on adjoining public land, but would essentially protect all 
public lands.  This alternative would not result in an open-pit completion of 
extration, surely a preferable outcome with the current proposal.

Individual
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6720 4 Alternative 3, this is my favorite.  Remove all spoils, tailing, and waste rock, from 
the site via a new rail line constructed to the mine sites.  This so called waste 
material could then be reutilized as a resource, a positive resource offiste in other 
industrial processes, including but not limited to crushed rock for construction use, 
construction landfill, road met construction, similar industrial uses, some may be 
even requiring radioactivity material.  

This alternative can clearly promote conservation through minimizaing waste 
materials, while the rail transportation would avoid the significant public safety 
impacts resulting from the proposed truck traffic on highway 82.

Individual

6842 1 Water is the most important issue in this entire process. Our water is our life. 
Without water -- it's more important than copper. And we need to protect the 
groundwater that is now being depleted at one inch a week. 48 -- four feet a year, 
approximately one inch a week the water table is lowering in the Tucson Active 
Management Area. That is required for sustaining life. Copper is not required for 
sustaining life.

Therefore, a business should be able to set up a plan to buy -- plan to put in the pipes 
to import CAP water because mines, it doesn't matter whether it's CAP water or 
groundwater to operate the mine. So the water could be procured by the company to 
operate the mine, and, therefore, that alternative should be one considered by the 
Forest Service that I'm now recommending to be looked at seriously because it does 
seem to be extremely reasonable.

Individual

6842 2 The second alternative involved Section 2.7 of their plan which discusses the 
electrical supply for the mine. It states that adequate electricity is not available. The 
preferred TEP approach calls for turbines to be running in Nogales so that Rosemont 
Copper can operate its mine. I don't want to go through the electrical problems to get 
power in Santa Cruz County, because I've been working on that for the last nine 
years, but that is another alternative. 

And my alternative would be to put in a natual gas line to the mine from I-10 and 
then put in trailers which could hold the power plant. They have their own power 
plan operating the mine, and when it's over in 19 years, the trucks drive away and the 
power plant disappears.

95 percent of the power they buy from TEP comes from coal-fired power and, 
therefore, the CO2 and other options need to be considered, and it's clearer if you use 
natural gas.

Individual

6863 2 A pricing model that would be considered probably beneficial to them would be 
something that did underground mining with reusing the tailings back in the mine to 
keep it from collapsing like the West Viriginia mine did. Something different would 
go along with the fact that, in their study, they only used $1.50 copper, which I 
gather now copper's worth three, four dollars.

That would benefit us all by they would get their minerals when they wanted them 
and they would protect our visual impact on the Sonoita Highway. They would 
probably reduce everything else that's going on it. Without that kind of 
consideration, I would have to say no-action would be my favorite.

Individual
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6885 1 Instead of storing cap water and using groundwater, I think a better alternative would 
be to pump the CAP water directly to the east side of the Santa Rita's into a man 
made lake.  Rosemont can then pump directly from the lake for their processes.  The 
lake can also be used for public recreation and wildlife water source.  As as added 
benefit it may help prevent the groundwater levels from lovering north of the mine.  
It would also eliminate concerns from over pumpimg in Sahuarita and the planned 
use of community water storage areas.  I propose a study be completed with this 
option as the primary source for the Rosemont Mine water source.  It seems like a 
good alternative to pumping groundwater directly from a few close wells in 
Sahuarita, and would benefit the mine and the public.

Individual

6975 11 PROPOSAL : SATELLITE OPERATION The  shut down Twin Buttes Mine could 
make an EXCELLENT  choice of a satellite  milling / processing facilities with the 
ore and over burden transported to the Twin Buttes site . Via covered conveyor belt. 
THIS PLAN WAS UNDER SERIOUS CONSIDERATION BY ANACONDA FOR 
THIS VERY PROPERTY, USING THE TWIN BUTTES FACILITIES AND THEN 
PRICE OF COPPER FELL!  SOUND FAMILIAR??  This would mitigate damage 
done to US FOREST SERVICE PROPERTY  THAT AUGUSTA WANTS TO 
TURN INTO TAILINGS AND WASTE DISPOSAL SITE.      I WOULD 
REQUEST THAT YOU CONSIDER EACH PROPOSAL AND ANSWER THE 
SPECIFIC  PROPOSALS. Please contact me if I could be of any assistance and I 
would make my well availble to assist in monitoring.

Individual
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7134 15 3. The "alternatives" analysis, specifically the "no action" alternative, which is one of 
the keystones of the NEPA process, must be thoroughly explored

Alternatives are "the heart of the environmental impact statement." 40 C.F.R. 
ss1502.14.
We want to reiterate that nothing in and no interpretation of the Mining Law of 1872 
excuses the Forest Service from robustly evaluating a range of reasonable 
alternatives.
Indeed, as the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit has stated:

NEPA requires that the federal agencies include a detailed statement of "alternatives 
to the proposed action" in any recommendation or report on actions significantly 
affecting the quality of human environment. 42 U.S.C. ss 4332(2)(C)(iii). 
Additionally, the statute mandates that the agencies "study, develop, and describe 
appropriate alternatives to recommended courses of action in any proposal which 
involves unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses of available resources." Id. 
Ss 4332(2)(E). The "alternatives" section is "the heart of the environmental impact 
statement." 40 C.F.R. ss 1502.14. "The consideration of alternatives requirement… 
guarantee[s] that agency decisionmakers have before them and take into proper 
account all possible approaches to a particular project (including total abandonment 
of the project) which would alter the environmental impact and the cost benefit 
balance." Bob Marshall Alliance, 852 F.2d at 1228 (internal quotation marks, 
punctuation, and citation omitted) (emphasis in original). Pit River Tribe v. United 
States Forest Service, 469 F.3d 768 (9th Cir. 2006).

Such alternatives should include both site alternatives and technological alternatives. 
For example, Rosemont Copper Company had proposed using a dry tailings method 
that has never been used in the United States. Particularly given that this would be a 
first time use in the United States and in this climate, the DEIS should analyze other 
alternatives to that technology, along with their probable environmental effects, 
including the additional water alternative technologies would require.

We ask the Forest Service to ensure a comprehensive analysis of the "no action" 
alternative; the one automatically required alternative in all environmental impact 
statements. 40 C.F.R. ss1502.14(d). Agencies, at times, tend to give short shrift to 
the actual analysis on the "no action" alternative, to the detriment of both their own 
decisionmaking and the public's understanding of the potential impacts of the 
proposed action. See, for example, inadequate treatment of the "no action" 
alternative in NEPA documents prepared by the Forest Service in Pit River Tribe v. 
United States Forest Service, Id., and City of Tenakee Springs v. Clough, 915 F.2d 
1223 (9th Cir. 1990) The analysis in the DEIS should comprehensively evaluate the 
future of the affected geographic area in light of such plans as the detailed and 
comprehensive Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan adopted by  Pima County, Pima 
and Santa Cruz County economic projections and other local, state, tribal and federal 
planning processes that affect the area. This evaluation must be compared to equally 
detailed analyses of the same areas should the proposed mine be approved and 
commence operations.

We also remind the Forest Service that it has an obligation to analyze reasonable 
alternatives that might, in whole or in part, lay outside of the agency's own authority. 

Business
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"An agency's refusal to consider an alternative that would require some action 
beyond that of its Congressional authorization is counter to NEPA's intent to provide 
options for both agencies and Congress." National Wildlife Federation v. National 
Marine Fisheries Service, 325 F. Supp. 2d, 1143 (W.D. Wa. 2002).

Finally, the Forest Service must explain in the DEIS how each of the alternatives 
considered in it and decisions based on it will or will not achieve the requirements of 
Sections 101 and 102(1) NEPA and other environmental laws and policies. 40 
C.F.R. ss. 1502.2(d).

7151 27 Lining all mine facilities, including waste rock piles and berms, should be included 
as an alternative in the EIS.

Organization

7151 31 The alternatives in the EIS must include complete or partial back-filling of the open 
pit. The EIS should determine how much additional expense it would be to backfill 
the pit:

How much additional time would be required in the overall life of the mine to 
include complete or partial backfilling?
How would backfilling of the pit help protect or harm water quality in the watershed?
How deep would this reduce the likelihood of aquifer contamination post-mining?

Organization

7184 11 Alternative:
Insulate the bottom of the tailings heap and dam in Barrel Canyon with an 
impermeable liner. Run perforated piping above the liner and below the tailings at 
each layer of limestone so that any and all run-off from the heap can be captured and 
disposed of properly. This would be a responsible and innovative approach to 
mitigating the majority of pollution problems associated with hard-rock mining. It 
would also be an exact method for measuring of and recording time tables for the 
speed of leaching and ypes of pollutants generated over the next 100 years or more. 
Rosemont would have to be responsible for monitoring the site and disposing of 
contaminants for that period of time.

Individual

7200 2 The EIS must identify and evaluate all reasonable alternatives to the Rosemont 
Project. 
Development of alternatives for the proposed action is the heart of the EIS. 40 
C.F.R. SS 1502.14. Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations call on the 
Forest Service to "[r]igorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable 
alternatives, and for alternatives which were eliminated from detailed study, briefly 
discuss the reasons fore their having been eliminated," "[d[evote substantial 
treatment to each alternative considered in detail including the proposed action so 
that reviewers may evaluate their comparative merits," "[i]nclude the alternative of 
no action," and "[i]nclude appropriate mitigation measures not already included in 
the proposed action or alternatives." Id. SS 1502.14 (emphasis added).

For the Rosemont Copper Project EIS, the Forest Service must include the no-action 
alternative in their discussion and evaluation of reasonable alternatives. Considering 
the vast environmental impacts that are likely to occur should it move forward, the 
Sierra Club firmly believes this is the only appropriate alternative for this project. 
However, should the Forest Service reject this alternative, they must include a 
justification for the rejection as well as a discussion of mitigation measures that will 
adequately offset the impacts of the proposed action.

Organization
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7277 2 The Department believes that presentation of alternatives analyzed in the 
Environmental Impact Statement should include a description of water use by all 
elements of each alternative, including ancillary facilities, and should include best 
water conservation strategies for the technology used, by alternative. Analysis of 
alternatives should include direct, indirect, and cumulative effects to water supplies 
and rights to water.

Government

7429 6 Extrapolating from the information in the Mine Plan of Operations, a truck would be 
entering or leaving the highway at the access road about every three minutes around 
the clock. Many of these would be very heavy trucks. Furthermore, this does not 
include employees entering or leaving the plant during shift change. (Note that “trip” 
as counted in the Plan is a round trip, in other words a truck entering and a truck 
leaving.)

The plan also states that traffic would be staggered to reduce the numbers in the early 
morning and when school buses are operating, meaning that it would be even heavier 
at other times. The highway would become virtually unusable for regular traffic at 
certain times.

Over half of these trucks (65%) will be tractor trailers taking copper concentrates to 
the railhead at Benson for shipment to a smelter. Because of the quantity of weight 
of concentrates, the usual means of transportation from Arizona mines is by rail. 
Most copper mines in Arizona have constructed rail spurs for this purpose. Arizona 
smelters are designed to accept concentrates delivered by rail. The plan to transport 
concentrates by truck is both unusual and unnecessary, as well as being expensive.

Individual

7429 9 Augusta must be required to review other possibilities, such construction of a rail 
spur, as other mines have done, or an alternative roadway to I-10, or both. A rail spur 
would be an economical and safe way or bringing many other bulk materials (fuel, 
acid and explosives) to the site as well as transporting both copper and moly 
concentrates to smelters.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 19 of 23



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Alternatives

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7429 12 Given the problems arising from transportation of concentrates, Augusta must be 
required to evaluate new methods of processing concentrates from sulfide ores.

Specifically, Augusta must be required to consider use of on site high pressure/high 
temperature leaching of copper concentrates. This process is a new method of 
extracting copper from sulfide ores. It offers a low cost alternative to conventional 
smelting and refining. It is currently being used on a commercial scale at several 
locations around the world and in Arizona at the Morenci Mine and at the Bagdad 
Mine, both owned by Freeport-McMoRan.

The process in use at Freeport’s mines was refined and tested over a four year period 
at the Bagdad Mine before construction of the commercial scale plant at Morenci. 
Traditionally, copper concentrates from copper sulfide ores have been processed at 
smelters and refineries. The concentrate pressure leach process bypasses both of 
these steps and parallels the oxide process, producing cathode copper on site.

In pressure leaching of sulfide ores, the ore is milled and processed on site to 
produce concentrates in the same way it would if it were to be sent to the smelter. 
Instead of being sent to a smelter and refinery, the concentrate is mixed into a slurry 
and processed at high pressure and temperature in a leach vessel. This produces 
copper bearing solution that can be combined with the solution from the oxide 
circuit and sent to the SX/EW facility.

The pressure leaching step also produces sulfuric acid, which can be used in the 
oxide heap leach circuit, reducing or eliminating the need to purchase and transport 
acid to the site. The entire process takes place on site.

This new process appears well suited to a greenfield operation, particularly one with 
no convenient access to a smelter and refinery.

An internet search reveals additional information on this new technology.

The advantages of this system for the operator are:
Cost savings by eliminating the fees paid to a smelter and then to a refinery for 
processing and for the purchase of sulfuric acid for oxide ore processing, also 
purchased from a smelter. This seems particularly relevant for a company that does 
not own a smelter or refinery.

Cost savings from transportation of concentrates to smelter and transportation of acid 
from smelter to mine site.

Acid production can be managed to match consumption in the heap leach by control 
of temperature in the leach vessel.

Full use of SX and EW capacity through management of parallel systems. And 
increased ability to manage production levels.

Environmental Impacts:
A primary impact would be reduction of traffic. Trucking the concentrates accounts 
for about 65% of all traffic. Importing acid account for an additional 10%. A 

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 20 of 23



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Alternatives

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

reduction of 75% of the traffic, including some of the heaviest vehicles, could be 
significant. This would be balanced by an increase in trucks leaving the mine 
carrying cathodes, but this would be considerably less that than the concentrates.

The overall impact on air quality and water quality would likely be positive, as the 
concentrates would not be processed in a smelter. Sulfur emissions would 
presumably all be captured as acid. A review of the environmental permitting for the 
Bagdad and Morenci pressure leach operations would be instructive.

The negative would be the addition of the pressure leach tank and possibly an 
increase in the size of the SX/EW, increasing the overall land use, all of which 
would, of necessity, be on public land.

7430 2 Some suggested steps to mitigate the potential harm from light pollution from the 
mine's all night operation include: 
1. Use fully shielded or full cutoff lighting fixtures, aimed directly downward. 
2. For all road, dirt road, and parking lot lighting, both inside and outside the pit, use 
55 watt induction lamps with motion sensor controls to reduce energy consumption 
and light pollution at the same time. 
3. Exterior lighting on any buildings or trailers should be fully shielded and limited 
to egress lighting, using the lowest level of light sufficient for the purpose.

Organization

7562 8 An underground mine could be used as an alternative to extract the copper bearing 
ore. To reduce the impact of the tailings the underground mine could start with the 
primary shaft at the maximum surveyed depth of the ore deposit. The initial 
extraction (mining) would begin at the maximum depth and then work upwards to 
the top of the copper bearing ore. The project would be continuously refilling after 
the extraction of the ore from the bottom up with excess material and waste. 
Rosemont Project representatives have indicated that a new mechanical process was 
going to be used to reduce the tailings debris to a moisture content of 15%. The 
reuse of the damp tailings should stop or reduce any in-hole dust and conceivably 
provide a good material for compaction to be used for the rising floor for the ever 
elevating mining process. The need for pumping invasive ground water out of the 
underground mine would lessen as the mine developed and work progress onto 
higher portions of the ore which would be the reverse of an open pit mine. 

An underground mine that utilized the tailings as part of the ongoing process would 
alleviate some of the concerns for major unsightliness, excessive overburden 
striping, a pit catching storm and ground water with the associated pumping and 
subsequent discharge. The on going concern with all large projects is the set aside 
for final cleanup and remediation as required. The underground mining alternative 
suggested above would greatly remove some of the concerns since most of the 
remediation is concurrent with the continuing extraction.

Individual

7649 1 What are the options, Alternative to this site? Why not: Ajo, Kingman, Ruby, San 
Manual, Bisbee

Individual

7650 1 ALTERNATIVE 1 - Only Use CAP Water Resources.Individual

7650 3 Alternative 1 uses water resources only from the Central Arizona Project (CAP).  
Ground water is neither required for mining nor for Rosemont Copper.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 21 of 23



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Alternatives

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7650 6 The Forest Service analysis must show which Alternative, the only CAP-water  or 
the proposed and deficient water resource plan; best mitigates all direct and 
cumulative indirect and cumulative indirect water withdrawal impacts on ground 
water.  This "CAP water only" Alternative needs to by fully evaluated so all decision 
makers have real options to consider before making their Record of Decision in this 
matter.

Individual

7650 7 .ALTERNATIVE 2 - A New Electrical Plan.Individual

7650 10 This ALTERNATIVE uses natural gas from an El Paso Gasline parallel to I-10 to 
fuel air-cooled gas turbines at the mine to also eliminate transmission losses from 
distant power plants.  This is a reasonable ALTERNATIVE to provide power for 
Rosemont Copper with less air and water pollution by an underground gasline 
instead of transmission along Scenic Highway SR 83 or across Green Valley.

Individual

7650 23 Under ALTERNATIVE 1, Rosemont would be required to obtain allocations and 
permits, develop and build pipeline, and pump CAP water directly to the mine so 
that TAMA ground water will NOT be significantly impacted.  Under 
ALTERNATIVE 1, less direct and cumulative indirect electricity will used as ground 
water is not be pumped out of the ground and CAP water is pumped into the ground 
for recharge.  Many MW-hrs of 24/7 electrical power will be saved.  Under 
ALTERNATIVE 1, subsidence and ground water impacts due to Rosemont Copper 
operations are avoided.  There will be no impacts on local wells in the vicinity of 
Sahuarita, other than local wells closer to the mine where the mine pit will lower the 
water table byits large and half-mile deep cone of depression.  Under 
ALTERNATIVE 2, the resultant electrical load will be decreased based on using 
ALTERNATIVE 1 for direct delivery of CAP water, thus reducing the overall 
cumulative negative impacts by using CAP water only.  There are presently 
inadequate electrical resources in Pima and Cochise Counties to meet the continuous 
electrical demands of Rosemont Copper.  To meet Rosemont Copper's electrical 
demand, ALTERNATIVE 2, uses local generated power dedicated to this mine to 
relieve other in Pima County demand.  Constructing a natural gasline from the I-10 
El Paso Natural Gasline corridor directly to Rosemont, under ALTERNATIVE 2, 
avoids new transmission lines, has a smaller carbon imprint, and pollutes less air to 
generate the mine's electricity.  Less visual impacts result with no impacts on Scenic 
Highway SR 83.  Natural gas turbines are small, fairly inexpensive, and can be 
mobile, so Rosemont Copper can remove its power plant after it closes.  When 
assessing ALTERNATIVES 1and 2, the synergistic effect needs to be considered as 
both are better together; however, each can be standalone.

Individual
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7650 24 Rosemont Copper proposes a "system" of an infrastructure, buildings, earth 
transportation, processing buildings, and other component elements.  The most 
important interfaces to this system are water and electricity; otherwise, most 
operations are within the Rosemont Copper system.  Every interface requires careful 
analysis, as each impacts all other elements withing.  These two Alternatives provide 
a way for isolation fo each (water and electricity) so that a sensitivity analysis for 
each ALTERNATIVE (and other impacts) can be performed.  The Operations 
Research process provides ways with linear algebra, models and validated operations 
research tools to make accurate assessments of interacting elements, including 
transportation elements within and external to the system boundaries.  Such analysis 
requires OR specialists, usually mathematicans experienced in this field of analysis.  
Allocation of measurable objective resources for each element determined by such 
analysis is commonly performed in the mining industry using standard Operations 
Research processes and computer models.  This usual Systems Engineering task 
makes a series of objective trade and sensitivity studies, also called cost/benefit, 
trade-off, optimization or objective assessments.

Individual

8607 2 There is a passable road from Rosemont through the Santa Ritas to a railroad spur at 
Sahuarita.

Individual

8884 1 I would like the review committee to consider instead of doing an open pit mine at 
the proposed Rosemont project, to do a deep underground copper mine, similar, a,  
to what the Resolution Copper Mining Company is doing in Superior, Arizona, so 
that we could eliminate tailings and, um, then we could maybe fill -- use some of the 
other materials to fill other open pits, as they propose to do. Anyway, if you would 
please consider that as an alternative, um and give us pros and cons of that, I would 
really appreciate it.

Individual

11047 23 I propose a dome which can be opened and closed and used in conjunction with solar 
still desalination distilling to produce more fresh water. This should prevent more 
flying animal deaths as well as as saving on ground water pumping. It will also save 
on electricity for water production as the water would be produced on site for the 
employees to drink and shower in and gravity feed could be used from the tanks.

Individual

11082 13 I think a fish habitat would be nice for reclamation. How about a nice lake that is 
safe in the pit for boating, fishing and so forth? I have no idea what the reclamation 
would be to make that happen safely though, but it would be nice to have a lake and 
recreation such as the Catalinas have. If the safe thing doesn't work out, I like the 
idea of a Solar Farm because no one would see it and the land would have already 
been raped so why not use it for some good?

Individual
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2760 75 EPA recommends that the EIS identify the cumulative contributions to greenhouse 
gas emissions that will result from implemntation of the project. In addition, we 
recommend the EIS discuss the potential impacts of climate change on the project. 
The EIS should also identify any specific mitigation meaures needed to 1) protect the 
project from the effects of climate change (e.g., changes to storm magnitude or 
frequency), 2) reduce the project's adverse air quality effects, and/or 3) promote 
pollution prevention and environmental stewardship. Any sustainable design and 
operation measures that can be identified as reducing greenhouse gases should be 
identifited in the EIS with an estimate of the greenhouse gas emissions reductions 
that would result if measures were implemented.

Government

7812 20 On May 27,2008, the US Climate Change Science Program (CCSP) released a major 
report on the effects of climate change. According to the USDA News Release of the 
same date, "USDA is the lead agency for this report and coordinated it production as 
part of its commitment to CCSP." The report -- "Synthesis and Assessment Product 
4.3: The Effects of Climate Change on Agriculture, Land Resources, Water 
Resources, and Biodiversity in the United States" --integrates the research efforts of 
13 federal agencies. According to Agriculture chief Economist Joe Glauber, the 
purpose of the report is to provide information to assist land owners and resource 
managers in making better decisions to address the risks of climate change. The 
report concludes that climate change is already affecting water resources, agriculture, 
land resources and biodiversity; all topics interigal to the proposed Rosemont 
Copper Project. As such, the cumulative effects of climate change should also be 
incorporated into the Draft EIS on the proposed project.

Individual
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33 6 The ecological degradation from this project will spread far and wide and persist for 
centuries if not millenia. As an atmospheric scientist and ecologist who has been 
tracking climate change for almost 3 decades, I know that a crucial underpinning to 
climate stability on a local, regional, and global scale is ecosystem health, integrity, 
and connectivity. In the interests of both surviving and mitigating anthropogenic 
climate change, there is absolutely no sane reason to be punching any more holes in 
the few remaining viable ecosystems left in this country.

Individual

1886 3 We are going into a long term drought. This drought will be made worse by climate 
changes due to global warming. Thwy have done numerous computer simulations on 
the most advanced super computers and have come up with the same climate 
projection for  the arid southwest . The climate here will get a lot hotter and drier. 
The snow pack that supplyes the Colorado River will dwindle, Rain toll will decline. 
This will result in a sharp decline in the Colorado River that supplies the Southwest 
with most of its water.

Individual

2271 4 The issue of Global Warming is becoming a great concern. Which would be better 
for Global Warming?  A copper mine or the current forest?

Individual

2339 10 How much will the overall operation of this mine- the drilling, processing, lighting, 
traffic, fuels used -- increase green house gases?

Individual
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2593 57 -What is the carbon footprint of this mine projected to be?
-What are the greenhouse gas emissions expected to be annually and over the life of 
the mine?
-What are the major sources of greenhouse gas emissions associate with the mine 
expected to be including all mine facilities as well as vehicles at the mine and 
traveling to and from the mine?

Organization

2599 22 According to the Sonoran Institute economic impact study previously mentioned, 
operation of the Rosemont Mine will require a staggering amount of electricity---
enough to power 68,000 average households.  The Rosemont MPO suggests that this 
power be supplied by TEP, which generates most of its electricity by burning coal.  
The resulting additional carbon dioxide burden to earth's atmosphere caused by this 
power demand, along with the burning of 9 million gallons of diesel fuel annually 
and other carbon dioxide producing activities, is estimated at 2.16 billion pounds per 
year.  As the U.S. and other major greenhouse gas producers continue to fail to 
address this nascent worldwide calamity, the cumulative effect of Rosemont's carbon 
footprint, already predicted to account for 1% of total greenhouse gas emissions for 
the entire state of Arizona, will increase.

Individual

2639 1 How will climate change in next 100 years impact this venture?Individual

2646 9 Bad planning for the health of our  temperaturesIndividual

2647 10 Especially with the horrors of global warming  we do not need to add more poison to 
the mix.

Individual

2676 29 If this mine is okayed, it sends an inescapable visual message to our children that we 
are not particularly interested in global warming, or the welfare of the planetary and 
human ecology

Business

2676 32 Weand quality of life to degrade, let alone the global warming.Business

2713 18 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
An analysis of historic fire regimes in the project area and an analysis fo how the 
proposed activites may affect current fire reginmes, in the context of predicted 
climatoloical changes.

Organization

2727 3 Tucson is in a seemingly perpetual state of drought at a time of global warming 
which almost certainly will lead to more drought.

Individual

2738 4 Tucson is in a seemingly perpetual state of drought at a time of global warming 
which almost certainly will lead to more drought.

Individual

6873 8 And, lastly, as was just highlighted, how will prolonged drought and climate change 
factor into this water equation?

Organization

6874 2 Has consideration been given to the mining design for the climate changes?Individual

6939 10 Please also consider not just projections of current climate but also possible water 
supply scenarios as a result of global climate change.

Individual
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6962 8 5.  Will the removal of all that vegetation and the excavation activity cause the area 
to undergo a temperature or micro climate change?

Individual

7021 4 Decades of reports about damages to the environment affecting our weather  in 
general make me wonder why this project could have even been proposed.

Individual

7110 20 Carbon Foot Print: Doesn't this need to be considered with all the talk of "Global 
Warming" and "Carbon Credits"? Lots of kilowatts are needed at Rosemont, plus 
nine million gallons of diesel fuel each year - what about that carbon footprint?

Individual

7134 51 14. Consistent with the trends in the courts and with other federal agencies' NEPA 
evaluations, the Forest Service must fully evauate the Mine Project's effect on the 
"affected evironment" in the context of climate change and greenhouse gases used.

A recent petition to the President's Council on Environmental Quality ("CEQ") has 
requested specific amendment to the CEQ regulations regarding the NEPA process 
to include evaluation of the proposed federal decision's impact on climate change 
and greenhouse gases, as well as how such impacts translate to the "affected 
environment." This petition reflects a growing trend of court decisions to recognize 
the validity of this concern in the context of NEPA evaluations by federal agencies. 
Indeed, the California Environmnetal Quality Act, a state-level NEPA, has been read 
to require such evaluations. The Mine Project is likely to have measureable impacts 
on climate-change concerns because of, among other activities, the significant 
increase in greenhouse gases emissions in the area by reason of operation of mining 
equipment and transportation equipment. Further, the ultimate use of the mined 
copper in idustrial processes and new GHG-emitting equipment, particularly in 
China (already a significant contributer to adverse climate change effects), which 
reports indicate will be primary market for copper taken from the Rosemont mine, 
must be assessed.

Business

7143 15 The projected mining time frame of 20 years and amount of water usage proposed by 
Rosemont is unrealistic, since other local mines have been operating over 55 years 
and have stated plans to continue, due to increasing prices for copper. Therefore all 
the impacts of the mine, beginning with water usage, have been vastly 
underestimated. Air quality impacts resulting in health costs and issues are another 
prime example of underestimated impacts. Also, climate changes will be much more 
severe if the mine operates 75 or 100 years instead of the claimed 20 years.

Organization

7163 46 Climate change

Questions to be answered in the EIS:
Given the significant projected greenhouse emissions over the course of the mine's 
expected lifetime, how will such emissions contribute to climate change globally, 
nationally and regionally?
How will these climactic changes impact the Coronado National Forest and its ability 
to manage these lands in public trust?
How will greenhouse gas-induced global warming, accelerated by novel fossil-fuel 
intensive projects such as this, impact the National Forest and surrounding 
communities?

Organization
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7211 2 Projections involving climate change predict that this region will become even more 
arid that it already is - and historical/prehistorical records show that the region has 
been already undergoing a very long desertification process. Snowpack that feeds the 
Colorado River is projected to decrease significantly - meaning that the CAP will be 
impacted.

Individual

7212 2 Projections involving climate change predict that this region will become even more 
arid than it already is - and historical/prehistorical records show that the region has 
been already undergoing a very long desertification process. Snowpack that feeds the 
Colorado River is projected to decrease significantly - meaning that the CAP will be 
impacted.

Individual

7253 57 -What is the carbon footprint of this mine projected to be?
-What are the greenhouse gas emissions expected to be annually and over the life of 
the mine?
-What are the major sources of greenhouse gas emissions associate with the mine 
expected to be including all mine facilities as well as vehicles at the mine and 
traveling to and from the mine?

Organization

7336 32 Environment- The Rosemont Mine's proposed plan will completely destroy over 
4,000 acres of land. Identify all flora and fauna that live here full time, part-time, and 
migrate through this wild corridor connecting Northern Mexico to the Rincon's , the 
Catalina's, and central Arizona… Specifically look at the risk to Tarahumara frogs, 
recently reintroduced in the Santa Rita's. Copper mine runoff is considered to be the 
most likely reason for their extirpation from Arizona in 1983, according to the Fish 
and Wildlife website. How many other threatened or endangered species exist here? 
How thorough can a handful of wildlife surveys be? How will all of the animal and 
plant species be affected by crushing, burying, heavy machinery, construction, 
chemical storage and ore processing facilities, blasting, lights, noise, dust, traffic, 
exposed contaminated surface water, rock and soil, exhaust, fumes, etc.? How will 
you determine if this level of destruction is acceptable? What happens if nothing 
grows in the waste pile and it becomes a permanent barren wasteland? Erosion and 
the downstream spread of toxins long buried, forgotten, and cashed out on, could be 
unleashed in the distant future? Are there seismic risks? How do climate change and 
Arizona's drought play into the proposal? A best case, average, and worst case 
scenario should be independently developed and published.

Individual

7504 44 The Forest Service should also consider how the mine would get sufficient electrical 
power to it, and the cumulative impacts of 1) projected population and infrastructure 
growth; 2) power line siting and transmission lines; 3) the inability of Tucson 
Electric Power to provide Tucson area with sufficient power for its current and future 
needs; and 4) additional electrical power generation and the added impacts and 
effects on air pollution and global warming.

7508

7504 56 The proposed "recycling" of water by Rosemont must be examined and projected 
along with calculations of the potential for higher temperatures and drought 
projected by the effects of global warming on the desert Southwest.

7508

7609 1 In terms of global warming issues - Mining does not have a good record. In addition, 
mining practices scar the lands forever, ruin entire ecosystems and only benefit the 
investors for very short period of time.  When they are done, the damage is 
irreparable and the effects to the local economies are devastating.

Individual
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8867 4 And my next opposition is in regards to the whole issue of global warming and the 
temperature changes that have occurred in the Green Valley area since we moved 
here 15 years ago, and the more the landscape that is destroyed, the warmer from our 
temperatures become and the less pleasant it becomes because of the atmospheric 
changes caused by the decrease in the natural vegetation.

Individual

8869 5 I don't think that the greenhouse gas emissions of the project have been considered 
enough.  Recently in New Mexico, the BLM was sued by a western ecological law 
corporation in -- because they did not consider the effects of the drilling and oil 
projects that they leased to.  So -- and they won, the eco law did.

Individual
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2593 40 The cumulative impacts of the mine proposal must also be addressed. This would 
include impacts to the archaeological resources on and in the vicinity of the project 
as well as impacts to nearby communities.

Organization

7253 40 The cumulative impacts of the mine proposal must also be addressed. This would 
include impacts to the archaeological resources on and in the vicinity of the project 
as well as impacts to nearby communities.

Organization

7812 17 Increased degradation and loss of cultural resources;Individual
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160 81 COMMENT 7: MANY HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCE SITES HAVE 
BEEN IDENTIFIED WITHIN AND NEARBY THE MINE'S PROPOSED 
PERIMETER IN PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEYS. MOST MAPPED 
SITE LOCATIONS ARE SUSPECT AND MUST BE INDEPENDENTLY 
RELOCATED USING GPS OR GIS TECHNOLOGIES, RE-DOCUMENTED, 
AND RE-EXAMINED BY PERTINENT TRIBAL AND OTHER AUTHORITIES. 
The Coronado National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan states the 
following: "Arizona and New Mexico have a wealth of historic and prehistoric 
cultural resources. Although all such resources are currently protected from 
disturbance by law, many people advocate a more aggressive approach to 
management of cultural values. The issue is:      1. The amount of time and 
investment to interpretation of cultural sites."                                 In the 1970's and 
1980's, the Arizona State Museum conducted an archaeological survey, testing, and 
data recovery in a large area around Rosemont and identified over 130 historic and 
cultural resource sites within and nearby the Mine's proposed permineter. Because of 
occupation by the O'odham people and their ancestors, and because of current tribal 
use for plant gathering, there may also be sites important to Native Americans in the 
project area. Coronado National Forest Archaeologist Mary Farrell has concluded 
that the majority of the sites located in the Arizona State Museum survey were 
mapped prior to the availability of GPS technology and are, therefore, 
suspect.              Mitigation: The proposed Mine site must be independently re-
surveyed using current GPS or GIS technologies, re-documented, and examined by 
the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and pertinent tribal and other 
authorities. Sites of cultural and religious significance can be eligible for the 
National Register of Historic Places, even if there are no physical remains that would 
qualify as an archaeological site. Each historical or cultural site identified must 
receive the maximum protection permitted under the National Historical Preservation 
Act, the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act, and other 
applicable laws even if doing so will require Augusta to modify its planned land use 
within or nearby the Mine's perimeter.

1641 6 The proposed Rosemont Copper mine will not only disturb archeological and 
historic sites

Individual
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1664 1 I am very interested in the historic nature of the Sonoita Valley. I am a third 
generation local who has tales of the cowboys taking from the Indians, homesteaders 
taking from the cowboys (ranchers), small mining, movie sets, and much more.

We have historic houses and historic neighborhoods, why not a historic valley that 
represents a great portion of what the american west is or has been through out 
history - a living history book of what represents the greatness of the American West.

Don't put a blotch on the visual image of a great part of history.

Individual

1684 8 In the past nearly 50 archeological surveys have been performed on or near the area 
of interest. The adequacy of the past work will be checked and a Class III (100%) 
cultural resource survey will be conducted. The State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO) and interested tribal entities wil be consulted during the proposed studies 
and the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) will be met.

Individual

1790 2 In addition to the numerous economic benefits of mining, new jobs, in flux of money 
in local economy, taxes, etc. We also have a strong heritge of mining in the 
southwest that must continue.

Individual

1817 2 When Cochise would finish a raid on the Tubac Mines or Tumacacuri, he would lead 
his band over Lopel or Gunsite Pass toward the whetstones the proposed mine would 
deface, if not destroy, a rich cultural heritage.

Individual

1836 4 We are land owners, pay our taxes, and this will take away our history.Individual

1885 3 As a grandaughter of a homesteader in Sonoita I believe it would be a crime to 
destroy the very thing the area is known + appreciated for (illegible).

Individual

1889 3 If a copper mine were to be open not only would it negatively affect wildlife in the 
area but it would destroy a part of America's natural heritage.

Individual

1957 5 I'm sure I need not remind you that area where this huge open pit mine is constructed 
is the very site where some of this country's first Westerns were filmed.

Individual

2079 4 There is also a real possibility of archeological interest and finds in that area since 
the Indians once lived there.

Individual

2194 1 Please observe your USDA Forest Service Proceedings RMRS-P-30.2003 (attached). 
This article details historical sites in the Santa Rita Mountains and the valley of the 
Santa Cruz. The author describes the history of Southern Arizona and site found so 
far; the potential for buried archaeological sites is stated as "certain". It would seem 
to me that an open pit mine is certain to forever lose the history of Southern Arizona 
and its people. Several sites on the Rosemont property are mentioned.

Individual

2265 19 The Rosemont area is known to contain pre historic sites will consideration be given 
to this as well?

Individual

2394 5 We need a new survey of the Rosemont area, because:
There a number of Archaeological sites to protect.

Individual

2394 6 We need a new survey of the Rosemont area, because:
There are several Indian Holy Sites to protect.

Individual
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2394 7 We need a new survey of the Rosemont area, because:
Native American Graves and Protection Act must be followed.

Individual

2407 1 I have been referred to you by the Director of the AZ State Museum; as experts in 
Arizona History and cultural preservation. I have cncerns regarding a proposed 
copper mine which will cover about 1000 acres in the Santa Cruz valley; an area 
inhabited by communities of man since 7500 BC.

Individual

2407 2 The area involved has played a pivotal part in AZ history and the history of the 
Cochise Culture, the Hohokam, the Tchoowaka, the Oodham, the Spanish Conquest,  
the Pima, the Catholic Mission movement, the mines, ranching history, and as an 
area of national parks, the CDC restoration/ landmarks, and Madera Canyon.

Individual

2407 3 I'm afraid un-restored sites related to Arizona history will be lost to open pit mining 
in an area that has acknowledged historical and cultural importance. The modern 
history of the area goes back to 1680. The ancient history of the area dates back at 
least 10,000 years.

Individual

2407 4 I'd appreciate your taking a look at the area involved in the Rosemont Mine Plan 
(page 91, attached) and seeing if there are known native religious, archaeological, or 
historical sites that may be damaged or desecrated by the proposed Rosemont Mine.

Individual

2440 4 2) The historical value of the area has not yet been widely popularized or utilized for 
the benefit of the public. There are numerous archeological sties that document the 
history of ancestors back thousands of years. Remnants of Native American ball sites 
and domestic and public dwellings will someday be used to teach our children about 
these people and the lessons we can learn form them,, as has been done with the cliff 
dwelling sites in northern New Mexico and southern Colorado( University of 
Arizona, Department of Archeology and Gordon Fritz, archeologist who researched 
this area.).

Individual

2485 10 What about possible Native American archaelogical sites?Individual

2545 2 Yesterday I took my OHV through the Rosemont area and up and over the Santa 
Rita Mountains, Through Gun Site Pass. I stopped at the top to enjoy the views, 
There use to be a mamorial for an individual that was kill at the top. This was 
Bulldozed over and there was a Dozr sitting on the top. I paid my respect to the 
individual that passed on this spot. This company cannot respect the dead let alone 
the living. This cannot continue! Why has it gone so far.

Individual

2592 89 The EIS should consider alternatives to the proposed land use in order to preserve 
the archaeological and cultural resources of the area.  Such alternatives could include 
selection of a land use based on preservation of the archaeological, cultural, 
biological, and community structure of the area.  The subject area was previously 
evaluated by Pima County for acquisition as park land.  Alternatives should be 
developed for developing funding to purchase the private land held by ARC and 
establishing a protected area excluded from mineral entry.

Individual

2592 91 Pima Count identified a number of cultural resource/sites in the proposed project 
area (Figure 5).  The EIS should consider alternatives for preserving these cultural 
resources such as complete documentation, excavation, and preservation of sites 
prior to disruption by the proposed project.

Individual
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2593 39 CULTURAL RESOURCES
The land area included in the proposed Rosemont Project is rich in cultural 
resources - both prehistoric and historic.

As is well known, parts of the area were surveyed and excavated by the Arizona 
State Museum in connection with the ANAMAX proposal of the 1970s. Because the 
ANAMAX archaeological project was conducted over 30 years ago, it may not meet 
current archaeological standards. Thus, to be in compliance with Federal, State, and 
local laws the entire acreage that may be impacted, including the pit, the tailing piles, 
the Helvetia town site, roads, structures, power corridors, etc. would need to be 
surveyed by a competent archaeological organization. An ethnographic study should 
also be conducted to better understand the impact the proposal may have on historic 
groups and individuals currently living in the region.

Current law requires that all Native American tribes with an interest in the area must 
be consulted. This would include the Tohono O'odham, Yaqui, Apache, Hopi, and 
possibly others. The consultation process is Federally mandated and defined with 
considerable specificity. It would help define the impact the proposal may have on 
lands with special significance to these peoples.

Organization

2605 8 Native American heritage. Has a study been undertaken to locate and protect artifacts 
from ancient and more recent Native Americans who lived in the target area?

Individual

2610 26 Have studies been done to determine the impact of mining on the historical and 
cultural areas such as Helvetia?

Individual

2625 8 If the Federal Government actually carried out the policies spelled out in NEPA it 
would have to reject this proposed mining plan. These plans need to be upheld. They 
are: preserve important historic, cultural, and natural aspects of our national heritage

Individual

2683 26 Is anything to be done for the land the mine proposes to use to protect the 
archaeological sites and areas consider sacred to some Native Americans?

Individual

2721 9 Archeology/Cultural – Back in the Anamax exploration days they spent over a 
million dollars on archeological and cultural surveys. That data should be available 
for study.

Individual

2725 3 I am concerned about artifacts which are in the area of the proposed Rosemont Mine. 
I know of a number of items which have been uncovered in the area. Shouldn’t an 
environmental study concerning these artifacts be done before the mine moves 
forward?

Individual
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2759 2 As your March 14, 2008 correspondence indicated, the Hopi Cultural Preservation 
Office was informed of this proposal in September, 2006, and it was discussed at our 
last administrative meeting in 2007.  We understand that nearly all of the project area 
was investigated in the 1970's and 1980's by Arizona State University, including 
cultural resource surveys, testing, and data recovery resulting in the recovery of at 
least 75 sets of human remains.  We further understand that these investigations 
identified 130 archaeological sites within the current project area or one mile of it.

Therefore, in our April 4, 2008, response to your March 14, 2008, correspondence, 
we stated that we have immediate concerns regarding this proposal, and we 
anticipate that the proposed project will have additional adverse effects on cultural 
resources significant to the Hopi Tribe.  And therefore, we further stated that we 
appreciate that the Forest plans the completion of an ethno history review and 
evaluation, a new cultural resources survey of the area of potential effect, 
reconciliation of the new survey data with the previous testing and data recovery 
excavations, review of new and previously investigated sites to develop a mitigation 
plan, and re-initiation of opportunities to repatriate the remains previously excavated.

In our April 4, 2008, letter we further stated that we understand the Forest Service 
published  a Federal Register Notice for the 75 sets of human remains from the 
previous investigations currently at the Arizona State Museum, but that a claim has 
not yet ben filed for these remains.  Therefore, pursuant to the Native American 
Graves Protection and Repatriation Act and Hopi Tribal Council Resolution H-70-
94, the Hopi Cultural Preservation Office hereby claims these sets of human remains 
for repatriation, reburial, and protection in perpetuity on the Coronado National 
Forest.

Government

5280 12 Environmental impacts not adequately addressed:
Effects on archaeology.

Individual

5281 2 The Empire Ranch House, the oldest part of which was built between 1871 and 
1874, is listed on the National Register of Historic Places and is designated a Save 
America's Treasures site.  The Ranch House includes 22 rooms and sprawls over 
about 4,500 square feet of living space.  Its construction is primarily of hand cast 
adobes.  Several historic outbuildings comprise the Headquarters complex including 
an adobe haybarn built in the 1880s, the south barn c. 1920; and the adobe hired 
man's house, c. 1910.

BLM and the Foundation work together for cultural resources preservation and 
adaptive reuse and interpretation.  Through this partnership, the Foundation has 
researched the history of the ranch, developed plans for its preservation and 
interpretation, and has driven the implementatin of those plans through hands-on 
work, grant writing, and raising funds.  To date, the Foundation has contributed over 
$500,000, and the BLM's deferred maintenance program has contributed nearly $1.5 
million for preservation work to restore the Ranch House and the other outbuildings 
at the headquarters.

Organization
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5285 8 From my perspective as an anthropologist with advanced degrees, I also emphasize 
cultural, historical, and archaeological resources.  Federal laws require 
comprehensive study and mitigation so as to respect living and past inhabitants and 
their relation to the land.  These laws include, for example, the Archaeological 
Resources Protection Act, the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation 
Act, and the National Historic Preservation Act as well as concerns of present-day 
Native Americans.

Individual

5285 11 Regarding cultural, historical, and archaeological resources, when will appropriate 
studies be conducted?

Individual

5285 13 Preservation of our cultural heritage by complying with laws that protect cultural 
resources is critical.

Individual

6748 1 I am here to address my concerns regarding cultural degradation.  Everyone has 
spoken about air, water, light, noise pollution, all these things contribute to cultural 
degradation.

Individual

6765 5 We're in the wrong place; sticking another mine on this valley. We have got water 
issues. With have got habitat issues. We have got historical and archival issues.

Individual

6770 6 No doubt the environment will be destroyed.  The mine, milled tailings, roads, 
pipelines, overhead lines, all of the other support that goes with this mine are going 
to change things or destroy things relative to wildlife, cultural artifacts,

Individual

6778 9 Finally, what about the native American archeology?  What's over there?  Does 
anyone know?  Does anyone care?

Individual

6823 1 The ranchers and homesteaders who founded our community left us a strong legacy, 
one that they would expect us to protect. The proposed ine will impact important 
historic resources like the VR Ranch, the Rosemont Camp, and a prehistoric 
Hohokam ball court. As we work to build strong connections between our 
community's past and its future, we want to protect both the cultural and natural 
resources of the region.

Organization

6857 5 The proposed Rosemont mine will have dramatic and irreversible impact; impacts on 
our water, our wildlife, culture, and archaeology.

Business

6869 2 Here are some of the endangered who I think in the future, if this mine comes, will 
be called the disappeared. The archaeological sites in the area, the American Indian 
graves -- they're supposed to be protected by the American Indian Graves and 
Protection Act -- Indian holy sites, all the birds, animals, fish and plants. The 
tourists, they will be endangered too, you know, they won't come. The observatory, 
which will be endangered by the light and the dust. And the humans, we are all 
endangered, and the water and the land, and the air.

Individual

6903 1 Are there Indian Nation holy sites and graves on or near the FS lands Rosemont 
Copper wants to use for their mine activities?  A study should be done to see if the 
Indians lands would be impacted.

Individual

6904 1 What archaeological sites are present on the FS lands Rosemont Copper proposes to 
use for their mine?  An impact study needs to be done to discover what protection 
would be required.

Individual
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6981 2 I am particularly concerned about the destruction of ancient indian burial sites and 
cultural items which is sure to occur if operation of Rosemont Mine is allowed to go 
forward.  Some years ago, I was  privilaged to view the archeological excavation of 
various sites containg evidence of ancient native American Culture in the Santa Rita 
Mountains.  This was very impressive and I learned how important it is to preserve 
these places.  Congresswoman Griffords, would your office please investigate the 
current satus of these ancient sites and what measures are being taken to preserve 
them?

Individual

7030 11 *Not acceptable to demolish native American villages and Vail historic sites. (the 
VR Ranch, once owned by Edward Vail is the now Rosemont Ranch)

Individual

7033 4 What archilogical areas will be impacted by the above mentioned pipelines and 
roads?

Individual

7074 3 Many cultural sites significant to the Tohono O'odham Nation and other tribes will 
be destroyed. 
These impacts are irreversible - it is almost impossible to mitigate adverse impact on 
this scale.

Individual

7088 27 The Forest Service should also consider the impacts on Native Americans, and 
determine whether the approval of the Rosemont mine would be an intentional 
violation of their civil and legal rights, including their religious rights.  There are a 
number of archaeological sites in the proposed Rosemont mine area that must be 
evaluated and determinations must be made about whether they are to be preserved 
intact.  There are 130 known archaeological sites in the Rosemont Mine area; these 
were previously cataloged and managed by the Arizona State Museum.  There are 
several Native American Holy Sites in the area, so the Native American Graves and 
Protection Act must be considered.

Organization

7134 42 11. The land area that the Rosemont project will directly impact potentially contains 
significant cultural, historic, and Native American resources; the FS must fully 
evaluate the impact of the mining project on these resources, including the full 
evaluation under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.

Pima County and others have made detailed studies regarding the historic and 
cultural resources in the area. Evidence indicators that the proposed mine pit and 
waste dump area may destroy a certain number of identified Native American sites.

Business

7143 6 The proposed Rosemont mine will have significant, detrimental and irreversible 
impacts on our regional water quality and quantity, our wildlife, cultural and historic 
resources.

Organization

7143 17 Cultural, historic and archaeological resources and their value must be analyzed.

The Santa Rita Mountains, and surrounding areas are replete with cultural, historic 
and archaeological resources. We know from studies of nearby land that 
archaeological sites occur on average at a space of every 15 acres in our Santa Cruz 
Valley. The footprints of Native warriors like Geronimo, as well as those of 
explorers like Juan Baptista de Anza and Father Kino are in these valleys. Not only 
are the mountains sacred to Native Americans, and unique "sky island" ecosystems, 
but these features are a large reason why people want to recreate, live and retire here.

Organization
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7153 15 ARCHEOLOGICAL & HISTORICAL  SITES
(1) Will there be impact studies done on the archeological sites in the Rosemont 
Mine area?
(2) Will there be impact studies done on the historic sites in the Rosemont Mine area?

Individual

7186 1 National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. 16 U.S.C SS 470 et. seq.
The Act establishes that prior to the commencement of construction on any project 
licensed or funded by the federal government, a cultural resource inventory is 
required. If the inventory reveals that the project may cause irreparable loss or 
destruction of significant scientific, prehistoric, historic or archeological resources 
further studies are required. Discoveries of important resources may prohibit the 
project from proceeding as planned.
Question
There are volumes of information concerning historical and archeological resources 
in the Santa Rita mountains and the proposed open pit copper mine. Extensive 
drilling has already occurred with seemingly no concern of the damamge to the 
material that should be protected. Why hasn't the issue already been resolved before 
the extensive dirt work was performed? What mitigation is possible to sites already 
destroyed?

Individual

7211 6 Another aspect of pumping ground water for mine use is that it could damage caves 
in the area (and there are many) by draining water that keeps the caves environments 
humid. Caves in the region of the proposed Rosemont project have known 
archaeological sites as well as unique biological communities, and these would be 
irreparably impacted if water pumping were done to close to the caves, and because 
of the nature of the caves and the locations in which they occur, localized recharge 
would not be a viable means of protecting them.

Individual

7212 6 Another aspect of pumping ground water for mine use is that it could damage caves 
in the area (and there are many) by draining water that keeps the cave environments 
humid. Caves in the region of the proposed Rosemont project have known 
archaeological sites as well as unique biological communities, and these would be 
irreparably impacted if water pumping were done to close to the caves, and because 
of the nature of the caves and the locations in which they occur, localized recharge 
would not be a viable means of protecting them.

Individual
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7253 39 CULTURAL RESOURCES
The land area included in the proposed Rosemont Project is rich in cultural 
resources - both prehistoric and historic.

As is well known, parts of the area were surveyed and excavated by the Arizona 
State Museum in connection with the ANAMAX proposal of the 1970s. Because the 
ANAMAX archaeological project was conducted over 30 years ago, it may not meet 
current archaeological standards. Thus, to be in compliance with Federal, State, and 
local laws the entire acreage that may be impacted, including the pit, the tailing piles, 
the Helvetia town site, roads, structures, power corridors, etc. would need to be 
surveyed by a competent archaeological organization. An ethnographic study should 
also be conducted to better understand the impact the proposal may have on historic 
groups and individuals currently living in the region.

Current law requires that all Native American tribes with an interest in the area must 
be consulted. This would include the Tohono O'odham, Yaqui, Apache, Hopi, and 
possibly others. The consultation process is Federally mandated and defined with 
considerable specificity. It would help define the impact the proposal may have on 
lands with special significance to these peoples.

Organization

7307 8 Native American heritage. Has a study been undertaken to locate and protect artifacts 
from ancient and more recent Native Americans who lived in the target area?

Individual

7336 34 A complete historical/archeological survey and inventory should be conducted on the 
entire affected area, before any ground work commences. Indigenous artifacts should 
be located, identified, mapped, and left undisturbed, to prevent the loss of Arizona's 
cultural heritage.

Individual

7374 5 Have any environmental impact reports been filed or any archeologists consulted to 
check for historically significant artifacts?

Individual

7451 4 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
2. Direct Impact - The Tailings/Waste Rock will cover the historic VR Ranch 
(Rosemont Ranch) which was owned by one of Vail's founders Edward Vail.

Individual

7451 31 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
39. The Empire Ranch, home of Walter Vail, brother to Edward Vail, Vail's founders 
would be impacted by the blasting

Individual

7453 4 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
2. Direct Impact - The Tailings/Waste Rock will cover the historic VR Ranch 
(Rosemont Ranch) which was owned by one of Vail's founders Edward Vail.

Individual

7504 37 There are a number of archaeological sites in the proposed Rosemont mine area that 
must be evaluated and determinations must be made about whether they are to be 
preserved intact.  There are 130 known archaeological sites in the Rosemont Mine 
area; these were previously cataloged and managed by the Arizona State Museum.

7508

7504 38 There are several Native American Holy Sites in the area, so the Native American 
Graves and Protection Act must be considered.

7508

7654 4 CULTURE AND ARCHEOLOGY---Business
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7809 4 THE PROPOSED ROSEMONT MINE WILL HAVE DRAMATIC AND 
IRREVERSABLE IMPACTS:

IMPACTS ON OUR WATER, OUR WILDLIFE, CULTURE AND 
ARCHAEOLOGY---

Business

8727 1 I have been trying several times to get with the newspaper reporters to give them 
information that I have on that Canyon. And then the reason why -- they never 
mention this, and I've talked to newspaper reporters about it, that that canyon was 
surveyed not too long ago. And they found over 300 indian sites. Okay.

Now, then they found a strange little animal that they couldn't find here in the 
University here in Arizona. They couldn't determine what kind of a creature that was. 
UCLA helped them on it. It was a miniature camel that used to roam here many 
thousands of years ago. Now to me it's interesting, what are they going to do, they 
went through the survey, and they still, these people are still after destroying that 
Canyon.

Individual

8741 1 But you people can get in touch with me.  And I can give you information of a 
survey that happened over 20 years ago.  And if you guys need it, this information, 
just give me a call.  My phone number is 623-2902 in Tucson, Arizona.  And my son 
was -- is still an archaeologist.  And he was the one that pulled the survey of that 
Canyon from one end to the other.  But who's got the documents, I don't know.  I 
don't know whether in the archives of the University Museum, or -- or maybe my 
friend's got a copy, because he always kept a copy of a lot of the surveys he did 
around Tucson.  He's working for the Navajo Nation now, but if you people are 
interested, I'll give you his phone number and everything.

Individual

8775 8 I have the strongest recommendation that our government see to it that our land is 
not sold for this purpose.  Not only that, but to destroy much of our scenic heritage.

Individual

8866 7 I also know because of family connections that there are serious indian religious 
concerns about defiling the area with a mine.

Individual

8911 2 Have studies been completed to determine the impact of the proposed Rosemont 
mine on the historical and cultural areas such as Helvetia? What will happen to the 
Helvatia Cemetery? What happen to the Greaterville Cemetery? If there is a chance 
that either of these Cemeteries will be negatively impacted, have the families of the 
deceased persons buried in the cemetaries been identified, contacted and given an 
opportunity to protect or otherwise preserve the remains of their loved ones? Have 
any of the historical societies or organizations interested in the Area (Tucson, Vail, 
Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green Valley) been identified 
and contacted? If so, what determinations have been made? If not, then what is the 
reason for this inaction? What is the plan to locate, identify, study, and preserve 
presently unknown and undiscovered cultural, historic, and prehistoric sites situated 
within the proposed mine area?

Individual

9219 1 Not merely a significant modern landscape and biological resource, this route and 
the Rosemont area are features in the history of scientific exploration in our region. 
They were the sites of many early plant collections: resources more than a century 
old which could either be a baseline for ongoing and future study, or reduced to 
mementos of yet another lost natural legacy in our very midst.

Organization
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3 4 While the Census data may indicate that the area does not present significant 
environmental justice issues, I would suggest that during the process the lead agency 
investigate the region more thoroghly at the "ground level," espeically given the 
number of cumulative impacts in the region. There are many modest manufactured 
home communities in rural pockets along Sonoita Highway 83 and into the hills, 
unseen from the roadway. Also, keep in mind that this project will have impacts to 
the south into Santa Cruz County where Environmental Justice will address ethnicity 
as well as socioeconomic conditions. 

[comment includes citation from CEQ NEPA handbook, found at 
http://ceq.eh.doe.gov/NEPA/regs/ej/justice.pdf]

Individual

3 4 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 environmental justice 
executive order.

1851 12 What accomodations and outreach attempts have been made for low income and non 
English speaking members of the potentially impacted areas?

Individual

1961 6 Huge residential communities at and near Corona de Tucson and in unincorporated 
areas of Pima County are likely  to be subjected to depletion and pollution of water, 
as well as impacts from noise, dust, and negative changes in the natural environment.

Individual

2092 2 Two of these communities (Vail and Sahuarita) have rural pockets of modest to 
down right poverty stricken communities tucked amongst the wealthy and it is a 
mockery of the Executive Order on Environmental Justice and the NEPA process 
that they were initially excluded.

2095 9 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 Environmental Justice 
Executive Order.

Individual

2095 20 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 environmental justice 
executive order. I request a meeting be held in Sahuarita to inform the community of 
Rosemont's activities and how it will affect our community.

Individual

2249 3 In Arizona, colonias encompass communities of all types and sizes, both 
incorporated and unincorporated, that meet the federal definition of lacking sewer, 
wastewater removal or decent housing. As of July 2003 the Pima County Board of 
Supervisors has designated 15 colonias. These colonias are eligible for federal 
funding from USDA Rural Development and HUD. 
(http://www.pima.gov/CED/Data/documents/CDBG2000-
PimaCountyTargetAreas.pdf)
There are two defined Colonias in the subsidence area provided by AWDR and Mr. 
Robuck. One of the Colonias is the Sahuarita Target Area which is divided into two 
separate sections, the second Colonia is the Old Nogales Target Area. All three 
sections have some portion in the subsidence area. The South Nogales Colonia 
covers a portion of the proposed secondary route of the Santa Rita Rd. There is also 
the Continental Target area which you can research for yourself. You can also get 
more detailed street information at the Pima County Map Guide GIS website
http://www.dot.pima.gov/gis/maps/mapguide

Individual
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2254 3 One of your citizens, Robert Robuck has worked tirelessly for this meeting to give 
the individuals of your community, especially those of more modest and low income 
neighborhoods, an opportunity to learn a full spectrum of information about this 
proposed project. I am sure as educators and public servants you understand the need 
present all sides of an issue-especially to those who might nor have another 
opportunity to attend other meetings given the rising cost of gasoline.

Individual

2284 4 Many residents in this area are on fixed income. If their wells dry many cannot 
afford to have them drilled deeper.  Proving that the mines are responsible for lower 
groundwater tables is difficult. If this becomes a problem will Augusta guarantee that 
they will pay for well improvements necessary to provide water?

Individual

2402 4 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 environmental justice 
executive order.

Individual

2568 2 The proposed project will negatively affect environmental justice for lower income 
residents in the vicinity, as well as other residents.

Organization

2662 14 It doesn't seem fair for Arizonans to bear the brunt of ugliness by mining companies 
just because we have a lower income population.  We care about our state no matter 
how much money we make in a year.

Individual

2760 71 Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice addresses disproportionate adverse 
impacts of federal actions on minority and low-income populations. The EIS should 
identify minority and low-income populations, and address whether the alternatives 
would cause any disproportionate adverse impact, such as displacement, changes in 
existing resources or access, or community disription. The document should also 
explore potential mitigation measures for any adverse environmental justice effects. 
The EIS should desribe the measures taken by the Forest Service to: (1) fully analyze 
the environmental effects of the proposed Federal action on minority communites 
and low-income populations; and (2) present opportunities for affected communites 
to provide input into the NEPA process. The EIS should state whether the analysis 
meet requirements of your agency's environmental justice strategy.

Government

5272 3 The proposed project will negatively affect environmental justice for lower income 
residents in the vicinity, as well as other residents.

Organization

6880 18 Environmental justice issues are of concern as aspects of the proposed mine's 
operations would directly or indirectly affect negatively several colonias of largely 
low-income Latinos.  These include: South Nogales Highway Colonia of 5,420 
residents; Helmet Peak Colonia of 1,232 residents; Littletown Colonia of 854 
residents; Sahuarita Colonia of 180 residents; and Continental Colonia of 38 
residents.

Government

6881 10 This raises the issue of social justice - this region and community will bear the brunt 
of negative and perpetual impacts from the Rosemont Mine.  How will the 
permanent and broad impacts from this mine be mitigated by Augusta Resources 
who will receive the greatest benefits?  How will our region be afforded fair 
treatment and an impartial share of the benefits of this undertaking?

Government
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7134 33 10. History has shown that mining projects have a boom-and-bust cycle. 
Notwithstanding that average mining income for employees may be high; this fails to 
account for the social impacts on the hourly workers not only from the boom-and-
bust cycle but from the fact that the average is skewed by high salaries and benefits 
to managers and executives. Such impacts could be significant to the local 
workforce. This needs to be evaluated, particularly from an "environmental justice" 
standpoint.

Business

7134 39 We also note the presence of designated colonias in the potentially affected area. See 
www.hud.gov/local/az/groups/colniasaz.cfm, which requires the Forest Service to 
include analysis compliant with Executive Order 12898 ("Federal Actions to Address 
Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations, Feb. 
11, 1994) and the accompanying Presidential Memorandum and the Council on 
Environmental Quality's Guidance on Environmental Justice (December 10, 1997, 
available at www.whitehouse.gov/CEQ).

Business

7268 3 Additionaly, I would like to know what specific outrach techniques were used to 
draw these indevidual communities into the discussion about the proposed project, 
particularly the communities with environmental justice issues.

Individual

7268 6 REGARDLESS, as early as 2007, the Coronado National Forest has been aware that 
one, there was a potential for Environmental Justice issues based on Ethnicity, or 
two, that holding meetings during the summer with a NEW population was going to 
skew any attempt to receive accurate testimony.

Individual

7268 9 1.Why didn't the Coronado National Forest request any Census Tract/Block 
information for all of the impacted areas, to include Sahuarita Heights, the well field 
pumping area before accepting the MPO from Rosemont Copper? If it had done so, 
it would have learned that Sahuarita Heights is in a HUD designated Colonia and 
perhaps Environmental Justice, one of the Executive Orders Mentioned as being a 
requirement would have been more of an issue.

Individual

7268 10 2.What sort of specific outreach did the Coronado National Forest do to reach 
communites with environmental justice issures? (Aside from citizen's notifying the 
Forest?). I am not asking about the fax, email and snail mail address. The phone 
number was not added until nearly the end (1st press release 28 June 2008-also given 
out in free Tucson Citizen Newspapers at the Mining Career Fair held at Rincon 
High School on June 28th at Rincon High School) How did the CNF reach these 
people, without computers? Did the CNF send out bulk mailers to all of the impacted 
areas? Did it do outrach in the schools? Did it go door to door as Rosemont Copper 
did? I would like specific examples. Also, when did these outreach attempts occur 
for each specific community?

Individual
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7314 5 REGARDLESS, as early as 2007, the Coronado National Forest has been aware that 
one, there was a potential for Environmental Justice issues based on Ethnicity, or 
two, that holding meetings during the summer with a NEW population was going to 
skew any attempt to receive accurate testimony. Given those issues-
1.Why didn’t the Coronado National Forest request any Census Tract/Block 
information for all of the impacted areas, to include Sahuarita Heights, the well field 
pumping area before accepting the MPO from Rosemont Copper? If it had done so, 
it would have learned that Sahuarita Heights is in a HUD designated Colonia and 
perhaps Environmental Justice, one of the Executive Orders mentioned as being a 
requirement would have been more of an issue.
2. What sort of specific outreach did the Coronado National Forest do to reach 
communities with environmental justice issues? (Aside from citizen’s notifying the 
Forest?). I am not asking about the fax, email and snail mail address. The phone 
number was not added until nearly the end (1st press release 28 June 2008-also given 
out free Tucson Citizen Newspapers at the Mining Career Fair held at Rincon High 
School on June 28th at Rincon High School) How did the CNF reach these people, 
without computers? Did the CNF send out bulk mailers to all of the impacted areas? 
Did it do outreach in the schools? Did it go door to door as Rosemont Copper did? I 
would like species examples. Also, when did these outreach attempts occur for each 
specific community?

Individual

7451 33 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
42. There are environmental justice issues , working class and young families in this 
area who deserve a voice and I have given you more than 40 solid reasons (some of 
you might possibly think are repeats) that we should have a hearing in the 
Vail/Cienega community. I am sure there are more technical reasons that I do not 
know of right now. I just wrote these off the top of my head.

Individual

7453 33 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
42. There are environmental justice issues , working class and young families in this 
area who deserve a voice and I have given you more than 40 solid reasons (some of 
you might possibly think are repeats) that we should have a hearing in the 
Vail/Cienega community. I am sure there are more technical reasons that I do not 
know of right now. I just wrote these off the top of my head.

Individual

7468 5 I have the forest a list of environmental justice areas in our community in March 
2008. It did not seem to make a difference. Rosemont Copper found the communites 
of a lower socio-economic status and had them fill out comment cards for the first 
Open House. I recognized the addresses when I read the cards on the Forest website. 
I do not know if they were part of the group that got the free dinner at the first Open 
House.

Individual
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1931 4 Area becomes extremely dry and has extreme levels of fire hazards at times. Won't 
this development impart Forest Service fire control of sorts?

Individual

2589 7 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others: 
Wildfire corridor issues, contradiction of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan,

Individual

2713 17 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
An analysis of historic fire regimes in the project area and an analysis fo how the 
proposed activites may affect current fire reginmes, in the context of predicted 
climatoloical changes.

Organization

2752 4 Fires have been hard enough for the canyon.Individual

6782 3 The water issue is on everybody's mind too.  And as firefighters we need fire flow.  
And we would really hate to see the water problem be any worse than it is now.

Government

6957 5 Would the incidence of wildfires increase?Individual

7019 3 Today Tucson is ringed with fires… that is all we need a copper mine in the middle 
of a fire prone area….

Individual

7044 2 How and at what cost are you going to guard against the increase Fire Hazard?Individual

7046 2 How and at what cost are you going to guard against the increase Fire Hazard?Individual

7047 2 Increase to fire danger is tremendous.Individual

7101 5 Water must be preserved in the forest to protect it from fire potential and wildfire 
damage

Water management in the national forests is in the jurisdiction to the individual 
states. Lack of proper water management in the forest has meant the demise of 
millions of trees in Arizona forests. Forests are continually drained by industry, 
expansion of towns and luxury resorts. Officials like to blame the travesty on bark 
beetles, whereas anyone who works for the Forest Service knows that the trees that 
are susceptible are those without adequate water. One only has to drive up Oak 
Creek Canyon from Sedona to Flagstaff to see the effect of pumping water for 
residential and resort use. The Santa Ritas are already dotted with dead trees because 
of lowering of the water table.

These dead trees give fuel for wildfires, a constant threat in this region. Where will 
the water come from to put out these fires in the Santa Rita Range? In April, 2008, 
Governor Napolitano stated, "Arizona's forests-and forests throughout the West- are 
now in the midst of a 'perfect storm.' Decades of fuel accumulations and acres of 
beetle-killed timber, the rapid expansion of wildland/urban interface, and the 
overarching presence of drought and climate change have now combined to 
dramatically increase the numbers and size of mega-fires."

Individual
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8647 4 So with the advent of the mine coming in here, we're going to have erosion, we're 
going to have environmentally -- movement of soils there are going to be more fire 
conditions, I believe, because there will be less availability for water.

Individual

11049 3 Would Augusta be required to cut and chop down the dead trees. Dead trees are a 
fire hazard.

Individual

11051 3 Would Augusta be required to cut and chop down the dead trees. Dead trees are a 
fire hazard.

Individual
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2167 2 Therefore, I request the list so that I can be assured all who did request a notification 
receives one.

Individual

2576 4 In addition, we are concerned by the failure to release important studies and other 
documentationto both local government officials and to the public at large, which 
appears to have inhibited meaningful dialogue and commentary from these entities 
on the potential scope of impacts of this project. We are aware, for example, of a 
Freedom of Information Act request, filed by the non-profit group Save the Scenic 
Santa Ritas, that has still not been fulfilled and without which that group cannot 
adequately participate in the scoping process.

Government

2615 5 Your letter failed to respond to our concern regarding the delayed release of critical 
information and documents.  For example, there is still an outstanding Freedom of 
Information Act request filed by a local non-profit organization.  The delay has now 
completely prevented the group from incorporating pertinent information into its 
participation in the scoping process.  When will this FOIA request be fulfilled and 
how will the Forest Service ensure that the requestors are able to submit any 
comments based on what they learn?

Individual

2743 1 This is to advise that I require an answer, in writing, from your office over your 
signature prior to any finalized EIS. Thank you.

Individual

6899 7 I strongly urge the Forest Service to fulfill the Freedom of Information Act request to 
the Forest Service by the Save the Scenic Santa Rita's group.

Individual

7270 3 Are the following documents available for public inspection, and if so, are they to be 
in the reading room. If not, how do I go about accessing and reading them? Tetra
Tech reports "Baseline Geochemical Characterization" (June 2007), "Site Water 
Management Plan" (June 2007), "Waste Water Management Plan" (June 2007), 
"Technical Memorandum: Viewshed Analysis" (June 20, 2007). Tetra Tech and 
Errol L Montgomery &amp; Associates, Inc. "Groundwater Protection Plan" (June 
2007). Vector Colorado, LLC: "Geology and Seismotectonic Review for the 
Rosemont Mine Siting Study" (April 20, 2007), "Preliminary Trip Report and Phase 
I Sampling and Analysis Plan" (July 26, 2006), "Siting Study -- Pond Sizing 
Memorandum" (June 2, 2006), "Rosemont Tailings Sighting Study" (May 26, 2006).

Individual

7297 7 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.

Individual

7297 11 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.

Individual
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2647 6 In addition to the Rosemont Mine, there are several calcium carbonate/limestone 
mine proposals in the Davidson Canyon area, and several copper/silver mine 
proposals in the Patagonia Mountains, Canelo Hills and San Rafael Valley. All of 
these mines would use Highway 83 to transport their chemicals and explosives.

Individual

2677 67 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Potential impacts to wildlife from accidental spills of toxic materials, both on the 
Forest and off-forest

Government

2760 41 Describe the quality of waters at nearby mining sites, particularly older mines, which 
may be used to predict future acid generation at the proposed project site.

Government

2760 59 If any mercury would be released, the EIS should describe the likely fate and 
transport of the mercury air emissions from the proposed project as well as the 
cumulative amount of mercury that is annually emitted to the air from all mining  
operations within the cumulative impact area. This discussion need not be in great 
detail or based on site specific modeling studies, but acknowledge what is know 
nationally abou the problems of atmospheric deposition of mercury and how it is 
affecting the country's water bodies.

Government

7088 5 The potential for widespread arsenic, lead, copper, zinc, selenium, and other heavy 
metal contamination in the areas near and adjacent to the proposed Rosemont mine 
must be fully analyzed, including cumulative effects.

Organization

7456 67 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Potential impacts to wildlife from accidental spills of toxic materials, both on the 
Forest and off-forest

Government

7475 12 Pollution from all US mining operations, ranking amoung all U.S. industries: : #1 in 
total toxic releases

Pollution from top 89 mines in US: 5 times pollution from entire U.S. chemical 
industry (3,600 plants)

Western water polluted by mine waste: 40% of Western headwaters

Proposed mining operations that have been blocked by the Department of Interior 
because they posed a riskto public health or the environment: none

Business

7504 7 The potential for widespread arsenic, lead, copper, zinc, selenium, an dother heavy 
metal contamination in the areas near and adjacent to the proposed Rosemont mine 
must be fully analyzed, including cumulative effects.

7508

7812 16 Increased risk from long-term containment and disposal of hazardous materials;

Increased bioaccumulation of toxic materials within food chains;

Individual

10690 1 Mining has poisoned enough of the desert regions!!!!Organization
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19 5 We gain a toxic waste & holeIndividual

24 6 We are aware that the EPA reports that in 2005, metal or hardrock mining in Arizona 
released over 39.4 million pounds of toxins.

47 3 I'm especially worried about the waste. Why is it being dumped on public lands? 
Does the company not have a safe way to dispose of waste?

Individual

160 24 Of the ten Arizona facilities releasing the most Toxic Release Inventory (TRI) 
chemicals to the air, soil, and water in 2002 as reported in 2004 by the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), seven were mining facilities (see 
Reference 1). TRI chemicals are defined by the EPA as being reasonably anticipated 
to cause acute or chronic adverse human health effects or adverse environmental 
effects. Of the 324-million total pounds of TRI chemicals released by these top-ten 
polluting facilities to the Arizona environment that year, 318-million pounds were 
released by mining facilities - an astounding 98 percent of that total.

160 31 Discussion: The Mine's potentially discharging facilities include: several ponds, 
leach pad, tailing fields, waste rock fields, open pit, concentrator, SX/EW operations, 
and other process and maintenance facilities. In addition, very large quantities of 
toxic chemicals are being delivered to and store at the Mine including the 
following:     Concentrated sulfuric acid (93%) will be delivered to the Mine in tank 
trucks with a capacity of about 24 tons nine times per day with an annual 
requirement of about 73,190 tons. The concentrated sulfuric acid will be stored in 
tanks at the Mine.    Diesel fuel will be delivered to the Mine in tank trucks with a 
capacity of about 6,000 gallons four times per day with an annual requirement of 
nine-million gallons. The diesel fuel will be stored in tanks at the Mine.       Other 
fuels and oils will be delivered to the Mine in trucks once a week with an annual 
requirement of 105,000 gallons. These other fuels and oils will be stored in tanks at 
the Mine.     Miscellaneous reagents will be delivered to the Mine in trucks once a 
day with an annual requirement of 3,750 tons. These miscellaneous reagents will be 
stored at the Mine.     Despite being constructed to standards acceptable in the 
mining industry, such facilitiies and storage systems can and do fail due to 
deterioration, mechanical failure, negligence, accidents, human error, and 
unanticipated events. Moreover, all of the many daily truck deliveries of toxic 
materials to the Mine place the environment at risk due to collisions on the road or at 
the Mine, and to off-loading accidents at the Mine.

1541 2 Will you put a clay layer underneath the tailing to avoid mitigation of 
contamination?  Will you put a drainage system around the tailings to affect any 
hazardous waste?

Individual

1565 2 Does our community need the toxicity this mine would release?Individual

1701 5 Allowing a corporation to rape our land and introduce toxic chemicals to our 
national forest is wrong.

Individual

1724 1 How will Rosemont Mine get the Hazerdous Materials and Copper to be processed 
to the Port of Tucson?

Individual

1771 3 The negative impact on SR 83 - 18 wheeler trucks plus trucks carry hazerdous 
materials

Individual
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1854 7 The so-called "profits" of this mine would cost loss of the auquifer, destruction of 
the " sky islands" and area desert and grasslands; upset the diversity and habitat of 
wildlife and birds, create traffic, waste, and damage to the forest.

Individual

1885 7 In addition to that the dumping would be toxic to the ground + perhaps the ground 
water as well.

Individual

1891 11 Mining released some 39 million pounds of toxins in a single year of mining in 
Arizona. Molybdenum mining toxicology has not been adequately studied and is not 
well known. What IS known is that its toxicity is primarily linked to its percentage 
combination with copper and sulfur.

Individual

1891 18 There is not only watershed of leached toxins but also accidental spills that are 
inevitably attached to mining. These flow to the Tucson area, a much more populated 
area than the immediate surrounding area of the mine.

From an article by McClure and Schneider:

Mine sites are big, industrial facilities. And accidents happen.
In six months of 1999, for example, Nevada regulators recorded 33 spills and other 
forms of mishandling of more that 50,000 gallons of diesel fuel, mercury, nitric acid, 
hydraulic oil, mining wastes, transmission fluid and the cyanide-laced water.
The problem of spills appears to be widespread.
An Environmental protection Agency review of problems at 31 mines in Arizona, 
New Mexico and Nevada between 1990 and 1996 documented some form of 
pollution, usually spills, at each site studied.
Again, these incidents included serious mishaps: 108,000 gallons of copper-tainted 
water unleashed by a pipe failure at BHP's copper mine near Miami, Ariz.; 231,000 
gallons of mine waste released into whitewater Creek near Hurley, N.M., through 
faulty pipes at the Phelps Dodge copper and molydenum mine; 180,000 gallons of 
cyanide solution loosed at Kinross Mining's gold and silver mine in Mineral County, 
Nev., when changing temperatures caused a 12-inch-wide pipe to burst.'

Individual

1891 22 The establishment of "no-harm" levels of molybdenum and its associated minerals to 
wildlife species, ruminants, and humans before allowing further mining to proceed in 
riparian areas and areas with watersheds to established human populations.

Individual

1891 28 Toxins will destroy our native plants and ecosystems and will undoubtedly exact a 
healthy penalty on ourselves that is potentially devastating.

Individual

1900 1 Millions of tons of waste rock and tailings from the Rosemont Mine will f… Barrel 
Canyon, one of the main tributaries to Davidson Canyon, mercury, arsenic… other 
solvents will be the risk for unintended leaks and spills, on surface and gro… water 
and our aquifers will be at risk from contamination.

Individual

1904 7 Although efforts are made to contain tailings piles and other sources of runoff, 
leaching of exposing tailings surfaces or waste dumps, and unintended leaks from 
other facilities are common occurences at mine sites.  This could result in the release 
of potentially toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into ground and surface waters 
draining into Tucson area water supplies.

Individual

1948 2 I am concerned about  chemical spills and dangerous chemicals being transported on 
Hwy 83 and potential of poisoning wildlife because of a spill.

Individual
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1956 5 EPA reports that in 2005, metal or hard rock mining in Arizona released over 39.4 
million pounds of toxins.

Individual

1957 11  Millions of tons of sulfuric acid-soaked rock, millions of gallons of heavy metal-
laden pit water, upt to 20 tons of blasting caps and ANFO (ammonium nitrate and 
fuel oil, the same explosive that flattened the Oklahoma City Courthouse some years 
ago), plus 10,000 gallons each of both diesel fuel and gasoline, not to mention the 
large quantities of other hazardous reagents which are to be stored on site will all be 
carried east across Route 83, from where that very hazardous cocktail will enter the 
federally-protected Cienega watershed

Individual

1957 19 It would allow time for our local fire department, Sonoita-Elgin Emergency Services, 
Inc. (SEESI) to train for the particular hazards inherent in, and to acquire the 
specialized equipment necessary for, dealing with large tanker trucks carrying highly-
concentrated sulfuric acid, and other hazardous materials, along a narrow, winding, 
two-lane mountain road, already in poor condition, which also sees school bus traffic 
twice daily.

Individual

1969 9 Some of the issues that need to be considered:
The environmental impact of all of the toxins that will be released from an open pit 
mine as proposed and the steps, if any, that can be taken to avoid serious and 
potentially very damaging releases that can do injury to the public.

Individual

2084 3 The potential pollution and toxins released by open pit copper mining are a hazard to 
the animals and plants that exist there.

Individual

2091 2 The EPA reports that in 2005, metal or hardrock mining in Arizona released over 
39.4 million pounds of toxins.

Individual

2094 1 An estimated 39.4 millions punds of toxin will be released over the life of the mine's 
operation. That alone is reason to Deep Six this project.

Individual

2144 10 I oppose the Rosemont Mine because the Rosemont Copper Project would put toxics 
on the land.

Individual

2148 5 The EPA reports that in 2005, metal or hardrock mining in Arizona released over 
39.4 million pounds of toxins.

Individual

2156 7 The EPA reports that in 2005, metal or hardrock mining in Arizona released over 
39.4 million pounds of toxins.

Individual

2170 2 The EPA reports that in 2005, metal or hardrock mining in Arizona released over 
39.4 million pounds of toxins.

Individual

2174 6 The EPA reports that in 2005, metal or hardrock mining in Arizona released over 
39.4 million pounds of toxins.

Individual

2199 3 EPA has reported for Arizona a 52% increase of toxic releases (from 2005 to 2006) 
due primarily to on-site land disposal in the metal mining industry.

Individual

2199 6 Arizona ranked 17th in the nation for total toxic releases. Metal mining and metal 
industries accounted for 87% of total releases and 94% of on-site land disposal.

Individual

2200 6 If released these pollutants are hazardous to everyone living in the area.  Please 
reconsider this venture.

Individual
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2221 6 Another aspect is the heavy metal contamination of the area on the land and in the 
ground water that will occur  that will occur. For many years we lived in Spokane, 
WA and saw what the mines did and do in norhern Idaho. And those were not even 
open-pit mines!

Individual

2222 4 6.  Knowledge of license and storage of explosives and their regulation is a part of 
the plan submitted.

7.  Aside from berms next to the buildings no consideration for shock effects or 
damage to cities, power-lines, wells, pipes, or the underground aquifer from such a 
large amount of explosive discharging accidentally is evident or provided as 
protection for the community and the environment.

Individual

2232 1 What are the TOXIC CHEMICALS that would be used in this Mine?Individual

2239 10 The conflicting information in the area of mineral deposits relates to the unplanned 
dangers of mineral extractions. It is clearly as dangerous as experienced by the 
people of Sahuarita/Green Vally due to the ASARCO mining experiences due to 
unplanned for releases into the groundwater and aquifer.

Individual

2244 6 Do they treat their waste water products as a pollutant that must be treated to 
eliminate the negative environmental impacts that it would cause even if it reduces 
their standard of living to do that? I am!

Individual

2306 8 It would release methane from the ground.Individual

2325 2 Past practices of the mining industry has caused a great deal of pollution and toxicity 
to the environment.

Individual

2331 8 The proposed Rosemont Copper Proejct should be stopped for many reasons that 
include but are not limited to:
EPA reports that mining in Arizona has released over 39 million pounds of toxins 
already.

Individual

2335 3 At first let me reference a quote from the Saturday, Febuary 24, 2007, meeting in 
Tucson, Arizona of the Committee on Natural Resources of the U.S. House of 
Representatives of the 110th Congress, First Session.
Statement of Chuck Huckelberry, Pima County Administrator (this contains data 
regards irreparable harm already caused by open pit copper mining in our area; harm 
to people, wildlife, and the land. Please read the following.
"H. Public Health Risks
      Active copper mines release other toxic substances in the course of crushing and 
concentrating the ore-bearing rock. The Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) 
Toxic Release Inventory indicates that Phelp-Dodge's Sierrita Mine new Green 
Valley released 1,053 pounds of mercury and 1,243,048 pounds of lead in 2004. The 
Mission Mine, operated by ASARCO, a subsidiary of Grupo Mexico, emitted 
1,211,184 pounds of leas in 2004. It is located near Sahuarita.

Individual

2350 2 i don't know how the 1872 mining law pertains to this situation where the mine is on 
private land and there wanting to put there waste on land belonging to the people, 
but it could be compared to my neighbor throwing his wate and garbage on my 
property.

Individual
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2354 5 We can't afford to ruin any more of our land with mines or any other venture that 
pollutes our land.

Individual

2364 11 In addition, the acid used in the leach fields characteristically found around copper 
mining activities could result in immediate health concerns for those living nearby 
and create an environmental hazard lasting for centuries.

Individual

2392 11 In addition, the acid used in the leach fields characteristically found around copper 
mining activities could result in immediate health concerns for those living nearby 
and create an environmental hazard lasting for centuries.

Individual

2396 6 It is widely known that the processing of ore impacts aquatic resources. Currently, 
most of the mining in Pima County is performed using open pit mines, which 
process the ore via a flotation process using water. The rejected materils from this 
process are then discarded into tailings ponds where the water evaporates, leaving a 
large pile of mineralized materials.

Individual

2405 12 At a minimum, the study should consider: 
Training and equipment to handle hazardous materials should be provided to our 
firefighters on an on-going basis.

Individual

2460 5 Soil could be contaminated by tailings and made toxic and infertile by the poisons 
that accompany mining leach fields.

Individual

2460 7 Do we want our Forest Lands and water to become a toxic waste site?  We didn't 
move to Arizona for this.

Individual

2469 3 The proposed mine would obliterate much ancient history and contribute more than a 
billion pounds of sulfuric acid, H2SO4 and as much ammonia nitrate (blasting) to 
the detriment of the area, with willow canyon (mudstone etc 2200 to 2500 meters 
thick across most of the eastern section of Rosemont and Mt Fagan Rhyolite 1000 
meters thick at the eastern edge of the disturbed area.

Individual

2473 3 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:
Hazardous chemicals- cyanide, sulfuric acid, heavy metals, uranium, look at ground 
water reports from other open pits in AZ.

Individual

2538 8 In addition, the acid used in the leach fields characteristically found around copper 
mining activities could eventually result in health concerns for those living nearby 
and an environmental hazard lasting for centuries

Individual

2542 2 Blasting, digging and hauling--to dig a pit 6,500 feet long, 1,800 to 2,900 feet deep, 
and using 20,000 tons of ammonium nitrate per yard,during the operation of the 
mine cannot be UNDONE. An on-site leach field is planned by the Canadians who 
own August Resource Corp--which would contain more than one million tons of 
sulfuric acid during the lifetime of operation.

Individual
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2554 1 Uranium is in the bedrock throughout Arizona, which presents a unique challenge to 
mining here. The danger is so significant that when the Washington D.C. office of 
EPA published a report in 1999 on the health hazards of Technologically Enhanced 
Naturally Occurring Radioactice Materials (TENORM) [Attachment One], they used 
only Arizona mines as their examples--including Cyprus Sierrita, Twin Buttes and 
the Cyprus Tohono mines in this region. All three are now under Superfund actions 
for having polluted the groundwater with heavy metals and/or radioactive chemicals 
produced in mining operations [Attachment Two]. Freeport-MacMoran has recently 
submitted to Department of Environmental Quality a 540 page Work Plan regarding 
the mandated clean-up of heavy metals and radioactive chemicals on the 
Cyprus/Sierrita site. [Attachment Three]  The EPA TENORM report references 
fourteen assessments of uranium levels in Pima and Santa Cruz  Counties. 
[Attachment Four]

Organization

2554 2 Uranium is practically inert in its natural state. However, when it is ground into 
powder and treated with chemicals in copper processing--it is converted into Gross 
Alpha, gross Beta, radon and other components that are regulated by EPA, as they 
are known to be carcinogens. [Attachment Five].

Organization

2554 4 Further, the Rosemont operations will be using sulfuric acid for leaching. 
[Attachment Seven] Again, the impact of open leach solution ponds on our animal 
life is perilous. If a critter or bird were to test the waters, the evidence of their demise 
would be dissolved in the acidic solutions within seconds. How will a mining 
company prevent this danger to our animal friends who have been habituated to 
living in this forest for hundreds of years?

Organization

2589 4 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others: 
Containment of tailings, especially due to the heavy winds that are in this area in 
Spring, Fall, and Winter,

Individual

2591 38 To what extent could there be impacts of contamination from chemical residues 
carried by wind in dust to neighboring ranches and residences? Is the Forest Service 
or Augusta taking any measures to protect Forest Service leased lands and private 
lands from that possibility?

Individual

2592 36 The chemistry of process and tailing waters should be described in the MPO in order 
to inform the public of potential contaminants that will be handled a the proposed 
project and that could potentially be released into the environment around the project 
area.

Individual

2592 37 The EIS should include a risk analysis of the impacts of potential releases of process 
solutions from the proposed project based on the chemicals in solutions, their 
concentration, toxicity, toxicological endpoints, potential receptors, and 
environmental mobility.

Individual
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2592 38 The EIS should consider alternative to eliminate drainage from waste rock and 
tailings impoundment to the maximum degree feasible through use of an 
impermeable liner systems similar to that used for the leach pad. There is currently 
no plan for a liner beneath the tailing impoundment despite this being a BADCT 
element for new facilities (ADEQ Publication Number TB 04-01). Even though the 
tailing is called dry, there is no data provided in the MPO regarding how much free 
draining solution will be in the tailing, seepage due to rainfall infiltration, the 
chemistry of tailing water that will be released as drainage, of the mass loads to the 
environment. The same is true for waste rock. The threat to ground and surface water 
of waste rock and tailing seepage is well documented in other Arizona mining 
districts (Pima and Bisbee Mining Districts have giant sulfate plumes. The Globe-
Miami Mining District has a plume of acid, metals, and sulfate. In these instances the 
plumes have impacted private and public water supplies and degraded significant 
quantities of groundwater resources).

Individual

2592 52 The MPO indicates that 3% of the waste rock samples are potentially acid generating 
(PAG) and that 23% are of uncertain acid generating potential. Such rock is capable 
of oxidizing and releasing acid, metals, and other constituents to seepage that can 
migrate to and impact groundwater. Mixing PAG with neutralizing waste rock is not 
always successful because of armoring of the neutralizing material or insufficient 
time for equilibration and neutralization. Material of uncertain acid generation may 
take years or decades to turn acidic and laboratory testing is not necessarily able to 
accurately predict its acid generating characteristics in advance because the 
laboratory experiments themselves need to be run for years to simulate long-term 
weathering. For these reasons, the EIS needs to develop and evaluate alternatives for 
isolation and containment of waste rock with known and uncertain acid generating 
potential.

Individual

2592 54 The PMA should be as close to the facility as possible. Why does the PMA shown 
on Figure 3-1 extend away from the facility southwest and north of the pit and east 
of the north tailings?

Individual

2593 102 What are the toxic chemicals that would be used in this mine, and at what 
concentrations.
What types of emergency equipment would be needed to deal with these chemicals 
in an emergency situation?

Organization

2610 8 How will the contaimination be controlled and who will be responsible for such 
control?

Individual

2617 19 How will you guarantee that the chemicals used by the mine or the many toxic 
metals and minerals that would be released from the soil or rock by the mining 
operation (for example but not limited to: uranium, asbestos, mercury, lead etc.) are 
not released into the environment

Individual

2625 19 What about possible leakage of the pond and leach-pad liners? If the don't leak, that's 
great. But if they don't leak they're left in place as per the reclamation plan, what 
would be the effects of future water accumulation in those areas?

Individual

2633 5 Even when painted at its best, so far as I can see, this project seems like a loser for 
Arizona. It hazardous tailings

Individual
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2634 3 One only has to view the vast sterile tailings ponds West of Green Valley which were 
supposed to be reclaimed and now produce toxic particles

Business

2640 9 The issues that are crucial to all the inhabitants of the area include: toxic waste 
disposal

Individual

2640 14 As a citizen I fear the effects of toxic waste generated by mining activity in both 
Sanat Cruz and Pima Counties.

Individual

2641 13 Green Valley, Pima Mine Road and Mission Road are wastelands forever. Hundreds 
of violations & clean ups

Individual

2644 7 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying hazarous materials excessive wear 
and tear to publicly supported roads and assorted health conditions 24/7, would seem 
to give some pause.

Individual

2649 5 Protecting the environment from chemical byproducts, such as mercury has not be 
adequately addressed.

Individual

2668 12 The acres of waste products.  Maybe our neighborhood Superfund site.Individual

2670 4 I have not read or heard anything from the representatives from the Rosemont Mine 
or the US Forest Service regarding protections in place for exposure to the chemicals

Individual

2670 7 I have not read or heard anything from the representatives from the Rosemont Mine 
or the US Forest Service regarding protections in place for exposure to  the 
explosives or the toxins.

Individual

2671 10 In addition to highway safety, there is an aspect of explosives and hazardous 
materials security.  This includes aspects of transport, storage and personnel access.  
Please identify  the control processes, risks and probabilities of failure of these 
processes, and associated cost of the consequence of failure(s).

How will the above risks and direct costs be considered in the economic viability 
analysis and the decision?

Individual

2673 18 Our guide went on to state that the tailings area would not be lined nor would there 
be any physical barriers to prevent excess tailings water or pit waste pumping from 
leaching into the ground water table.

Individual

2673 26 The off property highway impact on the rural state two road is understated. The sixty 
loaded trucks hauling ore concentrate on the Sonoita Hwy does not include the sixty 
trucks going into the mine to pickup the ore nor the acid delivery trucks etc.

Individual

2675 23 Yearly estimates are presented for the use of hazardous materials including, but not 
limited to, 9,000,000 gallons of diesel fuel, 73,000 tons of sulfuric acid, 105,000 
gallons of fuels and oils and 1200 tons of ammonium nitrate. These materials have 
significant potential for explosion, toxic and corrosive spills and damage to health 
and the environment.

Individual

2675 26 Their potential for release should be especially closeley monitored, as should the 
hazardous waste removal process.

Individual

2680 5 What kind of toxic materials will be airborne?Individual
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2683 23 Some of the processes involved in operating a pit mine use toxic materials, and they, 
too, would be blowing in the wind.

Individual

2687 1 The waste that is caused by the mining company will destroy  the public land in this 
area.

Individual

2687 5 It seems that the Forest Service is rushing into the Rosemont Copper Project without 
better studies on the chemicals

Individual

2688 7 Several of the wells have been found to contain dangerous amounts of trace metals 
and arsenic.

Organization

2688 11 As Clerk of the Corona de Tucson Fire District Governing Board and a taxpaying 
resident of the District, I am concerned about heavy traffic, transporting explosives 
and hazardous materials using US-83,

Organization

2698 28 The addition of a vast burden of new particulate and chemical pollution will create 
health problems for the general population

Business

2711 18 its toxic leeching sludge holds the potential to contaminate crtical underground 
aquifers

Individual

2713 23 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
An analysis of all of the hydrologic and geological formations in the area, entailing a 
thorough evaluation of how the proposed project/s will impact the entire region, 
including a detailed analysis of the projected chemical use and disposal, evaporation 
ponds to these impacts and potential hazards.

Organization

2724 30 This highly mineralized rock may leach out toxic (arsenic? Sulfate? Other dissolved 
metals? ) to the environment.

Individual

2724 34 of the 3,000+ acres used in the mine, most of it is a toxic waste areaIndividual

2726 28 The addition of a vast burden of new chemical pollution will create health problems 
for the general population and my dissuade the economically critical toursit market 
from visiting, with severe economic consequences.

Business

2728 3 It would create toxic by-productsIndividual

2729 7 Several of the wells have been found to contain dangerous amounts of trace metals 
and arsenic.

Organization

2729 11 As Clerk of the Corona de Tucson Fire District Governing Board and a taxpaying 
resident of the District, I am concerned about heavy traffic, unweidly ore-trucks and 
trucks transporting explosives and hazardous materials using US-83

Organization

2736 69 Hazardous chemicals are currently trucked into the existing mines; how will such 
chemicals be transported to the rosemont copper mining operation?  What roads will 
be utilized?  In th eevent of a hazardous chemical spill, what emergency management 
plan does Augusta Resources/Rosemont Copper have in place?

Government
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2736 70 The mining operations will generate a large variety of toxic and hazardous 
chemicals.  The major toxic chemical associated with copper mining is arsenic, 
which is present in significant quantities in Arizona mineral strata, and has become a 
major concern for drinking water usage because the natural levels of this material 
often exceed the new limits which EPA has placed on th euse of waters for human 
consumption and agriculture.  What will Rosemont Copper do to prevent the release 
of arsenic, a human carcinogen in both air and water, to the environment from 
mining operations and its tailing storage?

Government

2750 4 I am extremely concerned about the unlimited amount of our precious groundwater 
that Rosemont Mining Corporation would be guaranteed to use for years and year 
saying nothing about the toxic metals and other chemicals from the tailings which 
would eventally pollute our ground and surface water.

Individual

2753 4 I was told, but can’t confirm, that the acid leach process will be used. This is totally 
unacceptable from an environmental standpoint!

Individual

2758 2 Arsenic used in the refining process is injurious to humansIndividual

2760 40 Discuss the mineralogy and acid generation/neutralization potential of waste rock, 
spent ore, and pit walls at the site. Describe the static and, if appropriate, kinetic tests 
that have been conducted on ore and waste rock and provide the results for each test. 
The EIS should include cross-sections showing locations of static and/or kinetic test 
samples and describe and discuss the representativeness.

Government

2760 42 The EIS should discuss whether there are adequate materials available to neutralize 
all acid-generating waste rock that might occur, and identify a source of neutrailizing 
material on or off-site should it be deemed necessary in the future. Describe and 
commit to measures to ensure isolation of potentially acid generating waste rock, 
prevention of acid generation from mine waste and pit walls, and any additional 
mitigation measures that may be necessry should prevention measures fail.

Government
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2760 58 The EIS should estimate releases of hazardous air pollutants (HAPs) from the 
proposed project to air, soil, or water resources, and identify all sources of HAPs at 
the mine.

The EIS should list major processing equipment, including any autoclave or roaster, 
stripping units, electrowinning units, retorts, refining furnaces, and carbon 
regeneration kilns. Illustrations depicting the processing circuits would be helpful. 
The EIS should list in detail and depict all possible sources of HAPs and the unit 
processes that generate this material.

The EIS should discuss how all HAPs would be controlled to reduce their emissions 
as much as possible, and the equipment included in the system to condense, capture, 
and/or treat HAPs, including mercury, and reduce their emissions. A description of 
this equipment should be included in the EIS with a discussion on how these 
meausres are effective in removing HAPs and making it unavialable for release into 
the environment.

The EIS should describe and quanitfy mercury concentrations in the ore, waste rock, 
and tailings. If any ore to be processed would contain mercury, the EIS should 
identify the processes that could potentially release it, describe mercury controls that 
would be needed, and estimate the potential mercury emissions from the project. It 
should also indicate how any condensed or captured mercury would be recycled, 
sold, or disposed. If any mercury would be released, the EIS should describe the 
likely fate and transport of the mercury air emissions from the proposed project as 
well as the cumulative amount of mercury that is annually emitted to the air from all 
mining  operations within the cumulative impact area.

Government

2764 4 Lined leach pads, dry stacked tailings are just a few examples of how a mine can 
work with the surrounding communities to limit its impact.

Individual

2768 2 These young formations likely contain higher amounts of materials with nuclear 
emissions, that would be present in leach heap, waste rock

Individual

2768 3 Attached table A4 SPLP Data, shows acid rinse off values alpha <1.0, beta <2.0, 
radium 226 <.2 & 228 <1.0, uranium <.001.   But what is the magnitude of for 
instance, uranium left intact in the leach material.

Individual

2768 4 Further, nearly 1 billion pounds of sulphuric acid is required to process oxide ore in 
te SXEW scheme and Augusta seems to present this, concerning leach heap and 
settling ponds, as closed cycle without consideration of evaporation during ore 
roasting and dozer ripping on the leach pad,

Individual

4474 5 huge pits that will become toxic lakes,Individual

4474 9 thousands of acres filled with mining sludge, open ponds of sulfuric acid,Individual

5012 23 HOW ARE ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS BEING ADDRESSED?
-The ridge to reduce visibility will consist of material from the mine and is not 
required to be lined to protect the aquifer.  This highly mineralized rock may leach 
out toxics (aresenic? Sulfate? Other dissolved metals?) to the environment.

Organization

5012 25 HOW ARE ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS BEING ADDRESSED?
Of the 3000+ acres used in the mine, most of it is a toxic waste area.

Organization
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5284 21 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Traffic & Safety:

Will Hazmat Crews be readily available in case of hazardous accidents?

Will trucks carrying hazardous materials be escorted by Police or other companies?

Individual

5286 6 Milllions of tons of sulfuric acid-soaked rock, millions of gallons of heavy-metal-
laden water, as much as 20 tons of blasting caps and ANFO, plus 10,000 gallons 
each of both diesel fuel and gasoline, not to mention the large quantities of other 
hazardous mateials and reagents which are to be stored on site, per the MPO, will all 
be carried east across Route 83, from where that very hazardous cocktail will later 
enter Davidson Canyon and the federally-protected Cienega Creek watershed.

Individual

5286 20 The extra time required for underground mining would be very useful:

d.  It would allow time for our local fire department to train for the particular hazards 
inherent in, and to acquire the specialized equipment necessary for dealing with, 
large tanker trucks carrying highly-concentrated sulfuric acid, and other hazardous 
materials, along a narrow, winding, two-lane, mountain road, already in poor 
condition, which also sees twice-daily school bus traffic and heavy load.

Individual

6714 2 Hazardous materials are innocuously labeled products by Rosemont, until they are 
placed in operation, and no mitigation costs have been estimated for hazardous 
spills.  In fact, no mitigation of any kind has been addressed.  I guess that means that 
we can all breathe a sigh of relief.  If there is a sulfuric acid spill, it is not hazardous 
as long as it is not yet placed in operation.

Individual
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6734 1 Uranium is in the bedrock throughout Arizona, which presents a uiniqe challenge to 
mining here.  The danger is so significant, that when the Washington, D.C., office of 
EPA published a report in 1999 on the health hazards of Technologically Enhanced 
Naturally Occuring Radioactive Materials, TENORM, they used only Arizona mines 
as their examples.

All three that are here in Pima County, Cyprus Sierrita, Twin Buttes, and Cyprus 
Tohono, are under Superfund actions at this time for having polluted the 
groundwater heavy metals and are radioactive chemicals produced in mining 
operations.

Freeport-McMoran has recently submitted to Department of Environmental Quality a 
540-page work plan regarding the mandated cleanup of heavy metals and radioactive 
materials all in the Cyprus Sierrita Mine.  The EPA TENORM report references 14 
assessments of uranium levels in Pima County and Santa Cruz Counties.

Uranium is practically inert in its natural state.  However, when it is ground into 
powder, and treated with chemicals in copper processing, it is converted into gross 
alpha, gross beta, Radon, and other components that are regulated by EPA as they 
are known to be carcinogens.

We do not know the effects on our bird and animal population that we should be 
protected in our National Forest.  Even so, it is easy to surmise the consequences of 
their ingesting chemicals that cause cancer in humans.  The Federal Department of 
Justice cited Morenci, Arizona, Copper Mine for bird deaths on that premises.

Individual

6734 3 the Rosemont operations will be using sulfuric acid for leaching.  Again, the impact 
of open leach ponds on our animal life is perilous.  If a critter or a bird were to test 
the waters, the evidence of their demise would be dissolved in the acidic solutions 
within seconds.  How will a mining company prevent this danger to our animal 
friends who have been habituated to living in this forest for hundreds of years?

Individual

6734 5 This danger to human, bird, and animal health from radioactive chemicals, heavy 
metals, sulfuric acid, and other processing chemicals, such as cyanide and xanthates, 
must be thoroughly investigated.  And any and all impacts must be avoided.

Individual

6736 4 And one more thing about the roadway concerns me is because of the fact that we're 
going to have the trucks going up and down hauling our hazardous materials up and 
down 83.  And with that being focused in on there, we definitely need more than one 
entrance to the mine if they go ahead with the mine.  Because the fact is that if one of 
these trucks roll over and dump a load of acid in the Davidson Canyon Creek, it's 
going to affect more than just us.  It will be Tucson that will be getting a gift, also.

Individual

6741 1 I want to talk about water briefly, but I'm going to emphasize another aspect of the 
water, and that's the toxin contamination.  The toxin runoff help impact -- how will 
that affect our residential wells, how will that affect our wildlife, and will it affect the 
health of the wildlife, the reproduction of the wildlife, the birth defect, how will it 
affect birth defects?

Individual

6753 3 We would ask that the Forest Service employ all due caution in its investigation, 
when there is strong potential that this mine could also be a future EPA Superfund 
site.

Business
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6763 2 Just use your common sense.  You don't need to be a mining engineer.  99.5 percent 
of the material that is going to bee moved around is waste.  Just think of the carbon 
imprint of that.

Individual

6796 3 I would ask the Forest Service if there has been an exhaustive geochemicla study of 
the long range effects of the tailings in this mine.  And I would ask is there a 
business plan to mitigate those effects.  Can someone answer me.

Individual

6840 1 Remember Huges Aircraft? Remember what happened to our water? They were 
using a solvent to clean the electronic components. It seeped into our groundwater. 
Now, why's it important to Tucson? This is unlike a lot of other cities that aren't 
dependent upon groundwater; there lies the difference.

So what happened with the seepage that came from Hughes Aircraft? It caused an 
increase in cancer and autoimmune disease, significantly. What was the response to 
that? We had to spend millions of dollars for Superfund clean-up. Is there a 
difference of the Hughes and what we're talking about with Augusta Resources? I 
don't think so.

Individual

6841 2 Two economic impact studies of the proposed Rosemont Mine are readily available 
on the Internet. Both point out that benefits to local households, businesses, 
government entities would be relatively insignificant given the overal size of the 
economies affected. One study, however, assesses the probable costs of the 
Rosemont Mine, while the other neglects to address the issue of costs entirely. 

I urge anyone inclined to favor permitting the project on the basis of economic 
considerations to look closely at the Sonoran Institute's study on the Save the Scenic 
Santa Ritas website. It clearly demonstrates that substantial costs would accrue due 
to the mining activities. 

The study also discusses an issue that, to my knowledge, has not been raised yet at a 
scoping hearing, namely, the societal costs and the environmental destruction caused 
by more than two billion pounds of carbon dioxide per year that would be releasedas 
a result of the proposed project. This represents an increase of over one percent in 
total carbon dioxide emissions for the entire state of Arizona, a staggering 
environmental impact for a single enterprise.

The study also raises the issue of decreased revenuesfrom outdoor recreation and 
tourism on the scenic area and that are currently valued at almost three billion dollars 
a year.

Individual

6846 4 The other problem would be where's the sulfide ore going to be processed?Individual

6870 1 According to the Environmental Protection Agency, the mining industry releases 
over a billion pounds of toxic chemicals each year, more than any other industry. So 
I would like to see them provide a materials safety and data sheet for every chemical 
used in the process of mining, also provide and identify all health risks associated 
with the use of the chemicals.

Individual
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6870 4 Since you are using the method of dry stacking which involves using more water out 
of the tailings, what chemicals will you be placing on the tailings to keep them from 
becoming airborne and what are all the health risks associated with the use of these 
chemicals?

Individual

6870 6 Since some forms of copper are extremely soluble in water, they pose a serious 
human hazard. According to the Oregon Department of Human Services, when 
copper occurs in food or water in levels greater than one part per million, stomach 
irritation and vomiting result. Infants or children exposed to copper for weeks or 
months may suffer liver and kidney injury.

Many copper-bearing rocks contain lead, zinc, and iron. Stream mining have been 
poisoning themselves in the process due to the accumulation and exposure to lead. 
These dangers have long been known, though the modern understanding of their full 
extent and the small amount of lead necessary to produce them is relatively recent. 

Blood lead levels on considered safe are now considered hazardous, with no known 
threshold. Lead poisoning may cause irreversible neurological damage, as well as 
renal disease, cardiovascular effects, and reproductive toxicity.

Mercury poisoning caused by sufficient exposure of all mercury-based toxic 
compounds, mercury damages the central nervous system, endocrine system, liver, 
gastrointestinal tract, kidney dysfunctions, neuropsyciatric system, brain damage, 
and ultimately death. Mercury and its residue are particularly toxic to fetuses and 
infants.

How will you keep mercury from getting into our water and what kind of health care 
will you provide for the people of southern Arizona which are afflicted with the 
chemical toxicity and other health problems due to you mining on our land?

Individual

6890 2 Since hazardous chemicals and solvents will be transported to the mine I also 
suggest continual updated training for the local fire personnel assigned to the area.  I 
also propose fire and rescue equipment needed to handle the hazardous chemicalsin 
case of accidents should be paid for by the Rosemont mine owners.

Individual

6911 1 Is there naturally occurring radioactive material that would be disturbed in the 
Rosemont mine area?

Individual

6930 5 The area they want is near where our favorite mts canyon and hiking area where they 
are luring people with the offer of 500 mining jobs. Kids where I taught thought that 
was great, but they don't live near one mine where the trees don't grow as before and 
dust is abounded and arsenic and other chemicals from mining operation is in the soil

Individual

6937 14 For me, the money issues are far less important than the long-range ones of water 
qualitiy and availability, coupled with threats to soil, etc. from toxic chemicals.

Individual

6949 14 The benefits to 500 imployees would be far outweighed by the needs of thousands if 
not hundreds of thousands of citizens along the C.A.P requiring water in the future, 
and the economic impact of that loss.

Individual
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6949 16 This would seem to have the least amount of impact and be the most direct route to 
ship the concentrated ore out of our country completely avoiding using Route 83, 
and avoiding possible hazardous materials loads on Route 82.  The same Box 
Canyon route would be available to receive those hazardous materials required by 
the mining operation.

Individual

6952 5 I am opposed to allowing Rosemont to mine in the Santa Rita Mountains for the 
following reasons:

4. Mining leaves an accumulation of water contaminated with sulphuric acid.  
Rosemont has no plans for dealing with this, other than by "permanently" capping it 
and leaving in place.

Individual

6954 5 I am opposed to allowing Rosemont to mine in the Santa Rita Mountains for the 
following reasons:

4. Mining leaves an accumulation of water contaminated with sulphuric acid.  
Rosemont has no plans for dealing with this, other than by "permanently" capping it 
and leaving it in place--another hideous scar on the landscape filled with noxious 
elements.

Individual

6957 8 2.  How will the Rosemont Mine insure that no (zero) contamination will occur to 
the soils or to the groundwater that would adversely affect vegetation, wildlife or 
humans?

Individual

6962 5 1.  What about the release of radon gasses?Individual

6962 7 4.  Where will the pollutants in that area ultimately settle?Individual

6962 11 8.  Tailings are hazardous waste, isn't that pollution?  When it rains will the pollution 
stay there?  When the wind blows the tailings around will that pollution stay there or 
settle in people's homes or lungs?

Individual

6964 1 Mine tailings can contain from 0.1 percent to as much as 5 percent lead, aresenic, 
copper and zinc, which pose potential health and environmental 
consequences/hazards, As well as other serious health hazards.

Individual

7044 4 What ground protection are you using to clean up dangerous fluid leaks from 
equipment on Protected land from your agency to prevent it from going into the 
aquifer?

Individual

7045 8 Moreover, it is reported our water table is already dropping 2' - 4' per year from, 
predominately, the current mining and agricultural uses.  Meawhile, commercial and 
residential development is proceeding with no end in sight.  The Rosemont mine 
proposes to draw additional water from the Santa Cruz river basin for mining.  In our 
view this will adversely affect the water availability to present and future new 
residents and businesses  in the San Cruz river valley, further  degrade the quality of 
the water that is available, and contaminate the environment here with toxic dust at 
and around our dwelling as well as toxic waste which will forever scar our 
ecologically important and beautiful Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

7046 4 What ground protection are you using to clean up dangerous fluid leaks from 
equipment on Protected land from your agency to prevent it from going into the 
aquifer?

Individual
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7063 3 I have come to this conclusion for various reasons but will point you to visit the 
website of another very important government agency; the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency.  Certainly you have respect for a counterpart agency of this 
United States.  On their website it is appalling to see the number of mining related 
problems which are cited and described as in need of clean-up super funds. Clearly 
WE need to be suspicious of the mining waste streams.  This EPA statement has gut 
wrenching appeal, yes?
"Mineral processing typically generates waste streams that generally bear little or no 
resemblance to the materials that entered the operation. These operations most often 
destroy the physical structure of the mineral, producing product and waste streams 
that are not earthen in character."

Individual

7085 1 I am concerned about the impact of radioactive elements that would be leaching from 
the ore during operation of the of the proposed rosemont mine, and that would 
continue long after it has been shut down.  In 1999, the EPA issued report EPA 402-
R-99-002, "Technologically Enhanced Naturally Occurring Radioactive Materials in 
the Southwestern Copper Belt of Arizona".   This report makes clear that mine 
operations of the kind proposed for Rosemont greatly increase the concentration of 
radionuclides such as Thorium and Uranium in the water that has been used in 
processing the ore.  In several case noted in the report, this resulted in radioactivity 
levels that exceed Federal standards.  To quote from the report:

"Sample taken by the ADEQ from several copper mines indicate that TENORM has 
been found to occur above background levels in surface water and in some mining 
process and waste streams. The data also show evidence of  TENORM in surface 
water, groundwater and soils. The data suggests that dump leaching operations and 
solvent extraction-electrowinning procedures, as well as the practice of recycling 
raffinate at copper mines, extract and concentrate soluble radioactive materials. The 
results show increases of up to two orders of magnitude over background levels for 
samples of all radiochemicals tested except Rn-222." (P. 13)

"Levels in excess of the federal MCLs and State guidelines were found in 
groundwater and surface water samples, as well as soil and sediment samples at 
abandoned and active copper mines. TENROM exceedences were also found in 
groundwater at active and inactive copper mines. Uranium byproducts were 
recovered from heap leach dumps and in-situ operations that feed SX-EW and iron 
exchange circuits at several copper mines. Radioactivity was discovered in copper 
mineral processing waste streams. Elevated levels of radioactivity were also found to 
occur in the process solutions and process wastes." (p. 21)

Individual

7088 4 The Forest Service, when examining the potential impacts of the proposed Rosemont 
mine, must consider and evaluate:

TOXIC HEAVY METALS CONATMINATION CAUSING WIDESPREAD 
ADVERSE HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 18 of 31



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Hazardous Waste

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7088 12 When Environmental Protection Agency, Washington, D.C. Office chose to do a 
study on the problem of disturbing radioactive materials, they selected Arizona 
mines as their study area.  There were many metals mixed in the ore with copper, 
which is only 1% at best in the local sulfide ore.  Radionuclides, including uranium 
and its accompanying emitters, are also present in the area.  Uranium was mined at 
Twin Butes mine (just north of Sierrita) for approximately 15 years, closed in  1985.  
See EPA TENORM: Technologically enhanced naturally occuring radioactive 
material Report, Twin Buttes (page 25) and Sierrita (page 40).  
www.epa.gov/radiation/docs/tenorm/42-r-99-002-pdf

Organization

7088 51 How does Rosemont Copper propose to prevent toxics from leaching out of the 
waste dumps and into the groundwater?

Toxic chemicals are used in the Flotation Process to separate the copper and out of 
the milled powder.  Link to a complete explanation of processing copper: 
http://electrochem.cwru.edu/ed/encycl/art-m02-metals.htm

This Flotation Process is the major extraction method where there is poor quality of 
the ore.  Zanthate chemicals produce bubbles that the copper adheres to and the "bad 
stuff" falls to the bottom.  These chemicals used for flotation are hydrocarbons with 
complex configurations, but some are as simple as kerosene.  It is claimed that the 
volatile organics used in the Flotation Process do not go into the slurry that goes into 
the tailings impoundment because they are filtered out before the slurry goes to the 
impoundment.  This is not sound analysis.
     -Filtration is not a treatment technology for volitale organics.  Treatment is 
pushing air through the solution, which releases the volatile chemicals into the air, 
the equivalent of landfilling the waste chemicals in the air.
     -Some are amine compounds that break down into nitrates, so the presence of 
nitrates in the groundwater is an indicator of travel of these compounds, which can 
be very mobile in an oxygen solution (H2O).

Some of the Chemicals Used in Flotation Process and in the Thickening Process that 
takes the water out of the used slurry:

Alky Aryl Oxime
Petroleum Distillater
Sulfosuccinate surfactant
Alkys Xanthate salt
Nalco 7873-no chemical formula given
Alcohol/hydrocarbon blend

Organization
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7088 56 The Berkeley Pit in Butte, Montana is a 1.5 square mile open pit approximately 
1,700 feet in depth. Ground water has infiltrated the open pit  and created a pit lake 
about 710 feet in depth containing 30 billion gallons of water with a pH of 2.5 Birds 
landing in these acidic pit lakes can ingest this water with causes severe trauma to 
their gastrointestinal tracts and eventual death. The acidic water also removes natural 
oils from the birds' feathers causing them to die by drowning or hypothermia. In 
1995, the Berkeley Pit proved lethal to over 300 snow geese which used the pit lake 
as a migratory stopping place.

Abandoned open pit uranium mines in Wyoming also have formed pit lakes. This is 
relevant, uranium has been mined in Pima County at the Twin Buttes mine; 
therefore; uranium could be present in the waste rock in Rosemont area. Uranium-
bearing formations are usually associated with strata containing high concentrations 
of selenium. Pit lakes formed in open pit uranium mines can contain very high levels 
of selenium in the water. One pit lake in Wyoming contains over 100 parts per 
million (microgram per Liter [ug/L]) of selenium. Waterborne selenium 
concentrations greater than 2ug/L are known to impair the reproduction and survival 
of aquatic birds due to the high potential for dietary toxicity through food chain 
bioaccumulation. Www.theminingnews.org/news.cfm?newsID=1405

The heavy metals native to this area include Copper, Manganese, Zinc, Cadmium, 
Selenium, Uranium and other alpha emitters.  Data from the area underneath the 
milling area at Sierrita is sparse since that area is not included in the Aquifer 
Protection Permit.

Organization

7088 57 The Rosemont Plan, page v, states that they will also be using acid leaching.  This 
processing method has the advantage that it does not require tailings impoundments.  
However, it does use large amounts of sulfuric acid.  After the sulfuric acid is used 
and processed it is returned to large ponds from which it is recycled.  Although lined, 
these ponds are open and very toxic.

Organization

7088 66 What are the amounts of ammonium nitrate that will be stored on-site at the 
Rosemont mining operation, and the hazards associated with this on-site storage of 
ammonium nitrate, as well as the potential cumulative hazards and impacts of the 
transportation of these explosives to the site?  What are the security measures 
planned for transport and on-site storage, and the potential risk of accident, or 
criminal or terrorist activity?  What will be done to prevent static discharge or 
lightning strikes from causing an unplanned explosion?  What consideration for 
shock effects or damage to cities, power-lines, wells, pipes, or the underground 
aquifer from such a large amount of explosive discharging accidentally will be 
provided as protection for the community and the environment?  What planning has 
been done and will be done for this contingency?

Organization

7101 7 There is much concern about the leaching of heavy metals, radioactive chemicals and 
sulfates to the environment. The present plan is completely inadequate to avoid a 
toxic plume in the region. I have understood that is Arizona a liner is required if the 
materials have been processed with Chemicals, which is always the case in the 
flotation process with the use of alkyl xanthates (dithiocarbonates) as collectors. 
Please defer to Department of Environmental Quality BADCT standards and 
Environmental Protection Agency on this issue.

Individual
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7101 13 Written report on Toxic Waste Issues (with reference material) givien at Elgin 
Scoping Hearing:
www.savethesantacruzaquifer.info/ToxicWaste.htm

Individual

7109 3 May I please request that in the impending EIS, you specifically address the societal 
costs associated with increased driving on SR 83, estimated by the Sonoran Institute 
Report to be close to $418,000 per year? This estimate is based upon a predicted 
1,000 round-trips per week and includes, but is not limited to, vehicular accidents, 
waste disposal, air pollution, CO2 emissions and decrease in roadway land value. 
Thank you.

Individual

7136 13 -Additionaly, I request that a study be done to determine which regulatory agency is 
in charge of each chemical and hazardous material. I would also like to know how 
much of this material will be stored on site. As we know, diesel fuel and ammonium 
nitrate was used in the Oklahoma City bombing. What sort of security will be on the 
trucks to deter theft? What IS the theft risk? I would like a study to determine the 
security risk of storing these items in such an isolated area.

Individual

7163 36 Questions to be answered in the EIS:
What are the potential ecosystem and health-risk effects of contamination and point 
and nonpoint source pollutions resulting from mine operations, especially with 
regard to uranium, lead, arsenic, thorium and other hazardous materials used and 
generated during and after the life of the mine's operations?

Organization

7184 1 I am deeply concerned about the acid mine drainage during and after the 
development of the Rosemont mine project. Mine development will generate 
significant amounts of acid mine drainage, otherwise known as acid rock drainage of 
ARD, due to the presence of a sulfide ore body. 

Manganese, selenium, thallium. lead, copper, zinc, cadmium, aluminum, iron, and 
arsenic are all potential products of acid mine drainage. These toxic substances, 
together with sulfuric acid which can be 20-300 times more acidic that acid rain, can 
impact mammals, riparian vegetation, and most importantly, human health. Acid 
mine drainage can last for thousand of years and cost millions of dollars to manage.

Boulanger, Aimee;Gorman, Alexandra. "Hardrock Mining:Risks to Community 
Health," Women Voices for Earth, Spet. 2004, p.21

Proceedings of the First Midwestern Region Conference, held at Southern Illinois 
University at Carbondale, June 1990.

Kleinmann, R>L>P> 1989. Acid Mine Drainage. Engineering and Mining Journal, 
V.190, No.7, pp.16I-16N.

Individual
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7186 6 Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (RCRA). 42 U.S.C. SS 6901 et 
seq.
Management of solid wastes, including those generated by the minerals industry, are 
regulated under RCRA. RCRA uses a very broad definition of "solid waste." 
Because of this broad definition, essentially all mining, minerals processing and 
materials recycling operations fall under the jurisdiction of the Act. Most waste 
materials used in acillary minerals production facilities such as shops and 
warehouses producing such wastes as used oil, solvents and shop wastes are 
regulated under the Act. A 1980 amendment, the Bevill Amendment, specifically 
excluded solid wastes from the extraction, beneficiation and processing of ores and 
minerals from regulations as hazardous wastes under the Act. In 1988 a court 
decision stated that Congress did not intend the Bevill Amendment to include waste 
streams from smelting and refining operatiions. The Amendment applies only to 
large volume, low hazard waste such as mine overburden, waste rock, leaching 
residues and mill tailings.
Question
Doesn't this apply to their leaching process and the waste from the process?

Individual

7186 8 Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 
(CERCLA). 42 U.S.C. SS 9601 et seq.
This law focuses on the discharge of hazardous substances to the environment. The 
term 
'hazardous substance" is extremely broad covering materials that are a substantial 
danger to public health or the environment. These materials can exist in mine water, 
leachates, waste piles, mill tailings and other chemicals used in mining, mineral 
processing and related activities. A list of hazardous substances is published in 40 
CFR 302. The law specifically relates to abandoned or inactive operations but also 
applies to the unpermitted discharge of any listed substance. Discharges of hazardous 
solid waste at active sites are governed by RCRA. CERCLA applies to discharges of 
"hazardous substances" at inactive sites occuring through the effects of natural 
processes on discarded materials. Once a site has been identified by the EPA as a 
possible sources of discharges of hazardous substances, further evaluation and 
cleanup procedures begin.
CERCLA is designed to put the obligation to pay for these procedures on those who 
are responsible for putting the hazardous substances at the site in the first place or on 
those who now own the land where the site is located. Simply obtaining an interest in 
mined lands such as staking a mining claim, may make you liable for the entire cost 
of cleanup of the land should it be shown that the site is discharging hazardous 
substances. The scope of liability associated with CERCLA is enormous. Land 
owners may be responsible for activities that took place decades in the past.
Question
Rosemont Copper has discussed the smaller old existing mines. Has any study been 
performed on existing pollution discharges from the older existing mines? It would 
seem Augusta and Rosemont have accepted the possible cleanup of existing sites.

Individual

7213 3 Please say "NO" to Rosemont Mining Company. Mining companies need to find 
more environmentally friendly ways to do their work. Taking all good water from the 
earth, raping and scraping, and using toxic chemicals that adversely affect all of us 
are just a few reasons to stop this operation in this location.

Individual
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7253 102 What are the toxic chemicals that would be used in this mine, and at what 
concentrations.
What types of emergency equipment would be needed to deal with these chemicals 
in an emergency situation?

Organization

7312 31 Hazardous wastes that may be generated at the facility include, but may not be 
limited to, the following:
Waste paint materials such as thinners
Chemical wastes such as acetone from the on-site laboratory
Residue wastes from containers or cans
As part of the permitting effort, Rosemont Copper will file for a hazardous waste 
identification number from the EPA and register as a generator of hazardous waste 
with ADEQ and PCDEQ. Proper management of wastes should allow Rosemont 
Copper to have a status of Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generator 
(CESQG) of hazardous wastes.
Question
Has the ADEQ been approached on this possibility and what is their response? Is it 
just assumed ADEQ will allow this? If not, what is the contingency plan?

Individual

7316 7 e. What safety measures could prevent leaching of toxic materials form waste dumps 
forever, not just short term?

Organization

7316 17 b.�Who will be responsible for clean-up of toxic spills?Organization

7350 2 Groundwater and surface water are likely to be compromised by the leachate fro the 
tailing pile. The EPA has identified elevated levels of radionuclides in several of the 
open pit copper mines through out AZ, the closest being The Three R Mine. The 
EPA TEMORM document states, "In summary, field observations, water samples, 
and soil and sediment samples clearly show that uranium mineralization is 
associatred with some copper deposits in Arizona." p. 23, EPA 402-r-99-002, 1999, 
Technologically Enhanced Naturally Occurring  Radioactive Materials in the 
Southwestern Copper Belt of Arizona.

Individual

7419 9 Or even worse, if the accidental dumping of sulphuric acid,…you will be responsible.Individual

7440 6 What will be done to ensure that mine tailings dumped on forest lands do not impact 
the environment?

Individual

7455 1 Mining is an activity that has to use potentially toxic chemicals. All state and federal 
regulations, dealing with potentially hazardous substances in the workplace, pertain 
to mining activity, and Rosemont is no exception.

Individual

7455 2 At a recent scoping meeting, erroneous information regarding arsenic was brought 
up. It was claimed that "arsenic dust was blowing off the mine tailings" near Green 
Valley and Sahuarita. If this were the case, I would certainly know about it.

I am satisfied that current state and federal guidelines for the use of potentially toxic 
chemicals, and Augusta Resources plan for concurrent reclamation will greatly 
minimize the risk to their employees and their neighbors. I would have no qualms 
about living in the vicinity of this mine.

Individual
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7466 12 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-how does Rosemont Copper propose to prevent toxic materials and heavy metals 
from leeching out of the waste dumps and into the groundwater?

Individual

7466 15 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-What sort of hazardous materials (HAZMATS) will be transported to/from the mine 
(i.e., chemical solvents, explosives, etc…)? What route will the HAZMATS follow? 
Who will be responsible for responding to any sort of emergency involving vehicular 
traffic carrying said HAZMATS to/from the mine? Who will pay for these responses?

Individual

7466 16 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-Are local first responders adequately manned, equipped and trained to respond to a 
HAZMAT incident, either at the mine or involving vehicles travelling to/from the 
mine? If not, then how much will it cost to bring Pima county first responders up to 
the proper level, and who will pay for it.

Individual

7466 17 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-What is the estimated response time for local first responders to get to the scene of a 
major vehicle accident involving HAZMATS? What steps will be taken to ensure 
that any vehicle accident involving HAZMATS does not damage the surrounding 
environment?

Individual

7476 1 Listen to the citizens that are dramatically affected by this mine. My winery will 
probably be forced out of business due to contamination. Come on you know there is 
a better use for this land.

Business

7478 6 The mine tailings will be unsightly and potentially toxic, hardly the best use for a 
National Forest.

Individual

7487 10 In addition to highway safety, there is an aspect of explosives and hazardous 
materials security.  This includes aspects of transport, storage and personnel access.  
Please identify  the control processes, risks and probabilities of failure of these 
processes, and associated cost of the consequence of failure(s).

How will the above risks and direct costs be considered in the economic viability 
analysis and the decision?

Individual

7491 4 I have concerns about the potential toxins that will be releasedIndividual

7504 6 The potential for widespread arsenic, lead, copper, zinc, selenium, an dother heavy 
metal contamination in the areas near and adjacent to the proposed Rosemont mine 
must be fully analyzed, including cumulative effects.

7508
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7504 11 A comprehensive study must be included in the EIS that determines how far and in 
what direction the airborne particulate matter and other airborne materials will travel 
and what their composition will be, including toxic heavy metals and radionuclides, 
including uranium and its accompanying emitters.  There must also be a 
comprehensive study of what health effects might be anticipated in the affected area, 
along with calculations including projected population growth and future settlement.  
Prevention of airborne release of tailings solids to the environment by provision of 
dust-suppression measures has not ever worked in Arizona, and with the additionally 
high temperatures associated with global warming effects in the desert Southwest, it 
will be even less effective.  Will these measures work consistently in regions of high 
winds such as the Rosemont mining operations?

7508

7504 13 When Environmental Protection Agency, Washington, D.C. Office chose to do a 
study on the problem of disturbing radioactive materials, they selected Arizona 
mines their study area.  There are many metals mixed in the ore with copper, which 
is only 1% at best in the local sulfide ore.  Radionuclides, including uranium and its 
accompanying emiters, are also present in the area.  Uranium was mined at Twin 
Buttes mine (just north of Sierrita) for approximately 15, closed in 1985.

7508

7504 26 350 ton tucks will move the ore to the mill, which means 250 truck loads per day 
grinding from the pits to the mill.  There will be just over 26 million tons of tailings 
dumped annually in impoundments.  Over the last 16 years, this adds up to a total of 
419,000,000 tons of white mineral laden paste.

7508

7504 27 Both waste rock and tailings gives a grand total of 1,188,211,000 tons to be spread 
over 3,155 acres of Coronado National Forest land.  So there will be over 1 billion 
tons of waste rock and tailings - almost 376 million tons per acre, a grand total of 
173 cubic feet of waste per square foot of land.  That means 173 feet high of useless, 
if not dangerous, waste rock and tailings - if spread on every inch of allotted forest 
land will be equivalent to a 17-story building.

7508

7504 31 The Forest Service needs to evaluate the potential of the Rosemont mine to add to 
this environmental and health menace the proposed mine poses.

7508

7504 92 How does Rosemont Copper propose to prevent toxics from leaching out of the 
waste dumps and into the groundwater?

7508
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7504 94 Toxic chemicals are used in the Flotation Process to separate the copper and out of 
the milled powder.  Link to a complete explanation of processing copper:  
http://electrochem.cwru.edu/ed/encycl/art-m02-metals.htm

This Flotation Process is the major extraction method where there is poor quality of 
the ore.  Xanthate chemicals produce bubbles that the copper adheres to and the "bad 
stuff" falls to the bottom. These chemicals used for flotation are hydrocarbons with 
complex configurations, but some are as simple as kerosene.  It is claimed that the 
volatile organics used in the Flotation Process do not go into the slurry that goes into 
the tailings impoundment because they are filtered out before the slurry goes to the 
impoundment.  This is not a sound analysis.

1) Filtration is not a treament technology for volatile organics.  Treatment is pushing 
air through the solution, which releases the volatile chemicals into the air, the 
equivalent of landfilling the waste chemicals in the air.

2) Some are amine compounds that break down into nitrates, so the presence of 
nitrates in the groundwater is an indicator of travel of these compounds, which can 
be very mobile in an oxygen solution (H2O).  

Some of the Chemicals Used in Flotatino Process and in the Thickening Process that 
takes the water out of the used slurry:

Alky Aryl Oxime
Petroleum Distillate
Sulfosuccinate surfactant
Alkyl Xanthate salt
Nalco 7873 - no chemical formula given
Alcohol/hydrocarbon blend

Pits become toxic lakes that are harmful to wild life and not consistent with a 
recreational area:  The operation plans to remediate the tailings and waste rock as it 
goes along, which means there will be no back-filling of the pit because there will be 
nothing to fill it with. When the operations cease, the pit will no longer be 
dewatered.  Therefore, the pit will fill with water from the ground and storms.  A 
natural lake has mud and clay lining, whereas the pit will be exposed minerals which 
will create a significant potential for acid water in the pits once the mining has 
stopped.  What will be the long term and cumulative impacts?  How will this be 
prevented and mitigated?

7508
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7504 97 Toxic chemicals are used in the Flotation Process to separate the copper and out of 
the milled powder.  Link to a complete explanation of processing copper:  
http://electrochem.cwru.edu/ed/encycl/art-m02-metals.htm

This Flotation Process is the major extraction method where there is poor quality of 
the ore.  Xanthate chemicals produce bubbles that the copper adheres to and the "bad 
stuff" falls to the bottom. These chemicals used for flotation are hydrocarbons with 
complex configurations, but some are as simple as kerosene.  It is claimed that the 
volatile organics used in the Flotation Process do not go into the slurry that goes into 
the tailings impoundment because they are filtered out before the slurry goes to the 
impoundment.  This is not a sound analysis.

1) Filtration is not a treament technology for volatile organics.  Treatment is pushing 
air through the solution, which releases the volatile chemicals into the air, the 
equivalent of landfilling the waste chemicals in the air.

2) Some are amine compounds that break down into nitrates, so the presence of 
nitrates in the groundwater is an indicator of travel of these compounds, which can 
be very mobile in an oxygen solution (H2O).  

Some of the Chemicals Used in Flotatino Process and in the Thickening Process that 
takes the water out of the used slurry:

Alky Aryl Oxime
Petroleum Distillate
Sulfosuccinate surfactant
Alkyl Xanthate salt
Nalco 7873 - no chemical formula given
Alcohol/hydrocarbon blend

Pits become toxic lakes that are harmful to wild life and not consistent with a 
recreational area:  The operation plans to remediate the tailings and waste rock as it 
goes along, which means there will be no back-filling of the pit because there will be 
nothing to fill it with. When the operations cease, the pit will no longer be 
dewatered.  Therefore, the pit will fill with water from the ground and storms.  A 
natural lake has mud and clay lining, whereas the pit will be exposed minerals which 
will create a significant potential for acid water in the pits once the mining has 
stopped.  What will be the long term and cumulative impacts?  How will this be 
prevented and mitigated?

7508
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7504 105 Sulfuric Acid Leaching Processing:
The Rosemont Plan, page v, states that they will also be using acid leaching.  This 
processing method has the advantage that it does not require tailings impoundments.  
However, it does use large amounts of sulfuric acid.  After the sulfuric acid is used 
and processed it is returned to large ponds from which it is recylcled.  Although 
lined, these ponds are open and very toxic.

Sulfuric acid is brought in on railroad tankers at Sierrita, and ore and cooper are 
moved out on railroad cars.  Railroads are essential to copper mining, Actually, we 
have copper mining to thank for our railroad system  in Arizona.  How will the 
sulfuric acid, ore for smelting, and copper fro melectro-winning be transported out of 
this area?  How many trucks will it take to haul the stuff back and forth?  What are 
the cumulative impacts and risks?

7508

7504 119 There is no hazmat response capability outside of Tucson in rural Pima County, so 
the potential impacts of a hazardous materials spill or release from a Rosemont 
mining vehicle or tanker must be fully examined in terms of response, recovery, and 
potential environmental and economic impacts.  Simply calculating the likelyhood of 
such an event is not sufficient as emergency planning and response is designed to 
determine how and what the repsonse would consist of, with requisite personnel, 
training and equipment, and the associated economic impacts.

7508

7504 127 What are the amounts of ammonium nitrate that will be stored on-site at the 
Rosemont mining operation, and the hazards associated with this on-site storage of 
ammonium nitrate, as well as the potential cumulative hazards and impacts of the 
transportation of these explosives to the site?

7508

7504 130 What are the security measures planned for transport and on-site storage, and the 
potential risk of accident, or criminal or terrorist activity?  What will be done to 
prevent static discharge or lightning strikes from causing an unplanned explosion?  
What consideration for shock effects or damage to cities, power-lines, wells, pipes, 
or the underground aquifer from such a large amount of explosive discharging 
accidentally will be provided as protection for the community and the environment?  
What planning has been done and will be done for this contingency?

7508

7504 134 What are the security measures planned for transport and on-site storage, and the 
potential risk of accident, or criminal or terrorist activity?  What will be done to 
prevent static discharge or lightning strikes from causing an unplanned explosion?  
What consideration for shock effects or damage to cities, power-lines, wells, pipes, 
or the underground aquifer from such a large amount of explosive discharging 
accidentally will be provided as protection for the community and the environment?  
What planning has been done and will be done for this contingency?

7508

7504 144 There is a risk to the environment due to the amount of explosives planned to be 
used on-site, a building which does not meet federal standards as a bunker (i.e. a 
comparable storage facility on a federal base or contract facility), and there is an 
absence of plans, specifications, manuals, and safety/health precautions cited in the 
plan.

7508

7513 6 Second, I am very concerned about the amont of toxic material and waste products 
the operation will pump into the environment.

Individual
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7590 9 How would the people be protected from all the pollution(airborne dust, industry 
toxins, chemical waste among others) that would be raised by this mine, over the 
short term and long range life of the mine?

Individual

7592 24 Yearly estimates are presented for the use of hazardous materials including, but not 
limited to, 9,000,000 gallons of diesel fuel, 73,000 tons of sulfuric acid, 105,000 
gallons of fuels and oils and 1200 tons of ammonium nitrate. These materials have 
significant potential for explosion, toxic and corrosive spills and damage to health 
and the environment.

Their potential for release to air or groundwater should be especially closely 
monitored, as should the hazaroud waste removal process.  However, the only 
hazarous wastes projected are mundane items such as paint thinner, acetone in small 
quantities and residue waste from containers and cans. In fact, Rosemont seeks to 
take advantage of an EPA designation of Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity 
Generator (CESQG) to facilitate its disposal process (pp. 54, 55 from the Rosemont 
MPO)

Individual

7592 29 Yearly estimates are presented for the use of hazardous materials including, but not 
limited to, 9,000,000 gallons of diesel fuel, 73,000 tons of sulfuric acid, 105,000 
gallons of fuels and oils and 1200 tons of ammonium nitrate. These materials have 
significant potential for explosion, toxic and corrosive spills and damage to health 
and the environment.

Their potential for release to air or groundwater should be especially closely 
monitored, as should the hazaroud waste removal process.  However, the only 
hazarous wastes projected are mundane items such as paint thinner, acetone in small 
quantities and residue waste from containers and cans. In fact, Rosemont seeks to 
take advantage of an EPA designation of Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity 
Generator (CESQG) to facilitate its disposal process (pp. 54, 55 from the Rosemont 
MPO)

Individual

7598 12 Estimate the increase in local emergency response costs for both accidents and 
potential hazardous materials incidents. Please provide the assumptions and error on 
these calculations as in item a) above. Will the local taxpayers of Sonoita, Vail and 
Sahuarita communities be expected to cover these costs?

Individual

7598 13 In addition to highway safety, there is an aspect of explosives and hazardous 
materials security. This includes aspects of transport, storage and personnel access. 
Please identify the control processes, risks and probabilities of failure of these 
processes, and associated cost of the consequence of failure(s).

Individual
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7607 4 The good citizens of the Vail-Hilton Ranch area certainly deserve to have a public 
hearing on this mine held in their area. They will be impacted perhaps even more 
than I, though I live just short of a mile from the proposed site, because 1) of the 
extremely heavy traffic loads on 83 that will result if you allow this travesty to 
proceed, including sulfuric acid trucks competing for space with school buses 
carrying their children on a narrow, twisting, mountain road (Scenic Highway, I 
remind you, 83) which is already worn out. 2)they live just downstream from the 
proposed mine, in and near a narrow canyon into which all the mining debris, 
explosives, gasoline, diesel fuel, and other hazardous chemicals from this mine will 
flow when, and not if, the area experiences another 1000-year rainfall, which will 
wash the entire mine site out of the cirque where it is proposed to be built, and east 
across 83 into the canyon above them.

Individual

7648 3 This is NOT a "not in my backyard" situation. To say this is to be little potential 
health impact from toxic (waste).

Individual

7655 1 According to the Environmental Protection Agency, the mining industry releases 
over a billion pounds of toxic chemicals each year, more than any other industry! 
Please provide a Material Safety and Data Sheet for every chemical used in the 
processing of mining.

Individual

8629 3 The plant's disposing of tailings is inadequate. Protecting the environment from 
chemical biprocesses (unitelligible), has not been properly observed.

Individual

8651 1 I have never heard what the plan might even be crystallized about the overburden 
that's removed in order to get to the ore; secondly, what they will do with the -- what 
the -- the tailings, the remnants, that becomes the dumps, that it's like behind Green 
Valley.

Individual

8662 2 I don't want to see all those tailings farms with all that poison in our earth down 
there.

Individual

8759 5 There will clearly be tremendous toxic waste.Individual

8846 5 Mines don't produce healthy nuggets of joy.  They definitely produce chemicals and 
compounds that you don't even know the impact of yet and other than stories of 
people who are affected in very real ways by toxic chemicals and water and dust that 
come from the tailings.

Individual

8882 6 we're concerned about the noise and the dumping of the tailings on the western slope 
and ruining our view of the mountains, and also just basically destroying the 
mountains.

Individual

9667 1 NO toxic wastes, NO acid rain!Organization

10508 2 The proposed mine will take our riches and leave us with nothing but mine tailings. 
No! This is a terrible location for a mine.

Organization

11047 11 If the suppressant is water, how would this affect the moisture content and 
"liquefaction" of the tailings? Will this increase the potential for tailings failure? I 
would suggest a study, not a paper modeling study, but a study on an existing 
facility, in similar circumstances which shows at what point failure can occur from 
the addition of a water dust suppression from liquefaction.

Individual
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11068 24 Yearly estimates are presented for the use of hazardous materials including, but not 
limited to, 9,000,000 gallons of diesel fuel, 73,000 tons of sulfuric acid, 105,000 
gallons of fuels and oils and 1200 tons of ammonium nitrate. These materials have 
significant potential for explosion, toxic and corrosive spills and damage to health 
and the environment.

Individual

11068 29 Their potential for release to air or groundwater should be especially closely 
monitored, as should the hazaroud waste removal process.  However, the only 
hazarous wastes projected are mundane items such as paint thinner, acetone in small 
quantities and residue waste from containers and cans. In fact, Rosemont seeks to 
take advantage of an EPA designation of Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity 
Generator (CESQG) to facilitate its disposal process (pp. 54, 55 from the Rosemont 
MPO)

Individual

11082 26 Page 37 Tetra Tech- What sort of capping material-exactly would be placed over the 
tailings?

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 31 of 31



Rosemont Copper Project Scoping Summary Report #2 

 

August 2009  

LAND USE 



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Land Use

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

1983 1 I am very concerned about using public property, national forest lands, and using it 
for private gain, while destroying it's character and appeal for ever.

Individual
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33 3 I request that the CUMULATIVE IMPACTS of all the new mining proposals in the 
area be considered in the EIS. Currently, in addition to the Rosemont Mine, there are 
several calcium carbonate/limestone mine proposals in the Davidson Canyon area, 
and several copper/silver mine proposals in the Patagonia Mountains, Canelo Hills 
and San Rafael Valley. All of these mines would use Highway 83 to transport their 
chemicals and explosives.

1542 2 We are already losing to much desert land to developmentIndividual

1643 1 How many more of these need to sprout up and take away the little beauty remaining 
before we as a nation say "enough!"

Individual
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1650 5 It has recently come to my attention that there will be an evaluation of the 
Environmental Assessment of the proposed Empire/Davidson Canyon Arizona 
Cement project.  Given the recent events of the negotiations between Arizona State 
Land and Seel mine located to the South and East of the proposed Portland Cement 
mining operation, the Hederson Mineral Lease to the west of the proposed Portland 
Cement mining operation, and the proposed Rosemont Copper mine to the south and 
east of the proposed Portland Cement mining operation, it would be irresponsible to 
have anything other than a determination to proceed with a to a preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Statement.

Here are the following reasons:

1. The Davidson Canyon will be significantly affected by cumulative impacts from 
the proposed Cal Portland, Seel and Rosemont projects.
2. Water usage needs to be evaluated by a hydrologist for the impacts of this many 
mines in this particular area on resident's wells for surface and groundwater 
cumulative impacts.
3. Roads/Access
4. Air Quality
5. Environmental Justice cumulative impact issues on the ground level-rural pockets 
that will not show up in census data
6. Future planned regional development-what impacts will this have on conservation 
goals, cumulatively.
7. Night Skys
8. Impacts on the existing school, fire and safety(sheriff, highway patrol) 
infrastructure with cumulative impacts.
9. Arizona is the western state that does have an existing regulation agreement with 
the BLM, so it is vital that BLM take a more active role in this process. 
(Under the existing regulations BLM has developed joint agreements for regulating 
operations in all of the western states except Arizona. Arizona and BLM are working 
on developing an agreement.-according to 
http://www.blm.gov/nhp/Commercial/SolidMineral/3809-EIS/1ch-2.pdf
http://www.blm.gov/nhp/Commercial SolidMineral/3809-EIS/
10. This proposed Arizona Cement/California Portland project combined with the 
above mentioned items will significantly affect the quality of the human environment.

The potential for 2 mines within 1 mile of each other, and another extremely large 
scale copper mine within 5-10 miles need to be investigated on a much larger scale 
than an Environmental Assessment.

Individual

1664 2 Besides don't we have enough open and closed mines in Pima county already.Individual

1834 5 We have enough mines in our areas!Individual

2016 1 There have been + are enough mines + tailings in southern AZ, preserve what is left.Individual
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2178 1 I have resided in southern Arizona for the last nine years, and for many more years I 
have admired the special beauty of the Santa Rita Mountains. Today, this priceless 
resource for recreation, natural conservation, scientific research, and scenic views is 
threatened on all sides by the effect of development. The proposed mine would be 
another irreversible blow to the mountain range and the surrounding area. It is a 
project that will only be viewed with sad regret years from now.

Individual

2181 1 My name is Barbara Raley, Mrs..Johnnie Raley, and we, being affected residents of 
the two mining fiascos happening, Davidson Natural Preserve and Rosemont Canyon 
(owned by a Canadian firm no less) strongly object to the futherance of any large 
scale commercial mining operations in the Santa Rita and Empire-Fagan mountain 
ranges.

Individual

2214 1 Once in operation, will the mine be able to expand beyond the original proposed site, 
to encompass more Federal and State lands?

Individual

2352 8 Since Forest Service land is in the immediate area of this proposed mine, ther is no 
doubt that it will be affected by all of the things listed above. I have been told that 
Forest Service land may also serve as a tailings dump. If the mine operation results 
in the dumping of tailings on Forest Service land then it affects the multi use aspects 
of National Forest. How will this area remain multi use? In fact it is doubtful that a 
citizen like myself would ever be able to have access to the area once the operation is 
underway.

Individual

2358 5 All Americans should understand what is intended for their U.S. Forest lands - 
unsightly tailings and poisioned earth.

Individual

2383 16 This proposed private, for-profit operation utilizing Coronado National Forest Land 
will permanently preclude other historic uses of the forest and have aesthetic, 
environmental, economic, and recreational impacts that will never be remediated.

Individual

2468 4 Please consider the cumulative impacts of all of the new mining proposals in the area 
in the EIS .... I am personally aware that Augusta is considering development of 
three other copper deposits immediately north and west of the proposed Rosemont 
project. Additionally, there are calcium carbonate/limestone and several 
copper/silver mine proposals in the offing in the Patagonia Mountains, Canelo Hills 
and the San Rafael Valley ... All of which would have to use Highway 83 for 
transportation of their chemicals and explosives. The cumulative impact of all of 
these, if approved, should definitely be considered!

Individual

2484 17 In closing, I am requesting that the Forest Service consider this Rosemont proposal 
as part of the totality of impact by the numerous other mining proposals in southern 
Arizona.

Individual

2610 42 What are the cumalative impacts of adding yet anoyher mine in the Area on the 
utilities,

Individual

2625 33 All the conservation and land-use plans enacted by city and county governments 
need to be adhered to. The cumulative impact of this and other proposed mining 
activities in the region needs to be assessed.

Individual
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2647 4 The cumulative impacts alone should be enough to deny this mine activity. In 
addition to the Rosemont Mine, there are several calcium carbonate/limestone mine 
proposals in the Davidson Canyon area, and several copper/silver mine proposals in 
the Patagonia Mountains, Canelo Hills and San Rafael Valley.

Individual

2688 34 We need to be assured that long-term and cumulative impacts of mining in our area 
is studied.

Organization

2698 8 Some of this area is likely to be developed as suburbs, exurbs, or as small 
ranches/farms with products as diverse as cattle, horses, hay and grapes.

Business

2719 10 The cumulative impact of this mine plus other proposed mining operations must be 
considered. It is not valid to consider each project piecemeal.

Individual

2726 8 Some of this area is likely to be developed as suburbs, exurbs, or as small 
ranches/farms with producs as diverse as cattle, horses, hay and grapes.

Business

2729 34 We need to be assured that long-term and cumulative impacts of mining in our area 
is studied.

Organization

2744 14 We developed our equestrian-based business Eponaquest, LLC for ten years in 
Tucson, and were eventually obliged to leave the city by increasing noise from 
fighter jets and cement factories.  We searched all over Southern Arizona for a 
remote ranch on which to create a quiet, nourishing retreat center, and everywhere 
we went, there were copper mines with light and noise pollution, and/or major water 
usage concerns, as we found that much of the desert in this region could not even 
sustain a modest guest ranch.

Business

4474 1 We all know that Pima County is full of underground metals.  It's a matter of who is 
first when it comes to our public forest land - people or metals?  There are 145 mines 
listed in Pima County, covering thousands acres of manufactured wastelands.  This 
list includes the five gigantic operations of Twin Buttes, Ajo, Mission, Silverbell and 
Sierrta.  I think that Pima County has given its share of metals to the planet.

Individual

6754 2 I have a 12 year old granddaughter, and I'm advocating for the future sanctity of the 
Santa Ritas for her and for future generations.  To allow an additional mine to go in 
and use public lands for waste product is totally inappropriate use of public lands.  I 
would encourage the Forest Service to take no action, thereby bringing this process 
to a praotical end.

Individual

6765 2 We're in the wrong place; sticking another mine on this valley.Individual

6766 1 Some interesting things we have in our 425 mile boundaries are the following:  A 
few proposed limestone mines, several gravel mines, and extra high voltage electric 
substation with a city of Tucson zoning permit to become a power generating 
facility, a natural gas compressor facility, seveal cell towers, two sets of railroad 
tracks, two 345 KvA lines with a third proposed line, the interstate, the doppler 
radar, hundreds of abandoned mine shafts, 663 wide and overweight vehicle permits 
on State Route 83 in 2007, Titan II Missle Silo sites, the Kinder Morgan liquid gas 
line, the El Paso natural gas line, and probbly more things I do not have listed.  
Again, zero libraries, zero community centers, zero sheriff's substations.

Individual

6779 4 The mines that we have here in Arizona already have done just that.  They have gone 
right in and just torn everything up.

Individual
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6805 2 How much land does Rosemont actually own, lease, or want? From an article in the 
Arizona Daily Star date 10-13-07, the copper mine will be built on the Rosemont 
Ranch, a 20,000 acre ranch about 30 miles south of Tucson. An article from1-24-08 
in a Tucson weekly says: Augusta has been snatching up properties around 
Rosemont Valley in the Santa Rita Mountains and currently owns 18 separate 
parcels, including leased government land, totaling 30,000 acres.

From an article in the Arizona Daily Star dated 3-13-2008, the 4,755-acre Rosemont 
Copper project would be built on 995 acres of private land, 3,670 acres of national 
forest, 15 acres of land administered by the BLM, and 75 acres of state trust land.

From an article in the World Mining Stocks from September of 2007, Gil Clausen, 
president and CEO of Augusta Resources, noted that: Although developing 
Rosemont is the company's primary focus, three other properties in Augusta's 
landholdings offered opportunities for further exploration. These properties are the 
Pete Elgin, Broadtop Butte, and Copper World prospects. The article makes it clear 
that Augusta has no intentions of stopping with the Rosemont mine. Rosemont may 
be where they mean to start, but it looks like they intend to pursue several future 
mines along the Sonoita/Patagonia scenic route and one on the west side of the Santa 
Ritas, which will be visible from Green Valley. 

Augusta is not making it clear to the public what their future intentions are in the 
Santa Ritas, nor can a cumulative effect of exploiting all these deposits be considered.

Individual

6811 1 Better than 90 percent (of copper) occurs within a 2,250 mile radius of Tucson, 
Arizona, and copper mining is long established in Arizona, along with all necessary 
infrastucture to mine, process, and ship. Mining locations, San Manuel, Twin Buttes, 
Baghdad, Morenci, to name a few. And the Safford Freeport-McMoran PD project is 
underway. Also proposed is BHP RTZ in the Superior/Miami area under 
development. 

These are mining companies, with all required infrastructure in place or available. 
Rosemont Copper is not a mining company, on paper only. They have about six, 
eight people talking on their behalf down in the Milroy Ranch, around various 
places, and they're nice people. You can't blame them for what they're doing.

On the other hand, Rosemont Copper and, behind it, Augusta Resources, is a typical 
Vancouver-based company. They locate, find a prospect, looks pretty good, begin 
development process, print a glowing prospectus, get it listed on the U.S., Canadian, 
and Europe stock markets, and promote, promote. The only thing Rosemont Mining 
is at the present time is investor warrants, and that's a fact.

Individual

6825 5 I also want to make you aware of it's not just Rosemont. We also have Arizona Cal 
Portland, which is going to be both sides of the Davidson Canyon within three miles 
of the Rosemont. There's four mines going in there, folks, off of Highway 83. The 
other ones are on state land.

Individual

6866 3 We don't need to have a fifth mine in this valley with any hurry.Individual
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7163 74 In addition to the economic and social concerns discussed above, these proposals 
raise significant environmental concerns. If the mines are developed, they would 
destroy extensive areas of habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the 
endangered jaguar; degrade air quality; produce significant amounts of greenhouse 
gas emissions; drawdown aquifers, contaminate ground and surface water supplies; 
negatively impact scenic views; increase traffic on scenic and commuter highways; 
and eliminate current recreational use by a broad-cross section of local residents and 
visitors alike. Additionally, each mine would likely occupy thousands of acres of 
public land, precluding all other potential uses of this public land.

Organization

7411 4 Additional plans- It is my understanding that Augusta has plans for additional mines 
in the area. If that is the case, this plan must be considered as a part of a larger plan.  
If Rosemont/Augusta has plans for other mines, or has other holdings that could 
become mines, that information should be disclosed as part of the EIS so this mine is 
evaluated in the larger context.  There are other plans for the Davidson Canyon area. 
All of these plans MUST be considered in aggregate to understand the environmental 
impact responsibly. The true scope involves all mining proposals that threaten to turn 
Hwy 83 in a mining corridor.

Individual

7451 30 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
38. There are 100s of abandoned and unmitigated historic mine workingsin the 
Vail/Cienega Area.

Individual

7453 30 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
38. There are 100s of abandoned and unmitigated historic mine workings in the 
Vail/Cienega Area.

Individual

7550 2 At a time when the growth of Pima County is already gobbling up so much of the 
beautiful open spaces, please don't allow the destruction of such a beautiful area in 
the name of greed.

Individual

7558 16 In addition to the other mining already planned for the area I understand that there 
are several others (Copper World, Broadtop Butte, Reach-Elgin?) claims in the area. 
If Augusta plans to mine these later, they should be discussed as part of the master 
plan for the area. If they do not plan to mine them then why not give them up as part 
of this plan?

Individual

8591 4 Uh, we have enough development going on in southern Arizona right now. Way too 
much.

Individual

8613 1 my comments about the mine, the Rosemont Mine is I don't think we need another 
one. The mine that we have in Green Valley isn't that great to begin with, with the 
water wells that it's already poisoned and the smells and the dirty dust and burning 
eyes. I don't know if that was ever taken into consideration. I know they say they 
won't do this and they promise to do that, but I don't believe it.

This mine that we have in Green Valley said the same thing, but that doesn't happen.

Individual

8613 5 I think if Canada wants to drill for copper, let them drill in Canada. If they want to 
spend that much money on coming here, let them spend it in Canada. I don't think 
we need another copper mine in the Sierrita Mountains.

Individual
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8619 3 Please don't allow this mining to go on. It's such a beautiful area in there, such a 
beautiful drive. Let's not make it look like Green Valley with those beautiful dirt hills 
behind it. Oh , we don't need this. We can so with one less mine. Open up the others.

Individual

8664 1 And I absolutely oppose any new mines. We have enough for copper already in 
Bisbee and San Manuel and elsewhere. I do not want the Rose Mine -- open pit mine 
that Canada company wants to do. Please do not allow this to happen. So I vote no 
more mines.

Individual

8665 2 We don't need another mine in that section. Let them find copper elsewhere.Individual

8680 7 Arizona does not need another copper mine.  What we do need is a revised and 
updating mining law that addresses the concerns of 21st century Americans.

Individual

8736 3 There is no need for yet another copper mine. There are many copper mines that are 
not in use at the moment that could be reopened.

Individual

8752 4 The US forest land in the Santa Rita Mountains is one of the few remaining, 
unspoiled and natural places close to the ever growing population in the Tucson 
metropolitan area, as well as it surrounding, Vail, Sahuarita, Green Valley and 
Sonoita.  The public deserves an accessible place to get away from it all.  Not 
another mine.

Individual

8792 1 I really don't think we need another copper mine being built in Green Valley, 
Sahuarita area, or any area. The copper I think will be a bust just like the housing 
boom was a bust and pretty soon we end up0 with just a mine that was not really 
needed. We don't need them drilling on that beautiful mountain.

Individual

8814 6 The mines to the west of us are bad enough.  And now we're going to put one on the 
other side of us.

Individual

8815 1 I live in beautiful Green Valley, and I can see no earthly use for ringing us with 
mines.  We have enough mines down here.  Give another state their chance to have 
them.  This is absolutely absurd to destroy our mountains in the way you have been 
doing.

Individual

9547 1 Mining's historical destruction of public land cannot continue. No more mines on 
public land!

Organization

9641 2 I oppose the loss of such a wonderful area to such a greedful and useless need this 
area has FAR TOO many Copper mines as it is

Organization

9710 1 No more mines in the Santa Ritas!Organization

9735 1 Why does the U.S. need another copper mine?Organization

10354 1 No more mines in our area - enough!Organization

10458 1 EASY WITH THE MINING!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!Organization

10576 1 We've got more than enough mines in this areaOrganization

10789 1 Please, no more mines in this area!Organization

10861 1 we don't need ANOTHER mine in Arizona, the damage is seen.Organization
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10954 1 We do not need any more mines to wreck our mountains!!Organization

11029 1 NO MORE MINESOrganization

11042 8 How much land does Rosemont actually own, lease or want? From an article in the 
Arizona Daily Star dated 10/13/07 "the copper mine will be built on the Rosemont 
Ranch, A 20,000 acre ranch about 30 miles South of Tucson. An article from 
1/24/08 in the Tucson Weekly says "Augusta has been snatching up properties 
around Rosemont Valley in the Santa Rita mountains and currently owns 18 separate 
parcels including leased government land totaling about 30,000 acres. From an 
article in the Arizona Daily Star dated 3/13/2008 "The 4,755-acre Rosemont Copper 
Project would be built on 995 acres of private land, 3,670 acres of national forest, 15 
acres of land administered by the Bureau of Land Management and 75 acres of state 
trust land" From an article in the World Mining Stocks from Sept of 2007 "Gil 
Clausen, president and CEO of Augusta Resource noted that although developing 
Rosemont is the companies primary focus, three other properties in Augusta's land 
holdings offered opportunities for further exploration. These properties are the Peach-
Elgin, Broadtop Butte, and Copper World prospects." The article makes it clear that 
Augusta has no intentions of stopping with the Rosemont Mine. Rosemont may be 
where they plan to start but it looks like they intend on pursuing several future mines 
along the Sonoita-Patagonia Scenic route, and one on the west side on the Santa 
Rita's which will be visble from Green Valley. Augusta is not making it clear to the 
public what their future intentions are in the Santa Rita's, nor can the cumulative 
impact of exploiting all of these deposits be considered.

Individual

11047 4 [I]f Augusta does sell ths project to another corporation, how will that affect 
whatever permits it receives under this NEPA process? Will it make it easier for that 
corporation to receive future permits through the NEPA process? How will this 
NEPA process and potential acceptance affect future foreseeable actions in the area.?
[B]y bringing in new infrastructure such as water and electric lines will this 
encourage higher density development on the west side of the Santa Ritas where 
there are Conservation goals per the SDCP and the Santa Rital  Experimental Range?

Individual
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2 1 A group of use visited the area recently and were told by subcontractors of Augusta 
Resources that there is no trespassing, that it is private land.  The land they were on 
was clearly national forest land.  Does August Resources have a right to stop the 
public from enjoying this land?  Many people travel to Gunsight Pass daily.  Augusta 
is already constructing new roads, putting up fences and other obstacles to prevent 
access.  Is this legal?  THIS IS OUR LAND!

23 7 How can anybody possibly allow a company to dump tailings on OUR national 
forest and State Land?

33 4 The surrounding public lands do not need that or more infrastructure and facilities.Individual

57 2 Tailings should never be stored on CNF land.Individual
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159 13 Mining on these lands will preclude future uses of these lands for geneartions to 
come.

160 64 The project area occurs entirely within the County's Conservation Lands System, 
including the specific designations of Important Riparian Area, Biological Core 
Management Area, and Multiple Use Management Area. As well, this land contains 
"Special Elements" that Pima County has committed to conserve: springs, limestone 
outcrops, intermittent streams, oak/grass ecotone, mesquite, and un-incised 
floodplain.

183 8 How can you justify the use of 21,000 acres of forest land for mining and tailings in 
the Santa Rita Mountains? How can you justify the tearing up of 4000 acres for 
mining operations?

1525 3 With the population explosion here, this area is really vital, kept in its natural form 
now & for the entire future. To allow a Japanese Co. to destroy it, shipping ore to 
Chine & India is just too horible to contemplate.

Individual

1525 7 This is public land & should be protected for us & our visitors & wildlife.Individual

1559 2 the forrest preserve should set a precedent and refuse to allow this mine to 
1. Use Forest Preserve land to be covered with its tailing at all.

Individual

1583 1 The area where the purposed Rosemont Mine Project is going to take place is not a 
pristeen forested area.  It has been a mining area scince the 1870's and trucks were 
hauling ore out of the area as late as the 1950's

Individual

1583 3 At one point in time the area was used by the Army Air Corp for target practice and 
dummy bullets can be found scattered throughout this area.

Individual

1592 2 The public (owners of the land) will be bared from trespassing on the property, 
Mining activity will make the land unfit for any future use

Individual

1593 4 using our forest land as "dumping ground"Individual

1599 3 I do not believe that piling waste rock and tailings materials are an acceptable use of 
prime public lands this close to a major metro area.

Individual

1603 2 Operating under guidelines of the various acts you listed is all well and good, but 
adhering to these guidelines will do nothing to prevent the land in the vicinity of the 
mine from looking like a disaster area.

Individual

1616 6 I live within 1 mile of the proposed mine. As such the following will severely affect 
me:
Land use: Pima County has enforced building and land use restrictions that were to 
protect the area. We spent 10s of thousands of dollars to comply. The mine complies 
with nothing.

Individual

1642 6 This land and these mountains belong to us.  We should not let Augusta Resource 
Corp. destroy our public lands.

Individual

1647 3 3,670 acres of Coronado Forrest land should not be given to Augusta for use of 
tailings ponds, waste rock piles and mills - all to accommodate the private land 
holding of 995 acres at the mine pit.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 9 of 35



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Land Use

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

1650 1 Copper mining is an absurd and abominable use of our precious federal lands.Individual

1672 4 This is the land we have to live in and on.  There are places we should not mine.Individual

1672 6 If Rosemont wants to open then let then open it on there 995 acres only.  Say No, to 
the use of our lands.  The forest Service can say No to the use of 3,670 acres of our 
land.

Individual

1683 7 Sahuarita, its neighbors, and the entire region have a vested interest in potential 
water use, the environment-especially te control and monitoring of air pollution and 
land usage by the proposed mine. These are not merely academic questions for us; 
these issues directly impact our lives and our community.

Government

1684 13 In completing the EIS there is always the "No Action" option available. It is 
generally assumed that by selecting the "No Action" alternative the area will remain 
static as is seen today. However, the world is dynamic. Nothing remains unchanged. 
There is the possibility that over the next 19 years that there will be a fire in the area, 
especially with the drought that is currently prevalent. On the other hand heeavy 
rains and flash floods may wash away some of the soils on the hillsides. Tourists 
through the area may leave trash, so it does not remain "pristine".

Individual

1684 14 The "No Action alternative is also not meaningful for this case because almost 2,000 
acres of land are patented. The Mine Plan of Operations, as currently presented, only 
uses 530 acres of private land. The mine is almost entirely in that section. Hence, if 
the Forest Service were to deny access to Forest Service land, the mine could still be 
built- only now it would be entirely on private land. This may actually not be in the 
best interests of the community.

Individual

1689 1 The US Forest Service should be protecting our lands and maintaining them for 
public use - not giving into private (oversees) corporations who want to destroy the 
beauty of our nation for their own profit.

Individual

1707 4 The scope of Augusta Resource Corporation's project is staggering considering the 
present pristine nature of the Rosemont area of the Santa Rita Mountains. According 
to Augusta's Mine Plan of Operations (MPO), the footprint or project disturbance 
area of the operation will exceed 4,400 acres. The open pit, itself, the MPO states, 
"will be about 6,500 feet (1.23 miles) across north to south, 6,000 feet (1.14 miles) 
across east to west, and will be about 1,800 to 2,900 (.55 miles) deep… the pit area 
totals about 700 acres and an additional 300 acres will be disturbed for access/haul 
roads, ore stockpiles, the primary crusher and overland conveyor, power lines, water 
pipelines, truck stop, and storage of fuel and lubricants." 

To help you visulize the size of this open pit in comparison to Green Valley, imagine 
a 2,900 foot deep hole in the ground reaching from Abrego Drive on the east to the 
West Desert Preserve on the west; and from Esperanza Boulevard on the north to 
Continental Road on the south.

Organization

1708 2 Arizona Senate President Tim Bee and Reps. Jonathan Paton and Marian McClure, 
all of District 30, are concerned about how the operation could impact the land, 
residents of the surrounding property.

Organization

1719 1 I am not in favor of Rosemont using Federal and State Land for tailings and Rock 
dumping

Individual
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1836 6 We are land owners, pay our taxes, and this will take away our agriculture.Individual

1850 4 National Forest land should not be used as a dumping ground for the waste rock 
material. That is totally against the correct use of National Forest usage.

Individual

1901 1 I am particularly concerned about the impact of mining on the land.Individual

1922 15 How will the CNF explain to the American public who owns these lands that they 
are less important than a Canadian mining company that has never run a mine?

Individual

1926 8 The proposed mine doesn't have enough land of their own for the complete operation 
of a mine. I don't feel they should use forest services land as a dump.

Individual

1940 1 I object to the use of federal land which Rosemont needs to extract natural resources.Individual

1948 4 I am concerned about using unpatented land for waste (tailings) and buildingIndividual

1972 6 If developers want to develop on private land, that's their perogative provided 
regulations are abided by.  However, not one inch of federal or state lands will be 
used for this project.

Individual

1980 6 Dump site on mational forrest land - big concern. Its our national property and 
heritage to leave children and grandchildren for years to come-shouldn't be 
polluted!!  Look at the mine already here- that awful landmark!!!

Individual

1982 2 Most of the mine pit is planned to be on "private" land. The us public owns the 
Forest System lands which you manage for the citizens of the US. Do NOT allow the 
mine to destroy the natural plants and animal habitiats by covering large area of 
OUR land with tailings and waste rock.

Individual

1982 3 Most of the mine pit is planned to be on "private" land. The us public owns the 
Forest System lands which you manage for the citizens of the US. Do NOT allow the 
mine to destroy the natural plants and animal habitiats by covering large area of 
OUR land with tailings and waste rock.

Individual

1991 1 This is not an appropriate use of state landIndividual

2106 9 I have already touched on the subject of the required smelter, the nearest of which is 
many miles from the proposed Rosemont area. Where would the resulting slag piles, 
which become a permanent part of the landscape,be situated.

Individual

2108 2 As this is such an excellent preserve so close to a metropolitan area, I feel the 
preservation and personal experience opportunities are by far the higher value use.

Individual

2120 1 I have also seen the destruction that a mining operation can bring to an area first 
hand. The areas that I have seen raped by mining, did not hold much in the way of 
beauty. The Santa Ritas are a special place and need to be off limits to an commercial 
use.

Individual

2125 2 Copper must be produced somewhere but our public lands have value beyond the 
commoditites that can be extracted from them.

Individual

2130 3 Please help the local communities in any way possible to save the scenic Santa Rita 
mountains from this proposed 3rd to 4th largest open pit copper mine in the U.S. A 
hole one mile in diameter and a half mile deep.

Individual
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2130 5 There is far better public use of this land.Individual

2136 1 I always thought that our National forests were for the enjoyment of the taxpayers. 
Apparently, I am wrong. The Coronado National Forest will become a dumping site 
of waste rock and tailings.

Individual

2160 3 National Forest Service property belongs to the citizens of the US, not to be 
exploited for the use of this ill concieved project.

Individual

2179 3 I don’t believe we need another open-pit mine that will cause problems that money 
can not fix.

Individual

2182 7 The suburbs of a million person community is no place for a mile wide open-pit 
copper mine, especially if public lands are used for the project.

Individual

2188 5 and the beauty of the area belong to all of us as citizens, not to a foreign company.Individual

2209 19 The Forest Plan for the Coronado National Forest mandates the best use for lands in 
the public domain. There are clearly far better uses for this land. Namely the use that 
is currently in place and protected.

Individual

2210 1 There is absolutely NO valid justification for any new mine activity in Arizona…Individual

2262 11 This mine would be such a horrible thing for all of these reasons but mainly for the 
fact that we cannot destroy or last bits of beautiful accessible lands in southern 
Arizona!

Individual

2265 26 Will the Forest Service make sure that the current ridgeline, behind the Rosemont 
mine would be hidden from the Santa Cruz valley view, will be protected and not 
destroyed by any work on the eastern side?

Individual

2276 8 Look at the history of mining, and mining in S.E. Arizona in particular. I understand 
that this area is not pristine, but it should be kept for public use.

Individual

2283 7 This all needs to be addressed as to the fact that the mines are located right smack in 
the middle of a growing community, and there is not one mine, but multiple 
mines!!!!!!!!!

Individual

2284 26 A group of us visited the area recently and were told by subcontractors of Augusta 
Resources that there is no traspassing, that it is private land. The land they were on 
was clearly national forest land. Does Augusta Resources have a right to stop the 
public from enjoying this land? Many people travel to Gunsight Pass daily. Augusta 
is already constructing new roads, putting up fences and other obstacles to prevent 
access. Is this legal? THIS IS OUR LAND!

Individual

2288 13 The Rosemont Mine is in direct conflict with local residential and commercial 
development (Passages of Tucson and residential development along Hwy 83 being a 
prime examples).

Individual

2290 11 Reasons for opposing this mine:
We all ready have a huge mine (ASARCO) mine in Sahuarita/Green Valley. The 
argument the company is making, that the copper is needed, is false and by itself not 
a justification for ruining such a precious area.

Individual
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2298 1 We moved into southern Arizona in appreciation of it's rural, quiet natural beauty, 
which does not include an opne pit copper mine off of highway 83 on public land.

Individual

2306 3 The National Forest would be better used for hiking, wild life habitat, enjoying its 
beauty than for mining. Other, less scenic areas can be mined, not the most scenic.

Individual

2318 3 The proximity of residential areas to the mine site is especially troubling.Individual

2340 3 An early morning drive on backroads from Hwy 83 over Gunsight Pass is almost a 
religious experience. We have enjoyed this trail on numerous occasions and shutter 
at the thought of anyone digging an open pit mine in the middle of such a 
undeveloped area. Just the thought borders on criminal.

Individual

2354 13 In this case, mining in the Santa Ritas may be your idea of good land management, 
but it surely is not ours. It is a terrible idea. We would hope that in the future, should 
you come up with any more bright ideas on how to ruin a beautiful area such as 
Rosemont and its surroundings, that you put them away quietly before bringing them 
to the light of day.

Individual

2362 5 I have ridden horseback patrol for the Forest Service concentrating my time in 
Rosemont Junction. There are many uses for this beautiful country and mining 
should not be one of them.

Individual

2364 13 From the maps presented at the Elgin Forum, it appears that most (if not all) of the 
actual open pit will be on private land and most (if not all) of the tailings would be 
dumped on public National Forest land. It don't think it is appropriate for our federal 
forests to be used as a dumping grounds for private waste materials.

Individual

2368 2 The public land that is at risk must be kept available for the public.Individual

2369 3 This is a National Forest a National Treasure For my family to use and enjoy, if it is 
lost where am I to go, and is this what the people that deemed it a National Forest 
had in mind?

Individual

2374 1 I always thought that our National forests were for the enjoyment of the taxpayers. 
Apparently, I am wrong. The Coronado National Forest will become a dumping site 
of waste rock and tailings.

Individual

2381 18 One of the objections to Augusta mining plan is the large open pit, which the public 
finds offensive, especially in a recreation area such as the Northern Santa Ritas. 
It would be my suggestion that all of the parties involved look at a different approach 
to mining, one which might be acceptable to Augusta and the public alike.

Individual

2385 8 Augusta had talked of and done exploration on the west slope of the Santa Rita 
Mountains (west of the proposed site). If a permit is issued they should be precluded 
from spilling over to the west with mining activities, other than their road and utility 
access.

Individual

2387 9 To destroy this huge forest area now enjoyed by the public would be an 
inconceivable decision by the Forest Service. This forest belongs to the nation and 
its people and should not benefit a mining company owned by foreigners who then 
will sell the products to another foreign country.

Individual
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2392 13 From the maps presented at the Elgin Forum, it appears that most (if not all) of the 
actual open pit will be on private land and most (if not all) of the tailings would be 
dumped on public National Forest land. It don't think it is appropriate for our federal 
forests to be used as a dumping grounds for private waste materials.

Individual

2401 7 Why should we allow the Forest to be used as a waste dump?Individual

2419 3 Federal land should not be desecrated with mine tailings!Individual

2427 3 I realize that national forests are designated a multi-use areas, but mining- especially 
a huge open pit mine in the Santa Ritas in wrong.

Individual

2436 3 It fits with one of the original puposes for the US Forest Service- providing multiple 
uses for our public lands.

Individual

2451 3 I also insist that the Forest Service conduct a validity exam on all mining claims 
Augusta wants to use for their mine waste, tailings and other facilities. Unless these 
claims are valid, Augusta had no real legal right to use our public land for their dump.

Individual

2453 5 The mine will be located in an area well outside the city of Tucson on National 
Forest, BLM, State and private lands. The AZ DEQ, US EPA and Corps. Of 
Engineers will "monitor it to death" to make sure permit requirements are met.

Individual

2453 8 A smart "post mine land use" will return the lands affected to an equal or higher 
production of surface uses.

Individual

2453 13 Rosemont should not be a victim of prevailing environmental extremest policy that 
"surface resources no matter how poor should trump mineral values no matter how 
great." The minerals wined are important ingredients into those individual's cell 
phones, computers, BMW's, etc. If it is determined that Rosemont is a poor risk, it 
should be done on good science, national security, economics and other objective 
factors. It's easy to be a "NIMBY" and say "Tucson doesn't need Rosemont." It 
would take a lot of industry (which also has impacts to the environment) to replace 
the economic value of Rosemont. Every cm2 of NF lands has surface values, 
(illegible) values and intrinsic values. Mining and related activities are "multiple use" 
activities, just as any other use. Since wilderness and other withdrawn areas (like the 
~2600ac of cave, etc W/D), the mine should be evaluated as LEGITIMATE multiple 
use purpose worthy of equal consideration land surface resource value.

Individual

2468 22 One more important concern is that I feel the Forest Service should conduct a 
validity exam on all mining claims that Augusta wants to use for their mine waste, 
tailing and other facilities. I do not feel they should be allowed to use our public 
lands for dumps!

Individual
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2470 32 6]Augusta needs to be more forthcoming with what is the true scope of this project. 
Augusta continues to acquire property, and explore for minerals in proximity to it's 
intended mining area. Will this project become a mining complex, with several pits, 
and possibly underground mining? Is this just a foot in the door for a much larger 
undertaking? How can an accurate EIS be formed without knowing the full extent of 
Augusta Resources'  intentions? Can we trust Augusta's numbers on the economic 
viability of this project? Is Augusta's use of the mining claims as a dump site, not as 
a resource,legitimate use of forest lands? In 20 years this mine may be gone, but the 
ways it will nave changed the Santa Rita Mts and surrounding area will not. To bury 
our U.S. Forest Lands under rubble, spoil our air, water, and wild-life habitat so that 
a foreign mining company might show a profit is NOT what I call "highest use."

Individual

2470 35 6]Augusta needs to be more forthcoming with what is the true scope of this project. 
Augusta continues to acquire property, and explore for minerals in proximity to it's 
intended mining area. Will this project become a mining complex, with several pits, 
and possibly underground mining? Is this just a foot in the door for a much larger 
undertaking? How can an accurate EIS be formed without knowing the full extent of 
Augusta Resources'  intentions? Can we trust Augusta's numbers on the economic 
viability of this project? Is Augusta's use of the mining claims as a dump site, not as 
a resource,legitimate use of forest lands? In 20 years this mine may be gone, but the 
ways it will nave changed the Santa Rita Mts and surrounding area will not. To bury 
our U.S. Forest Lands under rubble, spoil our air, water, and wild-life habitat so that 
a foreign mining company might show a profit is NOT what I call "highest use."

Individual

2470 37 6]Augusta needs to be more forthcoming with what is the true scope of this project. 
Augusta continues to acquire property, and explore for minerals in proximity to it's 
intended mining area. Will this project become a mining complex, with several pits, 
and possibly underground mining? Is this just a foot in the door for a much larger 
undertaking? How can an accurate EIS be formed without knowing the full extent of 
Augusta Resources'  intentions? Can we trust Augusta's numbers on the economic 
viability of this project? Is Augusta's use of the mining claims as a dump site, not as 
a resource,legitimate use of forest lands? In 20 years this mine may be gone, but the 
ways it will nave changed the Santa Rita Mts and surrounding area will not. To bury 
our U.S. Forest Lands under rubble, spoil our air, water, and wild-life habitat so that 
a foreign mining company might show a profit is NOT what I call "highest use."

Individual

2484 8 My opposition is based on the following objections:
There can be no justification - no number of promised jobs which are transitory at 
best, no amount of empty promises of environmental stewardship, no imagined 
influx of money to the local economy - for allowing Augusta Resource to use and 
abuse the lands that belong to all the people of the United States.

Individual

2488 1 I'am interested in the Rosemont Copper Project, Because I know that Public Land  
should be open to the Public.

Individual

2503 4 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.

Individual
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2592 7 The MPO should have a map of residential land within 10 miles of the proposed 
project area.

Individual

2592 9 There is approximately six times more undeveloped federal land (administered by 
USFS and BLM) needed for the project that thee is private patented land. 
Alternatives need to be considered to reduce the amount of undeveloped federal land 
used by the project.

Individual

2592 10 The USFS needs to evaluate the most beneficial use of USFS lands in the context of 
the Coronado National Forest Plan and the increased demand for recreation and open 
space required to maintain a health ecosystem in the face of impinging residential 
development.

Individual

2592 12 The mining history of the project area is short and discontinuous, being last active in 
1951. Therefore, the traditional use of federal land in the project area is not mining. 
since 1951 the federal land in the project area has provided ecological and 
recreational resource value to the residents and visitors of Tucson and Pima County.

Individual

2592 13 Because the proposed project would be a new mine, not an extension to an existing 
active mine, the USFS needs to consider the aesthetic and economic values of the 
traditional land use (habitat, recreation, open space) and evaluate the long term 
benefits and disadvantages of the proposed project.

Individual

2592 14 Alternatives that maintain the current use and values of the federal land should be 
identified with a spectrum of stake holders and carefully evaluated.

Individual

2592 28 The EIS should evaluate the costs and benefits of various alternative land uses versus 
the proposed project. For example, evaluate mine development versus preservation 
of open space to foster sustainable industries, such as experiential tourism, possible 
with the unique setting, flora, and fauna of the Sonoita grasslands.

Individual

2592 29 The majority of the disturbed land under the proposed project is USFS land on 
which multiple land uses are currently enjoyed by local residents and visitors to Pima 
County. To be equitable to all users and neighbors of the Coronado National Forest, 
USFS needs consider alternatives based on the highest valued use of the land in the 
context of the community and ecological systems within which it is currently 
embedded and enjoyed. Preserving the current land uses and character of the area 
may present greater long-term value to the region than does a short-term, high-
impact mining venture.

Individual

2592 74 The propose project will severly impact to the 3,330 acres of public land to be used 
for waste storage and mineral processing.  To understand the tradeoffs for allowing 
the proposed project, the EIS should quantify the types of land use scenarios.  The 
information so generated will aid decision makers by providing them data on the 
number of impacted parties and the land uses that will be sacrificed.

Individual

2593 11 The multiple use mandate of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 
(FLPMA) requires the "management of the public lands and their various resource 
values so that they are utilized in the combination that would best meet the present 
and future needs of the American people." Augusta Resources/Rosemont Copper is 
proposing to remove over 3,000 acres of public land from public use during the mine 
life. This proposal is in direct conflict with FLPMA, and the EIS must consider how 
this project is consistent with the goals, objectives and purposes of the National 
Forest system.

Organization
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2593 16 The National Forest Management Act of 1976 notes that "the management of the 
Nation's renewable resources is highly complex and the uses, demand for, and supply 
of the various resources are subject to change over time." The population of 
Southern Arizona is growing quickly. Pima County currently supports over  1 
million people, and that figure is expected to double in the next 50 years according 
to the Pima Association of Governments. This population depends of the Coronado 
National Forest lands for a host of ecosystem goods and services, and these lands 
and resources will become even more important as the population grows.

Organization

2593 20 The EIS should analyze how the uses, demand for, and supply of the various 
resources provided by the Santa Ritas have changed over time, and what the best 
uses of those lands are today.

Organization

2593 66 LAND USES & IMPACTS TO CURRENT USES
The proposed mine would use public lands as a permanent storage location for the 
waste and toxic materials from a project located on their private land. This raises at 
least two questions:
-Has this type of use of federal land been approved in the past?
-If so, were the conditions the same, namely a private land owner using public lands 
for their permanent waste dump?

Organization

2593 70 The mine would cause many land disturbances, including loss of recreational land, 
loss of wildlife habitat and corridors, loss of open space, and viewsheds.

Organization

2596 2 The Tucson Orienteering Club, Limited, believes the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project would have negative impacts to Club activities in the following area:
Compatibility with other land uses.

Individual

2602 2 I feel it is short sighted to excavate in the Santa Ritas for numerous reasons.Individual

2604 6 Using USFS land for tailings slopes only - the 1872 U.S. Mining law gives the right 
to mine materials from federal lands without paying for it, but does it allow for the 
use of Federal lands for dumping of overburden and waste material from the milling 
process while mining off of private patent land.

Individual

2605 5 Protecting and preserving out national forests are the only ways to guarantee they 
will be available for future generations to admire.

Individual

2620 11 Fact: It is U.S. Forest Service's duty and responsibility to act in favor of what's the 
best use of the Coronado National Forest, and that means use by the general public 
and not a destructive, disruptive foreign owned mining project

Business

2622 9 This is public land and is being used by citizens and visitors to enjoy.Individual

2624 3 If Rosemont was limited to their 995 acres for their entire project, there would be 
little we could do about it. But to let them mess up about 4,000 acres of our scenic 
forest land would be a crime.

Individual

2625 32 All the conservation and land-use plans enacted by city and county governments 
need to be adhered to.

Individual

2626 4 Natural areas should be preserved for future generations.Individual

2632 2 This is my land, public land and the forest service is supposed to conserve and 
protect it for ME.

Individual
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2632 4 Don't ruin my state, Arizona, any more than it has already been damaged.Individual

2634 17 The U.S. Forest Service is the steward of our public landsBusiness

2634 19 Not every copper deposit needs to be turned over to corporations seeking profit-
especially those deposits which are in environmentally sensitive areas or drought 
prone deserts.

Business

2640 10 The issues that are crucial to all the inhabitants of the area include: proximity to a 
major population area

Individual

2640 17 Mining on this site is clearly inappropriate and irrevocably damaging.Individual

2648 6 Given all the other active likely potential mining activity in Southern Pima CountyIndividual

2662 4 They have installed new cattle guards and gates, which will be locked, I am sure, 
impeding our free use of the Forest.  If the mining continues, we as Arizonans will 
not have free use of the Forest.  If the mining continues, we as Arizonan will not 
have free use of the Forest as we did prior to the "exploration" efforts of Augusta.

Individual

2673 6 It is our understanding the actual mine and location of the minerals to be exacted for 
the proposed Rosemont Copper Project are located all or for the most part on private 
property and not on US Forest Service land. However the huge amount of 
overburden and waste materials from the open pit are intended to be deposited on 
government owned and/or managed lands.

Individual

2677 14 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Is the Forest required to allow this one use - a mining operation, with associated ore-
processing plant, tailings, waste rock and leach facilities, new roads, ore 
transportation systems, and test reclamation plots - if it will exclude all other forest 
uses? Because of the surface disturbance, allowing the use of Forest land for this 
mine will eliminate all other legitimate use of this Forest land.

Government

2677 46 We fear that the Coronado National Forest will no longer accept the northern portion 
of the Santa Rita Mountains as a functioning ecosystem management area and will 
seek to dispose of the whole portion of the range north of Box Canyon. The Forest 
could not possibly be expected to manage the fringes of this habitat, with the heart 
extracted.

Government

2677 70 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-State Trust Land north of Las Cienegas NCA is part of the Sonoita Valley 
Acquisition Planning District and may be given protected status in the State Land 
Initiative. This land and its wildlife could be adverely impacted by the mine.

Government

2683 5 While the pit for this mine would be on private property, the tailings and other waste 
from the mine would be dumped on a pristine part of the Coronado National Forest, 
land held in trust for the public at large, not for the commercial ventures of a few.

Individual

2683 11 While Augusta has said they would reclaim the land,They make no guarantees, and 
once the operation is completed, the land will be a wasteland for all foreseeable time.

Individual
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2683 48  the August corporation has been allowed to fence off public lands and access roads; 
until recently people have had no say in a matter that will drastically change their 
lives.

Individual

2687 3 I also don't see how any mining company can legally dump waste on public lands 
that is slated for all to enjoy

Individual

2689 1 The USFS must reject Augusta's request for 4,000 acres of public forest landIndividual

2689 8 All the major local and regional political entities (including Pima County, Santa 
Cruz County, City of Tucson, Patagoina, Vail, Sahuarita and congress people 
Grijalwa and Giffords) oppose the mine due to negative impacts on multiple use of 
the forrest

Individual

2698 5 This places the Rosemont site in what should be described as Tucson's "green belt" 
an area which should be largely preserved as parkland

Business

2708 4 I urge you not to give your permission to dump their tailings on Forest Service land 
that belongs to all of us.

Individual

2711 21 One has only to travel west on Sahuarita rd, West of Wentworth, to see a barren, 
mand made, "reclaimed " tailings" mesa" extending for miles on the horizon. This 
serves as a daily reminder of how we have failed to adequately appreciate the 
environmental impacts of our land use policy.

Individual

2721 13 Mine Denial – What happens to the land if the mine is denied? One likely possibility 
is that the approximately 2,000 acres of private land will be turned into housing 
developments of some type.

Individual

2722 4 If there ever was an area that should be conserved for the benefit of the pubic, this is 
it.

Individual

2724 1 These lands have greater value as wildlife habitat, migration corridors, recreation 
lands, open space, and watershed protection than as an open pit mine.

Individual

2724 2 Increasing population in Southern Arizona is already putting more pressure on our 
public lands without adding the threats of mining as well.

Individual

2724 4 The Coronado National Forest (CNF) is public, multiple use land. Areas of this need 
to be set aside for recreational activites

Individual

2724 59 With the outdated 1872 mining laws still in place an estimated 230,000 acres of 
public land in Arizona have alread been sold to private interests for $2.50 or $5.00 
per acre.

Individual

2726 5 This places the Rosemont site in what should be described as Tucson's "green belt" - 
an area which should be largely preserved as parkland.

Business

2727 13 In the mine proposal there are no overarching public benefits justifying the very 
costly known and unforseen negative consequences including the debris and tailings 
left on public land.

Individual

2736 45 How will power lines and easements impact public and private land?Government
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2738 10 These are just a few of the many legitimate concerns about this project.  The decision 
about the mine is not simply about additional development in the region.  It is 
something qualitatively different, which would make the area much less desirable for 
most residents and other users and may even ruin it for some.

Individual

2768 11 See also attached court casesIndividual

3838 2 The idea of allowing them to degrade these beautiful recreational lands by dumping 
tailings on the adjacent Coronado National Forest lands is an affront and a flagrant 
abuse of these scenic public lands surrounding the proposed Rosemont Ranch 
mining operations.

Organization

5012 4 WHY MINE HERE?  
-These lands have greater value as open space than as an open pit mine,

Organization

5012 6 WHY MINE HERE?  
-Increasing population in Southern Arizona is already putting more pressure on our 
public lands without adding the threats of mining as well.

Organization

6748 6 And the best interests and the interests that the Forest Service is supposed to look out 
for is the best use.  The best use of this property has already been established.  We 
see it every day, it's the grass.  The grass in Rosemont Ranch right now is sustaining 
cattle.

Individual

6786 1 As a Vail resident for the last 13 years, and a Pima County citizen since 1959, I have 
seen the negative effects of the open pit copper mining west of green valley, and it's 
not pretty.  And we don't need it on the east side of the Santa Ritas.

Individual

6805 1 How much land does Rosemont actually own, lease, or want? From an article in the 
Arizona Daily Star date 10-13-07, the copper mine will be built on the Rosemont 
Ranch, a 20,000 acre ranch about 30 miles south of Tucson. An article from1-24-08 
in a Tucson weekly says: Augusta has been snatching up properties around 
Rosemont Valley in the Santa Rita Mountains and currently owns 18 separate 
parcels, including leased government land, totaling 30,000 acres.

From an article in the Arizona Daily Star dated 3-13-2008, the 4,755-acre Rosemont 
Copper project would be built on 995 acres of private land, 3,670 acres of national 
forest, 15 acres of land administered by the BLM, and 75 acres of state trust land.

From an article in the World Mining Stocks from September of 2007, Gil Clausen, 
president and CEO of Augusta Resources, noted that: Although developing 
Rosemont is the company's primary focus, three other properties in Augusta's 
landholdings offered opportunities for further exploration. These properties are the 
Pete Elgin, Broadtop Butte, and Copper World prospects. The article makes it clear 
that Augusta has no intentions of stopping with the Rosemont mine. Rosemont may 
be where they mean to start, but it looks like they intend to pursue several future 
mines along the Sonoita/Patagonia scenic route and one on the west side of the Santa 
Ritas, which will be visible from Green Valley. 

Augusta is not making it clear to the public what their future intentions are in the 
Santa Ritas, nor can a cumulative effect of exploiting all these deposits be considered.

Individual

6809 5 Open pit copper mines do not belong in populated areas.Individual
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6837 1 Basically, I wanted to bring people kind of a historical perspective on this proposed 
project. This is not a pristine wilderness area. This area has been mined for well over 
a hundred years. It's honeycombed with small little independent historic mines 
throughout the state.

Before Augusta, it was owned by Asarco. Before Asarco, it was Anamax. This is a 
major copper deposit. I'm sorry, but you can only mine copper where God put the 
copper. If you want a copper mine in Chile, that's fine too; we can import the copper 
that we need. But you can only pu a copper mine where there's copper. And, I'm 
sorry, but the Santa Ritas have copper. That's what's brought the miners there in the 
first place over a hundred years ago.

Individual

6850 3 But interestingly, a growing number of people are increasingly, unfortunately, 
ignorant of the value of copper and what it means, frankly, to live close to the land. 
Ironically though, the influx of residents means that more foothills and valleys are 
being covered up by urban infrastructure, thus reducing the inventory of 
prospectable land.

New building constructino is consuming resources, increasing the demand for new 
copper deposits, but simultaneously limiting the conditions necessary to discover 
them. Basically making the copper deposit a new endangered species and copper's 
soaring market price reflects this demand and scarcity.

Individual

6850 4  But copper does have measurable value in term of the minerals they contain, and 
many deposits, such as the Rosemont deposit, can hold their own best land uses, 
which that creates other uses for other people, such as housing or recreation, 
wilderness sites, and farming and so forth, and private landowners and 
representatives of state and federal land do a remarkable job of balancing these jobs.

Individual

6853 3 I brought along some aerial photos, but you couldn't see them, to compare the size of 
this with the Twin Buttes. Now, I've been told that Twin Buttes is an ancient mine, 
but the green is the footprint of the mine and the white is the size of the tailings and 
the dump and everything else. You can fit this little circle in there about nine times. 
That's what I think is going to happen to that little valley.

Individual

6859 6 You can see the current proposal for the mine site and its facilities is twice the size 
of the Rancho Sahuarita development. Rosemont officials have stated publicly that 
they plan to explore other ore bodies in the Santa Ritas. What will be left of our 
mountains?

Individual

6860 2 I assume with this mine, if they can find any more copper in the future, that mine 
might extend from Vail all the way to Sonoita, you know, what's going to stop them?

Individual

6869 10 Here are some of the endangered who I think in the future, if this mine comes, will 
be called the disappeared. The archaeological sites in the area, the American Indian 
graves -- they're supposed to be protected by the American Indian Graves and 
Protection Act -- Indian holy sites, all the birds, animals, fish and plants. The 
tourists, they will be endangered too, you know, they won't come. The observatory, 
which will be endangered by the light and the dust. And the humans, we are all 
endangered, and the water and the land, and the air.

Individual
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6879 23 Since, whether lands are public or not, does not seem to hinder the mining industry 
or apparently, our State and Federal governments, there is very little protection 
available to people who have committed resources to settling in this area.

Individual

6881 16 Military Pilot Training Impacts

The staff report raises a potential issue regarding the possibility of this mine 
interfering with military training operations.  The area proposed for the Rosemont  
Copper Mine is within a low-level military air-training route that spans an area from 
the Las Cienegas National Conservation Area to the Buenos Aires National Wildlife 
Refuge.  The attached graphic represents the military air training routes.  Notably, 
one of the routes crosses the Santa Rita Mountains just north of the Rosemont ore 
deposit.  The proposed mine by Augusta Resources represents a potential 
encroachment into the low-level pilot trainig routes in our area.  Two aspects of the 
mine can affect the training routes:  the first are physical encroachments, such as the 
power poles which would be constructed over the crest of the Santa Rita Mountains 
to bring electricity to the site.  Second, the military may be even more concerned 
with radio communication bandwidth encroachments.  Radio transmissions or other 
electronic devices, which might direct the flow of electricity, water or ore slurry 
might have the potential to interfere with bandwidths and communication systems 
currently used by the military.  The Forest Service should consult with the Defense 
Department to investigate these potential impacts.

Government

6901 19 There is no doubt that mining, leaching, dumping, stockpiling, and other activities 
associated with mineral extraction are not compatible with conservation of 
biologically-rich lands.  The Tucson community has repeatedly supported 
conservation of such lands, including those in the project area.

Organization
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6901 21 The EIS should fully outline the impacts to the biologically-important lands present 
withing the project area boundaries.  The entire project area lies withing Pima 
County's Conservation Lands System (CLS), as designated by the nationally 
recognized Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan (SDCP).  The CLS consistes of seven 
land designation categories, each of which has unique allowable uses and mitigation 
requirements.  Three of these land categories are present in the project area: 
Important Riparian Area, Biological Core Management Area, and Multiple Use 
Management Area.  In addition, the project is adjacent to a fourth category, Critical 
Landscape Connection.  These land categories are defined as follows (paraphrased 
from Pima County Draft Multi-Species Conservation Plan 2006):

Important Riparian Area (IRA) - characterized by hydro-riparian, meso-riparin, and 
xero-riparian biological communities that are valued for their higher water 
availability, vegetation density, and biological productivity.  Includes the associated 
upland areas that provide a framework for linkages and landscape connections.  At 
least 95 percent of the total acreage of land withing IRAs shall be conserved in a  
natural and undisturbed condition.  Every effort should be made to protect, restore, 
and enhance the structure and functions of IRAs.

Biological Core Management Area - characterized by the potential to support high 
value habitat for five or more priority vulnerable species as identified in the SDCP.  
At least 80 percent of the total acreage of lands withing this designation shall be 
conserved as undisturbed natural open space, with mitigation required at a 4:1 ratio.

Multiple Use Management Area - characterized by the potential to support high 
value habitat for three or more priority vulnerable species as identifed in the SDCP. 
At least 66 2/3 percent of the total acreage of lands within this designation shall be 
conserved as undisturbed natural open space, with mitigation required at a 2:1 ratio.

Critical Landscape Connection - areas that provide connectivity for movement of 
native biological resources, but which also contain potential or existing barriers that 
tend to isolate major conservation areas.  Land use changes in these area should 
protect existing biological linkages and barriers to the movement of native fauna and 
pollination of native flora across and through the landscape should be removed.  
Fragmented corridors of native biological communities should also be restored.

The project area also contains "Special Elements" that Pima County has committed 
to conserve, including springs, limestone outcrops, intermittent streams, oak/grass 
ecotone, mesquite, and un-incised floodplain.

Organization

6919 8 How can you justify the use of 21,000 acres of forest land for mining and tailings in 
the Santa Rita Mountains?  How can you justify the tearing up of 4000 acres for 
mining operations?

Individual

6934 1 I urge you to rethink allowing the proposed copper mine to continue in the pristine 
Santa Rita Mtns.  We must think of the long term consequences to our public lands 
and the effect this mine would have on them.    And don't forget about our children's 
children…don't they deserve open spaces too??

Individual
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6936 2 The project area occurs entirely within the County's Conservation Lands System, 
including the specific designations of Important Riparian Area, Biological Core 
Management Area, and Multiple Use Management Area.  As well, this land contains 
"Special Elements" that Pima County has committed to conserve: springs, limestone 
outcrops, intermittent streams, oak/grass ecotone, mesquite, and un-incised 
floodplain.  It is paramount that impacts to these biologically important lands be 
fully considered in the EIS.

Organization

6947 2 This land is intended to be preserved in its natural state to provide all U.S. citizens 
the ability to enjoy its natural beauty while providing natural habitat for wildlife.

Individual

6953 2 I believe that mining creates jobs and makes use of the lands resources.Individual

6955 2 You're certainly aware that copper mining essentially destroys the environment in the 
vicinity of the project, and is utterly incompatible with other uses of the land not just 
at the mining site, but for miles in every direction.

Individual

6956 2 You're certainly aware that copper mining essentially destroys the environment in the 
vicinity of the project, and is utterly incompatible with other uses of the land not just 
at the mining site, but for miles in every direction.

Individual

6957 10 4.  What is the economic tradeoff when comparing Rosemont's proposed usage of 
Forest Service lands versus that of your agency's stated mission of managing the 
lands for multi use?  Have you calculated the benefits that derive from maintaining 
that land for recreational purposes?  Does it matter whether these benefits accrue to 
your agency or to taxpayers in general?  Isn't there a benefit each and every time one 
of us citizens visits Forest Service lands for recreational pursuits?  Would these 
benefits be lost if the land were being used by Rosemont?  Aren't these benefits that 
derive from recreational purposes likely to continue forever?  Wouldn't whatever 
benefits that derive from using the land for Rosemont's purposes be only for the 
short term?

Individual

6992 6 5) I have hiked and mountain biked in the Rosemont area for 15 years.  It is a high 
mountain scenic area that should remain as it is.

Individual

6996 3 3.  The land is part of Coronado National Forest that has been preserved for the 
enjoyment of citizens of the United States of America.

Individual

7008 12 The forest land is designated for multiple uses.  The Forest Service does not have to 
grant a permit to Augusta to mine this land.  I think the economic value of this land 
for other uses is well supported and can override the argument that using this land 
for copper mining is essential to boosting the economy of this region.  Multiple-use 
becomes single use of this land, and a foreign-owned company wants to take it away 
from us.

Individual

7009 3 in response to the environmental concerns.  Mining the  last century is the cause for 
concern.  Today mining operations are more technologically advanced.  the mining 
companies must be stewards of the land in order to continue mining.  I believe that 
more environmental damage has been done by all the housing developments in the 
corona del Tucson, Vail and Rita ranch roads and no one complained about that.

Individual
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7014 2 This is an unwise use of Tucson's natural areas considering that we the residents 
have directed ( through agreements such as The Sonoran Conservation Plan ) the 
future of our million plus community toward sophisticated pursuits such as space, 
optical and medical science. Also our reputation as a resort and retirement 
destination would be damaged thanks to a proposal such as this mine.

Individual

7028 2 The greater value of this beautiful area should be for it to remain for public use as it 
was intended and not for the profit of foreigners.

Business

7030 5 *Not acceptable when we cannot get State Land for a park to allow it to be used for a 
pipeline for the proposed mine.

Individual

7048 14 Isn't the Forest Service supposed to manage these lands for multiple use?  How does 
this mine comply with that requirement?

Individual

7075 2 Property rights are certainly subject to great controversy, but a land swap 
could/should be conducted through the State land trust for other less detrimental 
areas of interest.

Individual

7083 12 the Forest Service prides itself on multiple use. How does this mine comply with that 
requirement?

Individual

7102 9 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others:
1) Use of groundwater,
2) Potential for groundwater contamination / containment dam / etc,
3) Safety concerns for heavy commercial truck use of State Highway 83, (wide load, 
bus stops, Undersized road, mine traffic, etc
4) Containment of tailings, especially due to the heavy winds that are in this area in 
Spring, Fall, and Winter,
5) Cumulative impact of Proposed Mine since there are other Proposed Mines in the 
area (Cal-Port, Seel, and Andrada),
6) Loss of Tourism,
7) Wildfire corridor issues / contradiction of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan,

Individual

7102 26 I hereby request a 'No Action' decision by the Forest Service for this Project due to 
the (1) Points made by the document made in the June 23, 2008 handout at the 
Augusta Shareholders meeting, it seems that they have no confidence in the project, 
(2) the incompatibility of this Project on FS land vs. the FS mission, (3) the 
cumulative effects that this action would have on the Davidson Canyon / Cienega 
Creek, and Watershed, (4) Safety Issues, (5) cumulative effects due to three other 
mines Proposals in the general area (Cal - Portland, Andrada, and Seel on BLM/ 
AZSLD), (6) Scoping flaws, and (7) the lack of a Public Hearing in the Vail / 
Corona areas.

Individual

7110 21 Retaining Multi Use of Forest Land:
This defies common sense. Who will use the few acres left to the public during the 
life of the mine, and who will want to use it after the mine closure with its barren 
ugliness?
This 4,000 acres of public land will be lost forever.

Individual

7114 9 *Could this area be kept in 'strategic reserve' for future use when all other mines 
have been 'remined' and other copper recycled?

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 25 of 35



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Land Use

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7129 11 b. Taking of Forest land
I protest the U.S. government to subject public land resources to destruction that is 
effectively permanent, and will make the land unusable to recreation. If they wish to 
make public land wasteland, they should buy an equvalent contiguous parcel of 
private land that is adjacent to public land and convey it to the United States.

Individual

7134 38 The Forest Service must also ensure that the DEIS presents an analysis of the direct, 
indirect and cumulative social effects that may result from the proposed action and 
all of the alternatives, including the no action alternative. We are particularly 
interested in the analysis of the social impacts on Sahuarita, but note that there are 
many other potentially impacted communities. A number of these communities, 
including our own, have large numbers of retired persons who specifically chose to 
live in this area because of the high quality of life and particular amenities, such as 
recreation, clear skies and wide open spaces.

Business

7137 1 The rosemont area is classified as Pima County Riparian Habitat under Pima County 
Ordinance 2005-FC2 16.30 and was in conjunction with the Federal Government. 
How is it Rosemont feels they don't have to comply with the Ordinance. I have found 
statements in the federa; regulations that the proposed mine is supposed to be 
constrained by all Federal, State and local regulations. Attached is a map.

Individual

7151 4 The Rosemont Valley provides valuable environmental goods and services and 
should be preserved for future generations, and not ravaged by an open pit copper 
mine.

Organization

7152 12 WASTE
The use of public lands for private purposes is absolutely wrong.

Individual

7163 13 Additionally, each mine would likely occupy thousands of acres of public land, 
precluding all other potential uses of this public land. In short, the development of 
new hardrock mines will fundamentally and irreversibly alter the character and 
environmental health of the Patagonia and Santa Rita Mountains of the Coronado 
National Forest.

Organization

7163 57 As noted above, the proposed mining project is contrary to Pima County's Sonoran 
Desert Conservation Plan. The proposed mine occurs entirely within Pima County's 
Conservation Lands System, including the specific designation of Important Riparian 
Area, Biological Core Management Area, and Multiple Use Management Area. An 
open pit mine, pollution and increased truck traffic in the area is clearly not 
consistent with the management and conservation goals of the SDCP.

Organization

7163 77 The proposed Rosemont Mine is proposed to be located in an ecologically sensitive 
area, and in close proximity to the human populations found in south Tucson, 
Patagonia, Elgin and Sonoita. The proposed mining operation will have numerous 
deleterious impacts to the affected area and its inhabitants, including the landmark 
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan and the growing travel and tourism-related 
economy. These impacts must be fully disclosed and analyzed in an Environmental 
Impact Statement.

Organization

7167 9 The siting of a huge industrial operation of the sort proposed in a sensitive and 
populated area can only considered incompatible.

Individual

7171 9 The siting of a huge industrial operation of the sort proposed in a sensitive and 
populated area can only considered incompatible.

Individual
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7191 2 The Tucson Orienteering Club, Limited, believes the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project would have negative impacts to Club activities in the following areas: 
Forest recreational use and compatibility with other land uses

Organization

7200 11 Impacts to Habitat
The EIS must fully evaluate the impacts to the biologically-important lands present 
within the project area boundaries. The entire project area lies within Pima County's 
Conservation Lands System (CLS), as designated by the nationally recognized 
categories, each of which has unique allowable uses and mitigation requirements. 
Three of these land categories are present in the project area: Important Riparian 
Area, Biological Core Management Area, and Multiple Use Management Area. In 
addition, the project is adjacent to a fourth category, Critical Landscape Connection. 
These land categories are defined as follows (paraphrased from Pima County Draft 
Multi-Species Conservation Plan 2006):

Important Riparian Area (IRA) - characterized by hydro-riparian, meso-riparian, and 
xero-riparian biological communities that are valued for their higher water 
availability, vegetation density, and biological productivity. Includes the associated 
upland areas that provide a framework for linkages and landscape connections. At 
least 95 percent of the total acreage of lands within IRAs shall be conserved in a 
natural and undisturbed condition. Every effort should be made to protect, restore, 
and enhance the structure and functions of IRAs.

Biological Core Management Area - characterized by the potential to support high 
value habitat for five or more priority vulnerable species as identified in the SDCP. 
At least 80 percent of the total acreage of lands within this designation shall be 
conserved as undisturbed natural open space, with mitigation required at a 4:1 ration.

Multiple Use Management Area - characterized by the potential to support high 
value habitat for three or more priority vulnerable species as identified in the SDCP. 
At least 66 2/3 percent of the total acreage of lands within this designation shall be 
conserved as undisturbed natural open space, with mitigation required at a 2:1 ratio.

Critical Landscape Connection - areas that provide connectivity for movement of 
native biological resources, but which also contain potential or existing barriers that 
tend to isolate major conservation areas. Land use changes in these area should 
protect existing biological linkages and barriers to the movement of native fauna and 
pollination of native flora across and through the landscape should be removed. 
Fragmented corridors of native biological communities should also be restored. The 
project area also contains "Special Elements" that Pima County has committed to 
conserve, including springs, limestone outcrops, intermittent streams, oak/grass 
ecotone, mesquite, and un-incised floodplain.

The direct and indirect impacts to all of these biologically-important lands - IRAs, 
Biological Core, Multiple Use Management, Critical Landscape Connection, and 
Special Elements - must be fully considered in the EIS.

Organization

7222 9 There will be inevitable degradation of air quality, destruction of scenic views , 
negative impacts on tourism-related business, adverse impact on wildlife and wildlife 
habitat, and a slap in the face of our Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Individual
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7253 11 The multiple use mandate of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 
(FLPMA) requires the "management of the public lands and their various resource 
values so that they are utilized in the combination that would best meet the present 
and future needs of the American people." Augusta Resources/Rosemont Copper is 
proposing to remove over 3,000 acres of public land from public use during the mine 
life. This proposal is in direct conflict with FLPMA, and the EIS must consider how 
this project is consistent with the goals, objectives and purposes of the National 
Forest system.

Organization

7253 16 The National Forest Management Act of 1976 notes that "the management of the 
Nation's renewable resources is highly complex and the uses, demand for, and supply 
of the various resources are subject to change over time." The population of 
Southern Arizona is growing quickly. Pima County currently supports over  1 
million people, and that figure is expected to double in the next 50 years according 
to the Pima Association of Governments. This population depends of the Coronado 
National Forest lands for a host of ecosystem goods and services, and these lands 
and resources will become even more important as the population grows.

Organization

7253 20 The EIS should analyze how the uses, demand for, and supply of the various 
resources provided by the Santa Ritas have changed over time, and what the best 
uses of those lands are today.

Organization

7253 66 LAND USES & IMPACTS TO CURRENT USES
The proposed mine would use public lands as a permanent storage location for the 
waste and toxic materials from a project located on their private land. This raises at 
least two questions:
-Has this type of use of federal land been approved in the past?
-If so, were the conditions the same, namely a private land owner using public lands 
for their permanent waste dump?

Organization

7253 70 The mine would cause many land disturbances, including loss of recreational land, 
loss of wildlife habitat and corridors, loss of open space, and viewsheds.

Organization

7274 2 The Coalition for Sonoran Desert Protection is an advisory group to the Pima 
County Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. The proposed mine in the Rosemont 
Valley is in comoplete desregard for the monumental effort that has gone into this 
plan, which the voters of Pima County approved overwhelmingly, including the 
bonds to finance its implementation, and which has been cited for excellence 
nationally. The plan designated Rosemont Valley as a habitat protection priority.

Individual

7284 1 Today's story in the Tucson Citizen is more detail on the EIS Scoping meeting on 
Tuesday, March 18, at Desert Vista in Tucson.  Please help the local communites in 
any way possible to save the scenic Santa Rita mountains from this proposed 3rd to 
4th largest open pit copper mine in the U.S.  A hole one mile in diameter and a half 
mile deep.  Deny them their request for the 3,670 acres of our public National Forest 
land they want for their tailings.  It clearly violates the Coronado National Forest 
Plan.  There is far better public use of this land.

Individual

7302 2 Will the public be able to drive or hike through the mine -- the mine area controlled 
or the area controlled by the mine?  And, if so, for how long?  I understand there's 
already no trespassing signs going up in that area.  Will legal permanent access be 
provided around the mine if we are unable to go through it?

Individual
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7305 3 I strongly opposed the mine & feel it is short sighted to excavate in the Santa Ritas 
for numberous reasons.

Individual

7306 5 3.� USING USFS LAND FOR TAILING SLOPES ONLY – THE 1872 US 
MINING LAW GIVE THE RIGHT TO MINE MINERALS FROM FEDERAL 
LANDS WITHOUT PAYING FOR IT, BUT DOES IT ALLOW FOR THE USE OF 
FEDERAL LANDS FOR DUMPING OF OVERBURDEN AND WASTE 
MATERIAL FROM THE MILLING PROCESS WHILE MINING OFF OF 
PRIVATE PATENT LAND!

Individual

7307 5 Protecting and preserving our national forests are the only ways to guarantee they 
will be available for future generations to admire.

Individual

7309 7 Augusta owns additional land besides the Rosemont area.  If they're permitted to 
mine the Rosemont area, will it make it easier for additional approval on further 
land?  They say they want 3600 acres.  They want 11 to 12,000 to control.

7313 25 9. The proposed Rosemont mine is not the best use of the natural and irreplaceable 
resources of Southern Arizona.

Individual

7327 3 Land is useful for many things. One of the glories of the US Forest Service is its 
multiple-use outlook. But a spent, used-up mine is of no use to anyone and is a 
blight forever.

Individual

7329 4 Imagine 3300 acres of Forest Service lands becoming a dumping ground for waste 
from this proposed mine-- land that belongs to the people of the U.S., including you 
yourself!

Individual

7348 18 Using National Forest lands as a dump site for an open pit mine is neither a 
sustainable or ecologically sound use of public lands. It does not promote the health, 
productivity, diversity or beauty of forests and associated lands. It is definitely not 
compatible with multiple-use mission of the National Forest Service; one mined the 
land will be closed to all other uses for centuries.

Individual

7379 1 This question begs an answer ……. How could one government agency preside over 
the total destruction of nearly 4,000 acres of Public Land at Rosemont, on the West 
side of Scenic Highway 83 …….while on the East side of this same 49,000 acres of 
uniquely beautiful grassland know as The Las Cienegas National Conservation Area?

Individual

7379 8 The noise of heavy mining equipment, the added danger on a two lane scenic 
highway of 88 roundtrips daily of mine related vehicles, including 56 twenty four ton 
ore trucks, daily blasting, (seven days a week) air pollution from windblown dust and 
sulfuric acid and diesel fumes, the unlimited pumping of groundwater, destruction of 
wildlife habitat on the West side, is totally incompatible with the Peace and Serenity 
and… Conservation of the East side of Highway 83!

Individual

7417 2 The value of the natural surroundings to this increasingly populated area is 
incalculable.  While copper prices rise and fall, the need for open space only 
increases.

Individual

7431 4 Please allow the land of many uses to be just that – mining would preclude all other 
activity for plants, wildlife, and humans.

Individual
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7440 2 This is "PUBLIC" land that Rosemont want to dump mine tailings on. Once our 
mountain is scarred and our public lands are desecrated with tons of mine tailings, 
there is no turning back. Since this is "PUBLIC" land, it should remain "AS IS" for 
the enjoyement of current and future generations.

Individual

7448 2 Are the rights of a few, many of Canadian Nationality, worth more than the rights of 
the, many thousands of Arizonans who live nearby? Is this balanced use 
(destruction?) of the Coronado National Forest?

Individual

7449 4 The decision about the mine is not simply about additional development in the 
region. It is something qualitatively different, which would make the area much less 
desirable for most residents and other users and may even ruin it for some.

Individual

7456 14 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Is the Forest required to allow this one use - a mining operation, with associated ore-
processing plant, tailings, waste rock and leach facilities, new roads, ore 
transportation systems, and test reclamation plots - if it will exclude all other forest 
uses? Because of the surface disturbance, allowing the use of Forest land for this 
mine will eliminate all other legitimate use of this Forest land. We believe that the 
Forest should clearly understand, state, and evaluate that this one use will exclude all 
other uses of the public's multiple-use land.

Government

7456 46 We fear that the Coronado National Forest will no longer accept the northern portion 
of the Santa Rita Mountains as a functioning ecosystem management area and will 
seek to dispose of the whole portion of the range north of Box Canyon. The Forest 
could not possibly be expected to manage the fringes of this habitat, with the heart 
extracted.

Government

7456 70 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-State Trust Land north of Las Cienegas NCA is part of the Sonoita Valley 
Acquisition Planning District and may be given protected status in the State Land 
Initiative. This land and its wildlife could be adverely impacted by the mine.

Government

7471 3 But more than that, I believe that all public lands must be closed to private mining 
interests. Public lands belond to all Americans and were established as a public 
legacy. What do we leave our heirs if we destroy lands set aside for preservation?

Individual

7494 1 I believe the impacts to 1) the National Forest (3,000+ acres used for disposal of 
waste rock),  will collectively weigh against the benefits of the mine, primarily the 
finite period of new jobs created and the County taxes generated.

Individual

7497 8 If Augusta wants to mine their private land then so be it, just be sure they do not 
adversely impact the national forest or the local residents and property owners in any 
tangible way.

Individual
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7521 3 I have lived, worked and paid taxes in the Tucson area for the past thirty (30) years. 
During this time frame, I have seen a tremendous amount of residential property 
development. It should be noted that all of the houses are built using copper along 
with the other materials. Some of the growth is uncontrolled with very little response 
from the Environmental Community. Land developers are only required to prove a 
100-year water supply for a new community. What then happens after 100 years? 
Everyone is focusing on how much water the mine will use. What's the difference? It 
is my understanding that a land developer previously owned the Rosemont property. 
The intent was to build houses. What is worse, a sea of houses with strips of black 
asphalt or an operation that will provide dearly needed jobs (directly and indirectly) 
and a much needed tax base  for the community as well as the United States of 
America? In addition, most of the project will eventually be reclaimed and allowed 
for other forms of development and use.

Individual

7525 4 We strongly oppose allowing Augusta Resource Corp to mine the land at Rosemont.  
After 20 years they will walk away  from Southern Arizona with a tidy profit and 
Southern Arizona will be left with a monumental scar on the land, a lower water 
table, contaminated water, contaminated public land, and abused road infrastructure.

7533 6 Actual Land Ownership - the land they plan to use for dumping is OWNED by the 
people.

Individual

7537 3 Looking at the existing mines one can only say that they were there before most of 
the people. However, that is not the case here. No-one can use that as an excuse.

Individual

7539 1 I originally came to Arizona in 1968 to file - - and fight for - - a "withdrawl request" 
for the Santa Ritas to prevent future mining on and around the summit of Mt. 
Hopkins. I worked then for the Smithsonian Institution and we hoped to preserve 
that area for the construction of observatories that would serve national, state, and 
more general public interests. Our efforts succeeded, and the "Whipple Observatory" 
was built atop Mt. Hopkins. That development - - with the subsequent creation of 
trails, trailhead park, visitor's center, and public programs - - is an example of how 
"multiple use" can be compatible with both economic and environmental interests. 
Alas, on open-pit mine is not.

Individual

7540 2 3000 acres is to much land to obliterate in this unique area.Individual

7563 3 We are land owners near the proposed mine. This is a terrible idea. It will ruin the 
area and destroy the habitat. Mines can be placed further from city limits. Not near 
homes.

Individual

7571 7 The National Forest Management Act of 1976 states that "the management of the 
Nation's renewable resources is highly complex and the uses, demand for, and supply 
of the various resources are subject to change over time." The EIS should analyze 
how the uses, demand for, and supply of the various resources provided by the 
Rosemont Valley and the Santa Ritas have changed over time, and what the best uses 
of those lands are today. The Rosemont Valley is located in the middle of many 
communities that depend on it for a variety of resources. When previous plans to 
mine here were proposed, the population of Southern Arizona was much less, and 
there were very few people living close to the mine site. The demographics are very 
different today than they were then, and this issue should be closely examined in the 
EIS.

Individual
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7632 10 Destroys/uses public land for their wasteIndividual

7646 2 However, I will use this form to address on topic in particular. The use of National 
property for non-sustainable industry such as mining.

Individual

7646 4 Cattle grazing, timber cutting, hunting and recreation are sustainable. National 
Forests are to be preserved for now and future generations of Americans.

Individual

7651 1 We should not be giving away 3,200 acres of public land (forest service) to be used 
as a dump for the tailings waste. It would not only ruin the several thousands of acres 
but would ruin the beauty and use of land near by.

Individual

7656 3 IF the use of the Santa Rita Mountains Forest Land as a tailings dump is the finest 
decision, the best use of our American Heritage, how will we truly know?

Individual

7686 2 These lands should be preserved for their highest and best multiple use purposes, 
including water conservation, wildlife management and outdoor recreation.

Organization

7688 1 I find this as a misuse of federal land.Organization

7698 1 Irresponsible land uses, such as the proposed mine within the Santa Rita Mountains, 
threatened the long-term viability of the Sonoran Desert.  Through the Sonoran 
Desert Conservation Plan we have the opportunity to preserve what makes this area 
so unique and ecologically rich.

Organization

7714 1 The Public Lands are for public use. Not private Corporation or Public Corporation 
destruction…..

Individual

7790 2 I really appreciated your appearance on Arizona Illustrated a few weeks ago, I think 
we can make a very good case for an alternative use of the land under stewardship of 
the US Government in terms of recreational opportunities and preservation of natural 
habitat and aquifer.

Individual
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7812 27 The Pima County Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan identifies the area proposed for 
the open-pit mine as "Existing Reserves", a land use category integral to the Ranch 
Conservation element of that plan. Clearly Pima County has juristicition over the 
privately held property within the boundary of the proposed project, although it is 
my understanding that fedral and state law provides the primary juristiction and 
permitting authority over mining operations. The Priority Ranch Conservation 
Resources identified in the Plan include Altar Valley, Empire-Cienega Valley, Upper 
Santa Cruz Valley, San Pedro Valley, and the Ironwood Forest National Monument 
area of the Avra Valley. These are the areas where ranching comprises a significsnt 
land use, and where grazing capacity and stability suggests the best potential for 
future sustainable ranch use. Ranches in these valleys have the best potential to 
define the urban boundary, where developing lands give way to natural open space.

The proposed project is literally surrounded by areas explicity identified for 
"concervation" by other public entities: Santa Rita Experimental Range and Wildlife 
Refuge (State of Arizona) immediately to the west; Coronado National Forest (USFS 
Federal) and Las Cienegas National Concervation Area (BLM) one mile to the east; 
the Cienega-Rincon Ranch Conservation District (Pima County) one mile to the east; 
and the Cienega Creek Natural Reserve to the northeast. The project area is part of or 
adjacent to three potential wildlife linkage zones identified in the Arizona Wildlife 
Linkages Assessment, completed by the Arizona Game and Fish Department and 
Arizona Depatment of Transportation in 2007. Open-pit mining, disposal of waste 
rock and spoiuls, and processing at the proposed mine site would jeprodize all three 
of these primary corridors linking the Santa Rita, Rincon, and Whetstone Mountains.

Individual

7813 1 The proposed Rosemont mine is not the best use of the natural and irreplaceable 
resources of Southern Arizona.

Individual

7813 11 The proposal cannot, under any circumstances, be considered the best and most 
beneficial use of the land, but is merely the greedy multi-national corporations at 
work for their self-enrichment. The destructive use of these natural and irreplaceable 
resources for mining is not in the best interest of the Southern Arizona area nor its 
inhabitants.

Individual

8630 3 And also I'd like to document that I believe that that area is less than a quarter of 
land is privately owned. Which would mean approximately three quarters of the land 
is owned by the government, or actually the US citizens.

Individual

8659 2 I don't believe the mine should be going into this specific environmental location. 
Because one, there are other areas that are presently being utilized. And to be sure 
the price of copper has been going up. But, I believe it's also incumbent that land 
owners show an intense restraint over their own personal greed when it comes to 
lands of significance to the public. Property rights are certainly subject to great 
controversy. There's no doubt about that. But I truly believe that a land swap could 
and should be conducted though the state land swap could and should be conducted 
through the state land trust or for other less detrimental areas of interest. I believe 
that Forest Service, yes, even though it is involved and committed to the concept of 
multiple use should take into consideration, too, the public trust and protect this 
particular area.

Individual
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8703 6 The animal life there, the beauty the fact that it is in a very pristine and lovely area 
close to the Tucson area, which is growing, is not an auspicious place to have the 
mine.

Individual

8704 6 The animal life there, the beauty the fact that it is in a very pristine and lovely area 
close to the Tucson area, which is growing, is not an auspicious place to have the 
mine.

Individual

8719 2 my primary objection is allowing mining activities on public lands. If the company 
that wishes to develop that area purchases the land at current fair market value that 
any citizens, not somebody that's gaining special consideration, could purchase the 
land for current market price, if they elect to do so and those funds go into 
preserving other lands and such, then so be it.  Sell them the -- sell them the land, 
make them be responsible for cleanup and commitment to the environment and make 
sure that their mining activites only affect the land on which they purchase, they 
own. 

Of course easements and right of ways, that's subject to the same rules as everything 
else. But if they want to mine the land, they need to buy the land, and they need to 
buy the land with no concessions. They need to buy the land at current market value 
that would bear on the current land and real estate prices.

Individual

8752 2 The Forest Service should be charged with the highest and best use of the land.  
Land which is set aside for renewable, natural resources.  Mining does not renew 
natural resources.

Individual

8761 1 . . . there seems to be a lot of housing, housing development that aren't complete 
down here running from just south of Tucson down to Tubac and Rio Rico.  I have 
to believe that if this mine goes through that those projects will virtually come to a 
halt.

Individual

8835 5 I think the use of public land for the monetary gain of a foreign business is not right.  
I don't think that a Canadian company should profit off of public lands that belong to 
the US citizens.

Individual

8853 2 I don't think it's a proper use of public land.Individual

8865 5 The Santa Ritas are owned by my government and I wish to keep them that way.Individual

9084 1 Lets keep our open space. That's why we moved here.Organization

9121 1 The impacts of the proposed mine are far too great to allow it next to an urban area 
of one million people.

Organization

9124 1 We oppose the extension of mining into the Rosemont area and urge all public 
bodies involved to deny application or other efforts to change the area involved from 
ranching use.

Organization

9442 1 The public lands need to be protected for our future generations. There are many 
privately owned areas that can be mined.

Organization

9530 1 please allow this land to be responsible public accessOrganization

9649 1 please protect our beautiful and quickly vanishing open lands.Organization
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9732 1 inappropriate use, extremely.Organization

9904 1 Public lands should be treated as suchOrganization

10116 1 Save some open space! Do we have to destroy everything? Stop the mine!Organization

10204 1 Approve this operation and you will be destroying public land forever. And your 
name will be attached to it.

Organization

10207 1 We must find other options than this area.Organization

10518 2 natural land is the issue! Stop the mine now!Organization

10578 3 Mining is an inappropriate use of these public lands!Organization

10620 1 Keeping the Santa Ritas un-mined, in their natural, beautiful, recreational form, IS 
THE "BEST AND HIGHEST USE" for this mountain range.

Organization

10636 1 Use the mines that are shut down instead of tearing up new landOrganization

10734 1 Please do not allow the tailings on the Forest Service Land. Please direct the mining 
company to make another alternative that will not involve the Foreast Service in 
Arizona at all!

Organization

10838 1 No free use of public land! If the mining compamny wished to develop the land then 
they must pruchase the land for current market value with the public also having the 
option to purchase the currently owned PUBLIC land.

Organization

10960 3 There is a reason why most of the area is a national forest.Organization
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2272 7 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 of energy, and threatens astronomical research.  All of our observatoris will 
suffer with another 24/7 mining operation!

Individual

Cumulative Impact
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ID
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Number
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99

2617 38 What would the impact be on the usefulness observatories at Kitt Peak, Tucson, 
Benson etc.?

Individual

2648 2 This is a cummulative type effect - check with Kitt Peak Obs.Individual

2683 17 Already our observatories in Southern Arizona are threatened by light pollution. 
What would light sufficient to allow working at the mine all night, every night do to 
make this problem much worse?

Individual

2698 35 The closest major observatory is on Mt. Hopkins in the Santa Ritas, but all may be 
affected by light  pollution already mentioned.

Business

2726 35 The closest major observatory is on Mt. Hopkins in the Santa Ritas, but all may be 
affected by light pollution already mentioned.

Business

7031 9 Light pollutionIndividual

General
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01

43 5 We are ameteur astronomers and we are building our house out here to escape the 
city lights. We have built an observatory out there to enjoy the night sky at a cost of 
$8,000. This is material cost, I built it myself with help from friends. The mine is 
planned to be a 24/7 operation and will have lights on at night spoiling our viewing. 
Again, there is no payment that will replace what we will lose when this happens.

Individual

43 12 Given that the mine expects to operate 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, what is the 
overall impact on light pollution?

51 3 The lights of the mine would not only disrupt the sleep and peace of the human 
neighbors but important wildlife areas would be disturbed.

Individual

63 5 I'm woried also about light pollution.Individual

158 8 Sitting out to watch the stars will not be the same with noise, light and dust pollution 
that will seriously compromise the experience.

160 20 COMMENT 2: AIR, NOISE, TRAFFIC, AND LIGHT POLLUTION BY THE 
MINE ARE CERTAIN.
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160 54 COMMENT 2E: THE MINE WILL SIGNIFICANTLY INCREASE LIGHT 
POLLUTION IN A REGION THAT IS HOME TO NUMEROUS FEDERALLY 
AND PRIVATELY FUNDED WORLD-CLASS ASTRONOMICAL 
OBSERVATORIES. Discussion: Rural Pima and Santa Cruz Counties are highly 
valued by the amateur and professional astronomy communitites for their dark, 
transparent, and tranquil night skies. Included among the world-class astronomical 
facilities in Pima and Santa Cruz Counties are the Kitt Peak National Observatory 
and the Fred Lawrence Whipple Observatory. Also a world-class astronomical 
facility potentially affected by light pollution from the Mine is the Mount Graham 
International Observatory located in Greenlee County. All three facilities were 
created with substantial Federal assistance and receive ongoing research support 
from a number of Federal agencies with hundreds of millions of taxpayers' 
dollars.      The tons of dust released into the atmosphere by blasting at the Mine (see 
COMMENT 2B) combined with the Mine's proposed 24-hour per day, seven days 
per week operating schedule with the Mine geing fully illuminated during the night 
shift will severely compromise the region's prized dark night skies. This will place 
the investment of hundreds of millions of taxpayers' and private contributors' dollars 
at risk. Dan Brocius from the Fred Lawrence Whipple Observatory states: "Outdoor 
light pollution threatens the astronomy industry in Arizona which has an 
infrastructure worth about $250-million."       Every major Federally funded and 
privately funded astronomical observatory, and every Federal Agency having funded 
or which is currently funding a major astronomical observatory potentially affected 
by the Mine must be consulted.      Mitigation:   As a condition of Forest Service 
approval of Augusta's MPO, Augusta and any successors in ownership of the Mine 
must be required to agree in writing that, although exempt from the Pima County 
Outdoor Lighting Code, the Mine will voluntarily comply with the code or stop night 
mining operations.

160 100 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause light pollution.

236 4 Sitting out watching the stars will not be the same with light pollution that will 
seriously compromise the experience.

1533 1 Light pollution. Already the mine west of I-19 is in violation of the light pollution 
laws. What assurances do we have that thismine will be a better neighbor to the 
observatory?

Individual

1546 1 Assuming that the mining operator will be 24/7 or close to it, what about light 
pollution? Arizonia is the astronomy capital of the USA. What are the provisions to 
reduce the amount of light pollution by this mine? The color of light used is very 
important to the astronomy industry here. This mine needs to be a good neighbor to 
the astronomers.

Individual

1547 3 will my evening star gazing be impaired?Individual

1572 7 Immediate concerns:
Interference with observatory

Individual

1574 7 lights used to do night work will have adverse effect on Mt Hopkins telescope!Individual
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1603 1 Your following of the "Dark Skies" guidelines is a nice gesture, but not allowing the 
Rosemont Mine at all will do far more toward preventing the problem than partially 
controlling it.

Individual

1611 11 I believe the Rosemont Copper Project would negatively impact: Dark skies required 
by the multi-million dollar observatories nearby and enjoyed by local residents.

Individual

1612 7 Air quality deterioration is certain & light pollution.Individual

1620 5 My primary concerns are:
Light pollution

Individual

1631 3 Already the nightscape is blazened with the bright lights on the quiet hillside.Individual

1641 4 As a nearby resident, I do not want the light pollution.Individual

1642 3 The Rosemont mine will cause light pollution that will dimish the starry skies we 
love out here.

Individual

1652 5 I would like to see a analysis of the effect on darkness of the night sky over the mine.Individual

1665 4 The dark skies are important to the people who want to study the stars.Individual

1709 5 I am an astronomer, I moved out to the desert to have access to dark skies. I do not 
see a commitment to maintain the dark skies.

Individual

1709 11 In general I do not see any commitment to maintain the view, water, and water 
quality, air quality, might sky darkness and the quiet of my property.

Individual

1731 5 I am concerned for our night skies, for our air quality, for our water quality if there is 
any water remaining to measure for purity.

Organization

1738 6 We have great concerns as follows:
Nightime light pollution affecting nearby observatories

Individual

1805 8 How will lighting impact the nearby astronomical research? What will you do to 
limit light pollution?

Individual

1836 7 We are land owners, pay our taxes, and this will take away our light pollution.Individual

1851 4 Please include information about impacts to astronomy interests.Individual

1890 4 Your following of the "Dark Skies" guidelines is a nice gesture, but not having  
Rosemont Mine at all will do far more toward preventing the problem than partially 
controlling it.

Individual

1894 8 How can the mine prevent light pollution which will effect the observatory?Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 3 of 24



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Light Pollution

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

1896 8 What will the mine do to assure the light pollution does not adversely impact the 
observatories on Mt. Hopkins?  If it is later discovered that the lights do interfere 
with the Mt Hopkins observatories will Augusta Resources guarantee in writing that 
they will either reduce the lighting to acceptable levels, or if that is not possible to 
stop mining during the night?  According to Augusta's lighting plan "The project, 
although not required to do so, will make every attempt to comply with the Pima 
county Outdoor lighting code.  It should be noted, however, that federal and state 
laws also require Rosemont operatiosn to give utmost attention to the safety of tis 
employees and the public"

Organization

1902 1 What about the observatory the dust & light pollution!!Individual

1948 7 I am concerned about the lighting required to keep the mine going all night - how it 
will affect the quality of our night skies

Individual

1975 9 Dangerous traffic on winding Route 83, air pollution, light affecting Mt. Hopkins 
telescopes - all need to be considered.

Individual

1977 7 light,Individual

2150 10 The loss of our dark night sky. We are amateur astronomers and we are building our 
house out here to escape the city lights. We have built an observatory out there to 
enjoy the night sky at a cost of $8,000. This is material cost, I built it myself with 
help from friends. The mine is planned to be a 24/7 operation and will have lights on 
at night spoiling our viewing.

Individual

2209 7 The quality of human and other life in the area is threatened by light pollution.Individual

2214 14 Given that the mine expects to operate 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, how will the 
dark, night skies of the region be protected?

Individual

2231 4 What will the mine do to assure the light pollution does not adversely impact the 
observatories on Mt. Hopkins?

Individual

2231 5 If it is later discovered that the lights do interfere with the Mt. Hopkins observatories 
will Augusta Resources guarantee in writing that they will either reduce the lighting 
to acceptable levels, or if that is not possible to stop mining during the night?

Individual

2240 3 My view south west from our back porch will be dominated by the open pit mine. 
That is unless it is night time then I will be completely blinded by all the work lights 
in the open pit work areas. My residence is located at 4700 ft in elevation and I can 
not escape the mines detrimental impact. I am by law forced to limit my exterior 
lighting to prevent the light from my residence disturbing any astrologers studying 
the solar system with the various telescope observatory facilities in the our close 
vicinity. But I will be prevented from the same astrological viewing activity because 
of the light intrusion from the open pit mine.

Individual

2250 8 Will I have bright lights as a result of this mining activity?Individual

2251 8 Will I have bright lights as a result of this mining activity?Individual
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2252 4 What will the mine do to assure the light pollution does not adversely impact the 
observatories on Mt. Hopkins? 
If it is later discovered that the lights do interfere with the Mt. Hopkins observatories 
will Augusta Resources guarantee in writing that they will either reduce the lighting 
to acceptable levels, or if that is not possible to stop mining during the night? 
According to Augusta's lighting plan "The project, although not required to do so, 
will make every attempt to comply with the Pima county Outdoor lighting code.  It 
should be noted, however, that federal and state laws also require Rosemont 
operations to give utmost attention to the safety of its employees and the public"

Individual

2253 6 What will the mine do to assure the light pollution does not adversely impact the 
observatories on Mt. Hopkins? 
If it is later discovered that the lights do interfere with the Mt. Hopkins observatories 
will Augusta Resources guarantee in writing that they will either reduce the lighting 
to acceptable levels, or if that is not possible to stop mining during the night? 
According to Augusta's lighting plan "The project, although not required to do so, 
will make every attempt to comply with the Pima county Outdoor lighting code.  It 
should be noted, however, that federal and state laws also require Rosemont 
operations to give utmost attention to the safety of its employees and the public"

Individual

2273 7 We are concerned about the light pollution that the mine would create.Individual

2281 1 What is the impact of night mining operations on Mt. Hopkins, Kitt Peak and other 
nearby observatories? What will be the consequences of light pollution from the 
Rosemont mine on the University of Arizona's world-renowned astronomy program?

Individual

2284 10 What will the mine do to assure the light pollution does not adversely impact the 
observatories on Mt. Hopkins?

Individual

2284 11 If it is later discovered that the lights do interfere with the Mt. Hopkins observatories 
will Augusta Resources guarantee in writing that they will either reduce the lighting 
to acceptable levels, or if that is not possible to stop mining during the night? 
According to Augusta's lighting plan "The project, although not required to do so, 
will make every attempt to comply with the Pima county Outdoor lighting code. It 
should be noted, however, that federal and state laws also require Rosemont 
operations to give utmost attention to the safety of its employees and the public"

Individual

2288 6 The MPO indicated that the Rosemont Copper Project will make an effort to follow 
the Pima County OLC, but that they are not obligated to follow it. Given the 
proximity of Mt. Hopkins, it appears that their commitment to follow the OLC is 
vague, uneforceable and puts the work done at the observatory at risk.

Individual

2288 16 The Rosemont Copper Mine is in direct conflict with local astronomical 
observatories.

Individual

2291 7 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 of energy, and threatens astronomical research. All of our 
observatories will suffer with another 24/7 mining operation!

Individual

2296 6 I am an avid hiker, and do not wish to have light pollution that the mine would create.Individual

2306 7 The mine would pollute.It would cause light pollution.Individual
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2309 2 What will the mine do to assure the light pollution does not adversely impact the 
observatories on Mt. Hopkins? 
If it is later discovered that the lights do interfere with the Mt. Hopkins observatories 
will Augusta Resources guarantee in writing that they will either reduce the lighting 
to acceptable levels, or if that is not possible to stop mining during the night? 
According to Augusta's lighting plan "The project, although not required to do so, 
will make every attempt to comply with the Pima county Outdoor lighting code.  It 
should be noted, however, that federal and state laws also require Rosemont 
operations to give utmost attention to the safety of its employees and the public"

Individual

2318 7 I am an amateur astronomer and I worry about the effects on sky conditions in the 
area as a result of mining operations as well. The city of Tucson and Pima County 
are nationally recongized leaders in their Dark Sky initiatives. The development of a 
24/7 open pit mine, with its accompanying flood lights and dust, will degrade sky 
conditions in an area known for its wonderful night sky viewing.

Individual

2348 6 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 of energy, and threatens astronomical research.  All of 
our observatories will suffer with another 24/7 mining operation!

Individual

2348 8 Pima and Coconino Counties have previously declared that dark skies are a natural 
resource to be protected along with other natural resources, such as our air and our 
water quality.

Individual

2351 7 Other concerns:
-Light pollution. At this time, as we drive home from our baseball games in Tucson, 
we see the lights of the exploration rigs polluting the beautiful Arizona night sky… 
go somewhere else for now.

Individual

2352 6 I became concerned when I was told that a huge mining project had been proposed 
for this area. I have seen other mining operations in Arizona over the years that I 
have been out there. I even worked for Magma Copper when I lived out there in the 
70's. I know that these large operations have large impcts on everything in the area 
where they are placed. Not just impacts on wildlife, but also roads, water tables, air 
quality, increased noise levels from operations, and light pollution. All of these 
things have direct impacts on quality of life for all creatures both human and 
otherwise.

Individual

2360 11 The lights are yet another objection. People have retired to these outlying 
communities in an effort to get away from the pollution of large cities. Many have 
poured their life's savings into buying a few acres and building their dream homes in 
order to see the night skies, only now to have it all plucked from them for the sake of 
profit.

Individual

2363 1 I have been to your web-site, and being a VERY concerned citizen who also happens 
to be a land owner 3 miles north of Rosemont Ranch, and live on the Davidson 
wash, I am very distressed about all the light pollution (just to mention one form of 
pollution) that will come with 4 mines within miles of my home. What can I do? 
How can I be of assistance to your efforts to preserve our beautiful dark skies?

Individual
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2363 3 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.

Individual

2386 8 Tucson and the surrounding area is home of several major astronomical 
observatories.  The Rosemont mine, to be profitable, must be operated during the 
night as well as during the day.  A visit to other open pit mines shows they are light 
pollution disasters.  The Company claims they are not subject to the Pima County 
lighting ordinance.  If this is true, there is no means of ensuring they will not cause 
irreparable damage to nearby astronomical observatories.

Individual

2386 9 The US national observatory owned by the National Science Foundation, Kitt Peak 
National Observatory, is located to the west of the proposed mine location at nearby 
Kitt Peak.  The Smithsonian Institution operates the world's 14th largest telescope 
just a few miles away in the same Santa Rita Mountains as the proposed mine site on 
Mt. Hopkins.  There are several smaller professional telescopes at the Harvard-
Smithsonian Mt. Hopkins site, as well as many amateur observatories in the 
Patagonia, Sonoita, and Elgin area.  John Gross's Sonoita Research Observatory 
provides data to several professional astronomers, resulting in several papers in 
refereed journals.  The Winer Observatory near the Elgin School hosts telescopes 
from The Ohio State University, the University of Iowa, and Washington University 
in St. Louis providing data to undergraduates, graduate students, and faculty at these 
institutions as well as to a local student from Nogales for his science fair project.
The mine places all of these facilities at risk.  At the May 12th meeting, the 
Company president promised to comply with lighting codes even though he felt not 
obligated to.  However, during early exploratory operations, the Company opearated 
a very intense light that clearly violated the Pima County lighting code by using an 
unshielded light that glared directly into the eyes of drivers at night on SR 83, 
creating a hazardous condition at the road curve at the Rosemont turnout on SR 83.
If the Company violated the Pima County lighting ordinance during its exploratory 
operations, I have no confidence in its pledge to abide by the law during normal 
mining operations once all permits are granted and there is no way to force 
compliance.  The Company, in its ignorance of good lighting practice, cites safety as 
the need for high lighting levels.  Very high lighting levels at night actually reduce 
safety instead of increasing it.  If the Project is approved, which it should not be, at a 
minimum the Company should be forced to comply with all Pima County and Santa 
Cruz County lighting ordinances including those regarding observatories in close 
proximity.  They should also be forced to hire a qualified lighting engineer, such as 
Chris Monrad in Tucson to design their lighting to ensure it complies with all local 
ordinances.

Individual

2387 2 There are many reasons to oppose the proposed Rosemont Copper Project including 
night lighting that would affect the nearby observatories

Individual

2394 1 The mine's effect on "Dark Skies"?Individual

2446 7 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 of energy, and threatens astronomical research.  All of 
our observatories will suffer with another 24/7 mining operation!

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 7 of 24



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Light Pollution

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2470 13 3] How does this project impact the astronomy work performed by numerous 
universities on Mt. Hopkins? How will the light, dust, and daily explosions affect 
their future? Will those high-paying, high-tech jobs of tomorrow be lost? Augusta 
talks about job creation and economic benefits of this project, but what about the 
negative affect on the Rosemont Valley that is heavily used by birders, mountain 
bikers, hikers, campers, hunters,horse-back riders, and tourists? How will the jobs 
associated with these activities be replaced?

Individual

2470 21 How does the light and dust pollution created by this mine fit into the Dark Skies 
initiatives that the local communities are supporting?

Individual

2485 7 How will light pollution be mitigated?Individual

2510 6 Why I am opposed to mining in the Santa Ritas 3. light pollution- blastingIndividual

2519 3 What alternatives can be put forth for the following other than denying Augusta's 
mining plans:  light pollution - from 24 mine operation

Individual

2520 6 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 of energy, and threatens astronomical research.  All of 
our observatories will suffer with another 24/7 mining operation!

Individual

2520 8 Pima and Coconino Counties have previously declared that dark skies are a natural 
resource to be protected along with other natural resources, such as our air and our 
water quality.

Individual

2522 4 Aside from all of the environmental hazards, particularly the threat to the "dark 
skies" that make the U of A one of the most sought after Astronomy Departments in 
the world

Individual

2524 5 Also consider:
Light pollution harms Mt. Hopkins telescopes world class research.

Individual

2530 4 The 24 hour operation will require lights which will compromise the dark skies 
needed by the nearby observatories, all built at considerable expense in our area 
since so few dark skies are still left (are they not an important part of AZ's economy?)

Individual

2584 10 Light disturbance should be addressed as related to wildlife avoidance. We expect 
human (noise) sensitive species such as the Golden Eagle to avoid the northern 
portion of the Santa Ritas, and hence this species would lose significant foraging 
habitat. In combination with to encroaching development around the Santa Ritas, the 
permitting of Rosemont mine operations may together cause local abandonment of 
this species from the Santa Rita Mountains. Other species sensitive to light, which 
would effectively lose significant habitat include, Montezuma Quail and Gould's 
Turkey.

Organization

2591 34 How will the continuous lighting at night affect the night skies in an astronomical 
center when even the city of Tucson has been so careful to have strict lighting 
regulations to aviod negative impact to our renowned night skies?

Individual
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2593 76 LIGHT POLLUTION
The mine plan indicates that the operation would occur 24 hours per day 7 days a 
week for almost every day of the year.
-How much lighting would be required?
-What would be the total lumens?
-What would the impacts be to local observatories, particularly Mount Hopkins?
-How will the mine comply with the Dark Sky Ordinance and with Pima County's 
lighting code?
-What will be effect of lights on wildlife in the vicinity?
-Will lighting be visible to nearby residents?

The EIS should also consider the prohibition of nighttime operations at the mine. 
How would such a prohibition be enforced? And, finally, the EIS should compare 
light pollution impacts against the No Action alternative.

Organization

2610 17 What is the impact of mining operations on Kitt Peak and other nearby observatories?Individual

2617 36 It is so dark out here, that we see the stars all the way down to the horizon at night. 
Arizona is famous worldwide for its stargazing and oberservatories. Bright lights 
from a mining operation would ruin all of this.

Individual

2625 23 The mine would likely be operating around the clock. The lights,  would affect 
wildlife in the area.

Individual

2641 9 Please no lighting, no raping our beautiful Coronado National ForestIndividual

2644 6 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying lights excessive wear and tear to 
publicly supported roads and assorted health conditions 24/7, would seem to give 
some pause.

Individual

2648 1 How will night time site lighting be controlled so the mine doesn't add to light 
pollution?

Individual

2650 5 The use of concurrent reclamation of facilities and a light plan for the site give an 
indication of the commitment to employ the latest and best available techniques for 
the project.

Individual

2658 5 Owing to disturbance light pollution and permanent alteration of the landscape 
consequent to the proposed Rosemont Copper Project, one may reasonably anticipate 
a number of direct and indirect consequences that will adversely affect hunting in 
Hunt Unit 34A.

Individual

2664 7 There have been concerns expressed that the Rosemont Copper Project will have a 
negative environmental impact on the area due to light pollution

Individual

2666 1 In brief, we are concern that light pollution from the proposed copper mine operation 
will harm the astronomical facilities on nearby Mount Hopkins in the Santa Rita 
Mountains. Artificial light in the night sky overwhelms the faint light of the stars and 
dust scatters and absorbs light. No matter what lighting plan the proponent may 
submit, the proponent asserts that the operator’s compliance is voluntary.

Organization

2666 5 The value of this uncommon research site will be compromised by increasing sky 
brightness

Organization
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2668 23 The area will not be as pleasant either for visitors or residents.
Due to: 
the light - will that and the dust impact the Smithsonian Observatory on Hopkins?  
And what about all the "Dark Sky" folks who moved here to pursue study of the 
brilliant night display?

Individual

2671 32 In addition to the attractive natural environment of the area, another key reason I 
moved here is the dark night sky and my interest in astronomy.  This is shared by 
many local astronomers both amateur and professional as witnessed by the many 
observatories in the area.  It has been stated that mining operations will comply with 
the Mt Hopkins lighting code unless safety is involved.  It should be noted here that 
bright light does not necessarily translate to safety.  In certain cases, transition from 
light to dark or the creation of shadows from bright light, can actually be less safe.  
For the operations to date, supporting exploratory drilling and limited development, 
these lighting codes have been ignored.  These points were raised at the public 
scoping hearings and yet bright lighting continues to be aimed upward as of the date 
of these comments raising questions in my mind as to the level of commitment of the 
company.  The ultimate effect of large scale operations and lighting code compliance 
remains highly uncertain.

Please provide an analysis of light pollution as a function of distance and direction 
from mining operations and year of operation.  It is requested that energy flux 
density and spectral content be provided.  Analysis should include all sources such 
as fixed, temporay and vehicular lighting, direction of lighting, power output, 
spectral content of output, reflectance factors such as dust (item 5 above) and 
emissions from operations, and the changes in ground albedo (reflectance) due to the 
evolution of the operations landscape.  Please provide and uncertainty analysis on 
these predicted effects.

What will value be placed on the degradation of my hobby and the effect on the 
professional observatories and their investment?

Individual

2672 13 For a few examples of the "beauty" of open pit mines, visit Bisbee, Green Valley, 
Winkleman, Superior, Kearny, and Sahuarita amoung others. Not only are they ugly, 
but the resulting light pollution (night shifts) resulting from mining operations will 
affect people in the surrounding area for miles around

Individual

2677 22 We visited the Santa Rita Management Area during the period when the test drilling 
was occurring, and we were greatly concerned at the amount of light disturbance that 
occurred.

Government

2677 62 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
- light effects on wildlife and recreationists

Government

2680 9 What kind of light pollution are we looking at? What is Augusta's plan to reduce or 
filter any offending light?

Individual

2686 2 The mine plans to operate twenty-four hours a day (think also of light pollution here, 
as there are people living close to the mine),

Individual
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2688 22 We are worried for the velvet darkness of our night skies. We have already heard 
from neighbors who live in close proximity to the mine that the 24-hour a day work 
going on at the mine site is detrimental to stargazing. There are world renowned 
observatories within site of that mine. We could suffer a tragic loss for our region, 
our country and for the planet should their function be impaired by bright lights 
eminating from the mine site.

Organization

2698 33 While this is not generally an issue for most cities, light pollution is an issue in 
Tucson, due to the astronomical facilites in the area.

Business

2719 5 The amount of light pollution should be addressed; there are major telescopes on the 
same mountain.

Individual

2726 33 While this is not generally an issue for most cities, light pollution is an issue in 
Tucson, due to the astronomical facilites in the area.

Business

2729 22 We are worried for the velvet darkness of our night skies. We have already heard 
from neighbors who live in close proximity to the mine that the 24-hour a day work 
going on at the mine site is detrimental to stargazing. There are world renowned 
observatories within site of that mine. We could suffer a tragic loss for our region, 
our country and for the planet should their function be impaired by bright lights 
eminating from the mine site.

Organization

2733 11 There have been concerns expressed that the Rosemont Copper Project will have a 
negative environmental impact on the area due to water pollution, air pollution, noise 
pollution, light pollution, and visual pollution. The Rosemont Copper Project has 
taken the concerns very seriously and has addressed them all in their Plan of 
Operation. Rosemont is compared to mining operations in the area that are 50 years 
old or older. Please give due consideration to the measures taken by Rosemont 
Copper to mitigate the concerns and evaluate the new technology being implemented 
for the dark sky initiative

Individual

2736 61 The proposed mining operation is within very close proximity to world-class 
astronomical observation opportunities, i.e., Whipple Observatory, and is considered 
a huge asset to the area.  What is Augusta Resources/Rosemont Copper's position on 
protecting the areas dark skies so as not to negatively impact the work being 
conducted at the observatory?

Government

2744 11 We are on the same side of Highway 83, a few miles away from where they are now 
saying the blasting will actually start!  The light pollution will surely disrupt our 
business here as we have been able to hear test blasting already.

Business

2752 10 The Smithsonian Whipple project would also be damaged.Individual

2754 5 It’s operations would create light pollutionIndividual

2764 5  lighting plans to minimize the impact of light pollution a examples of how a mine 
can work with the surrounding communities to limit its impact.

Individual

5284 13 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Light Pollution:

How will the light pollution affect the many large Observatories here in Arizona?

Individual
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6723 2 Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation states the project, although not required to do 
so, will make every attempt to comply with Outdoor Lighting Code.  It should be 
noted, however, that Federal and State laws also require Rosement operations to give 
utmost attention to the safety of its employees and the public.  The goal is to provide 
18,000 lumens per acre is the maximum allowable brighness for the area in which 
the mine is located.  And Augusta's caveat about safety concerns make me wonder 
how seriously they will attempt to control light pollution.  The 24-hour plan of 
operation will seriously threaten astronomical research at a number of very important 
observatories, some of them managed by other Federal agencies.

Individual

6726 17 I thought I would be the first one to raise the light pollution issue.  I moved down 
here because of the night sky.  I was -- been told that they would follow the Lighting 
Code, but so far there's been lights in the area that have not followed the Lighting 
Code. Safety will always be used as an excuse not to comply.

Individual

6733 1 I wanted to talk about about a couple of issues if I have time, but somebody 
mentioned earlier the issue of light pollution.  And I just wanted to make a point that 
more light does not equate to better visibility.

If you've ever been to one of these gas station canopies that's overlit, you pump your 
gas, your pupils constrict because of all the light.  And then you try to pull out to a 
dark road, you can't see anything.  So you know, you have to use outdoor lighting 
carefully.

And I don't think that just lighting up the place without forethought and without 
good lighting engineering is going to equate to better safety.  So I think the 
company, if this project proceeds, which I hope it doesn't, should hire a lighting 
engineer to help them comply with the Pima County Lighting Code.  I think they 
should follow that just for the safety of their own people.

Individual

6733 2 And also, there's a lot of observatories in the area that, you know, like Kitt Peak is 
the U.S. National Observatory, and Smithsonian also has a major observatory right 
in the Santa Rita Mountains, and I don’t think they'd appreciate having a lot of light.

Individual

6748 4 I am here to address my concerns regarding cultural degradation.  Everyone has 
spoken about air, water, light, noise pollution, all these things contribute to cultural 
degradation.

Individual

6778 8 Also, how are we going to mitigate the dust, the air, and the light pollution from the 
mine?  That one is beyond me.

Individual

6801 3 We plan on digging in this pristine national forest setting. We plan on leaving 
debris -- we call it tailings now. We plan on leaving debris in piles for some other 
generation to clean up. We plan on blasting and digging day and night, causing noise 
pollution, light pollution, air pollution, water pollution, creating environmental chaos 
throughout the region that have unknown health consequences. 

And we think this is a good idea because? The price of copper went up. And 
somebody will make a lot of money.

Individual
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6869 6 Here are some of the endangered who I think in the future, if this mine comes, will 
be called the disappeared. The archaeological sites in the area, the American Indian 
graves -- they're supposed to be protected by the American Indian Graves and 
Protection Act -- Indian holy sites, all the birds, animals, fish and plants. The 
tourists, they will be endangered too, you know, they won't come. The observatory, 
which will be endangered by the light and the dust. And the humans, we are all 
endangered, and the water and the land, and the air.

Individual

6873 12 Pollution, air pollution from operations, increased particulate matter into the air we 
breathe, as well as fossil fuel emissions all need to be fully analyzed. Noise 
pollution; light pollution, impacting astronomical observatories; potential for water 
pollution, both surface and groundwater pollution; recreation and aesthetics, impacts 
to quality recreational opportunities on our public lands, hiking, camping, hang 
gliding, hunting, et cetera; impacts to scenic view shed along the scenic highway; 
and the economic -- we've seen the boom and bust cycle here in Arizona many times 
before, and any economic benefit will inevitably be short-term, not long-term. The 
EIS should also analyze the loss of jobs upon the closure of the mine after 20 years 
or so.

Organization

6879 4 My comments concerning the proposed Rosemont project are concerned with the 
subjects of potable water, the mine's process waste water mine dust, effect on Mt 
Whipple observatory, property values, and future activity after the mine is depleted.

Individual

6879 16 The observatories on Mount Whipple will, likely, experience greater light pollution 
of the mining operations lights.  Their site was originally chosen to be distant from 
light sources to minimize light pollution.  Now, the light sources are moving closer 
to their telescopes.  Shouldn't Rosemont be held to the same standards as Walmart 
when Walmart was erecting their business in Sahuarita and were required to use 
limited lighting in their parking lot?  What's happening to our "dark skies" 
requirements?

Individual

6895 3 1.  In addition to the 10 issues listed in the Notice of Intent (NOI), dated February 
28, 2008, the following issue should also be considered in preparing the EIS:

Effects of dust, and nighttime lighting on the night sky environment relevant to 
astronomical operations at the nearby Fred L. Whipple Observatory (FLWO) on 
Mount Hopkins.

Individual

6902 3 We even have outdoor lighting codes that govern the amount of light we as land 
owners can have on our parcel.

Individual

6923 9 How will nearby astronomy resources, including Mt. Hopkins and Kitt Peak 
observatories, be affected by the mine's planned 24/7 operational schedule?  And 
how will this light pollution affect the quality of life for nearby residents?

Individual

6966 15 The hwy 83 access safety issues and inconveniences, noise pollution, light pollution, 
and exposure to the mines airborne contaminants not to mention my overall quality 
of life?

Individual
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7000 4 Also, as the proposed mine would operate 24 hours a day, it would add a large 
amount of light pollution to the night sky, again to the detriment of the capabilities 
of the Observatory.  As the proposed mine would be only about 10 miles from the 
Observatory, it would be guaranteed to have a significant deleterious impact.  
Augusta Resources would not be bound by outdoor lighting codes, and hast yet to 
show a real commitment to abating it before its project can be seriously considered.  
These effects are not exclusive to the detriment of the Observatory, as Green Valley 
residents know all too well that their dark skies are becoming more polluted, and air 
and water at times are dangerous to their health because of contamination with toxic 
chemicals from nearby copper mines.

Individual

7001 4 They are meeting all environment rules, including lighting and in 20 years we won't 
even know it was there.

Individual

7008 6 There will be light pollutionIndividual

7023 4 2. YOU PLAN ON ALLOWING THEM TO POLLUTE OUR  NIGHT SKIES 
WITH LIGHT.  CREATE AN ENVIRONMENTAL DISASTER THAT WOULD 
COST MILLIONS OF DOLLARS TO CLEAN UP..

Individual

7083 3 Have you taken into consideration the lighting from the mine and how that affects 
our dark sky initiative?

Individual

7088 77 Given that the mine expects to operate 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, what is the 
overall impact on light pollution?  A national observatory in the Santa Ritas may be 
compromised by lights from the mines, so what impacts will the Rosemont mining 
activities have on that?

There are strict regulations for lighting at night.  Rosemont, as is the practice in all 
mining operations, plans to operate 24 hours/day.  Good lighting is essential for 
mining operations and required by the Labor Board.

In January of 1995 a fatality occurred at a waste rock dump area at the Sierrita mine 
site in nearby Green Valley, then owned by Cyprus Corporation.  A Caterpillar dump 
truck backed over a berm, and turned over, fatally injuring the driver.  There was no 
illumination provided at the dump area.  The truck was equipped with two back-up 
lights that were quite dirty.  The Labor Board investigated and required that portable 
lighting plants be installed at all dumping areas to provide sufficient illumination for 
safe dumping operations.

Organization

7117 29 The lights pollution associated with the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine is likely to 
be significant and will affect one of the top places in the country for viewing the 
skies - by armatures and professionals alike. The Forest Service must evaluate the 
impacts of the proposed mine on this important resource, including the potential 
negative economic impact of lost revenue due to loss of dark skies.

Organization

7125 7 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 of energy, and threatens astronomical research. All of our 
observatories will suffer with another 24/7 mining operation!

Individual
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7131 1 The Rosemont mine will use many strong lights - strong enough to bother Kitt Peak.  
Kitt Peak is very important to Tucson and the information they share with the 
international countries.  Kitt Peak is connected in a way with the University of 
Arizona.  Save Kitt Peak and get rid of the Rosemont Mine project!

Individual

7152 9 According to Rosemont's own website, "Rosemont will be one of the largest copper 
mines in the United States." How can this NOT impact the environment, the water 
supply and its quality, the scenic beauty and recreational values, and the wildlife?
Breathing, air quality, light pollution for Mt. Hopkins Observatory must be given 
high priority.

Individual

7153 13 DARK SKIES
There are already extremely bright lights at the proposed copper mine area every 
night. They are very dangerous since they are distracting to drivers on Highway 83, 
which is a winding mountain road. The lights also interfere with our dark, night 
skies. If a mine is operating, there will be even more bright lights visible from 
Highway 83 and surrounding areas.

Individual

7155 17 Transportation issues involved with this proposal appear to be overwhelming. There 
is no way that Scenic Highway 83, in its current condition, an handle the projected 
volume of traffic that will be generated by an operating mine in the area. Also, the 
scenic values of the highway will be compromised to the point of irrelevance should 
the mine be put into operation, and the exponential increase in traffic will have 
dangerous  and far-reaching consequences for both humans and wildlife attempting 
to travel or cross the highway. Other impacts from the daily operation of the mine 
include blasting noise and correlating seismic disturbance, lighting and its disruption 
of "dark skies" activities in the area.

Organization

7163 33 Mines of the type and scale proposed have the potential to generate extensive 
pollution, in the forms of water pollution, light pollution, noise pollution and air 
pollution. Such pollution can have local, regional and even global implications.

Organization

7163 42 Light Pollution

Questions to be answered in the EIS:
How will light pollution from the mining operations impact the surrounding 
environment, including avoidance of the area by nocturnal wildlife species, and/or 
impacts upon foraging behavior and mitigation of birds and bats?
How will lights from a 24-7 mining operation impact the night sky and the ability of 
local MMT observatory to view and study astronomical phenomenon? (The MMT is 
located on the summit of Mt. Hopkins, the second highest peak in the Santa Rita 
mountain range of the Coronado National Forest)?

Organization

7166 19 QUALITY OF LIFE: I have heard that the blasting and mining operations will go on 
24 hours daily at this time. How will the noise, vibration, and lighting from the mine 
affect people living in the area and what will be the effect on wildlife? I would be 
very concerned that nearby residents' ability to sleep would be impacted. Will the 
environmental impact study address such issues?

Individual

7167 7 Light pollution and its impact on astronomy and rural values must be considered.Individual

7167 15 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause soil, water, air, noise, traffic, and light pollution.

Individual
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7171 7 Light pollution and its impact on astronomy and rural values must be considered.Individual

7171 15 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause soil, water, air, noise, traffic, and light pollution.

Individual

7175 12 The effects on bats of changes in water quantity and quality, light and noise, and 
heavy metals in the soil, water, and air caused by the proposed action should be 
investigated.

Individual

7181 14 12. What will the mine do to assure the light pollution does not adversely impact the 
observatories on Mt. Hopkins? If it is later discovered that the lights do interfere 
with Mt. Hopkins observatories will Augusta Resources guarantee in writing that 
they will either reduce the lighting to acceptable levels, or if that is not possible to 
stop mining during the night? According to Augusta's lighting plan "The project, 
although not required to do so, will make every attempt to comply with the Pima 
county Outdoor lighting code. It should be noted, however, that federal and state 
laws also require Rosemont operations to give utmost attention to the safety of its 
employees and the public"

Individual

7197 10 From the tailings dust to the road traffic to the sound and light pollutiont to the 
habitat fragmentation, this mine would destroy the beauty of this valley, and in doing 
so, the lives and incomes of many who have investing years into building their 
homes and careers around it.

Individual

7201 16 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity
Water quality
Depletion  of the water table affecting agriculture on the west side of the Santa Rita 
Mountains
Road access, highway safety and highway maintenance
Impact on "Scenic Byway" Highway 83
Habitat fragmentation
Viewscape and open space destruction
Reduced recreational use
Ranching agribusiness
Economic impact on surrounding communities
Air quality
Electricity consumption
Light pollution

Organization
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7253 76 LIGHT POLLUTION
The mine plan indicates that the operation would occur 24 hours per day 7 days a 
week for almost every day of the year.
-How much lighting would be required?
-What would be the total lumens?
-What would the impacts be to local observatories, particularly Mount Hopkins?
-How will the mine comply with the Dark Sky Ordinance and with Pima County's 
lighting code?
-What will be effect of lights on wildlife in the vicinity?
-Will lighting be visible to nearby residents?

The EIS should also consider the prohibition of nighttime operations at the mine. 
How would such a prohibition be enforced? And, finally, the EIS should compare 
light pollution impacts against the No Action alternative.

Organization

7313 21 6. What is the impact of night mining operations on Mt. Hopkins, Kitt Peak and 
other nearby observatories? What will be the consequences of light pollution from 
the Rosemont mine on the University of Arizona's world-renowned astronomy 
program? How can Rosemont provide a safe workplace for its employees at night 
and still comply with the Pima County Outdoor Lighting Code?

Individual

7316 14 e.�Light pollution by continuous operation and traffic.Organization

7316 25 d.�Light pollution and air pollution affecting the quality of astronomical research 
conducted on Mt. Hopkins and in the Sonoita area.

Organization

7364 6 Having spent the past year not only working at, but also living at the Epona Center at 
Apache Springs Ranch, I have had a unique opportunity that few others share. In 
how many places can one still walk about in the night and be guided only by the 
light of the full moon, or look up on a clear evening at the wonder of a star filled sky?

Individual

7375 1 While mining and sand/gravel operations often seem to escape the purview of local 
and regional light pollution control measures / outdoor lighting codes, simple 
compliance by this proposed project with said ordinances are not likely to mitigate 
all negative effects of the outdoor lighting systems that are likely to be proposed for 
implementation.

The environmental impacts of all lighting installations associated with this project 
should be assessed in a quantitative fashion to determine effects upon native 
nocturnal animals (both predators and prey) and insects in the area.  Human 
professional and amateur astronomical impacts as well as laypeople seeking a 
wilderness experience in the area should also be considered.

Individual

7375 4 Many factors including induced development, local and adjacent air quality / 
particulate content considerations, ground albedo, lamp source spectral 
characteristics, controls, curfews, lighting levels, shielding, setbacks, aiming angles, 
and luminaire selection needs to be carefully assessed.

Individual

7411 12 Conflict with Observatories- The impact of light on the operation of nearby 
observatories should be fully explored and quantified. The MPO implied promise to 
follow the Pima County OLC is vague and appears to be unenforceable.

Individual
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7415 8 Who will compensate the atronomical observatories on Mt Hopkins for light 
pollution?

Individual

7430 1 The Rosemont mining project requires special conditions to control the adverse 
environmental consequences from light pollution and sky glow. The Rosemont 
application indicates an intention to keep the mine operating all night long, which 
will present a serious problem for astronomers in th Pima County area and beyond.

Organization

7430 3 Light pollution also has adverse effects on the ecology, as represented in the attached 
file.

Organization

7443 9 Blasting (daily) an open pit into the east side of the Santa Ritas is objectionable for 
aesthetic reasons alone. But aside from my bias (I love that drive down "Scenic" 
Highway 83), there are pressing environmental concerns.Light pollution.

Individual

7448 6 Will their facilities create more light pollution for the nearby astronomical 
observatories? They need a lot of floodlights to see at night!

Individual

7451 14 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
22. The MPO shows a 24 hour operation which will have to have lights to operate at 
night. This will impact Vail residents. This is an impact. Their lights have already 
impacted one neighborhood.

Individual

7453 14 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
22. The MPO shows a 24 hour operation which will have to have lights to operate at 
night. This will impact Vail residents. This is an impact. Their lights have already 
impacted one neighborhood.

Individual

7456 22 We visited the Santa Rita Management Area during the period when the test drilling 
was occurring, and we were greatly concerned at the amount of light disturbance that 
occurred.

Government

7456 62 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-light effects on wildlife and recreationists

Government

7469 7 On an aesthetic but no less important point, what about the increased  artificial light 
that will be necessary for mining? These will be significant detractors to the tourist 
industry (A HIGHLY SUCCESSFUL INDUSTRY) of Tucson and its suburbs and 
surrounding areas (Patagonia, Tubac). Again, an objective expert panel must 
investigate this and present it to the public before any action is taken on the mine.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 18 of 24



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Light Pollution

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7487 32 In addition to the attractive natural environment of the area, another key reason I 
moved here is the dark night sky and my interest in astronomy.  This is shared by 
many local astronomers both amateur and professional as witnessed by the many 
observatories in the area.  It has been stated that mining operations will comply with 
the Mt Hopkins lighting code unless safety is involved.  It should be noted here that 
bright light does not necessarily translate to safety.  In certain cases, transition from 
light to dark or the creation of shadows from bright light, can actually be less safe.  
For the operations to date, supporting exploratory drilling and limited development, 
these lighting codes have been ignored.  These points were raised at the public 
scoping hearings and yet bright lighting continues to be aimed upward as of the date 
of these comments raising questions in my mind as to the level of commitment of the 
company.  The ultimate effect of large scale operations and lighting code compliance 
remains highly uncertain.

Please provide an analysis of light pollution as a function of distance and direction 
from mining operations and year of operation.  It is requested that energy flux 
density and spectral content be provided.  Analysis should include all sources such 
as fixed, temporay and vehicular lighting, direction of lighting, power output, 
spectral content of output, reflectance factors such as dust (item 5 above) and 
emissions from operations, and the changes in ground albedo (reflectance) due to the 
evolution of the operations landscape.  Please provide and uncertainty analysis on 
these predicted effects.

What will value be placed on the degradation of my hobby and the effect on the 
professional observatories and their investment?

Individual

7489 3 It also raises question as to whether or not the proponent  has done any modeling or 
lighting design for night-time operations in order to have any idea whether or not 
such lighting could approach the requirements of the Outdoor Lighting Code.

Business
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7489 6 Scoping comments on Rosemont Copper Plan of Operation, 3.8 Lighting Plan
Our Specific Comments follow in the body of section 3.8. 

-Mobile/portable outdoor lighting used for flood or area lighting in support of 
mining operations or onsite construction activities, either permanent or temporary, 
shall comply with the OLC.
(How can this type of light comply? A typical generator-powered mobile light of this 
type has four 1,000 watt metal halide lamps. Metal halide is a blue-white light 
wource and does not meet the low-pressure-sodium requirement of the Code. A 
typical generator-powered mobile light does not have full-cut-off optics as required 
in the Code. If it did, the fixtures would have to point at the ground to preserve the 
FCO characteristic. Our experience with the Border Patrol checkpoints where these 
lights are used have shown it to be a difficult if not impossible task for changing shift 
workers to properly position the lights. To illuminate a rock face, these lights would 
have to be pointed horizontally and then are not FCO.

A single 1,000-watt metal halide lamp emits an average of 70,000 lumens. Under the 
Code's 18,000 lumens per acre allowance, a single lamp uses 3.8 acres of lumens 
allowance. A typical four lamp light tower emits about 280,000 lumens or an 
equivalent of 15.5 acres of lumens allowance per mobile tower. Given the enormous 
size of the site affected by the proposed mine, the lumens cap might be met, but 
those details are lacking in this plan. How many mobile lights are typically used?

Business

7489 8 Scoping comments on Rosemont Copper Plan of Operation, 3.8 Lighting Plan
Our Specific Comments follow in the body of section 3.8. 

Mobile equipment lights that are low voltage, incandescent lamps are exempt from 
compliance with the OLC. These lights include headlights found on motorized 
equipment, such as haul trucks, operations vehicles, and fleet and service trucks. 
(Does this mean that high-intensity-discharge and halogen headlights and vehicle-
mounted spotlights are prohibited? What about light-emitting-diode vehicle lights?)

Business

7489 9 Scoping comments on Rosemont Copper Plan of Operation, 3.8 Lighting Plan
Our Specific Comments follow in the body of section 3.8. 

The design and specification of mercury vapor lamps and associated lighting fixtures 
are prohibited and shall not be considered. Rosemont Copper operations will require 
adequate levels of outdoor illumination for its 24/7 operations. (Who decides what 
an adequate level of outdoor illumination is and what if it conflicts with the Outdoor 
Lighting Code?)

Business

7489 11 Scoping comments on Rosemont Copper Plan of Operation, 3.8 Lighting Plan
Our Specific Comments follow in the body of section 3.8. 

The outdoor artificial area lighting foot-candle (fc) design will provide a maximum 
of 1.0 fc at all mine process and support areas and facilities. (What is the area of "all 
mine process and support areas and facilities" and what is the resulting lumens 
requirement?)

Business
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7489 12 Scoping comments on Rosemont Copper Plan of Operation, 3.8 Lighting Plan
Our Specific Comments follow in the body of section 3.8. 

The Rosemont outdoor lighting design will be based on using, to the greatest extent 
possible, full cutoff, low pressure, sodium type lamp sources and light fixtures. The 
goal is to provide 18,000 lm per acre while providing a safe, adequatelylit work 
environment. (Again, who determines what is a safe, adequately lit work 
environment and what happens if that conflicts with the Code?)

Business

7490 1 In brief, we are concerned that light pollution from the proposed copper mining 
operation will harm the astronomical facilities on nearby Mount Hopkins in the 
Santa Rita Mountains. Artificial light in the night sky overwhelms the faint light of 
the stars

Business

7490 6 The mining proponent has filed an Outdoor Lighting Plan as part of the Plan of 
Operations. We have inserted our comments on a copy of the Plan as an attachment. 
We are unable to meaningfully evaluate the light because 1) the operator is not 
bound to follow it, 2) it cites unspecified Federal and State laws that may come into 
play, and, 3) gives no description of typical lighting practice for this type of mining 
operation. The simplest solution suggested so far is to limit the mine to daytime 
operations only.

Business

7493 7 My other concerns are:
light pollution from the mines.

Individual

7504 148 Given that the mine expects to operate 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, what is the 
overall impact on light pollution?  A national observatory in the Santa Ritas may be 
compromised by lights from the mines, so what impacts will the Rosemont mining 
activities have on that?

There are strict regulations for lighting at night.  Rosemont, as is the practice in all 
mining operations, plans to operation 24 hours/day.  Good lighting is essential for 
mining operations and required by the Labor Board.

7508

7504 150 In January of 1995, a fatality occurred at a waste rock dump area at the Sierrita mine 
site in nearby Green Valley, then owned by Cyprus Corporation.  A Caterpillar dump 
truck backed over a berm, and turned over, fatally injuring the driver.  There was no 
illumination provided at the dump area.  The truck was equipped with two back-up 
lights that were quite dirty.  The Labor Board investigated and required that portable 
lighting plants be installed at all dumping areas to provide sufficient illumination for 
safe dumping operations.

7508

7508 3 The light pollution  is a given, even with the major gains in perceptive mining 
procedures. A hole, one mile long and wide and 3,000 feet deep, with all the 
chemical agents used to mine, process and ship the copper, will change our beloved 
Scenic Santa Ritas forever, even with the newest of technologies. After twenty years, 
the company, with its money and copper, will leave our mountains much the richer, 
while we are much the poorer. Please decide, not in our Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

7514 6 I am concerned about light pollution.Individual
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7514 15 The mine will cause light pollution which will severely impact our enjoyment of 
sitting outside at night just to watch the stars. After having lived in other U.S. cities I 
love the dark skies of the Tucson area.

Individual

7523 6 In the PRISTINE environment of the proposed mine site, the dark night sky would 
be forever lost.

Individual

7546 13 The FS, in cooperation with Arizona Game and Fish, should also study the impact of 
the mine and its operations on the Mearns quail and deer populations in the 
immediate area and the surrounding areas. This should include a study of increased 
road kill of deer along Highway 83 due to increased traffic, and altered migration, 
mating and other behavior of wildlife due to the noise, dust, and light of the 24 hour 
mining operations proposed. They should also study the impact on wildlife caused 
by the destruction or pollution of natural springs and depletion of groundwater. 
These studies should be completed prior to issuing any EIS.

Individual

7555 3 Sitting out to watch the stars wil not be the same with noise, light, and dust pollution 
that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7557 4 Sitting out to watch the starts will not be the same with noise, light, and dust 
pollution that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7558 9 Since mining is a three shift operation and astronomy (both professional and 
amateur) is critical to the present and future economy in this area, what is the total 
projected impact on the dark sky in the area near the mine? I have seen words that 
they plan to address this but can not find any hard numbers.

Individual

7567 2 Southern Arizona is home to several observatoires, sited here because of the dryness 
of the atmosphere and dark, clear night skies. They are a long-time contributor to the 
economy and scientific reputation of the area. One of these observatories, the 
Whipple Observatory is on Mt. Hopkins in the Coronado National Forest. The 
proposed 24/7 operation of the mine will lead to light pollution and dust which will 
adversely affect operations of the observatory. Blasting for the mine could possibly 
create tremors which would affect the ability to make precise measurements.

Individual

7567 5 It is important to ensure that mine operations will not adversely affect this use of 
National Forest Land. It may be necessary for the mine to cease operations during 
darkness and take relatively drastic measures to keep dust from the sky. The 
observatories are a gem we need to protect.

Individual

7570 3 Sitting out to watch the stars will not be the same with noise, light, and dust 
pollution that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7575 3 Sitting out to watch the stars will not be the same with noise, light and dust pollution 
that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7578 4 Sitting out to watch the stars will not be the same with noise, light and dust pollution 
that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7579 15 The lights that will be used will ruin our beautiful dark skies. I love to sit out and 
watch the starts at night this would be gone.

Individual

7588 3 People do not want to live next to or near a mine. Excluding the probability that they 
will deplete our exceptional quality ground water, we will have to contend with their 
light, their dirt/dust, their noise and the unbelieveable amount of traffic on Hwy. 83.

Individual
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7598 41 In addition to the attractive natural environment of the area, another key reason we 
moved here is the dark night sky. This interest is shared by many local astronomers 
both amateur and professional as witnessed by the many observatories in the area. It 
has been stated that mining operations will comply with the Mt Hopkins lighting 
code unless safety is involved. It should be noted here that bright light does not 
necessarily translate to safety. In certain cases, transition from light to dark or the 
creation of shadows from bright light, can actually be less safe. For the operations to 
date, supporting exploratory driling and limited development, these lighting codes 
have been ignored. These points were raised at the public scoping hearings and yet 
bright lighting continues to be aimed upward as of the date of these comments 
raising questions in my mind as to the level of commitment of the company. The 
ultimate effect of large scale operations and lighting code compliance remains highly 
uncertain.

Please provide an analysis of light pollution as a function of distance and direction 
from mining operations and year of operation. It is requested that energy flux density 
and spectral content be provided. Analysis should include all sources such as fixed, 
temporary and vehicular lighting, direction of lighting, power output, spectral 
content of output, reflectance factors such as dust (item 5 above) and emissions from 
operations, and the changes in ground albedo (reflectance) due to the evolution of 
the operations landscape. Please provide an uncertainty analysis on these predicted 
effects.

Individual

7602 3 I have recently learned of the proposed Rosemont Mine project in the Sonoita, 
Arizona area. I am very disturbed by this news, since I often visit the Epona Center 
at Apache Springs Ranch and I fear there will be irreparable damage to the beauty of 
this valley with this project. I visit this area often from my New York home to be 
able to experience the serenity and untouched beauty of the Santa Rita mountain 
area. I fear this open pit mine will ruin the hiking, trail riding and other outdoor 
pleasures. The light will be a serious compromise to this experience.

Individual

7810 10 What will the mine do to assure the light pollution does not adversely impact the 
observatories on Mt Hopkins?

If it is later discovered that the lights do interfere with the Mt Hopkins observatories 
will Augusta Resources guarantee in writing that they will either reduce the lighting 
to acceptable levels, or if that is not possible to stop mining during the night? 
According to Augusta's lighting plan "The project, although not required to do so, 
will make every attempt to comply with the Pima county Outdoor lighting code. It 
should be noted, however, that federal and state laws also require Rosemont 
operations to give utmost attention to the safety of its employees and the public"

Organization

8766 4 I'm very concerned about any lighting that would be used at the mine.  The lighting 
would not only affect me at a fair distance from the mine, it would also affect the 
surrounding amateur observatories in Sonoita and may have a significant impact on 
the world class observing that goes on in the observatory that's actually in the 
mountains right there at the Molymere [phonetic], Smithsonian, Molymere 
Observatory.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 23 of 24



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Light Pollution

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

8783 1 I am deeply concerned about the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine. And I -- on 
several levels, light pollution, air pollution, water removal. We are in a place that's 
limited with water desperately. We need all the recharge that we can get for human 
purposes.

This has nothing to do with survival. This has to do with part of being used as a 
colony and having the money carted away, and the water left, wasted and gone.

Individual

8783 5 I'm concerned about the air pollution, the dust of heavy metals and other pollutants 
that will be raised, the light pollution that will -- the wildlife in that area, the 
proposed area depends on having darkness at night and silence.

Individual

8798 7 Will their facilities create more light pollution for the nearby astronomical 
observatories, Mt. Hopkins, for instance? Mines need lots of flood lights to see at 
night, see what they're doing.

Individual

8806 10 We will have light pollutionIndividual

8807 6 The amount of light pollutionand air pollution, waste of water for a foreign country 
to make a profit is wrong.  And that's the only way I know how to say it.

Individual

8822 5 My concern is the same concern expressed by thousands of people here in Santa 
Cruz Valley, and that is light pollution.

Individual

8835 3 I'm also concerned about the light pollution.  It would also adversely affect some 
very important industries here in southern Arizona, the astronomical industries, and 
we and the universities that work with them were able to provide very important 
information through the astronomic sites, and this would be a great deterrent to them.

Individual

8848 4 I am a designer of sustainable systems and I am calling in to record my opposition to 
the mine for a multitude of reasons, which I'm sure you've heard over and over, but I 
will reiterate my part.  And that is the destruction of the fragile ecosystem, the 
pollution for relatively short-lived project.  Nineteen  years is not a long time, but a 
tremendous amount of damage can occur within that window.  And the affect of 
light, sound and just the disruption on that level of a -- an ecosystem is extraordinary.

Individual

8871 3 It will add to noise and light pollution, dust.Individual

11047 31 There has been a bright light from MP 44 that can be seen clearly to past MP 49/50 
for the last couple of weeks. We notices last night at MP 44 that is actually 3 bright 
lights but we can only see 1 bright light from the roads up around MP 49/50 from teh 
drill rigs.

Individual
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2591 40 Have there been any studies on long-range impacts on cattle from potential 
cumulative direct and indirect contamination/pollution factors that could have 
implications for the food chain in beef cattle that graze directly on lands in the 
immediate or neighboring localities of the mine? If such studies have not been done, 
it would certainly seem essential that they should be done, & should be a factor in 
decision-making in what is pristine, historic ranching country.

Individual

7812 15 Degradation of rangelands resulting from reduction of grazing allotments and 
displacement to other leases and/or private lands;

Individual
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1625 7 (3) the mine would irretrievably impact prime grazing  land used extensively by 
ranchers, trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from throughout 
Southern Arizona and beyond;

Organization

1746 6 The Board of the Cienega Watershed  Partnership (CWP) is deeply concerned about 
the potential devastating environmental impacts of the open pit mine proposed for 
Rosemont Ranch. In particular, the Board believes that: 
the mine would irretrievably impact prime grazing land used extensively by ranchers, 
trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from throughout Southern 
Arizona and beyond

Organization

1751 1 The mine would cut one of our most important pastures in half, hindering the cattles' 
ability to get to water.

Individual

1891 12 Domestic ruminants are especially sensitive to levels of molybdenum and copper and 
to the proportions of each in the grasses they eat. Cattle seem most sensitive of all, 
and cattle grazing on grasses containing certain proportions of copper/ molybdenum 
will die if not removed from the land. Sonoita has traditionally been cattle country 
with many large ranches and smaller cattle operations currently functioning in the 
area. The winds in the Sonoita/Santa Rita area are famous for their ferocity at times, 
and an open pit mine in the region could be disastrous to the cattle themselves and to 
the financial survival of the cattle business in the area.

Further, residue levels of molydenum poisoning. Rather, this metal has been 
determined to be toxic in combination with other chemicals and metals, most 
particularly, copper. At the present time, we have no ability to test for molybdenum 
poisoning vs. copper deficiency in these animals. Until such diagnostic testing 
becomes available, it is untenable to propose mining in cattle producing country. 
More longterm effects on the population eating the beef from such an area should 
also be investigated in advance of open pit mining.

Individual

1964 11 Over the long term, is it likely that an open pit copper mine will lead to an 
improvement or deterioration in the food they grow, and the cattle they raise?

Individual

2201 9 Not only would these affect the human population, but the wildlife as well, not to 
mention cattle and other livestock for ranchers.

Individual

2218 11 Over the long term, is it likely that an open pit copper mine will lead to an 
improvement or deterioration in the food they grow, and the cattle they raise?

Individual
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2489 7 In particular, the Board believes that: 
the mine would irretrievably impact prime grazing land used extensively by ranchers, 
trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from throughout Southern 
Arizona and beyond

Organization

2760 73 If the project area is currently grazed, the EIS should describe the potential impacts 
to livestock grazing in the project vicinity and discuss whether reduction in forage 
would necessitate a reduction in livestock grazing in the area for the duration of the 
project and/or after mine closure and reclamation. Indentify any other special uses 
that would be displaced by the proprosed project and discuss the proposed project's 
specific potential impacts to these uses.

Government

5284 22 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Economic Impact:

What is Augusta Resource Corporation's plan for economic restitution for ranchers 
who have grazing rights along Highway 83?

Individual

6748 7 And the best interests and the interests that the Forest Service is supposed to look out 
for is the best use.  The best use of this property has already been established.  We 
see it every day, it's the grass.  The grass in Rosemont Ranch right now is sustaining 
cattle.

Individual

7031 5 3 separate cattle leases north of the proposed projects that I can think of offhand that 
will be affected by water surface issues.

Individual

7037 9 and grazing rights are going to negatively affected by increase infrastructure and 
heavy truck traffic.

Individual

7201 12 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity
Water quality
Depletion  of the water table affecting agriculture on the west side of the Santa Rita 
Mountains
Road access, highway safety and highway maintenance
Impact on "Scenic Byway" Highway 83
Habitat fragmentation
Viewscape and open space destruction
Reduced recreational use
Ranching agribusiness

Organization

7234 6 Are we again going to be left with a view of an abandoned mine, compromised and 
polluted water, destroyed roads, trashed and destroyed recreation, and grazing areas,

Individual

7309 8 Rosemont is doing a rent-a-cow function on the land.  Each of their 20-acre parcels 
on the private patented mining claims, they're paying approximately $10 per year.
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7313 32 10. There is great concern that Sahuarita Road is inadequate for mine-related traffic. 
It is a two-lane roadway used by local residents and businesses to get from Highway 
83 to the Nogales Highway and Interstate 19, while avoiding Interstate 10. many 
bicyclists also enjoy riding along Sahuarita Road. This roadway is narrow with 
inadequate shoulders and has poor visibility. Sahuarita Road will not be able to 
handle the increased traffic caused by mine operations without major 
improvements.The road is especially unsafe between Scenic Highway 83 to 
Houghton Road and from Interstate 19 to Country Club Road. Large trucks are seen 
to routinely drive over the centerline along the entire length of Sahuarita Road. What 
provisions are being made by Rosemont to ensure that the mining traffic does not 
damage the roadway or make it more dangerous to motorists and bicyclists? Who 
will be responsible for road improvements and maintenance? Where will additional 
emergency vehicles and personnel come from and who will pay for them? What 
consideration is being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be 
found on the "wrong side of the fence"?

Individual

7313 37 11. There is a concern that Scenic Highway 83 does not have the capacity for mine-
related traffic. This highway is narrow with inadequate shoulders and has poor traffic 
visibility. Without major improvements, Scenic Highway 83 will not be able to 
safely handle the increased traffic from mine operations. The Highway is especially 
unsafe from Marker 44 to Interstate 10. Large trucks are routinely encountered 
driving over the centerline in this area because the roadway is narrow and often has 
not shoulders on either side of the road. What consideration will be given to the 
safety of the many bicyclists who enjoy riding along Scenic Highway 83? What 
measures are being taken by Rosemont to ensure that heavy mining traffic does not 
damage the pavement or make the road even more dangerous than it now is? Who 
will be responsible for improving and maintaining the road? What consideration is 
being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be found on the 
"wrong side of the fence"? What planning is being done in consideration of the 
wildlife whose migratory paths intersect Scenic Highway 83?

Individual

7325 4 I am opposed to the pit mine and would like a reconsideration of the environmental 
impact on the wildlife, as well as, a second look at how this mine will economically 
impact tourism and ranching in this specific area.

Individual

7451 35 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
44. One of our residents on Hilton Ranch Rd. Had CATTLE from the Rosemont 
Ranch in her hay barn.

Individual

7453 35 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
44. One of our residents on Hilton Ranch Rd. Had CATTLE from the Rosemont 
Ranch in her hay barn.

Individual

7814 8 What provisions are being made by Rosemont to ensure that the mining traffic does 
not damage the roadway or make it more dangerous to motorists and bicyclists? Who 
will be responsible for road improvements and maintenance? Where will additional 
emergency vehicles and personnel come from and who will pay for them? What 
consideration is being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be 
found on the "wrong side of the fence"?

Individual

8896 4 What consideration is being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes 
be found on the "wrong side of the fence"?

Individual
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11047 5 [I]f Augusta does sell ths project to another corporation, how will that affect 
whatever permits it receives under this NEPA process? Will it make it easier for that 
corporation to receive future permits through the NEPA process? How will this 
NEPA process and potential acceptance affect future foreseeable actions in the area.? 
[B]y bringing in new infrastructure such as water and electric lines will this 
encourage higher density development on the west side of the Santa Ritas where 
there are Conservation goals per the SDCP and the Santa Rital  Experimental Range?
How would this water line and electric permitting affect the existing grazing lease 
holders? (see section 4.0 below for related questions)

Individual

11047 21 How will the project prevent wildlife from trying to access these poison water areas? 
Will there be walls? Fences? I have miniature cattle and have done extensive 
research with the USDA on how to keeps Mountian Lions away from my cattle. 
There really is no fencing to keep out big cats so we use a combination of 6-7 foot 
stock flimsy stock fence with a cattle guard dog. How does Rosemont propose to 
keep Big Cats away from the water that has chemicals in it? I suggest two tiers of 
protection. One layer of electric flagged fence and then a ten foot deer fence around 
any potential areas of poisonous water. This should keep deer and cats out.
Additionally, this will keep the cattle from roaming around and drowning on site, 
because let me assure this happens. The fencing would have to be appropriate for 
other circumstances as well and a fencing person would to be consultated. The other 
alternative would be the dome option below. That is predominately for the poison 
water, whereas the fencing would serve the purpose of keeping the cattle from 
drowning in ponds that were not designed correctly as well. (so they can get back out)

Individual

11082 21 I have concerns about an attenuation pond that first of all is only built to hold water 
from a 100 year 24 hour storm event. That seems woefully inadequate. Secondly. It 
would be intended to drain within 30 days. Given that most of large quantities of 
water accumulate in the summer when it is hot, it seems like a perfect mosquito 
beeding opportunity. 
What affect will this have on the cattle that are supposed to be there for revegetation? 
Does the operation intend to vaccinate the cattle for West Nile? I am not exactly sure 
if cattle need to be vaccinated for West Nile but I am fairly sure that horses do. Does 
the operation intend to vaccinate the horses for West Nile? 
What perimeter around the project would it intend to vaccinate for the West Nile 
virus in the surrounding area ranches

Individual
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1640 2 I know that the Forest Service has been made aware that Arizona State Trust Land 
has issued a lease for Cal Portland to mine north of the proposed Rosemont Project 
in the Davidson Canyon area as well.  Both Kinder Morgan (petroleum) and El Paso 
(natural gas) bladed a pseudo highway wide enough to serve as the cross town 
freeway while installing new pipes. I have not even spoken of the aggregate clay and 
gravel mines north of Interstate Ten off of Marsh Station Rd. The Sahaurita area is 
suffering from subsidence.  There are proposed mines south of the proposed 
Rosemont Project.

Individual

1879 6 Already Green Valley and other area residents are suffering the impacts of existing 
and past mines on the western side of the Santa Ritas.  This should be a cautionary 
tale for the potentaial impacts of the proposed Rosemont operation.

Individual

1896 1 Augusta has no intentions of stopping with the Rosemont Mine.  According to an 
article in World Mining Stocks from Sept 2007, issue 11 Gil Clausen, president and 
CEO of Augusta Resource noted that although developing Rosemont is the 
companies primary focus, three other properties are the Peach-Elgin, Broadtop Butte, 
and Copper World prospects.  The article makes it clear that Augusta has not 
inentions of stopping with the Rosemont Mine.  Rosemont may be where they plan 
to start but it looks like they intend on pursuing several future mines along the 
Sonoita-Patagonia Scenic route, and one on the west side of the Santa Rita's, which 
will be visible from Green Valley.

Organization

1918 4 We have enough mines in this area with out increasing production.Individual

2453 17 It is likely the mine will have need of the crystalline limestone from the two mines in 
the Santa Ritas, that consideration should be incorporated. Also, the mine will have 
many mineral material needs: gravel, rip-rap, etc that they may seek from nearby 
sources.

Individual

7511 1 Based upon the fact that soon Asarco's Corpus Christi, Texas trail will end and they 
will be emerging from bankruptcy via a takeover bid from another mining company, 
very likely Sterlite Industries, parent company being Vedanta Resources PLC which 
states a plan to DOUBLE the copper PRODUCTION at PIMA mine I am requesting 
that a CUMULATIVE IMPACT STUDY be completed relative to both the 
additional environmental hazard and water consumption strains that will result as yet 
another mine resumes operation in PIMA county.

Individual
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2 5 If they don't plan to develop these mines in the future then will they donate the 
Peach-Elgin mine, Broadtop Butte mine, and Copper World mine properties to Pima 
County for conservation before the Rosemont mine proceeds?

1509 5 Reasons why Rosemont Mine shold NOT be allowed: Copper- why can't we leave 
this copper deposit in SITU?  We don't really need it. There is adequate global 
supply. Leave it for future generations to develop if needed. In the meantime we 
leave a pristine area alone and help our aquifier.

Individual
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1548 4 where are the future expansions of Rosemont going to be? Their prospective and 
sales materials to investors showed huge areas to be mined that are noted that are not 
noted in the current plan.

Individual

1649 13 The Forest Service needs to conduct a validity exam on all mining claims Augusta 
wants to use for their mine waste, tailings, and other facilities. Unless these claims 
are valid, Augusta has no real legal right to use our public land for their dump.

Individual

1653 8 We demand that the Forest Service conduct a validity exam on all mining claims 
Augusta wants to use for their mine waste, tailings, and other facilities. Unless these 
claims are valid, Augusta has no real legal right to use our public land for their dump.

Individual

1722 4 The Forest Service must Conduct a validity exam in all mining claims Augusat wants 
to use for the mine waste tailings and other facilities. Unless this claims are valid, 
Augusta has m real regal right to use our public land.

Individual

1775 5 Our Forest Service must conduct a validity exam on all mining claims Augusta wants 
to use for their mine waste, tailings, and other facilities. Unless these claims are 
valid, Augusta has not real legal right to use our public land as their personal dump.

Individual

1802 2 Provide new source for valuable mineral/metal
-ie copper

Individual

1856 5 Our Forest Service must conduct a validity exam on all mining claims Augusta wants 
to use for their mine waste, tailings, and other facilities. Unless these claims are 
valid, Augusta has not real legal right to use our public land as their personal dump.

Individual

1969 2 I became deeply involved in the issue of open-pit mining and its potential impact on 
our environment and way of life. This was when an established mining company 
(ASARCO) sought approval for the same open pit mine operation in the Rosemont 
area of the Santa Ritas as the present applicant. It rapidly became apparent that the 
proposed mining operation would seriously impact the way of life of those who had 
been born or settled here and with little ofsetting benefit because the copper, based 
on bore-hole drilling evidence is of low grade.

Individual

1969 18 I believe and submit that we have learned from the ASARCO experience that the 
actual value of the low-grade copper resource from this proposed mine could not 
possibly justify the conduct of the proposed mining operation. The experience and 
evidence already available should be considered in dealing with this application 
before even beginning the NEPA process.

Individual

2106 2 It should be noted here that the most valuable ore deposits in this area are located on 
the WEST side if the Santa Rita mountains

Individual

2236 4 How verifiable are the estimated copper deposits?Individual

2239 8 Tenorm should be present in the Rosemont Mine due to the presence of Uranium in 
the Laramide granites. When I asked the Rosemont people about that they prefered 
not to talk about this possibility rather referred to Oxide, Sulfide, and Carbonate 
Copper ore. The rest of the rock was called inert.

Individual

2239 9 Based on drill holes, previous mines in the area, and mineral surveys of the area 
Rosemont's statements regarding the minerals they hope to extract include an 
estimate of "probable minerals" which have been disputed in the Green Valley news 
by one retired mining engineer.

Individual
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2314 8 We demand that the Forest Service conduct a validity exam on all mining claims 
Augusta wants to use for their mine waste, tailings, and other facilities. Unless these 
claims are valid, Augusta has no real legal right to use our public land for their dump.

Individual

2345 1 Re: forthcoming EIS-cost/benefit analysis, suggest USFS afford strong weight to the 
unbelievable, ironic aspect of proposed project, to-wit: Potential strategic/valuable 
materials (copper etc.) to be extracted from OUR public lands, along with total 
desecration of this key natural/wild area (priceless recreational area, especially for 
Pima County residents) all by a Canadian corp. (which has yet to handle a hard rock 
mining project ( for sale largely to China and other foreign countries. Isn't there 
SOMETHING wrong with this picture!!! Thanks for considering this observation 
along with the multitude of other amazing problems and complications of the project.

Individual

2385 1 Prove mineral potential. Proven content is less then the amount claimed. Augusta 
must justify its claim.

Individual

2399 3 Copper & Moly are strategic metals and we need them-- it doesn't grow on Trees-- 
you mine it and you mine it where geological processes put it.

Individual

2431 1 Do not allow R.C. Mine Project because:
1. Not enough proof copper amount is viable to sust. mining.

Individual

2440 3 Secondly, copper is being obtained from sources world- wide and is recyclable. 
There is not demonstrable lack of the resource, although there is increased motive 
from the recently profitability from its mining, as its price, as that of other precious 
metals, has risen, fore the time being, secondary to the market changes based on 
other factors than scarcity of the metal.

Individual

2448 3 Southern Pima County has lived with mining for many years. Every person in the 
county, state & country uses copper, gold, and silver all which come from our local 
mines.

Individual

2453 4 This is a significant deposit, important for national security given most new metal 
mines have been opened in foreign countries, many less than politically stable. This 
country has substantial metal and oil/gas resources on/off shore but does not have the 
political will to extract them, instead to "foul the footpath" of other countries. This 
philosophy has resulted in cartels and foreign ownerships that have resulted in 
inflationary prices for base metals and hydrocarbons.

Individual

2474 3 Copper has been and is essential to the economy of our nation as well as the world. 
For Example, I seriously doubt that Green Valley or Saharita could have developed 
as they are today with out copper products. Note that the major producers are mines 
in (1) the Andes Mountains of South America and (2) in and adjacent to Arizona.

Individual

2516 2 I am also againest taking all of the coronado national forest off, limits for mineral  
calims who knows who whole minerals maybe needed in the future.

Individual

2542 10 I don't  think the cumulative impacts of an open pit mine here in the Sanat Rita 
Mountains have been studied or considered.

Individual

2542 13 Is the Forest Service conducting a validity exam on all minig claims Augusta Corp 
wants to use fpr their mine waste, tailings, and other facilities? If these claims are not 
valid , Augusta Corp has no legal right to use Arizona public land for their dump.

Individual
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2608 3 Augusta states that they have about 617 million tons of reserves, but only 134 
million tons (22 percent) are proven. The Rest (78 percent) are only estimated.

Augusta states that 126 million tons of those proven reserves are sulfide reserves and 
that there are close to 10 million tons of oxide copper included in the upper layers 
that cap the proven sulfide deposit. The areas above these proven sulfide reserves 
would be mined by an electrolytic leach process. An additional 466 million tons of 
sulfide and oxide ore is listed by Augusta as "probable".

The 126 million tons of sulfide ore is on average 800 feet down. This would require 
rich enough oxide copper, possibly mixed with sulfide copper, to pay for the huge 
investment of reaching it.

Individual

2610 27 Will Rosemont's mining claims be verified and if so, by whom?Individual

2625 17 Other concerns I have are those affecting the wasteful use of diminishing resources.Individual

2634 18 The U.S. Forest Service is the steward of  the minerals and resources contained 
therein.

Business

2677 11 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Can the Forest evaluate the validity of the unpatented mining claims before it 
permits mining use, and can the Forest deny the permit if the unpatented mining 
claims are not valid?

Government

2721 10 Mining Claims – Augusta does not need “valid” mining claims upon which to place 
the tailings and waste rock. They could use mill site claims or a special use permit.

Individual

2724 44 I demand that the Forest Service conduct a validity exam on all mining claims 
Augusuta wants to use for their mine waste, tailings, and other facilities.

Individual

2733 3 The Rosemont Copper Project will supply a significant portion of the US copper 
requirements.

Individual

2760 9 The EIS should identify the lode and mill site claims that are included in the poposed 
project and discuss their validity.

Government

6757 3 And this mine has the potential to represent 10 percent of this nation's copper 
protection for 20 years.  That may not be significant to some of you, but it is to me.  
And if you think of children and grandchildren, the legacy of having access to copper 
at a domestic source is of national importance.  And that's the reason I think we need 
to take more than just a local look.  The local look is always important, it's certainly 
foremost in all of our minds.

Business

6809 6 Copper does not have to be mined just because it's there. If this deposit was at Push 
Ridge or in the Catalina Foothills, would a mine be considered? I think not.

Individual

6817 1 Rosemont is a world class deposit which will supply approximately 10 percent of the 
U.S.copper production for the next 18 years, directly employing some 500 people, 
and contributing $250 million to the Arizona economy annually.

Individual

6832 3 America needs cooper, Arizona needs the income, Tucson and the area needs the 
jobs, and the tax base.

Individual
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6835 1 The Mineral Institute figures out that every baby born in the U.S. today needs over 
300 pounds of copper in their lifetime to maintain their standard of living. There's a 
need for mining. Whether we do it overseas of whether we do it here, there's a need 
for mining. It happens to be that this project is in the Santa Ritas.

Individual

6846 2 The only locatable minerals are on patented claims and, therefore, we -- we would 
need to have a validity examination of the unpatented lands. I think that's needed.

Individual

6850 1 Copper does not grow on trees. The geologic systems that result in the deposition of 
copper are very rare. Copper can only be found in a very few number of locations 
around the world. And it just so happens that portions of southern Arizona where we 
live is one of them in the form of our so-called porphyry copper deposits.

And part of what makes the beautiful landscape in southeastern Arizona so beautiful 
is the geologic story of our copper-producing porphyry systems. Those systems 
formed at the same time as the extential tectonics that created this basin and range 
province that we live in in this part of the state, and it's that story of copper, the 
geologic story, that differentiates where we live from the Grand Canyon and the rest 
of the Colorado Plateau and the northern part of the state.

Individual

6852 3 I'm concerned that the opponents of this mine are in denial. A gentleman told me the 
other day the Rosemont Copper is deceiving the public by telling them that we need 
Rosemont and the copper it will produce. He cited a report by the International 
Copper Study Group that forecasts a slight copper surplus of between one-half to one 
percent -- one-half of 1 percen to 2.2 percent in 2008 and 2009, respectively. Let's 
put that into perpective. 

One half of one percent equate to one day of world consumption. I wouldn't call that 
a surplus. Why do you think copper is near $4 a pound? It's not because there's tons 
or surplus sitting in the warehouses around the world. 

The recession in this country is not going to last forever and the growth the China, 
India, and other world economies is going to continue to grow, and that is going to 
continue the increase in the demand for copper.

Individual

6860 1 I'd like to say this copper is something that we can hold in reserve like somebody 
else said, like the strategic oil reserve. I mean, if it's not taken out today, it's still 
there for us in the future, so we don't have to worry about that part of it. And maybe 
we'll need it in the future.

Individual

6861 2 Copper's a strategic resource and America needs to produce it. Let's say America 
used to produce 75 percent of the world output, Arizona half of that. And these 
figures probably varied. I'd love to be corrected on it. Now, we're a net importer. 
And I'm not really comfortable with that.

Individual

6872 2 Resource depletion -- half of all of the critical resources on the planet have already 
been mined. We need to start mining the landfills, that's what China, India and 
Europe is doing.

Organization

6879 21 Viewing the claims in Figure 2 of the Rosemont Summary, it appears that there is 
their potential of further mining taking place north of the current sit proposal almost 
to Mount Fagan, which is in our back yard.

Individual
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6880 2 One serious unresolved issue is whether the applicant has a valid mining claim on 
Forest Service land when the preliminary plan of operations shows this land being 
used only for the dumping of mine overburden, not for removal of a mineral of value.

Government

6881 6 Validity of Claims

A question that shoud have been answered before the Forest Service initiated this 
scoping process is whether the unpatented mining claims on Forest Service land 
included in the mine plan of operations for waste rock disposal, are in fact valid 
claims.  Questions have been raised about the validity of these claims, and if they are 
in fact not valid, then significant time and dollars spent on evaluating and 
commenting on this project could be saved.  By letter dated December 19, 2006, I 
requested that the Forest Service request that Augusta Resources submit the 
necessary information proving the validity of the claims prior to accepting the mine 
plan of operations.  As Forest Supervisor, you repliede on February 11, 2007 that it 
is not common practice, nor Forest Service policy, to challenge mining claim validity 
except in a couple of limited circumstances.  I think many would not agree that just 
because it is not common practice or standard policy, does not mean that the Forest 
Service could not choose to challenge the validity of claims when dealing with such 
a significant mining proposal such as this.  Again, I am making this request.  The 
EIS process could take years - years of which could be saved if the claims were 
found to be invalid.

Government

6881 8 I clearly understand our continued economic need for copper.  I also clearly 
understand the need for the Federal government to manage copper resources in a way 
enables the development of this resource to meet our economic needs.  What I don't 
understand is how the Federal government can manage such a resource without a 
comprehensive assessment of where such resources are likely to be located and 
where they can be developed with the least impacts.

Government

6881 20 Finally, before any more time and effort is spent on analyzing the impacts of this 
propose mining project, the Forest Service should investigate whether Rosemont's 
mining claims are valid.

Government

6892 2 I have also seen mining data bases for this part of AZ that are Internet search-able, 
by minerals contained, in mines, either in operation, or abandoned.  Uranium appears 
to be present in many areas in Southern Arizona; and, the  data I've seen makes me 
think the Rosemont mineral deposits contain concentratable trace Uranium which 
could become Tenorm (technologically enriched normal radiological mineral).

Individual

6899 6 I feel it is imperative that the Forest Sevice conduct a validity exzm on all mining 
claims Augusta wants to use for their mine waste, tailings, and other facilites.  
Unless these claims are valid, Augusta has no real legal right to use our public lands 
for their dump,

Individual

6909 2 This is essential because it would be criminal for them to destroy the Forest Service 
lands in the Rosemont area and then not find the minerals they think they can mine.

Individual
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7105 1 The mining claims have to be verified. How is it possible that Rosemont copper has 
made claims wich cross state route 83.
The right of way has to be state land and the state of Arizona no longer allows such 
easy mining claims.
The procedure for the state land is different than federal. Who will verify all these 
mining claims?

Individual

7117 9 per the General Mining Act of 1872, the Forest Service must do a validity 
examination of the minerals on the Forest Service public lands and determine if a 
valid claim exists and whether or not this land is now the subject of litigation. The 
General Mining Law of 1872 states that to be valid a claim, it must contain a 
valuable mineral discovery. Obviously, if waste rock is dumped on a mining claim, 
that particular claim area is precluded from mineral extraction and could hardly be 
considered a valid claim under the letter of the law. The draft Environmental Impact 
Statement should thoroughly examine and evaluate the issue of validity.

Organization

7134 30 Questions have been raised regarding the adequacy of the analysis by the applicant 
of the breadth of the developable ore body. If the ore body is lesser than anticipated, 
there is the danger that the applicant will fail to live up to its commitments regarding 
the benefits it promises; if the developable ore body is greater, the mine life could 
substantially exceed the stated 20 years with the attendant ongoing adverse impacts 
from mining, as well as significantly greater reclamation obligations than have been 
anticipated and funded. The Forest Service needs to carefully evaluate the applicant's 
developable ore body methodology and its projections and, in considering 
alternatives, impose strict requirements based upon its own analysis, rather than that 
applicant.

Business

7151 10 Claim Validity
Most of the mine would be located on National Forest lands that are claimed under 
the 1872 Mining Law. This law requires that mining claims be valid to be mined. 
Given the widespread opposition and controversial nature of this proposal, the Forest 
Service should conduct a validity exam on all claims that are held by Rosemont 
Copper, Augusta Resource, or any of their subsidiaries. Allowing this mine to 
proceed without validating the legal right of Augusta Resource/Rosemont Copper to 
mine these lands, would be a gross injustice to the American public. In addition, the 
use of claims (valid or otherwise) made on Federal public lands for ancillary mining 
uses such as tailings disposal is not covered by the 1872  Mining Law. Instead, only 
a Special Use Permit can authorize any use of these claims for ancillary use.

Organization

7152 13 FEASIBILITY
Only 22% of ore available is proven, according to Rosemont's own web site, despite 
claims to investors of far more.

Individual

7163 15 Mining Claims
Given the large amount of public land proposed to be used to dump mine tailings, 
the public should be assured that Augusta/Rosemont holds the appropriate mining 
claims to do so legally.

Questions to be answers in the EIS:

Does Augusta/Rosemont have valid unpatented mining claims for the Forest Service-
and BLM-managed lands where tailings are planned to be located?

Organization
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7195 1 Rosemont Copper has stated that copper reserves are in short supply. Attached is an 
Arizona form showing where known copper reserves are in the state.
It does not appear that we have a shortage to the point that National Forests need to 
be destroyed and water resources destroyed near urban areas.

Individual

7199 2 Rosemont Copper has made mining claims on approx 12,000 acres of National 
Forest land claiming that it has mineral content worthy of exploration and removal. 
If they do not believe this they are committing fraud by mining claims. Then they 
want to use that land as a dump site for tailings, if they believe in the copper and 
minerals to be there doesn't this waste more minerals from future use than they are 
going to retrieve?
Wouldn't the sensible alternative to be they could do underground mining on the 
patented mining claims but no tailings dump on the Forest Land?

Individual

7429 1 Augusta Resources has done considerable exploratoin of the Rosemont deposit for 
the purpose of defining and assessing the size and grade of the deposit. The results of 
this would appear to demonstrate the presence of a considerably larger deposit than 
previous estimates. The plan for the mine, estimates of the underlying economics and 
projected life of the mine (20 years) are all based on recent estimates.

However, the 2007 Mineral Resources Update for the Rosemont Project (April 26, 
2007) contains several disclaimers to the effect that nothing in the report is to be 
interpreted as demonstrating mineral reserves. The term mineral reserves, as 
distinguished from the term mineral resources, is a legally defined term of 
importance to the SEC and Canadian Compliance Standards. It describes mineral 
that is economically recoverable, which is also a legally defined term. It is intended 
to protect investors from unsubstantiated claims about mining potential.

As the Update clearly states, August has not completed the engineering and 
economic studies necessary to determine the mineral resources. “Mineral resources 
that are not mineral reserves do not have demonstrated economic viability.” 
(Rosemont 2007 Mineral Resource Update, page 7)

The USFS, Pima County and the Community have as great an interest in the viability 
of the project as an investor, if not more. All of the commitments that Augusta is 
making, environmetal practices at the mine site, dust control, groundwater 
protection, reclamation plans, commitments to replace groundwater, closure plans 
and many more, will ultimately depend on the economic viability of the mine. If at 
any point the project is no longer viable, all of the commitments in the EIS process 
and numerous permits will be worthless.

Given this fact, the first requirement of the USFS must be to require that Augusta 
demonstrate the economic viability of the project by completing the requisite 
engineering and economic studies and base the entire plan and analysis of the project 
on legally determined mineral reserves. For obvious reasons, this must take  place 
before there can be any consideration of the EIS or permit process, since the results 
may change critical elements of the design.

Absent this assurance, no amount of paper can protect the community from the 
consequences of a failed project.

Individual
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7456 11 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Can the Forest evaluate the validity of the unpatented mining claims before it 
permits mining use, and can the Forest deny the permit if the unpatented mining 
claims are not valid?

Government

7492 2 First consider what the Rosemont mining district is as a mineral resource. Research 
by the U.S. Geological Survey has found that 99 percent of mineral resources are 
found in a tiny percentage of mineral deposits (see 
http://geopubs.wr.usgs.gov/openfile/of98-206/of98-206a.pdf for details). 
Collectively, almost all the nations resources of copper, gold, silver, zinc, and lead 
are found in only about 1,150 mineral deposits or districts. For molybdenum, the 
nations resources largely occur in less that fifty deposits. The usgs calls these 
significant deposits. These deposits are our mineral resource base and must be 
protected for the use of currrent and future generations. The Rosemont-Helvetia 
mining district is one such significant deposit, listed in the report linked to above. In 
1995, the usgs reported a remaining resource at Rosemont of 5,239,000 metric tons 
of copper, a figure that has likely increased with the additional exploration 
conducted since then. By comparison, us production of refined copper in 2007 was 
1,190.000 metric tons and consumption of refined copper 2,120,000 metric tons. 
These significant deposits are so reare that many experts regard their value to society 
higher than most other resource values. In making a decision as to whether to allow 
mining at Rosemont, national interests need to be considered by asking what 
compelling local interest or resource value will justifu denying current and future 
generations the use of this rare and valuable mineral resource. This resource has been 
known for some time, having been subject to extensive modern exploration as far 
back as the 1960's. It is a shame that neither Pima County or the Forest Service have 
included these mineral resources in their long range land-use planning and zoned 
these areas for mineral development. This might  have mitigated much of the land-
use conflict we see today.
The significant deposit concept is a powerful tool for identifying known mineral 
resources that really matter to current and future generations. The principles of 
sustainable development require that such important resources be managed in a way 
that does not deny the use of these resources while minimizing the impact of 
extracting them. Our copper resources are scarce and our porgeny may not look 
kindly on our allowing the Rosemont area, which contains much private land, to pass 
from mineral to residential use, sterilizing the resource for the forseeable future. The 
coronado National Forest contains other significant deposits, such as the Red 
Mountain copper deposit, that are also at risk of sterilization. How the Forest Service 
handles the Rosemont mine issue will set a significant precedent for how our most 
important mineral resources are managed and whether we can maintain those 
resources for future generations.

Individual

7504 53 The mining of metals is one of the most energy intensive industries in the world, 
consuming up to 10 percent of global energy productin annually.  In the United 
States alone, the mining industry uses 2.3 quadrillion (2,300,000,000,000,000) 
BTUs of energy per year.  That is enough energy to supply over 25 million single 
family households in the United States for an entire year.

7508
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7528 1 Some years ago, the US was an exporter of copper. Now we import copper. About 
thirty years ago, an effort was made by some countries, particularly those in South 
America, to form a monopoly called the Copper Producing and Exporting Countries 
tailored after OPEC. It failed because the US producers failed to join. We now know 
what the oil monopoly has done to our economy. 

The US government has a moratorium on patenting mining claims. This has all but 
eliminated the possibility of finding and developing new metal deposits on 
government controlled land. Proving and defining a large economic ore body 
requires the expenditure of about $100 million and developing the ore body and 
building the necessary mining and milling facilities requires $1 to 1.5 billion. No 
company is going to expend the capital finding and developing such a mine without 
being able to have ownership of the land. Private ownership of land is one of the 
basic concepts of our democracy. My son, an exploration geologist, emigrated to 
Australia where he can work in his chosen field. There was none to little opportunity 
for him in the US because mineral land policy has essentially eliminated exploration 
for new metal deposits.

Mining of copper started in the Rosemont and Helvetia districts in the late 1800's. 
The land over the ore body is covered by mining claims patented many years before 
the moratorium. Privately-owned land is available for min-related facilities.

As the copper mines in the US are depleted in the next 20 or so years, it will be 
necessary to develop additional sources of copper to replace the exhausted mines if 
the US is not to be totally dependent on foreign-produced copper. This is why 
allowing the exploitation of the Rosemont Copper Mine is so important. Please 
remember that CPEC may come back to create problems similar to our present oil 
situation. I do know that one South American country has looked at the potential of 
not exporting raw copper but manufacturing and exporting electric wire, motors, etc. 
This would be a blow to our economy and could happen in the future is we let the 
mining of copper and other metals go the way of oil.

Individual

7581 1 I would like to see a list of uses for copper mineral that this mine would contribute 
to. Since I have seen several new buildings in Tucson and Phoenix that are sided in 
copper, I tend to be quite skeptical that any new mine is necessary. I don’t define 
decoration on buildlings as a significant need for an earth mineral. Perhaps we 
Arizonans need to do such decorating in order to define ourselves as the copper 
state, but it certainly leaves a sour taste in my mouth; not only for mining in general, 
but also for the universities and other businesses who are slathering their buildings 
with it.

Individual

7652 10 What does the Rosemont mine plan to do with the 899 unpatented mining claims 
which encompass more than 12,000 acres of land administerred by the Coronado 
Nation Forest.  Do they plan on mining it at a later date or using it for Dirt Dump.

Individual

8715 1 I want to comment on the Rosemont Mine because the country needs the copper. 
Arizona needs the jobs.

Individual

8755 3 The United States needs the copper it will provide.Individual
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8762 1 And in regards to the Rosemont Copper, the -- in the last 60 years or so many copper 
deposits have been discovered in Arizona, and most basically worked out by now, 
you dig one up by Globe going down 5,000 feet to that big one.  It will be worked in 
66 years.  And our world supply of minerals is being used up way too fast, so the 
Rosemont, it's an easy one, it's near the surface, let's get it while we can.  They can 
use that overseas site, observation sites, tours, and all to make up for some of the 
other things that they are losing.  But we definitely need to salvage and make use of 
all the minerals that we can due to population growth, we better get that one while 
we can.  And they can manage it pretty good.  We can't have everything.  But we do 
need our minerals because we use them up way too fast now.  So I guess that's about 
it.

Individual

8782 2 I am in favor of the Rosemont Mine.  Because America does not have enough 
copper, and we are now paying the Chinese $20 a pound for copper when we've got 
seven mines in Arizona that are not even in production.  I think that this would be a 
great boom for Arizona, even though the environmentalists say it's uh, they have 
quite a few objections to it and most of them are inconsequential.  They just don't 
want it, uh, to be done.

Individual

8793 4 Only 10 percent of the US copper reseves has been tapped. So it’s not a matter of 
scarcity. Besides this Canadian company would send most of this copper to China.

Individual

8871 10 There is plenty of copper in the world in other places that can be garnered.  We don't 
need to dig it out of a mile deep mine right here in the Santa Ritas.

Individual

8889 5 and um, I would ask that.  Tos see whether the patents are legal on that particular 
mine.

Individual

11002 1 Copper is a dated material anyway.Organization
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1983 7 I'm concerned about the noise imported into a rare quiet retreat.Individual
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2240 1 Unfortunately because of my choice to go with an environmentally responsible home 
that requires no heating or cooling to maintain a stable interior temperature of 68 to 
72 degrees year round. This choice will cause the blasting to reverberate and be 
exponentially amplified within my subterranean home. The blasting is the only sound 
that could possible disturb me within my residence. The blasting will be intolerable. 
My job requires that I be able to sleep during the daytime hours. Without adequate 
sleep my job is just too hazardous to do without my full and alert concentration. I am 
an electrician who works with high voltage and heavy equipment.

Individual

2610 44 What are the cumalative impacts of adding yet anoyher mine in the Area on noise 
pollution

Individual

7088 74 Daily blasting is required to remove rock (or overburden) covering the ore body.  
The impact  will be equilavent to daily sonic booms and the cumulative effects need 
to be examined.

Organization

7202 7 5. What are the cumulative impacts of adding yet another mine in this area on the 
roads, utilities, tourism, emergency services, noise and air pollution? How will the 
expense of additional services be allocated?

Individual

8902 3 What are the cumulative impacts of adding yet another mine in this area on the 
roads, utiliteis, tourism, emergency sevices, noise and air pollution? How will the 
expense of additional services be allocated?

Individual
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2 3 Our primary concern:
Noise. We chose our property (after 2 years of looking) because it is serenely, 
supremely quiet. What kinds of noise (from blasting, heavy vehicle moving, etc.) 
will be produced and how far away will it be heard?

Individual

2 3 Mine blasting creates sonic booms.  What times of day would Rosemont blast?  If it 
effects nearby homes by cracking foundations and stucco, will Augusta pay for 
improvements that are necessary?

24 21 Daily blasing is required to remove rock (or overburden) covering the ore body.  The 
impact to nearby residences will be equivalent to daily sonic booms.

43 4 The quiet of the surrounding area will be disturbed by the truck traffic, and blasting 
from the mine. We are moving from the City of Tucson to escape the din of the city 
and we do not want to end up listening to the mine truck traffic all day and night. It 
is so quiet out their now you can hear a single truck traveling along Highway 83 at 
night even though we are 1/4 mile from the road. There is no amount of 
compensation that will replace what we will lose when operations of these mines 
starts up.

Individual
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43 11 What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the 
Coronado National Forest from the deleterious impacts of daily blasting?

47 5 Plus, it would be too loud for residents.Individual

51 4 The noise of the mine would not only disrupt the sleep and peace of the human 
neighbors but important wildlife areas would be disturbed.

Individual

63 4 I'm woried also about noise pollution.Individual

134 11 Noise pollution would be much affected by explosives. Considerations for health and 
factors affecting astronomy would be impacted.

158 7 Sitting out to watch the stars will not be the same with noise, light and dust pollution 
that will seriously compromise the experience.

160 18 COMMENT 2: AIR, NOISE, TRAFFIC, AND LIGHT POLLUTION BY THE 
MINE ARE CERTAIN.

160 25 Blasting will cause severe noise pollution in rural Pima County's historically quiet 
environment.

160 40 COMMENT 2C: BLASTING AT THE MINE WILL CAUSE UNACCEPTABLE 
NOISE LEVELS AND GENERATE POWERFUL SHOCK WAVES IN THE AIR 
AND GROUND.  Discussion: Unacceptable noise levels will adversely impact the 
lives, lifestyles, and livelihoods of nearby residents and businesses. Such noise levels 
will disrupt the reproductive cycles of resident and migrating species of insects, 
arachnids, fish, birds, and mammals. Such noise levels will adversely impact the 
enjoyment of the National Forest by its many thousands of visitors annually.

160 98 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause noise pollution.

183 9 What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the 
Coronado National Forest from the impacts of daily blasting?

236 3 Sitting out watching the stars will not be the same with noise pollution that will 
seriously compromise the experience.

1551 4 The second concern is noiseIndividual

1599 6 I also own 10 acres in the Helvetia area where I plan to retire some day and I am 
greatly concerned about the noise that will result from the mine.

Individual

1611 14 I believe the Rosemont Copper Project would negatively impact: Wildlife and people 
due to the noise of mining operations for at least 20 years.

Individual

1612 6 Air quality deterioration is certain and noiseIndividual

1614 4 My bigest concern is the noise.Individual

1616 1 I live within 1 mile of the proposed mine. As such the following will severely affect 
me:
Noise- 24 hrs per day, 7 days per week

Individual
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1620 4 My primary concerns are:
Noise pollution

Individual

1622 2 Traffic would increase noise!Individual

1631 7 Noise pollution are also high concerns.Individual

1633 3 This mine will ruin the area. Noise are all real scenarios.Individual

1641 5 As a nearby resident, I do not want the sound pollution.Individual

1652 7 I would like to see a traffic analysis determining safety, noise, pollution, and visual 
effect of mine & mine traffic on Highway 83.

Individual

1670 2 Mine blasting can result in people's foundations on their homes to crack and cause 
stucco damage. Is Augusta willing to pay for damages?

Individual

1677 5 I work from home - What time(s) will the blasting occur?Individual

1687 5 we don't want the noise, the traffic road Damage our animals living in fear because 
of the noise.

Individual

1708 5 "Our primary objection is the negative impact this operation could have on our 
residents and local tourist economy," Bee said. "Specifically, we are concerned about 
the noise."

Organization

1742 2 Currently a train whistle can be heard for our 6 miles Blasting and heavy equipment 
contained within this narrow valley will be disruptive to homeowners in the area and 
will negatively affect recreational use of Highway 83.

Individual

1748 11 The Mine's operation will deleteriously affect:
Sound levels

Organization

1764 3 How will the noise from the operation affect local wild life?Individual

1770 5 I am concerned about the impact of heavy truck Traffic widening of Hwy 83, the 
toxic leaching from the tailings into our groundwater supplies, the pumping of 
Groundwater from the Sahuarita area, the noise pollution, effect on the wildlife, the 
scenic beauty of our Forest.

Individual

1776 10 Noise pollution. Again, whats the plan to mitigate. Again watever it is will have a 
negative impact to whats currently there.. A forest.

Individual

1811 1 My personal concern is the daily blasting, which would take place within 4 miles of 
my home. We have 30 homes in he lower valley that will be directly effected by 
blasting noise, vibration, and ruining the value of our community.

Individual

1818 7 What is Augusta's plan to mitigate noise pollution?Individual

1831 3 The noise pollution would be extremely disturbing.Individual

1845 2 The noise of mining would be disturbing not only to the animals.Individual

1857 7  Already the noise from Rosemont's operations has disturbed all of this. And they are 
supposed to be only testing which means if they start a full fledged mining operation 
it will become more and more invasive and more and more destructive.

Individual
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1871 6 There are noise and air quality issues.Individual

1894 9 What about noise pollution? Will their operation be heard by their nearest neighbors?Individual

1911 10 Mining is noisy and will drive away wildlife that makes its habitat there.Individual

1917 10 I am concerned about the following environmental & health issues:  Noise pollution.Individual

1922 11 Blasting would ruin quality of life for nearby residents and wildlife.Individual

1924 1 Noise pollutionIndividual

1930 1 Noise pollutionIndividual

1932 4 Noise level will be impossible.Individual

1934 4 I am further concerned about the noise & polution of the large 
manufacturing/mining  equipment- in our area and on our roads. Again, these 
foreigners have no consideration for our roads as they pay no taxes- state or federal

Individual

1939 8 Destroying the quiet of the Santa RitasIndividual

1944 8 Noise would be negatively impacted.Individual

1948 3 I am concerned about the noise from blasting 24 hours a day,Individual

1953 8 and noise pollution.Individual

1956 16 Noise pollution, air pollution, and water contaminationIndividual

1977 6 noise,Individual

1978 4 The mine's use of explosives will cause noise andIndividual

1984 7 Dirt, noise, pollution and destruction of our lifestyles and homes should be top 
priority. Destruction of a pristine area is despicable.

Individual

2084 5 Noise would quite likely be the consequence of this project.Individual

2090 4 We feel that there are many valid reasons to not approving this project:
2. The negative impact on underground aquifers and ground water supplies as well as 
engendering noise.

Individual

2091 16 Noise pollution.Individual

2107 6 Noise Pollution: This is a peaceful, clean valley. There are not so many places like 
this left in our country today. I am very concerned about the ay this Mine Project will 
ruin our clean air and will turn our rural environment into an industrial, noisy, messy 
world.

Individual

2107 9 Please consider the detrimental effects on our quiet natural environment..Individual

2143 7 Noise pollution is problematic, as are the problems cause by blasting.Individual
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2144 25 Currently the valley is pretty quiet except for noise from the Air Force base. But, 
daily blasting would shake the ground and impact nearby residences, wildlife and 
recreational uses in the National Forest will be equivalent to daily sonic booms.

Individual

2148 15 Noise pollutionIndividual

2150 8 The quiet of the surrounding area will be disturbed by the truck traffic, and blasting 
from the mine. We are moving from the City of Tucson to escape the din of the city 
and we do not want to end up listening to the mine truck traffic all day and night. It 
is so quiet out their now you can hear a single truck traveling along Highway 83 at 
night even though we are 1/4 mile from the road.

Individual

2150 12 Adding the mine traffic on the road will increase the noise levels of the area.Individual

2156 16 Noise pollutionIndividual

2170 12 There will be nosie pollutionIndividual

2174 16 Noise pollutionIndividual

2197 6 For questionable economic gain, these interlopers from Canada want to rape, pillage, 
and lay waste to a beautiful swath of our state within hearing distance of a million 
residents.

Individual

2208 6 The noise from the blasting will be intolerable.Individual

2209 8 The quality of human and other life in the area is threatened by noise pollution.Individual

2250 10 Will I have noise and sonic booms as a result of this mining activity? I also work 
nights and get home about 3:30 AM. I wonder if the daytime noise will prevent me 
from being able to sleep.

Individual

2251 10 Will I have noise and sonic booms as a result of this mining activity?Individual

2262 4 The arguments against it are endless and effective, major ones are particularly air, 
water, and noise pollution. All of which are enormous factors that contribute to the 
devastation of the amazing South West.

Individual

2262 7 To add to the argument this is such a particularly beautiful place to pollute, it is not 
destined for horrendous strip mining complemented with loud machines.

Individual

2272 6 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.

Individual

2273 5 We are concerned about the noise  that the mine would create.Individual

2282 1 What is the impact of noise pollution related to Rosemont mining activities on the 
peace and serenity in the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, 
Sahuarita, and Green Valley)? What resources will Area residents have if noise 
pollution from mining activities is excessive or harmful? What will be the effect of 
Rosemont's continual use of explosives on the Area? Will nearby residents receive 
notification prior to the use of explosives?

Individual

2284 8 Mine blasting creates sonic booms. What times of day would Rosemont blast?Individual
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2291 6 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…..and HEALTH?

Individual

2291 26 We moved back to Arizona to retire here. Took our hard earned money and paid cash 
to buy land and build a home.
--What happens to my home values when I have NO WATER?
--Our permit fees alone were about $9,000. to build here.
--We have performance horses, who will pay four our horses when it go's through 
the fence, from the blasting?
--Even more important, when my daughter get hurt working her horses and they get 
spook from blasting!!!

Individual

2291 31 The blasting, dust, noise, and heavy truck traffic will reduce current values 
substantially.

Individual

2296 5 I am an avid hiker, and do not wish to have noise pollution that the the mine would 
create.

Individual

2305 13 SR 83 is a two-lane road that many residents use daily and live near. JD Ranch (for 
one) is located directly off SR83. We have major concerns regarding safety, noise 
pollution, and truck pollution.

Individual

2305 17 Rosemont's report indicates daily blasting, and noted that they would try to minimize 
off-site vibrations. Can these vibrations cause cracks in our homes foundations, walls 
and stucco? Who would be responsible for such damage? The explosive materials 
will also travel near our homes for delivery and be stored on site.

Individual

2306 5 The mine would pollute.It would cause noise pollution.Individual

2318 6 Pollution is a great concern. Nosie pollution will trouble nearby communities.Individual

2331 1 The proposed Rosemont Copper Proejct should be stopped for many reasons that 
include but are not limited to:
Noise pollution

Individual

2339 6 Might the increased traffic on Scenic Hwy 83 increase the noise pollution all along 
the Hwy and the areas adjacent to it?

Individual

2348 5 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!

Individual

2351 4 Other concerns:
-Noise! We are in a beautiful area and only hear nature.

Individual

2352 5 I became concerned when I was told that a huge mining project had been proposed 
for this area. I have seen other mining operations in Arizona over the years that I 
have been out there. I even worked for Magma Copper when I lived out there in the 
70's. I know that these large operations have large impcts on everything in the area 
where they are placed. Not just impacts on wildlife, but also roads, water tables, air 
quality, increased noise levels from operations, and light pollution. All of these 
things have direct impacts on quality of life for all creatures both human and 
otherwise.

Individual
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2360 12 The noise is yet another objection. People have retired to these outlying communities 
in an effort to get away from the pollution of large cities. Many have poured their 
life's savings into buying a few acres and building their dream homes in order to hear 
the birds, only now to have it all plucked from them for the sake of profit.

Individual

2368 8 My research indicates that Augusta is untried in the mining industry. But the record 
of mining in Arizona and elsewhere should guide our expectations:  we can expect 
noise pollution.

Individual

2380 5 The explosions will be going 24/7, how can we possibly think let alone sleep with 
this kind of noise?

Individual

2394 4 What about the noise 24/7?Individual

2396 2 My main concern is the negative impact this operation would have on our local 
residents and tourist economy due to noise

Individual

2424 5 I'm against this mining situation. I'm concerned about the pollution (noise). Just say 
no! They can go mine their own land.

Individual

2427 10 It would: disrupt the peace & quiet of the entire mountain range.Individual

2431 9 Do not allow R.C. Mine Project because:
5. Noise pollution problems will result if mine allowed

Individual

2434 4 The noise pollution alone make it unacceptable for our citizens.Individual

2440 13 Many environmentally immune compromised individuals can live nowhere else. 
They are the members of our species that are endangered and we have a 
responsibility to protect them as well. Development of the proposed mine will drive 
them out of the area not only through the destruction of the scenic view, but with the 
attendant degradation of the air quality, water shed and increase noise and pressure 
from the infrastructure of the operation and employee people traffic that the project 
will bring. One only has to look at the nearby changes that have occurred in Bisbee 
and Green Valley to have a realistic appreciation of what will occur in the 
Rosemont/Sonoita area from this project. The cost to those of us who are 
compromised and the value to the rest of us who can utilize them as critical 
indicators of what will happen to the rest of our species if we degrade our habitat 
must be factored in to the costs of the Rosemont project.

Individual

2446 6 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… and HEALTH?

Individual

2460 3 We moved to Arizona 50 years ago never anticipating that the pastoral stillness could 
be replaced with tens of thousands of dynamite blasts.

Individual

2468 24 My list goes on and on and includes other concerns such as daily blasting noise, the 
spoiling of a pristine and typical Arizona desert and rolling grasslands area, and the 
effect on property values which have already suffered so dramatically in recent 
months!

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 7 of 22



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Noise

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2470 15 3] How does this project impact the astronomy work performed by numerous 
universities on Mt. Hopkins? How will the light, dust, and daily explosions affect 
their future? Will those high-paying, high-tech jobs of tomorrow be lost? Augusta 
talks about job creation and economic benefits of this project, but what about the 
negative affect on the Rosemont Valley that is heavily used by birders, mountain 
bikers, hikers, campers, hunters,horse-back riders, and tourists? How will the jobs 
associated with these activities be replaced?

Individual

2481 3 What about the noise 24 hr a day  to our "quite, peaceful area"?Individual

2484 13 My opposition is based on the following objections:
Noise will be increased in the area surrounding the mine as well as for a huge swath 
of southern Arizona.

Individual

2510 4 Why I am opposed to mining in the Santa Ritas 3. noiseIndividual

2519 1 What alternatives can be put forth for the following other than denying Augusta's 
mining plans:  noise pollution - from blasting operations

Individual

2520 5 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!

Individual

2530 7 The blasting the mining companies say they will be using will surely disrupt a huge 
area of livestock operations, let alone people living here.

Individual

2560 2 Noise - My close proximity to the mine will change my quality of life with the noise 
generated by blasting and use of heavy equipment.

Individual

2564 4 The explosions will be going 24/7, how can we possibly think let alone sleep with 
this kind of noise. Our home would become worthless and the value of the house 
would not even pay off the amount owed on our mortgage.

Individual

2584 9 Noise disturbance should be addressed as related to wildlife avoidance. We expect 
human (noise) sensitive species such as the Golden Eagle to avoid the northern 
portion of the Santa Ritas, and hence this species would lose significant foraging 
habitat. In combination with to encroaching development around the Santa Ritas, the 
permitting of Rosemont mine operations may together cause local abandonment of 
this species from the Santa Rita Mountains. Other species sensitive to noise, which 
would effectively lose significant habitat include, Montezuma Quail and Gould's 
Turkey.

Organization

2591 23 To what extent will nosie from the explosions affect wildlife, plant life, and people?Individual

2597 2 There are several reasons why we feel that this is not an appropriate use of forest 
service land. The noise pollution from the blasting, which will have an effect on 
neighbors near and far

Individual
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2599 4 Although the MPO states that blasting will not occur at night, it apparently will take 
place throughout the day, seven days a week, 365 days a year, for a minimum of 
twenty years.

Questions: What noise levels will be generated by the blasting?  How far away and in 
what directions will the blasting be audible?  Will the mine comply with Pima 
County noise ordinances governing the noise it generates?

Individual

2599 6 What, if any, agency(ies) will monitor mine blasting activity to ensure that it is 
compliant with applicable noise ordinances and does not result in structural 
weakening or damage to nearby properties?

Individual

2610 18 What recourse will those people affected by the noise have?Individual

2617 31 We have lived here for 33 years with the most tranquil peace and quiet.Individual

2617 32 How do you plan to mitigate the extreme noise pollution that the increadibly heavy 
truck traffic will cause?

Individual

2625 24 The mine would likely be operating around the clock. The noise would affect 
wildlife in the area.

Individual

2641 5 Please, no blasting, no raping our beautiful Coronado National ForestIndividual

2644 4 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying noise,  would seem to give some 
pause.

Individual

2644 8 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying back-up beepers excessive wear and 
tear to publicly supported roads and assorted health conditions 24/7, would seem to 
give some pause.

Individual

2648 9 Given all the other active likely potential mining activity in Southern Pima County, 
what will be the cummulative effect on people & the environment. In particular, on 
noise

Individual

2651 12 We believe that it would adversely impact:  wildlife and people due to noise.Individual

2658 3 Owing to disturbance, noise pollution and permanent alteration of the landscape 
consequent to the proposed Rosemont Copper Project, one may reasonably anticipate 
a number of direct and indirect consequences that will adversely affect hunting in 
Hunt Unit 34A.

Individual

2658 12 Adverse impacts to hunter access in areas affected by  mine operations beyond the 
limits of the actual footprint and traffic corridors of the proposed project.

Individual

2664 6 There have been concerns expressed that the Rosemont Copper Project will have a 
negative environmental impact on the area due to  noise pollution

Individual

2668 22 The area will not be as pleasant either for visitors or residents.
Due to:
the noise - 24 hours and 365 days, we're assured;

Individual

2671 23 Regular blasting with the sonic effects could likely impact local species and their 
distribution.  I know it will affect myself and the local community.

Individual
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2671 26 Please provide an analysis of the noise levels at my property for both background 
(steadystate) sound due to vehicle, machine and power generation equipment and 
transient noise due to blasting and drilling and the frequency thereof.  Power 
generation equipment should include both onsite and offsite locations such as the 
Greaterville substation.

How will this degradation be valued and considered in the analysis and the decision?

Individual

2672 12 For a few examples of the "beauty" of open pit mines, visit Bisbee, Green Valley, 
Winkleman, Superior, Kearny, and Sahuarita amoung others. Not only are they ugly, 
but the resulting noise resulting from mining operations will affect people in the 
surrounding area for miles around

Individual

2676 18 Our highways are like the arteries of our body. When we clog them, in this case with 
excess noise, these main routes, AZ 82 and 83, will not be able to serve and allow 
the appropriate circulation of the traffic in this region.

Business

2677 21 We visited the Santa Rita Management Area during the period when the test drilling 
was occurring, and we were greatly concerned at the amount of noise disturbance 
that occurred.

Government

2677 61 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Noise effects of wildlife and recreationists

Government

2680 8 During our meeting with the Augusta people we were told that we will hear a lot of 
noise for the first few years of the mine's life. How much noise? How often? When 
will the blasting occur? How do they plan to reduce any noise pollution?

Individual

2683 18 Noise pollution. The mine is near enough residential property to constitute a major 
problem; these residents should not be subjected to frequent blasting  twenty-four 
hours a day.

Individual

2683 20 What, if anything, can be done to mitigate the noise?Individual

2686 3 The mine plans to operate twenty-four hours a day (think also of noise pollution 
here, as there are people living close to the mine),

Individual

2688 24 We dread the noise of the blasting, the explosions, the sounds of the heavy 
equipment, the pervasive clamor that pervades the surroundings when heavy industry 
encroaches on a bucolic haven.

Organization

2698 31 Open pit mines are not quite places. Unlike underground mines, the blasting 
necessary to shatter the ore body for transport is done in the open on a vast scale. 
The shovels loading the ore and the trucks hauling it have huge diesel engines that 
will roar for most of the day and night. Next, the ore is concentrated on site, with 
primary crushers, pebble crushers, cyclones, and ball mills working virtually 
continually. Finally, the trucks hauling out the concentrated ore will care noise into 
Metro Tucson.

Business

2724 16 Noise from blasting, excavating and traffic would penetrate the areas.Individual
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2726 31 Open pit mines are not quite places. Unlike underground mines, the blasting 
necessary to shatter the ore body for transport is done in the open on a vast scale. 
The shovels loading the ore and the trucks hauling it have huge diesel engines that 
will roar for most of the day and night. Next, the ore is concentrated on site, with 
primary crushers, pebble crushers, cyclones, and ball mills working virtually 
continually. Finally, the trucks hauling out the concentrated ore will care noise into 
Metro Tucson.

Business

2729 24 We dread the noise of the blasting, the explosions, the sounds of the heavy 
equipment, the pervasive clamor that pervades the surroundings when heavy industry 
encroaches on a bucolic haven. What happens to our wildlife, our birds, our 
creatures big and small that inhabit the now quiet places that would resound with a 
din so foreign to their environment.

Organization

2733 10 There have been concerns expressed that the Rosemont Copper Project will have a 
negative environmental impact on the area due to water pollution, air pollution, noise 
pollution, light pollution, and visual pollution. The Rosemont Copper Project has 
taken the concerns very seriously and has addressed them all in their Plan of 
Operation. Rosemont is compared to mining operations in the area that are 50 years 
old or older. Please give due consideration to the measures taken by Rosemont 
Copper to mitigate the concerns and evaluate the new technology being implemented 
for tailings disposal, air pollution, water discharges, the dark sky initiative, and 
reclamation.

Individual

2736 62 What impacts will the mine have on noise levels, specifically, the blasting that will 
occur?

Government

2744 5 The idea of a 20-year, steady stream of large trucks clogging and endangering 
"Scenic" Route 83, the main portal for the entire valley, as well as blasting noise is 
already placing thoughts of relocation on our minds.

Business

2744 10 We are on the same side of Highway 83, a few miles away from where they are now 
saying the blasting will actually start!  The noise pollution will surely disrupt our 
business here as we have been able to hear test blasting already.  It literally shakes 
the earth at our ranch,

Business

2750 7 The other concerns are:  the negative impact on  the noiseIndividual

2754 3 It’s operations would create noiseIndividual

2758 10 The noise caused by mining will impact the neighborhood.Individual

4474 10 noise of trucks, modern dynamite - ANFO - blasts, and milling operations.Individual

5012 32 WOULD SAFETY AND SOLITUDE BE AT RISK?
-Noise from blasting, excavating and traffic would penetrate the areas.

Organization

5284 10 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Noise:

How will Augusta Resource Corporation deal with the sonic booms from the blasting 
of the earth and rock?

Individual
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5284 11 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Noise:

Has anyone done any studies on how this will affect residents and wildlife?

Individual

6712 10 I have a list of questions that I'm going to leave here ranging from water, air 
pollution, noise pollution, safety, energy needs, roads, economic impacts, 
restoration. I'm sure you're going to hear a lot about this from the public tonight.

Government

6726 6 The Cienegas Valley is a unique environment to all Southern Arizona, with its high 
altitude, grasslands, and wildlife.  It is quiet, peaceful, and beautiful. Scenic 
Highway 83 is the gateway to this environment, which will be impacted forever if 
this project goes forward.  Regular blasting, with the sonic and seismic effects could 
likely impact local species and their distributions.  I know it will affect myself and 
my neighbors.

Individual

6741 6 The blasting that will run the wildlife off.Individual

6744 6 Third, we were concerned about the effect on human use, recreation, as well as the 
silent beauty of open space.

Individual

6748 5 I am here to address my concerns regarding cultural degradation.  Everyone has 
spoken about air, water, light, noise pollution, all these things contribute to cultural 
degradation.

Individual

6759 3 My main concern is the negative impact that this operation would have on our local 
residents and tourist economy, due to noise

Individual

6781 2 The noise of the heavy mining equipment, daily blasting seven days a week,Individual

6799 8 air and noise pollution affected by the excavations, the tailings dust, and dust from 
the explosives, and the impact on the night skies and on health.

Individual

6801 2 We plan on digging in this pristine national forest setting. We plan on leaving 
debris -- we call it tailings now. We plan on leaving debris in piles for some other 
generation to clean up. We plan on blasting and digging day and night, causing noise 
pollution, light pollution, air pollution, water pollution, creating environmental chaos 
throughout the region that have unknown health consequences. 

And we think this is a good idea because? The price of copper went up. And 
somebody will make a lot of money.

Individual

6834 4 What are the basic pros and cons of the Rosemont mine?
There would be a negative impact on ambient noise levels.

Individual
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6873 11 Pollution, air pollution from operations, increased particulate matter into the air we 
breathe, as well as fossil fuel emissions all need to be fully analyzed. Noise 
pollution; light pollution, impacting astronomical observatories; potential for water 
pollution, both surface and groundwater pollution; recreation and aesthetics, impacts 
to quality recreational opportunities on our public lands, hiking, camping, hang 
gliding, hunting, et cetera; impacts to scenic view shed along the scenic highway; 
and the economic -- we've seen the boom and bust cycle here in Arizona many times 
before, and any economic benefit will inevitably be short-term, not long-term. The 
EIS should also analyze the loss of jobs upon the closure of the mine after 20 years 
or so.

Organization

6883 1 I live six miles from the center of the proposed Rosemont mine pit, it is likely that on 
a day with low, high percentage cloud cover, my neighbors and my family will hear 
the blasts much more loudly due to the sound waves reflecting off the clouds.  Many 
urban mining operations (such as quarries and sand/gravel pits) have policies that 
prohibit blasting activities when such conditions exist.  I propose similar restrictions 
are placed on anyone operating the proposed Rosemont mine.

Individual

6900 5 I do not want the extra traffic, noise, and effect on such gorgeous land that I treasure.Individual

6901 28 Given the presence of multiple critical wildlife linkage zones in or adjacent to the 
project area, it is essential that the full range of impacts to these linkage zones be 
considered in the EIS.  Possible impacts include:

-excessive noise;

Organization

6902 8 The BLM at one time stated in reference to the Las Cienegas National Conservation 
Area…"The BLM wants to keep the area's pristine natural setting while making it 
available for use by a responsible and environmentally conscious public."

Am I to believe that the Rosemont copper mine will preserve the Las Cienegas 
National Conservation Areas pristine natural setting while doing a strip mine?

Individual

6913 1 What would be done to minimize the effects on neighbors and wildlife of daily 
blasting at the proposed Rosemont mine?

Individual

6924 1 My husband and I are residents of Corona de Tucson / Vail area.  We are tax paying 
property owners who have a stong desire to see the natural beauty that remains in 
southern Arizona preserved for us and future generations.  The Santa Rita Mountains 
and the area along side scenic highway SR 83 definitely represent some of that 
remaining beauty.

Individual

6939 5 Although the impacts are many: ranging from wildlife habitat destruction to multi-
use recreational area destruction to tremendous highway damage to noise and dust 
generation for local residents, the issue concerning us mostly is water.

Individual

6944 4 The noise, dirt and dust and the traffic situation of a twenty-four hour a day 
operation will turn the area into a desert with no people able to live there.

Individual
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6944 10 Tell the Rosemont Mine Company to go dig their hole up in Canada and leave our 
area alone.

Let's not leave a big hole in the ground for future generations to wonder what in the 
hell were those people thinking when they allowed this to happen.  

Like I said if you want to see how a mine can ruin an area, "come on out to Benson", 
you will see.

Individual

6947 6 I am very opposed to the idea of foreign owned companies mining our natural 
resources.  There is no benefit for our citizens to allow this type of project.  Its time 
for our government to restore our rights and give our resources back to the American 
people.

Individual

6949 4 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying noise, vibration, lights, hazardous 
materials, back-up beepers, large truck traffic, excessive wear and tear to publicly 
supported roads and assorted health conditions 24/7, would seem to give some pause.

Individual

6965 3 We have great concerns about the Rosemont Copper Project and ask that the 
following be addressed in great depth by a variety of experts:

Noise

Individual

6966 14 The hwy 83 access safety issues and inconveniences, noise pollution, light pollution, 
and exposure to the mines airborne contaminants not to mention my overall quality 
of life?

Individual

6968 7 Non of the reviewing agencies care one bit about the depletion and contamination of 
the aquifer, the environmental scenic as well as tourist impact, scenic route 83 
destruction and traffic disruption and the noise and air pollution generated by this 
proposed mine.

Individual

6978 4 On an environmental level, the direct damage of the mine includes the huge amounts 
of dust thrown up every day at the mine and by the convoys of large trucks on the 
mostly dirt roads they travel. These trucks also contribute to horrific noise in the 
early morning and evenings as they pass the new communities that have started to 
sprout up south of Tucson.

Individual

7007 3 2.  The noise of blasting will be excessive to the residents of Green Valley and 
surrounding residential neighborhoods.  Comment:  Suggest to Rosemont Mine that 
blasting mats be used for all major open pit blasts.  This will reduce the noise level, 
eliminate the fly rock and the generated much less dust from blasting.

Individual

7007 8 Also, since Pima County could use sound proof bricks for new roadway construction 
in residential areas, mabe Rosemont Mine would be willing to produce epoxy bricks, 
designed to reduced unwanted noise from their tailings and Pima County might be 
willing to buy them from the mine at cost.  Then the quantity of tailings stored from 
the mining activity would be reduced.

Individual

7023 3 2. YOU PLAN ON ALLOWING THEM TO POLLUTE OUR  PEACE AND 
QUIET WITH NOISE, CREATE AN ENVIRONMENTAL DISASTER THAT 
WOULD COST MILLIONS OF DOLLARS TO CLEAN UP..

Individual

7031 8 NoiseIndividual
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7088 67 What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the 
Coronado National Forest from the deleterious impacts of daily blasting?  What will 
be the cumulative environmental, ecomomic, and cultural impacts of this blasting on 
nearby residents?

Organization

7088 71 Daily blasting is required to remove rock (or overburden) covering the ore body.  
The impact to nearby residences in the National Forest will be equilavent to daily 
sonic booms and the cumulative effects need to be examined.

Organization

7088 76 Also, what will be the effects of noise pollution from the trains?Organization

7091 5 Destruction of ecosystems in the Santa Rita Mountains:  The physical disruption and 
the noise will change this area for a period far beyond the lifetimes of those now 
alive, and it wil never return to its current condition no matter how long the wait.  
Planting a few trees on a berm (a fancied-up word for tailings) will not remedy or 
disguise what has been done.

Individual

7106 3 In the impending EIS, may I please request that you specifically address the issues 
and costs associated with decreasing property values for those residential properties 
impacted by degraded viewsheds, noise pollution and, most importantly, dust 
pollution?

Individual

7111 3 There are now thousands of homes in close proximity to the Santa Rita mountains, 
which all will potentially be adversely affected by the pollution, noise, and 
devastation that would be caused by an open pit mine in the Santa Ritas

Individual

7116 3 THERE SHOULD BE IN PLACE RULES OF PROCEDURE THAT WOULD 
ESTABLISH A FAIR ,UNBIASED THIRD PARTY ARBITRATION. THIS 
WOULD DETERMINED FAIR COMPENSATION FOR HOME OWNERS AND 
THEIR PROPERTY; WHO WOULD BE DISPLACED BY MINE OPERATIONS, 
AIR , NOISE, WATER POLLUTION , WELL GOING DRY OR HEALTH 
REASONS. THESE HEALTH CONSERNS WOULD NOT NECESSARILY 
PREEXIST AND COULD MANIFEST THEMSELVES AFTER OPERATIONS 
STARTED.

Individual

7117 28 the Forest Service must thoroughly examine the noise impacts associated with the 
blasting at the mine, as well as noise associated with the trucks and other industrial 
processes. A significant increase in noise levels will affect people and wildlife alike. 
Natural Quiet is an increasingly rare resource and one that is sought by thousands of 
recreationists, including members of the Sierra Club. We strongly urge you to 
evaluate the impacts of this proposed mine on this diminishing resource.

Organization

7125 6 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…..and HEALTH?

Individual
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7125 26 We moved back to Arizona to retire here. Took our hard earned money and paid cash 
to buy land and build a home.
--What happens to my home values when I have NO WATER?
--Our permit fees alone were about $9,000. to build here.
--We have performance horses, who will pay four our horses when it go's through 
the fence, from the blasting?
--Even more important, when my daughter get hurt working her horses and they get 
spook from blasting!!!

Individual

7125 31 The blasting, dust, noise, and heavy truck traffic will reduce current values 
substantially.

Individual

7136 10 -I request a noise impact study on Interstate Ten for cumulative impacts of adding 
ALL of the planned mine trucks, construction trucks and employee vehicles. As I 
mentioned in the above paragraph, we have wide open expanses with very little 
buffering objects to stop the noise.

Individual

7153 9 NOISE
(1) What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife and recreational users in 
the Coronado Forest from the deleterious impacts of daily blasting?
(2) What studies have been done to determine the effect of the daily blasting on the 
surrounding mountains, residents, wildlife and recreational users?

Individual

7155 15 Transportation issues involved with this proposal appear to be overwhelming. There 
is no way that Scenic Highway 83, in its current condition, an handle the projected 
volume of traffic that will be generated by an operating mine in the area. Also, the 
scenic values of the highway will be compromised to the point of irrelevance should 
the mine be put into operation, and the exponential increase in traffic will have 
dangerous  and far-reaching consequences for both humans and wildlife attempting 
to travel or cross the highway. Other impacts from the daily operation of the mine 
include blasting noise and correlating seismic disturbance, lighting and its disruption 
of "dark skies" activities in the area.

Organization

7156 2 I support withdrawal of my federal lands from mining and, as mentioned above, am 
opposed to new mining in southeastern Arizona. I love birding and hiking and 
camping in the Santa Rita and Patagonia Mountains. and believe that the noise, 
water, and air pollution will detrimentally affect my public lands experience, as well 
as imperil the habitat of endangered species, increased truck traffic on local roads 
and highways, negatively affect the wildlife movement corridors and native plants 
and ecosystems.

Individual

7163 34 Mines of the type and scale proposed have the potential to generate extensive 
pollution, in the forms of water pollution, light pollution, noise pollution and air 
pollution. Such pollution can have local, regional and even global implications.

Organization

7163 43 Noise Pollution 

Questions to be answered in the EIS:
What will be the "soundshed" impacted by noise generated from mine blasting and 
operations?
How will surrounding communities and wildlife be impacted by additional noise 
from blasting, machinery and hauling of ore? Given their proximity to the mine, will 
these noise levels be appropriate / acceptable?

Organization
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7166 15 TRAFFIC: There will be a large increase in slow-moving, heavy truck traffic along 
Highway 83 in southeastern Arizona. This, in addition to employee and other added 
vehicles, could congest and compromise a lovely, scenic drive into this beautiful 
camping, sightseeing, hiking, bird watching, and highly desirable tourist area. Has 
the increased impact of air pollution from these vehicles, damage to roads, potential 
litter, and noise pollution been studied as part of the impact to the area?

Individual

7166 17 QUALITY OF LIFE: I have heard that the blasting and mining operations will go on 
24 hours daily at this time. How will the noise, vibration, and lighting from the mine 
affect people living in the area and what will be the effect on wildlife? I would be 
very concerned that nearby residents' ability to sleep would be impacted. Will the 
environmental impact study address such issues?

Individual

7167 13 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause soil, water, air, noise, traffic, and light pollution.

Individual

7171 13 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause soil, water, air, noise, traffic, and light pollution.

Individual

7175 13 The effects on bats of changes in water quantity and quality, light and noise, and 
heavy metals in the soil, water, and air caused by the proposed action should be 
investigated.

Individual

7197 9 From the tailings dust to the road traffic to the sound and light pollutiont to the 
habitat fragmentation, this mine would destroy the beauty of this valley, and in doing 
so, the lives and incomes of many who have investing years into building their 
homes and careers around it.

Individual

7313 22 7, What is the impact of noise pollution related to Rosemont mining activities on the 
peace and serenity in the Area [Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, 
Sahuarita and Green Valley] ? What recourse will Area residents if noise pollution 
from mining activities is excessive or harmful? What will be the effect of Rosemont's 
continual use of explosives on the Area? Will nearby residents receive notification 
prior to the use of explosives?

Individual

7316 12 c.�Noise pollution from blasting, crushing and hauling of ore,Organization

7324 1 Living adjacent to the Coronado Forest property that the proposed mine will be using 
for its tailings/over burden, blasting at the mine will cause unacceptable noise levels 
and generate powerful shock waves in the air and ground. The noise will 
undoubtedly be 24/7.

Individual

7328 3 One thing we do know is the trucks and constant traffic will create noise, pollution, 
accidents and discourage tourism.

Individual

7329 2 I believe you take the best interest of these public lands to heart, so I'm asking you to 
do this:
Imagine that serene are being subject to blasting, 24 hours as day, 7 days a week for 
20 years!

Individual

7329 8 Imagine heavy trucks lumbering along scenic highways, impending traffic and 
spoiling the area with their noise and pollution.

Individual

7340 9 Noise pollution, air pollution and water (surface and underground) pollution.Individual
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7377 3 And it would go from being a place of peace and serenity, to a noisy, polluted 
eyesore--an area that I would avoid visiting in the future.

Individual

7379 2 The noise of heavy mining equipment, the added danger on a two lane scenic 
highway of 88 roundtrips daily of mine related vehicles, including 56 twenty four ton 
ore trucks, daily blasting, (seven days a week) air pollution from windblown dust and 
sulfuric acid and diesel fumes, the unlimited pumping of groundwater, destruction of 
wildlife habitat on the West side, is totally incompatible with the Peace and Serenity 
and… Conservation of the East side of Highway 83!

Individual

7379 4 The noise of heavy mining equipment, the added danger on a two lane scenic 
highway of 88 roundtrips daily of mine related vehicles, including 56 twenty four ton 
ore trucks, daily blasting, (seven days a week) air pollution from windblown dust and 
sulfuric acid and diesel fumes, the unlimited pumping of groundwater, destruction of 
wildlife habitat on the West side, is totally incompatible with the Peace and Serenity 
and… Conservation of the East side of Highway 83!

Individual

7381 2 The noise of the mine blasts, the dirt and chemicals in the dust, the polution of the 
water wells, the terribly unsafe condition of Scenic Highway, State Route 83 are all 
going to impact us in a very negative way. Along with the wide loads that have to 
come and go on SR83 from I-10, your ore trucks, your transportation of employess 
vans, your ore reps, our own cattle trucks, horse trailers and private vehicles will 
surely all lead to a tragic scene.

Individual

7391 2 I will no longer be able to visit this pristine region with the noise, dust and visual 
pollution that will result from this project.

Individual

7443 8 Blasting (daily) an open pit into the east side of the Santa Ritas is objectionable for 
aesthetic reasons alone. But aside from my bias (I love that drive down "Scenic" 
Highway 83), there are pressing environmental concerns. Noise pollution (blasts, 
trucks).

Individual

7451 16 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
24. The noise will impact Vail/Corona

Individual

7453 16 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
24. The noise will impact Vail/Corona

Individual

7453 31 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
39. The Empire Ranch, home of Walter Vail, brother to Edward Vail, Vail's founders 
would be impacted by the blasting.

Individual

7456 21 We visited the Santa Rita Management Area during the period when the test drilling 
was occurring, and we were greatly concerned at the amount of noise disturbance 
that occurred.

Government

7456 61 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Noise effects of wildlife and recreationists

Government
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7469 6 On an aesthetic but no less important point, what about the increased noise that will 
be generated 24/7 that will be necessary for mining? These will be significant 
detractors to the tourist industry (A HIGHLY SUCCESSFUL INDUSTRY) of 
Tucson and its suburbs and surrounding areas (Patagonia, Tubac). Again, an 
objective expert panel must investigate this and present it to the public before any 
action is taken on the mine.

Individual

7487 23 Regular blasting with the sonic effects could likely impact local species and their 
distribution.  I know it will affect myself and the local community.

Individual

7487 26 Please provide an analysis of the noise levels at my property for both background 
(steadystate) sound due to vehicle, machine and power generation equipment and 
transient noise due to blasting and drilling and the frequency thereof.  Power 
generation equipment should include both onsite and offsite locations such as the 
Greaterville substation.

How will this degradation be valued and considered in the analysis and the decision?

Individual

7500 4 How about noise pollution?Individual

7504 145 Daily blasting is required to remove rock (or overburden) covering the ore body.  
The impact to nearby residences, wildlife and recreational users in the National 
Forest will be equivalent to daily sonic booms, and the cumulative effects must be 
examined.  There will also be an impact on human health, and these impacts need to 
be examined and evaluated.

7508

7504 147 Also, what will be the effects of noise pollution from trains?7508

7508 2 The noise pollution is a given, even with the major gains in perceptive mining 
procedures. A hole, one mile long and wide and 3,000 feet deep, with all the 
chemical agents used to mine, process and ship the copper, will change our beloved 
Scenic Santa Ritas forever, even with the newest of technologies. After twenty years, 
the company, with its money and copper, will leave our mountains much the richer, 
while we are much the poorer. Please decide, not in our Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

7510 5 I am also concerned about the POTENTIAL NOISE AUDIBLE TO BOTH 
WILDLIFE AND RECREATIONALISTS.

Individual

7514 5 I am concerned about noise pollution.Individual

7514 10 The Proposed Rosemont mine would severely impact our enjoyment of the outdoors 
for the reason stated above ie noise pollution and air pollution

Individual

7523 7 In the PRISTINE environment of the proposed mine site, NOISE WOULD REIGN 
SUPREME.

Individual

7523 11 Consider the scale of what would be happening here. HOW NEAR TO THIS MINE 
WOULD YOU BE WILLING TO LIVE? Would YOU be willing to continue your 
daily commute to or from Tucson when you had to compete with the 24-hour 
schedule of trucks, noise, and congestion?

Individual
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7546 11 The FS, in cooperation with Arizona Game and Fish, should also study the impact of 
the mine and its operations on the Mearns quail and deer populations in the 
immediate area and the surrounding areas. This should include a study of increased 
road kill of deer along Highway 83 due to increased traffic, and altered migration, 
mating and other behavior of wildlife due to the noise, dust, and light of the 24 hour 
mining operations proposed. They should also study the impact on wildlife caused 
by the destruction or pollution of natural springs and depletion of groundwater. 
These studies should be completed prior to issuing any EIS.

Individual

7555 2 Sitting out to watch the stars wil not be the same with noise, light, and dust pollution 
that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7557 3 Sitting out to watch the starts will not be the same with noise, light, and dust 
pollution that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7570 2 Sitting out to watch the stars will not be the same with noise, light, and dust 
pollution that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7575 2 Sitting out to watch the stars will not be the same with noise, light and dust pollution 
that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7578 3 Sitting out to watch the stars will not be the same with noise, light and dust pollution 
that will seriously compromise the experience.

Individual

7579 7 With daily blasting to remove the rock covering the ore body, this will add a great 
deal of noise pollution. I love to hike and picnic in the area and this Will not be 
pleasant with all of the blasting noise. Not to mention the added noise of machinery 
and trucks.

Individual

7587 4 We are deeply concerned about water, air, and noise pollution caused by the mine's 
activities. If the Rosemont Copper Project become an actuality, we and our 
children,as neighbors, will directly bear the brunt of this pollution.

Individual

7588 5 People do not want to live next to or near a mine. Excluding the probability that they 
will deplete our exceptional quality ground water, we will have to contend with their 
light, their dirt/dust, their noise and the unbelieveable amount of traffic on Hwy. 83.

Individual

7593 8 Traffic: the steady stream of trucks on SR 83 is not only a safety, noise and air-
pollution hazard it would almost surely dry up the aforementioned tourist industry.

Individual

7598 32 Please provide an analysis of the noise levels at our property for both background 
(steadystate) sound due to vehicle, machine and power generation equipment and 
transient noise due to blasting and drilling and the frequency thereof. Power 
generation equipment should include both onsite and offsite locations such as the 
Greaterville substation.

How will this degradation be valued and considered in the analysis and the decision?

Individual
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7602 2 I have recently learned of the proposed Rosemont Mine project in the Sonoita, 
Arizona area. I am very disturbed by this news, since I often visit the Epona Center 
at Apache Springs Ranch and I fear there will be irreparable damage to the beauty of 
this valley with this project. I visit this area often from my New York home to be 
able to experience the serenity and untouched beauty of the Santa Rita mountain 
area. I fear this open pit mine will ruin the hiking, trail riding and other outdoor 
pleasures. The noise will be a serious compromise to this experience.

Individual

7603 7 The mine will violate our rights to enjoy the natural environment and beauty of the 
National Forest. to have a sustainable water supply. The ground water in the Santa 
Cruz Valley has been dropping which is evidence that we already do not have a 
sustainable water supply. The mine will make it worse. There should be a 
moratorium on allowing new water users until a sustainable supply is proven. SR 83 
is a treasured scenic highway for both autos and bikes. The mine traffic will take this 
away. The mine traffic, dust, noise, destruction of natural National Forest land  will 
lower our quality of life, property values, and tourist economy.  A total cost/benefit 
analysis conducted by an independent source must be developed to justify any 
decisions.

Individual

7618 1 Will the blasting from the mine cause scenic damage to catcher and collosul caverns.Individual

7651 6 Sound levels will be high, destroying peace and serenity of the area.Individual

7810 9 Mine blasting creates sonic booms. What times of day would Rosemont blast? If it 
effects nearby homes by cracking foundations and stucco, will Augusta pay for 
improvements that are necessary?

Organization

8604 4 I just wanted to oppose the Rosemont Mine for the environmental reasons as far a 
the animals, the pollution, air pollution, and noise pollution and, uh, draining the 
water table. Also for the health hazards it's going to cause for the people in the area.

Individual

8624 2 we live nearby Sahuarita Road, and the roar of the trucks will be unbelievable.Individual

8650 3 I'm also concerned about the noise levelIndividual

8684 1 I grew up out in this area and I remember when I was a kid and I could hear the 
bombs going off out there or the explosives going off for the mining.  And it used to 
just be not very good at all to be listening to that when you're just trying to, you 
know, live your life out in the middle of nowhere.  So I don't think that they should 
redo the mines and reopen them up in that same area and go along with all the same 
things that I had to grow up with in hearing the explosives as a kid growing up or, 
you know, having water issues.

Individual

8781 5 Plus the air pollution, the dust pollution, the noise pollution.Individual

8822 4 My concern is the same concern expressed by thousands of people here in Santa 
Cruz Valley, and that is noise pollution and

Individual
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8848 5 I am a designer of sustainable systems and I am calling in to record my opposition to 
the mine for a multitude of reasons, which I'm sure you've heard over and over, but I 
will reiterate my part.  And that is the destruction of the fragile ecosystem, the 
pollution for relatively short-lived project.  Nineteen  years is not a long time, but a 
tremendous amount of damage can occur within that window.  And the affect of 
light, sound and just the disruption on that level of a -- an ecosystem is extraordinary.

Individual

8849 6 The noise and lights and blasting from the mine could certainly have a quality of 
impact issue -- quality of life impact issue on residents in the area, and I would ask 
that the Forest Service study how both people and wildlife will be affected by that 
kind of noise and vibration.

Individual

8871 2 It will add to noise and light pollution, dust.Individual

8872 7 And I'm sure that Rosemont Copper Company is going to be able to extract some 
economic value out of this mine, but everyone else in Arizona is going to be a loser.  
The residents of Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia are going to be losers in terms of the 
beauty of the area, the danger of the highway, the pollution, the noise.  It just seems 
like a very, very bad idea,. . .

Individual

8882 5 we're concerned about the noise and the dumping of the tailings on the western slope 
and ruining our view of the mountains, and also just basically destroying the 
mountains.

Individual

8986 5 Just say NO! And don't forget about the noise that a mine would bring. Absurd.Organization

10305 1 This is a disaster in the making. A mine in the Santa Ritas would not only ruin the 
landscape but destroy the peacefulness of Sonoita through mine blasts!! This is a 
horrible idea by a mining firm that's not even a US company!! For the future of the 
community, and generations to come it MUST be stopped!!

Organization

10665 3 copper mining in this area and elsewhere has historically been associated with noise 
pollution

Organization
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2164 3 We have too many problems with land pollution in this area already.Individual

7151 19 Cumulative Impacts
In addition to the Rosemont Mine, there are many projects being considered in this 
watershed. For example, current proposals or potential projects include the sand and 
gravel mine in Davidson Canyon (Cal-Portland Cement), the Seel calcium carbonate 
mine in the Empire Mountains, and the TEP substations in Vail. The EIS for the 
Rosemont Mine must list all current and future planned projects that would be 
located in the watershed or in the vicinity, and must consider cumulative impacts. 
The analysis must be conducted on a watershed scale, using a watershed approach.

Organization
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43 25 [I]f TEP is putting in a substation to feed Rosemont and a 138 lines, who bears that 
cost?

Individual
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160 80 COMMENT 6: THE MINE'S ELECTRICAL POWER DEMANDS CANNOT BE 
MET BY LOCAL PRODUCERS' CURRENT PRODUCTION CAPACITY AND 
EXISTING DELIVERY INFRASTRUCTURE. Augusta estimates the total 
connected electrical load required to operate the Mine will be 133 mega-watts (MW) 
and will require a minimum transmission line voltage of 138 kilo-volts (kV). The 
Mine's water production wells and part of the pit will be in TRICO's service area; the 
balance of the Mine's pit, all of the processing plant, and ancillary facilities will be in 
Tucson Electric Power's (TEP) service area. Augusta presents four alternative plans 
for supplying power to the Mine preferring alternative number four in which TEP 
will be the primary electrical power provider. This alternative will require a multiple 
service territory and provider agreement between TEP and TRICO which must be 
submitted to the Arizona Corportation Commission for review and final approval 
prior to implementation.      Augusta's preferred alternative number four will require 
connecting the 138 kV transmission line from the TEP 345/138 kV south substation 
to TEP's Vail-Kantor line which must first be upgraded to 138kV. They will join 
where the two lines cross at Santa Rita Road when the Vail-Kantor transmission line 
is upgraded to 138 kV service voltage. This alternative, however, will not be 
adequate to meet the Mine's 133 MW requirement (see Attachment D which is 
incorporated herein by reference.) An additional 20 MW of power must come from 
turbines in Nogales which are fueled primarily by natural gas, with diesel as backup. 
During winter months, the existing El Paso natural gas line can barely service its 
Santa Cruz County customers. Using the Nogales turbines to make up the connected 
load shortfall will tax the existing natural gas capability beyond its limits. There are 
approximately three days of natural gas storage in Nogales which is adequate only 
for temporary outages to the existing transmission line. Diesel fuel will be burned by 
the Nogales turbines when the natural gas supply reaches its limit, and Nogales is an 
EPA non-attainment area for clean air.                              Neither of the oter 
alternatives involving TEP presented by Augusta can meet the Mine's electrical pwer 
requirements. TEP states that TRICO's transmission company (SWTC) has 230 kV 
transmission capability from the Bicknell substation (west Green Valley) to build 
adequate support in one transmission line for the Mine, but that TRICO does not 
have a source to deliver 133 MW to the Bicknell substation. None of the electrical 
power supply options proposed by Augusta can provide power to Rosemont using 
existing delivery infrastructure or meet the Mine's 133 MW power requirements.

1527 2 Where is your electricity coming from?Individual

1529 3 Also, where does Augusta plan to get El. Power?Individual

1535 3 Without electricity the mine can not function. Permits must be obtained from the 
corporate commission. This whole area is against this mine. We will fight it at 
Corporate Commission.

Individual

1547 7 how much electrical energy will be used to tax our already over-taxed power grid?Individual
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1610 1 These comments concern the environmental impacts associated with the energy 
requirements for the Rosemont Copper Project. The electrical energy requirements 
for this project fail to contain cumulative environmental impacts in both Santa Cruz 
and Pima Counties. None of options presented by Rosemont are in the public interest 
as the assumptions are erroneous. In particular, the preferred electrical transmission 
line (Vail to Nogales) does not exist. A Comrehensive  Environmental Certification 
(CEC) Application has not been submitted to the Arizona Power Plant and 
Transmission Line Siting Committee (Siting Committee) that will have significant 
issues to decide before a Vail-Nogales transmission line could be approved. The 
Line Siting Committee has 12-months to recommendation approval, modify or deny 
a CEC Application to the Arizona Corporation Commission (ACC) that may also 
approve, modify or deny the CEC Application. Many unresolved issues remain 
before any electricity can be provided to Rosemont Copper, as total environmental 
effects are assessed by the Line Siting Committee and in this EIS. It is unknown if 
the ACC and/or the Line Siting Committee are "cooperating agencies" in this EIS; 
however, if not, then resultant decision conflicts might result.

Background.
At present, the UNS Electric, Inc. (UNSE) Santa Cruz service area has a single 
115kV transmission line from the Nogales Tap substation in southern Tucson that 
goes through four substations to be distributed to its customers. Santa Cruz County 
is serviced by three utility companies. The Sulpher Springs Valley Rural Cooperative 
service area services to the east of the Santa Rita Mountains and the TRICO Rural 
Cooperative service area in the western parts of the Santa Cruz County. UNSE has 
the largest service area primarily the Santa Cruz Valley, to the east of the Santa Rita 
Mountains. 

UNSE operates four distribution substations on its 115 kV transmission line, the 
Kantor substation east of Amado, the Canez substation in central Rio Rico, the 
Sonoita substation in southern Rio Rico and the Valencia substation serving the 
Nogales distribution area. 

Reliability Problem Mitigation.
On 2 November 1999, the Arizona Corporation Commission (ACC) approved ACC 
Decision No. 62011 that mandated a second transmission line to be operational by 
31 December 2003. This was to correct reliability problems in the Santa Cruz service 
area. On 15 January 2001, the ACC modified and then approved a Siting Committee 
CEC for a two-circuit 345 kV line from Sahuarita via a new "Gateway" substation in 
Nogales to terminate at Santa Anna, Sonora, Mexico using a "western" corridor. The 
ACC disapproved "central" and "eastern" corridors. A Department of Energy (DOE) 
Presidential Permit was required to cross the US-Mexican border. The Final EIS for 
this project was completed and publishedin the Federal Register in March 2005 
(reference a). The Coronado National Forest (CNF), in this reference, disapproved 
the "western" corridor. Thus, without ACC-CNF agreement, this "second" 
transmission line to the Santa Cruz service area, has no approved routes. A NEPA 
Record of Decision (ROD) has not been issued for this project.

In late 2004, due to the changing circumstances and situation, the ACC re-opened 
Decision No. 62011 to resolve the remaining reliability issues in the Santa Cruz 
service area. Hearings were held for five days in August-September 2005. To date, 

Individual
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the ACC Adminstrative Law Judge has not submited to the Commission a 
Recommended Opinion and Order (ROO). During these hearings, most of the ten 
intervenors agreed that upgrading the existing 115kV to a "double-circuit" 
configuration meets the ACC-mandated second transmission line mandate and 
provides adequate electricity to meet the future needs for Santa Cruz service area for 
several decades.

In February 2008, two local meetings were held by UES to discuss a proposed "Vail 
to Valencia 115 kV Upgrade Project". For the handouts see enclosure 1. This 
proposal is a single-circuit 115 kV to 138kV upgrade from the Nogales Tap in 
Tucson to Nogales about 60 miles to the south. A new line is proposed to be 
constructed from TEP's Vail substation in eastern Tucson to UNSE's Nogales Tap 
Substation in southern Tucson. As of this date, neither TEP nor UNSE have not 
applied to the Siting Committee for a CEC. The CEC permit is required by Arizona 
Revised Statutes (A.R.S.) 40-360 to 40-360.13 and Arizona Administrative Code 
R14-3-201 to R14-3-113. 

Companies.
There are several companies involved. Until 11 August 2003, Citizens 
Communications Company owned and managed Santa Cruz service area assets as a 
public service company in Arizona when UniSource Energy Inc. (UNS) acquired this 
company. UniSource Energy is a holding company for three public service 
companies. The largest is Tucson Electric Power Company (TEP) that has service 
areas in Pima and Cochise Counties, and is an Arizona public service company. 
UniSource Energy created a holding company, called UniSource Energy Services 
(UES) to oversee two public service companies; UNSE has service areas in Santa 
Cruz and Mohave Counties and UNS Gas, Inc. (UNSG) with service areas in five 
Arizona counties.

Due to IRS bond tax restrictions, TEP is allowed to serve customers only in Pima 
and Cochise County and UNSE in Santa Cruz and Mohave Counties. Both UNSE 
and TEP have this two-county service area restriction. 

The existing 115 kV transmission line is owned and operated by UNSE and is the 
only source of imported power to this service area. This line is not owned by TEP; 
however, in January 2000, Citizens (now UNSE) and TEP signed a Project 
Development Agreement (PDA) whereby TEP would manage and build the 
Sahuarita-Nogales-Mexico dual-circuit 345 kV transmission line and a Gateway 
substation system. UNSE has contracted with TEP to perform most transmission line 
functions for UNSE; however, as a UNSE ratepayer, separation of these two public 
service companies is critical when it comes to determine "rates" for each company. 
When the separation of these two public service companies is not clear, costs might 
become mingled, to the detriment of both companies. The ACC makes decisions for 
rate cases and demands each company account for all expensed. 

The Rosemont Copper Electric Plan.
On 11 July 2007, Rosemont Copper submitted the "Rosemont Project Mine plan of 
Operations" (reference c). Section 2.7 of this report is titled "Electrical power 
Supply" with Appendix C containing an Electrical Load Summary (enclosure 2). It 
should be noted that the connected load for Rosemont Copper is 133 kV (enclosure 
2, Appendix C) while at 138 kV transmission line can carry 100-120 MW, thus at 
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least two 138 kV or one larger capacity transmission line is required for Rosemont 
Copper.

This "electrical plan" shows a "Preferred Electrical Supply Transmission Supply 
Route" in Figure 1 below, which is from the Mine Plan of Operations. Four options 
were proposed. Each will be discussed below, as one reads Section 2.7. Option Four 
is the "preferred" route.

[NB: most of the answers below will be determined during Siting Committee 
proceedings]

Option 1-- Interconnection with TEP Line Serving Santa Cruz County (section 2.7.1).
Q-11. Why isn't UNSE indicated at the owner of 115 kV line?
Q-12. There is NO existing Vail-Kantor line (as there are no transmission lines 
betweeen Vail and the Nogales Tap substations), so how can a 115 kV Vail-Kantor 
line be upgraded?
Q-13. There are significant customer/ratepayer costs for changing from the DOE 
Western Power Administration (WAPA) 115 kV line to a 138 kV TEP line 
originating at Vail. Has the impact of this customer cost been assessed which impact 
UNSE Santa Cruz service area customers?
Q-14. What is the cost of this new substation and will UNSE Santa Cruz service area 
customers pay for a new 138 kV switching station on this UNSE-owned 115/138 kV 
line?
Q-15. What does "partially borne by TEP" mean in terms of specific rate increases 
for UNSE Santa Cruz service area customers?
Q-16. Why even consider this option for 75 MW of power if it does not provide the 
132 MW of power required by Rosemont Copper?

Option 2-- Interconnection with SWTC Sahuarita 230kV Substation. (2.7.2)
Q-21. What are the cost differences between Options 1,2,3, and 4? 
Q-22. If the project will overload the existing 345/230 kV Bicknell transformer, can 
a new transformer be acquired, and at what additional cost?
Q-23. Has this option been "noticed" to TRICO customers by Public Notices in the 
appropriate newspapers?
Q-24. TEP is not involved for this option. Will TEP manage this SWTC project as 
TEP will have no role if this option is selected?
Q-25. What will be the costs borne by TRICO ratepayers for Option 2?

Option 3. Interconnection with TEP South 345/138 kV substation. (2.7.3)
Q-31. Higher voltage transmission lines have less line loss, thus transmit electricity 
at lower coster per mile than a transmission system at a lower voltage. What are the 
life-cycle cost differences between a 138 kV, 230 kV, and 345 kV transmission 
systems to support Rosemont Copper?
Q-32. Why is TEP the service provider, when TRICO (SWTC) might be able to 
provide lower cost services to Rosemont Copper?
Q-33. What is the cost permile for 138 kV and the cost the appropriate 138kV 
transformers?
Q-34. Is the only problem with this option is the 12 miles length of the line?
Q-35. The TEP South substation is inside the 100-year flood plain. Due to its 
criticality for Tucson's power, it should be required to meet the 500-year flood 
criteria. How will TEP meet the potential floods that routinely occur on the Santa 
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Cruz River that is adjacent to the South substation (reference a, Appendix C, Figure 
2, p. C-4) which shows it is inside the 100-year floodplain?

Option 4. Interconnection with TEP South Line to the TEP Vail-Kantor Line. (2.7.4)
Q-41. What happens if the Line Siting Committee CEC specifies a different 
alternative than the Vail Kantor 138 kV line?
Q-42. What are the specific relationships (agreements) between UNSE (who owns 
the exisitng 115 kV line) and TEP?
Q-43. Will UNSE ratepayers pay any costs for the Rosemont Copper installations?
Q-44. Are two lines, one from South substation and one from Vail being proposed 
by this option (the two sources)? 
Q-45. Since UNSE requires two circuits, based on the reopened ACC Decision 
62011 hearings in 2005, how will a third circuit for Rosemont fit on these UNSE 
utility poles?
Q-46. What are the mean time between failure (MTBF) and mean time to repair 
(MTTR) (both are common reliability engineering measures) for each option being 
proposed?

Preliminary Power Flow Analysis. (2.7.5)
Q-61. Why was 2010 assumed for the power flow analysis since the proposed 
upgrade shows a Vail-Nogales line is not expected to be complete in 2012? (See 
enclosure 3)
Studies "show that the Vail substation could serve up to 75 MW of mine load if 20 
MW of generation is on-line at the Valencia generation facility, or up to 100 MW, if 
the Gateway Project were in service." The power requirements for a mine are 
continuous, varying little during the 24-hour day. 
Q-62. How can 75 MW + 20 MW meet the 133 MW Rosemont Copper 133 MW 
load requirements in Appendix C?
Q-63. The peak power requirements for the UNSE Santa Cruz service area is 75.4 
MW reached on 28 June 2007. How will power be furnished to the Santa Cruz 
service area when over 75 MW or 100 MW of power is required?
Q-64. How can 100 MW from the Gateway meet the 133 MW load requirements?
Q-65. What authority does TEP have that require turbines to run in Nogales to 
furnish power for Rosemont Copper? 
Q-66. At present, there is inadequate amount of natural gas to continually run the 65 
MW of generation capabilities that exist in the City of Nogales so diesel fuel is used 
when natural gas runs out. What are the future natural gas and electrical demands for 
the Sanata Cruz service area in 2015 and 2025 and how much local generation can 
be made available to continuously meet the additional power requirements for 
Rosemont Copper?
Q-67. The City of Nogales is an EPA non-attainment of compliance requirements for 
clean air. What are the projected air pollution impacts for 2015 and 2025 that 
running 20 MW to 65 MW of natural gas or diesel turbines in Nogales have on air 
quality in that city? 
Q-68. Is there any basis to assume the Gateway Project will be on line in 2010 as 
TEP assured the Commission it would be online by 31 December 2003? 
Q-69. Since when did the Gateway substation move from NW of Nogales (in 
reference a) to "near Sahuarita"? 
Q-70. Why is there any impacts between the UNSE Sonoita substation and a 
Rosemont substation that require "pre-project" voltage levels to be corrected by 
shunt capacitors? 
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Q-71. Why are upgrades required to "certain SWTC facilities" to mitigate any 
impacts due to outages" if Option 4 is selected? 

TEP has a significant portion of its power sold to mines, such as those in Green 
Valley. In 1996, for example, 925,000,000 MW-hrs were purchased by these mining 
activties, about 10% of the total retail sales of 9,201,000,000 MW-hrs. The 
Rosemont Copper mine will consume 1,165,000,000 MW-hrs (=133 MW x 8,760 
hrs/year) when operating at full capacity demand of 133 MW/hr. TEP uses over 95% 
coal-fueled electrical generation plants, thus, for 133 MW of power, then about 
250,000 tons of Carbon Dioxide (CO2), 830 tones of Nitrite oxides (NOx), and 250 
tons of Sulfur Dioxide (SP2) will be required by TEP to furnish the electrical power 
necessary for Rosemont Copper. 

Q-72. How will Rosemont Coppper compensate for these 250,000 tons of CO2, 830 
tons of NOx and 250 tones of SO2 that will be necessary to generate the electricity 
required for this mine? 
Q-73. Will another source, with less coal-fueled electrical generation be assessed 
during the EIS process? 
Q-74. How much water will be required for the coal-fired electrical generators 
required for the Rosemont Copper mine? 
Q-75. Will Rosemont Copper also "recharge" the Tucson Aquifer to account for the 
water necessary to generate Rosemont Coppper's electricity? 

Description of Proposed Electrical Power Supply. (2.7.6) 
Q-81. The existing 115 kV line or upgrade to 138 kV in Option 4 already tranverses 
the Santa Rita Experimental Range (see Figure 1above). Is this line to modified to 
avoid this range, contrary to Figure 1?
Q-82. TEP has a very poor track record in forecasting completion dates for its 
projects (as discussed above for its 345 kV project to Mexico). How can TEP 
confirm the date that a proposed Vail-Kantor transmission line and upgrades be 
completed since no application for such a line has been submitted to the Line Siting 
Committee?
Q-83. Can a "Vail-Kantor" 138 kV transmission line meet all the power 
requirements for Rosemont Copper? 
Q-84. What is the long-term impact of the 138 kV line raditated electromagnetic and 
electrical fields on pipeline corrosion in the parallel fresh water pipeline route? 
Q-85. Does the mean time between failure for the Option 4 11.6 mile transmission 
system exceed 300 years as required by the National Electrical Reliabilty Council 
(NERC), or its successor's reliability criteria? 
Q-86. What is the impact of fire and smoke on the capabilities of the proposed 
UNSE 138 kV line to furnish power to Rosemont Copper? 
Q-87. Is the 7.2 MW of power required for the well fields included in the loads in 
enclosure 2 (Appendix C) or is the total demand for Rosemont Copper over 140 MW 
(= 133 + 7.2)? 

Some General Questions:
Q-100. Where is a detailed trade-off study comparing the four electrical supply 
options? 
Q-101. Will any transformers for the transmission and distribution lines contain any 
PCBs or other toxic substances?
Q-102. What is the impact on Rosemont Copper if the electrical supply required can 
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not be provided until 2012, 2015, or 2018?
Q-103. What was the basis to select TEP to be the power provider to Rosemont 
Copper compared to self-generated power using natural gas from the El Paso Natural 
Gasline that runs parallel to Interstae 10? 
Q-104. How can UNSE have a double-circuit 138 kV line to Nogales if one circuit 
of that line is used for Rosmeont Copper? 
Q-105. In section 2.8.2 (Legal and Regulatory Considerations), the role of obtaining 
environmental capability certification from the Line Siting Committee and its 
approval by the ACC are omitted. Will this omission be corrected and considered? 
Q-106. When will the CEC Application for the proposed TEP and/or UNSE and/or 
SWTC transmission lines be submitted to the Line Siting Committee?

1809 1 The power line that feeds the hillton ranch road community runs through the middle 
of the Rosemont mine.  Who will pay to have this line moved of rerouted? What 
guarantee is there that the power company (TCP) will get a new easement to run a 
new line? 

Also how will power be supplied to the mine itself?

Individual

1840 3 Where will the mining company get the electricity to run the mine?Individual

1840 5 How much more of the environment will be destroyed by putting in poles and 
stringing wire?

Individual

1851 11 When will the electric providers apply for the Certificate of Environmental 
Compatibility  with the Arizona Corporation Commission?

Individual

1871 2 There will have to be a power line brought in. From where and by what route?Individual

1894 6 How can Rosemont get power to their mine without destroying the scenic beauty of 
the mountains and will our power bills go up to pay for their new lines?

Individual

1980 3 Power another big issue - ques. About electric still not answeredIndividual

1988 3 Electricity problemsIndividual

2217 11 These comments concern the environmental impacts associated with the energy 
requirements for the Rosemont Copper Project.  The electrical energy requirements 
for this project fail to contain cumulative environmental impacts in both Santa Cruz 
and Pima Counties.  None of options presented by Rosemont are in the public 
interest as the assumptions are erroneous.  In particular, the preferred electrical 
transmission line (Vail to Nogales) does not exist.  A Comprehensive Environmental 
Certification (CEC) Application has not been submitted to the Arizona Power Plant 
and Transmission Line Siting Committee (Siting Committee) that will have 
significant issues to decide before a Vail-Nogales transmission line could be 
approved.  The Line Siting Committee has 12-months to recommedation approval, 
modify  or deny a CEC Application to the Arizona Corporation Commission (ACC) 
that may also approve, modicy or deny the CEC Application.  Many unresolved 
issues remain before any electricity can be provided to Rosemont Copper, as total 
environmental  effects are assessed by the Line Siting Committee and in this EIS.  It 
is unknown if the ACC and/or the Line Siting Committee are "cooperating agencies" 
in this EIS; however, if not, then resultant decision conflicts might result.

Individual
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2217 12 On 11 July 2007, Rosemont Copper submitted the "Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations" (reference c).  Section 2.7 of this report is titiled "Electrical Power 
Supply" with Appendix C containing an Electrical Load Summary (enclosure 2).  It 
should be noted that the connected load for Rosemont Copper is 133 kV (enclosure 
2, Appendix C) while at 138 kV transmission line can carry 100-120 MW, thus at 
least 138 kV or one larger capacity transmission line is required for Rosemont 
Copper.

This "electrical plan" shows a "Preferred Electriacl Supply Transmission Supply 
Route" in Figure 1 below, which is from the Mine Plan of Operations.  Four options 
were proposed.  Each will be discussed below, as one reads Section 2.7.  Option 
Four is the "preferred" route.

[NB: most of the answers below will be determined during Siting Committee 
proceedings]

Option 1 - Interconnection with TEP Line Serving Santa Cruz County (secion 2.7.1).

Q-11.  Why isn't UNSE indicated at the owner of the 115 kV line?

Q-12.  There is NO existing Vail-Kantor line (as there are no transmission lines 
between Vail and the Nogales Tap substations), so how can a 115 kV Vail-Kantor 
line be upgraded?

Q-13.  There are significant customer/ratepayer costs for changing from the DOE 
Western Power Administration (WAPA) 115 kV TEP line originating at Vail.  Has 
the impact of this customer cost been assessed which impact UNSE Santa Cruz 
service area customers?

Q-14.  What is the cost of this new substation and will UNSE Santa Cruz service 
area customers pay for a new 138 kV switching station on this UNSE-owned 
115/138 kV line?

Q-15.  What does "partially borne by TEP" mean in terms of specific rate increases 
for UNSE Santa Cruz service area customers?

Q-16.  Why even consider this option for 75 MW of power if it does not provide the 
132 MW of power required by Rosemont Copper?

Individual
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2217 13 Option 2 - Interconnection with SWTC Sahuarita 230 kV Substation. (2.7.2)

Q-21.  What are the cost differences between Options 1, 2, 3, and 4?

Q-22.  If the project will overload the existing 345/230 kV Bicknell transformer, can 
a new transformer be acquired, and at what additional cost?

Q-23.  Has this option been "noticed" to TRICO customers by Public Notices in the 
appropriate newspapers?

Q-24.  TEP is not involved for this option.  Will TEP manage this SWTC project as 
TEP will have no role if this option is selected?

Q-25.  What will be the costs borne by TRICO ratepayers for Option 2?

Individual

2217 14 Option 3.  Interconnection with TEP South 345/138 kV substation.  (2.7.3)

Q-31.  Higher voltage transmission lines have less line loss, thus transmit electricity 
at lower cost per mile than a transmission system at a lower voltage.  What are the 
life-cycle cost differences between a 138kV, 230 kV, and 345 kV transmission 
systems to support Rosemont Copper?

Q-32.  Why is TEP the service provider, when TRICO (SWTC) might be able to 
provide lower cost services to Rosemont Copper?

Q-33.  What is the cost per mile for 138 kV and the cost the appropriate 138 kV 
transformers?

Q-34.  Is the only problem with this option is the 12 miles length of the line?

Q-35.  The TEP South substation is inside the 100-year flood plain.  Due to its 
criticality for Tucson's power, it should be required to meet the 500-year flood 
criteria.  How will TEP meet the potential floods that routinely occur on the Santa 
Cruz River that is adjacent to the South substation (reference a, Appendix C, Figure 
2, p. C-4) which shows it is inside the 100-year floodplain?

Individual
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2217 15 Option 4.  Interconnection with TEP South Line to the TEP Vail-Kantor Line (2.7.4)

Q-41.  What happens if the Line Siting Committee CEC specifiies a different 
alternative than the Vail-Kantor 138 kV line?

Q-42.  What are the specific relationships (agreements) between UNSE (who owns 
the existing 115 kV line) and TEP?

Q-43.  Will UNSE ratepayers pay any costs for the Rosemont Copper installations?

Q-44.  Are two lines, one from South substation and one from Vail being proposed 
by this option (the two sources)?

Q-45.  Since UNSE requires two circuits, based on the reopened ACC Decision 
62011 hearings in 2005, how will a third circuit for Rosemont fit on these UNSE 
utility poles?

Q-46.  What are the mean time between failure (MTBF) and mean time to repair 
(MTTR) (both are common reliability engineer measures) for each option being 
proposed?

Individual

2217 16 A Fifth Option, Line Siting Case No. 137 for the Vail 138 kV Systems Project.
This TEP proposal provides another option to provide power to Rosemont Copper.  
This project provides for double-circuit 138 kV transmission lines to go southwest 
from the Vail substation to a new Cienega substation in Phase 1 and a new Mountain 
View substation in Phase 2 to the south of Interstate 10, next to State Route 83 that 
goes directly to the Rosemont Copper mine (see enclosure 4).

Q-51.  Will the proposed Mountain View substation be considered as a power source 
for Rosemont Copper?

Q-52.  How much power will be available at the Mountain View substation, if Phase 
2 is ever build, after servicing its distribution demands?

Q-53.  When is the Mountain View substation to be operational?

Individual
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2217 17 Preliminary Power Flow Analysis. (2.7.5)

Q-61.  Why was 2010 assumed for the power flow analysis since the propose 
upgrade shows a Vail-Nogales line is not expected to be complete in 2012?  (see 
enclosure 3) 

Studies "show that the Vail substation could serve up to 75 MW of mine load if 20 
MW of generation is on-line at the Valencia generation facility, or up to 100 MW if 
the Gateway Project were in service."  The power requirements for a mine are 
continuous, varying little during the 24-hour day.

Q-62.  How can 75 MW + 20 MW meet the 133 MW Rosemont Copper 133 MW 
load requirements in Appendix C?

Q-63.  The peak power requirements for the UNSE Santa Cruz service area is 75.4 
MW reached on 28 June 2007.  How will power be furnished to the Santa Cruz 
service area when over 75 MW or 100 MW of power is required?

Q-64.  How can 100 MW from the Gateway meet the 133 load requirements?

Q-65.  What authority does TEP have that require turbines to run in Nogales to 
furnish power for Rosemont Copepr?

Q-66.  At present, there is inadequate amount of natural gas to continually run the 65 
MW of generation capabilities that exist in the City of Nogales so diesel fuel is used 
when natural gas runs out.  What are the future of natural gas and electrical demands 
for the the Santa Cruz service area in 2015 and 2025 and how much local generation 
can be made available to continuously meet the additional power requirements for 
Rosemont Copper?

Q-67.  The City of Nogales is an EPA non-attainment of compliance requirements 
for clean air.  What are the projected air pollution impacts for 2015 and 2025 that 
running 20 
MW to 65 MW of natural gas or diesel turbines in Nogales have on air quality in that 
city?

Q-68.  Is there any basis to assume the Gateway Project will be on line in 2010 as 
TEP assured the Commission it would be online by 31 December 2003?

Q-69.  Since when did the Gateway substation move from NW of Nogales (in 
reference a) to "near Sahuarita"?

Q-70.  Why is there any impacts between the UNSE Sonoita substation and a 
Rosemont substation that require "pre-project" voltage levels to be corrected by 
shunt capacitors?

Q-71.  Why are upgrades required to "certain SWTC facilities" to mitigate any 
impacts due to outages" if Option 4 is selected?

TEP has a significant portion of its power sold to mines, such as those in Green 

Individual
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Valley.  In 1996, for example, 925,000,000 MW-hrs were purchased by these mining 
activities, about 10% of the total retail sales of 9,201, 000,000 MW-hrs.  The 
Rosemont Copper mine will consume 1,165,000,000 MW-hrs (=133 MW x 8,760 
hrs/year) when operating at full capacity demand of 133 MW/hr.  TEP uses over 
95% coal-fueled electrical generation plants, thus, for 133 MW of power, then about 
250, 000 tons of Carbon Dioxide (CO2), 830 tones of Nitrite oxides (Nox), and 250 
tons of Sulfur Dioxide (SP2) will be required by TEP to furnish the electrical power 
necessary for Rosemont Copper.

Q-72.  How will Rosemont Copper compensate for these 250,000 tons of CO2, 830 
tons of Nox and 250 tones of SO2 that will be necessary to generate the electricity 
required for this mine?

Q-73.  Will another source, with less coal-fueled electrical generation be assessed 
during the EIS process?

Q-74.  How much water will be required for the coal-fired electrical generators 
required for the Rosemont Copper mine?

Q-75.  Will Rosemont Copper also "recharge" the Tucson Aquifer to account for the 
water necessary to generate Rosemont Copper's electricity?

2217 18 Description of Proposed Electrical Power Supply.  (2.7.6)

Q-81.  The existing 115 kV line or upgraded to 138 kV in Option 4 already 
transverses the Santa Rita Experimental Range (see Figure 1 above).  Is this line to 
modified to avoid this range, contrary to Figure 1?

Q-82.  TEP has a very poor track record in forecasting completion dates for its 
projects (as discussed above for its 345 kV project to Mexico).  How can TEP 
confirm the date that a proposed Vail-Kantor transmission line and upgrades be 
completed since not application for such a line has been submitted to the Line Siting 
Committee?

Q-83.  Can a "Vail-Kantor" 138 kV transmission line meet all the power 
requirements for Rosemont Copper?

Q-84.  What is the long-term impact of the 138 kV line radiated electro-magnetic 
and electric fields on pipeline corrosion in the parallel fresh water pipeline route?

Q-85.  Does the mean time between failure for the Option 4 11.6 mile transmission 
system exceed 300 years as required by the National Electrical Reliability Council 
(NERC), or its successor's reliability criteria?

Q-86.  What is the impact of fire and smoke on the capabilities of the proposed 
UNSE 138 kV line to furnish power to Rosemont Copper?

Q-87.  Is the 7.2 MW of power required for the well fields included in the loads in 
enclosure 2 (Appendix C) or is the total demand for Rosemont Copper over 140 MW 
(=133 + 7.2)?

Individual
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2217 19 Some General Questions:

Q-100.  Where is a detailed trade-off study comparing the four electrical supply 
options?

Q-101.  Will any transformers for the transmission and distribution lines contain any 
PCBs or other toxic substances?

Q-102.  What is the impact on Rosemont Copper if the electrical supply required con 
not be provided until 2012, 2015, or 2018?

Q-103.  What was the basis to select TEP to be the power provider to Rosemont 
Copper compared to self-generated power using natural gas from the El Paso Natural 
Gasline that runs parallel to Interstate 10?

Q-104.  How can UNSE have a double-circuit 138 kV line to Nogales is one circuit 
of that line is used for Rosemont Copper?

Q-105.  In section 2.8.2 (Legal and Regulatory Considerations), the role of obtaining 
environmental capability certification from the Line Siting Committee and its 
approval by the ACC are omitted.  Will this omission be corrected and considered?

Q-106.  When will the CEC Application for the proposed TEP and/or UNSE and/or 
SWTC transmission lines be submitted to the Line Siting Committee?

Individual

2217 22 Q-204.  Both ends and intermediate points along the "system" must be assessed and 
extrapolated for the life-cycle of the project, usually 50 or more years into the future.

Individual

2394 2 How will the mine get sufficient electrical power?Individual

2418 4 What amount of electric power will be needed to run this mine, and who will pay for 
the new power plant.

Individual

2473 13 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:
there will be electric lines

Individual

2481 6 Where will they get enough power to run a mine?Individual

2593 50 ENERGY/POWER
The Rosemont Mine plans to produce 230,000,000 lbs of cooper per year, and it has 
been estimated that 40 million Btu's are needed to produce one ton of copper. There 
is no local power source that can meet that demand, so a new power source must be 
developed.

Organization
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2593 55 Since the mine would require additional electrical power equivalent to the demand 
from a medium sized city  of 130,000 people, several impacts need to be investigated:
-Damage to animal and plant life, scenery and property values from the increased 
infrastructure (transmission lines, substations, etc.) that would be required.
-Impacts on planning for future growth in the area. Would sufficient power be 
available, short term and long term, to accommodate regional growth of homes and 
businesses?
-Environmental effects generated at the power plant site due to the increased power 
demand from the mine.

Organization

2593 56 In addition, following questions should be addressed in the EIS:
-How much total energy would be needed for the mine?
-Where would the energy come from for the mine?
-How would the energy be used in the processing and other facilities?
-If all the energy came from electricity, how many households per year would that 
represent?
-How would this energy usage affect the nearby communities?
-How would the local citizen's power bill and line charges be affected by Rosemont's 
competition for power?
-How much of a rate increase to these existing local customers is expected as a result 
of the increased demand for the mine?
-What rate would Rosemont Copper pay for electricity and how would this compare 
to nearby communities?
-Line charges and power production constitute a large portion of people's electrical 
bill.
-Would the community, in effect, be subsidizing the mine through their electrical 
bills?

Organization

2599 23 Will Rosemont Copper Co. be allowed to use as much electricity as its officers claim 
will be needed to operate Rosemont Mine?  What rate will the mine pay for the 
electricity it consumes?

Individual

2599 25 Will operation of the mine have an impact on the availability of electricity to any 
TEP customers (homes or businesses) currently within 30 miles of the mine, or 
projected to be located within 30 miles of the mine within the next twenty years?

Individual

2599 47 Then try to imagine the 
929 gigawatt-hours of electricity these operations will require each year (enough 
electricity to supply the needs of 68,000 households), as well as the 

18 to 40 thousand lumens per acre some of this electricity will be used to illuminate 
nighttime activities at the mine

Individual

2620 3 Fact: There is not sufficient power available from TEP in Pima County to 
accommodate the requirement as outlined in the plan of operation. Nor will an 
easement be granted from any direction or source.

Business

2671 33 Will the increased power demands of the MPO raise my utility rates, and if so, by 
how much?  What is the uncertainty in the answer?  Will there by an effect on the 
quality of my electrical service?

Individual
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2675 14 There are considerable activities necessary for this proposal on the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mountains. Examples include, but are not limited to, an access road, 
wells, pipelines, pumping (booster) stations, transmission lines, and a potential 
substation. Power for the proposed project will be delivered through approximately 
12 miles of transmission lines. These lines will be suspended from 90 foot towers, 
with a ground clearance of at least 70 feet. A water pipeline will be constructed to 
follow a similar path as the power lines.

Individual

2736 40 How will the mine access electricity?

Will there be new power lines created to serve the property?

Where will the electrical line easements be located?

Government

2736 42 What impact will electrical lines have on the Sahuarita/Green  Valley area 
aesthetically?  How will it impact the natural environment?

Government

2736 63 What is the potential for this mine to interfere with military operations?  The area 
proposed for the Rosemont Copper Mine is within a low-level military air training 
route that spans an ara from the Las Cienegas National Conservation Area to the 
Buenos Aires National Wildlife Refuge.  One of the routes crosses the Santa Rita 
Mountains just north of the Rosemont ore deposit.  The proposed mine by Augusta 
Resources represents a potential encroachment into the low-level pilot training routes 
in our area.  Two aspects of the mine can affect the training routes:  the first are 
physical encroachments, such as the power poles which would be constructed over 
the crest of the Santa Rita Mountains to bring communication bandwidth 
encroachments.  Radio transmissions or other electronic devices, which might direct 
the flow of electricity, water or  ore slurry, might have th potential to interfere with 
bandwidths and communication systems currently used by the military.

Government

2745 4 Modern mines require significant amounts of electricity. It is essential. The  
electrical demand requirements can be objectively compared using various 
alternatives.

Individual

2745 19 Overview of Alternative Two.
Rosemont Copper did not have a viable electricity plan in the MPO, section 2.7

Individual

4474 8 high wire grids,Individual

5284 25 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Economic Impact:

How does Augusta Resource Corporation plan to lessen the impact that their 
increased drain  on the electric grid will cause?

Individual

6741 7 Other areas, power lines.  I don't know what impact we're going to have on power 
lines.  I don't know what impact we're going to have on power lines, but they have to 
bring power in.  That's going to be in addition to the footprint.

Individual
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6876 7 I have nothing against mining in general. I make my living off of rocks. But this is in 
the wrong place. It will ruin our recreation and tourism industries. It will devastate 
our highways and transportation sector. Our power availability in the power grid, 
property values, our astronomical facilities, agriculture.

Organization

6880 16 There are many other serious concerns about allowing the mine to be developed.  
New power lines would have to be extended through pristine areas to provide 
electricity to the mine site.  This would impact the environment and could affect 
other power users.

Government

7030 13 *It is not acceptable to ask our community to bear the burden of new high intensity 
electrical transmission lines and substations so that electricity for the proposed mine 
can be taken from the Vail substation located at Rita Rd and I-10. (according to the 
mine plan of operations)

Individual

7031 4 Electricity used from the Vail substation located at Rita Road and I-10Individual

7064 2 I over see the purchasing and selling of excesss wholesale energy daily. I know the 
costs associated with running a new EHV transmission line or building new 
generation assets not to mention the costs associated with the recent Renewable 
Energy Standard Tariff recently passed by the Arizona Corporation Commission.  
And the availability of copper is integral to all of these costs, VERY intergral.

Individual
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7088 28 The Forest Service should also consider how a mine would get sufficient electrical 
power to it, and the cumulative impacts of 1) projected populations and 
infrastructure growth; 2) power line siting an transmission lines; 3) the inability of 
Tucson Electric Power to provide the Tucson area with sufficient power for its 
current and future needs, and 4) additional electrical power generation and the added 
impacts and effects on air pollution and global warming.  (Portions of Pima County 
have already had particulate matter exceedances above the National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards, and the addition of emissions from coal, natural gas, or oil-fired 
electrical generation, mining dust and haul operations will only exacerbate this.)  
Further, the Arizona Corporation Commission must approve any and all of this, so 
the likelyhood that the Arizona Corporation Commission would approve or 
disapprove these proposed power line siting and transmission lines, the deal between 
TEP and Rosemont for power, and the additional power generation and 
infrastructure needs must be fully examined.

Estimates of peak demand and energy for the project indicate a peak load ranging 
from 80 megawatts(MW) to 100 MW and approximately 500 GWh to 700 GWh of 
annual energy requirements.  It is currently anticipated that power for the project will 
be aquired from Tucson Electric Power (TEP), TRICO Electric Cooperative 
(TRICO), and/or a third party.  It is also anticipated that the purchased power will be 
delivered over the TEP system or the Southwest Transmission Cooperative (SWTC) 
system to an interconnection point with project-owened transmission facilities.

Electricity is critical for mining operations.  Rosemont doesn't appear to have a 
workable way to obtain the 133 MW of electricity it needs to run its operation.  The 
Tucson Electric Power Company's (TEP) "preferred" option requires 20 MW of 
power to be generated in Nogales.  Rosemont chose TEP to provide its electuicity.  
Mining and smelting operations adjacent to Green Valley are TEP's largest 
customer.  TEP wants Nogales to pollute its air, use its limited natural resources or 
backup diesel fuel supplies and its local ground water for cooling its turbines as it 
makes electricity to support this mine.  The impacts on consumer prices for natural 
gas and/or diesel fuel must also be examined.  Also, as many forms of electrical 
energy production use large amounts of water, the impacts on the water supply of all 
the additional water used to generate the additional electricity for the mining 
operation must be examined and quantified.

The mining of metals is one of the mosr energy intensive industries in the world, 
consuming up to 10 percent of global energy production annually.  In the United 
States alone, the mining industry uses 2.3 quadrillion (2,300,000,000,000,000) 
BTU's of energy per year.  That is enough energy to supply over 25 million single 
family households in the United States for an entire year.

Organization

7098 1 In the pending EIS, may I please request that you specifically address the economic 
impact of the electrical power needed by the mine?  How will the relevant 
jurisdictions guarentee the power to the 68,000 homes that would have used the 
power that the mine will use per year?

Individual
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7164 10 Please consider the following remarks concerning the negative ECONOMIC impact 
of the proposed Rosemont Mine (taken from a report by the Sonoran Institute):

ECONOMIC IMPACT

The potential positive local economic benefits from the proposed Rosemont project 
are small in comparison to the magnitude of the local economy. Local economic 
impacts would derive primarily from employment, wages and salaries, business 
purchases, and taxes paid to local governments -- representing between (0.08%) and 
(0.3%) of total employment in Pima and Santa Cruz counties combined for the year 
2005;
local business economic impact ranging from less than five (0.5%) to (0.6%) of the 
2005 GDP of the Tucson Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA);
estimated total local tax revenues representing about 1.3% of total property, excise, 
and sales taxes collected in Pima County and the City of Tucson in the 2005/2006 
fiscal year and between one-half of one percent (0.5%) and 1.2% of total combined 
revenues for the two governments.

Significant Potential Local Costs from Proposed Mine Project
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including:

estimated increased costs to local school districts of between $2.7 million and $10 
million per year;
increased highway maintenance costs on SR 83;
annual societal cost associated with increased driving of at least $418,000;
increased costs to travelers on SR 83 of approximately $949,000 annually;
decreased property values for those residential properties impacted by degraded 
viewsheds and dust pollution;
decreased revenues from outdoor recreation and tourism; and
economic impacts associated with environmental effects of surface and groundwater,
electrical power generation, and increased carbon dioxide emissions.

Individual

7194 3 If the Forest Service allows the mining concerns to use the Public's Forest, all the 
issues (IE water, electricity, remediation of the site upon completion) that are being 
hotly addressed must be backed up with cash accounts.

Individual

7198 11 To help current and future generations, the mine will build an expanded utility 
infrastructure for part of rural Arizona, including an expansion of water pipelines 
and groundwater recharge, and an expansion of power transmission lines.

Organization
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7201 15 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity
Water quality
Depletion  of the water table affecting agriculture on the west side of the Santa Rita 
Mountains
Road access, highway safety and highway maintenance
Impact on "Scenic Byway" Highway 83
Habitat fragmentation
Viewscape and open space destruction
Reduced recreational use
Ranching agribusiness
Economic impact on surrounding communities
Air quality
Electricity consumption

Organization

7253 50 ENERGY/POWER
The Rosemont Mine plans to produce 230,000,000 lbs of cooper per year, and it has 
been estimated that 40 million Btu's are needed to produce one ton of copper. There 
is no local power source that can meet that demand, so a new power source must be 
developed.

Organization

7253 55 Since the mine would require additional electrical power equivalent to the demand 
from a medium sized city  of 130,000 people, several impacts need to be investigated:
-Damage to animal and plant life, scenery and property values from the increased 
infrastructure (transmission lines, substations, etc.) that would be required.
-Impacts on planning for future growth in the area. Would sufficient power be 
available, short term and long term, to accommodate regional growth of homes and 
businesses?
-Environmental effects generated at the power plant site due to the increased power 
demand from the mine.

Organization

7253 56 In addition, following questions should be addressed in the EIS:
-How much total energy would be needed for the mine?
-Where would the energy come from for the mine?
-How would the energy be used in the processing and other facilities?
-If all the energy came from electricity, how many households per year would that 
represent?
-How would this energy usage affect the nearby communities?
-How would the local citizen's power bill and line charges be affected by Rosemont's 
competition for power?
-How much of a rate increase to these existing local customers is expected as a result 
of the increased demand for the mine?
-What rate would Rosemont Copper pay for electricity and how would this compare 
to nearby communities?
-Line charges and power production constitute a large portion of people's electrical 
bill.
-Would the community, in effect, be subsidizing the mine through their electrical 
bills?

Organization
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7415 2 On the cost side, local governments and residents have much more to lose because of 
the mine's presence. Who is to pay for extension of power lines to the mine site?

Individual

7432 8 A recent Sonoran Institute study states:
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including
-economic  impacts associated with environmental effects on surface and 
groundwater, electrical power generation, and increased carbon dioxide emissions.

Organization

7451 21 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
29. The current MPO states that the electrical will come in some form the Vail 
electrical subtation located at Rita Rd. and I-10 which is in the Vail/Cienega/Rita 
Ranch area. Preferably off the Vail to Kantor line which currently does not exist. 
Now, there is apparently talk of upgrading the existing Greaterville 46KvA line but 
that is not in the existing MPO. AND, the current Greaterville line serves the Vail 
area on SR 83 and Old Sonoita Highway to I-10 with a few exception. Also, one of 
the excuses in a current ACC case has been that the Vail substaton just does not have 
the power needed to serve the Vail residentail load.

Individual

7453 21 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
29. The current MPO states that the electrical will come in some form the Vail 
electrical subtation located at Rita Rd. and I-10 which is in the 
Vail/Cienega/Corona/Rita Ranch area. Preferably off the Vail to Kantor line which 
currently does not exist. Now, there is apparently talk of upgrading the existing 
Greaterville 46KvA line but that is not in the existing MPO. AND, the current 
Greaterville line serves the Vail area on SR 83 and Old Sonoita Highway to I-10 
with a few exception. Also, one of the excuses in a current ACC case has been that 
the Vail substation just does not have the power needed to serve the Vail residentail 
load.

Individual

7463 3 Currently, the water and energy resources that would be consumed in mining are 
NOT based on renewable sources. Electricity in this area comes from coal, 
significant amounts of other fossil fuels will be consumed. 
The value of preserving these resources, at least in the short temr, outweighs the 
value of exploiting the copper in the ground.

Individual

7487 33 Will the increased power demands of the MPO raise my utility rates, and if so, by 
how much?  What is the uncertainty in the answer?  Will there by an effect on the 
quality of my electrical service?

Individual

7494 8 Will their electricity requirements adversely affect electrical supply to communities 
serviced by the supplier?

Individual

7504 40 The Forest Service should also consider how the mine would get sufficient electrical 
power to it, and the cumulative impacts of 1) projected population and infrastructure 
growth; 2) power line siting and transmission lines; 3) the inability of Tucson 
Electric Power to provide Tucson area with sufficient power for its current and future 
needs; and 4) additional electrical power generation and the added impacts and 
effects on air pollution and global warming.

7508
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7504 47 Further, the Arizona Corporation Commission must approve any and all of this, so 
the likelyhood that the Arizona Corporation Commission would approve or 
disapprove these proposed power line siting and transmission lines, the deal between 
TEP and Rosemont for power, and the additional power generation and 
infrastructure needs must be fully examined.

Estimates of peak demand and energy for the project indicate a peak load ranging 
from 80 megawatts (MW) to 100 MW and approximately 500 GWh to 700 GWh of 
annual energy requirements.  It is currently anticipated that the purchased power will 
be acquired from Tucson Electric Power (TEP), TRICO Electric Cooperateive 
(TRICO), and/or a third party.  It is also anticipated that the purchased power will be 
delivered over the TEP system or the Southwest Transmission Cooperative (SWTC) 
system to an interconnection point with project-owned transmission facilities. 

Electricity is critical for mining operations.  Rosemont doesn't appear to have a 
workable way to obtain the 133 MW of electricity it needs to run its operation.  The 
Tucson Electric Power Company's (TEP) "preferred" option requires 20 MW of 
power to be generated in Nogales.  Rosemont chose TEP to provide its electricity.  
Mining and smelting operations adjacent to Green Valley are TEP's largest customer.

7508

7556 4 The Plan of Operations states it willtake the electricity from the substation located at 
Rita Rd. and I-10.

Individual

7558 12 I saw several possible plans but could not find the final detailed plan. Is there a final 
plan to bring power to the mine? If so, where can I find it to comment? If not, we 
need to see one before we go any further.

Individual

7592 14 There are considerable activities necessary for this proposal on the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mountains. Examples include, but are not limited to, an access road, 
wells, pipelines, pumping (booster) stations, transmission lines, and a potential 
substation. Power for the proposed project will be delivered through approximately 
12 miles of transmission lines. These lines will be suspended from 90 foot towers, 
with a ground clearance of at least 70 feet. A water pipeline will be constructed to 
follow a similar path as the power lines. The disturbance to the environment of the 
Santa Cruz River Valley that these utilities traverse has not received the same 
attention as the proposed plan site on the east side of the Santa Ritas. As they are 
necessary for the proposal, the environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of 
these activities should be evaluated with equal rigor.

Individual

7598 42 Will the increased power demands of the MPO raise our utility rates, and if so, by 
how much? What is the uncertainty in the answer? Will there be an effect on the 
quality of our electrical service?

Individual

7637 1 How can you assume that the electricity needs will NOT effect our rates and supply 
as citizens? Much electricity will be needed and passive solar may not be enough

Individual
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7650 8 .Section 2.7 of the MOP contains four options to provide electricity for Rosemont.  
NONE meet the proposed MOP electricity demands for the mine.  Tucson Electric 
Power (TEP) does not own adequate generation for its Pima County customers and 
must import power for peak demands.  TEP is proud that over 95% of its electricity 
is generated by coal-fired, stream generators limited by the Laws of 
Thermodynamics, mostly hundreds of miles from Tucson.  A 133 megawatts (MWs) 
of power, beyond that available, is required to operate Rosemont Copper.  The 
MOP's "TEP-preferred electricity option" unbelievably requires generators running 
in Nogales, over 60 miles to the south.  Nogales also needs more clean electricity 
imported from Pima County

Individual

7650 13 and electricity resources to operate.Individual

7650 20 The proposed MOP water and electrical plans are closely interrelated.  Much of the 
electrical demand for Rosemont Copper is used for pumping ground water from the 
ground, over the mountains, and for recharge pumping back into the ground by 
Rosemont Copper or other water utility companies.  The proposed MOP has four 
electricity options to operate this mine; however, none are adequate to meet its 
electrical  requirements, as clearly stated in section 2.7 and supplement and tables.  
Additional power is required.  Rosemont Copper selected TEP to manage its 
continuous electricity supply.  Mines are TEP's largest customers, all with 
significant, electrical demands.  The "TEP-preferred" electricity option is a non-
existing electrical transmission line not permitted by the Arizona Power Plant and 
Transmission Line Siting Committee (Siting Committee)
The "TEP-preferred" option requires continuous turbine operation in Nogales.  
Adequate generation is not available  for TEP in Pima County.  TEP must presently 
import up to 500 MW of electricity into Pima County too meet as its generation 
needs can not be met by TEP resources.  Another 133 MW will be added to this 
already "required must run" (RMR) condition to meet peak load conditions.  Nogales 
also has similar peak RMR condition.

Individual

7813 4 Further, approval of the use of these resources for mining would contradict the 
Forest Service mission statement. The proposal to remove the copper ore, without 
paying royalties or fees, while consuming tremendous amounts of presious 
groundwater at no expense, consuming large qualities of electricity, polluting the air 
with dust, exhaust, and toxins, containing surface water, groundwater and the earth, 
and permanently destroying the scenic and recreational resources of the area, is not 
viable for approval

Individual

8703 7 Also energy issues, we're concerned about where the energy would come from to 
sustain the operations down at the mine, oil, electricity and so on are big issues here. 
And we don't feel that the probable benefits to the Tucson area are worth it.

Individual

8704 7 Also energy issues, we're concerned about where the energy would come from to 
sustain the operations down at the mine, oil, electricity and so on are big issues here. 
And we don't feel that the probable benefits to the Tucson area are worth it.

Individual
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11068 14 There are considerable activities necessary for this proposal on the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mountains. Examples include, but are not limited to, an access road, 
wells, pipelines, pumping (booster) stations, transmission lines, and a potential 
substation. Power for the proposed project will be delivered through approximately 
12 miles of transmission lines. These lines will be suspended from 90 foot towers, 
with a ground clearance of at least 70 feet. A water pipeline will be constructed to 
follow a similar path as the power lines. The disturbance to the environment of the 
Santa Cruz River Valley that these utilities traverse has not received the same 
attention as the proposed plan site on the east side of the Santa Ritas. As they are 
necessary for the proposal, the environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of 
these activities should be evaluated with equal rigor.

Individual
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7 1 I believe that all that can be done to protect the environment will be done by 
Rosemont. I also know that EPA and other agencies are consently check on the 
mines to make sure everything is right.

Individual

54 4 How many people in Pima and Santa Cruz Counties want this mine. Does that 
matter?

Individual

150 2 The environment is very important it is everyone's responsibility to protect it for our 
generation and generations to come.

Individual

156 1 Please save the Santa Ritas, our scenic, beneficial, ecological, way-of-life supporting 
local mountain range that is a part of our culture, our hertiage, and our local human 
ecology & economy.

158 1 I'm writing to express my concerns about the proposed Rosemont Mine project.

158 3 I am disturbed by the news that this beautiful valley is set to be irreparably damaged 
by an open pit mine of such scale

158 5 A large part of the reason I would invest the time and money to visit the area from 
my current home, involves the serenity and unmatched beauty of the Santa Rita 
Mountain empire, particularly Gardner Canyon.

159 10 A mine is not compatible with natural values and habitat.

160 51 Within the next 20-year period it is highly likely that the Federal Government and 
the State of Arizona will adopt significantly higher mileage requirements for all 
forms of motor vehicles in light of energy supplies and costs along with climate 
change considerations. These requirements will clearly affect the proposed project, 
and the traffic, circulation, energy impact section of the Draft EIS should address the 
implications of these considerations on the operation of the proposed project.
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160 91 SUMMARY STATEMENT: The Coronado National Forest Land and Resource 
Management Plan states the following:  "The Southwestern United States continues 
to produce a significant portion of the nation's mineral supply. 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. The issue can be state as 
follows:    1. Identification of sensitive areas and formulation of recommendations 
for needed withdrawals from mineral 
entry."                                                                                                                            
  Federal approval of mining in the National Forest does not mean approval of every 
mine in the National Forest. There were times and places where large mining 
operations stimulated westward migration, created the economy of sparsely 
populated regions, and helped them grow. The proposed Rosemont Mine, however, 
is in the wrong place at the wrong time. Pima and Santa Cruz Counties and greater 
Tucson - the region's largest urban center - already have large, established, diverse, 
and growing populations and economies. This mine will do much more harm than 
good to this already populated and well developed region.

160 94 In preparing a Mine Plan of Operation, it is in the mine owner's best self-interest to 
understate the risk the mine poses to the region's water resources, environment, and 
its rural urban economies, and to overstate the rewards that will accrue to the 
surrounding communities. The sad legacy of the industry has proven that mining 
done the wrong way is devastating both to people and the environment.

160 102 The people of greater Tucson, Pima County, and Santa Cruz County have spoken 
through their own voices and actions, and the voices and actions of their elected 
Municipal, County, State, and Federal representatives - the very real economic, 
societal, and environmental risks posed by the Rosemont Mine are unacceptable and 
far outweigh any uncertain benefits that might accrue to the residents of those urban 
and rural communities who will be taking the greatest risks.          A large open pit 
copper mine at Rosemont in the Coronado National Forest might be a good idea - 
that is if society places no value on Arizona's scarce water resources, on the beauty, 
calm, and enjoyment of unspoiled natural places, or on the lives and livelihoods of 
the hundreds-of-thousands of people who depend upon them.

1524 1 Leaving the mine site Is your finished product, copper Ingets or Raw ore? If not, 
how will the ore leave the site? Which route

Individual

1534 3 I am opposed to the proposed mining operation (Rosemont Copper Project) because: 
lack of commitment to the long term adverse impact on the land.

Individual

1547 6 What are the plans to use renewable resources as a major part of this mining 
operation? How much alternate energy aka wind and solar, will be used to process 
the ore?

Individual

1552 8 We tell the school children the national forrest is their land . Are you going to have it 
destroyed?

Individual

1555 4 Please include all intangible benefits in your EIS as well as concrete costs and 
benefits.

Individual
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1556 1 Tetra tech- good answers- 
Lance Newman- Rosemont Mines 
S. Africa 
Stillwater Montana plateau
Washington Group
oxide 2011 & sulfite 2011

Escrow - concurrent reclamation & vegitation management 17%

Individual

1561 1 Our organization will send detailed written comments.Organization

1563 4 Does the Forest Service "care" about our real estate value?Individual

1585 2 The negative impact on water resources and the horrendous pollution which is sure 
to follow are reasons enough to prevent implementation and the invasion of a 
pristine natural environment.

Individual

1585 7 We simply don not need another mining operation to increase the complexity of 
existing problems related to mining operations in Pima County-

Individual

1586 3 What happens to the forest.Individual

1593 5 destroying an irreplaceable mountainIndividual

1599 2 I have personal experience working in an open-pit copper mine and I know for a fact 
that the environmental damage will be worse than what  has been predicted.

Individual

1599 8 I also own 10 acres in the Helvetia area where I plan to retire some day and I am 
greatly concerned about the other undesirable effects that will result from the mine.

Individual

1611 16 The Santa Rita Mountains are for more valuable to the people of this country as they 
exist now than as a short-term source of copper.  Please do not succumb to pressure 
to spoil any part of them

Individual

1619 1 When does the stupidity of destroying our world stop?  The proposal means nothing. 
Untouched land=the health of our children.  In addition the most beautiful part of 
southern Arizona must remain whole.  Beauty is truth.  Please! try caring

Individual

1653 11 We cannot express enough the deep sorrow and fear shared by our neighbor and 
friends to the idea of what the negative impact of mining would do to the Davidson 
Canyon area as well as the impact it would have on Tucson as a whole!

Individual

1657 2 The company also states that it intends to use dry-stack tailings instead of the 
traditional water-sucking leach heap method. What they conveniently do not state is 
that the dry-stack tailings method has NEVER been tested in the arid Southwest, and 
may not even work. If it does not work, will the simply be able to use as much water 
as they need? This potential impact must be considered, NOT JUST the impact of the 
dry-stack tailings.

Individual
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1669 1 Thank you for opening all these meetings on the proposal of Augusta. We know you 
have a very difficult job of evaluating all the data… pro and con. I truly believe 
anyone who even thinks of working for the Forest Service is because they care about 
the woodland, the forests and arre environmentally conscious people. That is why I 
want to encourage you to weigh the pros and cons of our forest land use and make 
the decision that you mlust make down the line. I find it hard to imagine your 
decisions would be allowing something to happen that can be avoided and believe 
you will view the forest land as an inappropriate place to "dump' their left over trash.

Individual

1684 2 As regards the environment, it should be borne in mind that present-day mining in 
the United States is the most environmentally-conscious mining in the world. Mining 
laws and requirements in most other countries are less restrictive. The environment 
does not respect political boundaries.

Individual

1684 15 Finally, Rosemont will contribute $50 million, and probably more depending on the 
price of copper, to the Santa Rita Mountains Regional Endowment Fund, for use by 
the community.

Individual

1685 1 Just received an interesting call from the Civil Engineering Squadron at D-M. Karen 
Odin called for the lat/long of the proposed mine. Turns out they have a military 
training route right over Rosemont, with flight levels as low as 300 ft above ground. 
They are concerned that blasting in the area may require this route to be changed. 
Also, military aircraft emit a lot of electromagnetic (EM) radiation that is not 
desirable near a radio controlled blasting cap.

Individual

1685 3 Also, this makes me wonder about other military and some proposed high-tech 
Homeland Security activity in the area. At Ft. Huachuca, the Army has lots of 
devices that emit electronmagnetic radiation, including radars, and I've seen their 
convoys operate along Hwy83.

Individual

1685 4 what about the SBI-Net equipment DHS is putting into operation. Any concerns 
there?

Individual

1685 5 Isn't the National Weather Service doppler radar site nearby?Individual

1687 1 We do not want the Santa Ritas goneIndividual

1699 4 I am a Board of Director for the Santa Rita Foothills Community Assoc. We are 
fighting for all the people in this great community of Corona de Tucson you say our 
comments are important then listen to what us are saying not what you want. We 
have been here a very, very long time, how long have you been here, you do not even 
here en the M.S. of A.

Individual

1702 4 I am concerned about air quality, water use and quality, environmental degradation 
loss of our pristine wilderness, and our future quality of life.

Individual
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1707 3 Addressing the issue of a copper mine in the Rosemont area of the Santa Rita 
Mountains, first; you will recall that GVCCC- a community organization that 
represents 61 Homeowner Associations (more than 90% of the 30,000 plus 
population) in Green Valley- vigorously opposed the development of this mine at a 
hearing held by the Pima County Board of Supervisors on January 16, 2007. 

As a result of that opposition and the opposition of many other organizations and 
individuals in your congressional district, the Pima County Board of Supervisors 
unanimously approved a resolution asking you and other members of our 
congressional delegation to deny mining and mineral exploration anywhere in the 
Coronado National Forest.

You will also recall that this opposition was reiterated at the February 24, 2007 
congressional field hearing held by Rep. Raul Grijalva in which you participated. At 
the that hearing, testimony was taken concerning the Cave Creek Canyon Protection 
Act of 1993, originally sponsored by your predecessor Jim Kolbe and Senator John 
McCain, whereby land was withdrawn from mining by congressional action.

Organization

1708 1 Three southern Arizona lawmakers are opposing the development of the Rosemont 
Mine in the Santa Rita Mountains and are asking the Coronado National Forest 
supervisor to recommend an independent review of current data.

Organization

1710 1 This is a fragrent absurd joke!  The people who live here are NOT the ignorant, 
powerless, peons you believe they are ! PLEASE STOP DIGGING! Please stop 
Lying!

Individual

1712 3 Besides all the environmental impact, safety issues of the impact of trucks on 83 and 
ruining our water table, this will be just ugly!

Individual

1748 1 It is the position of Singing Valley North Owners Association that the existence of 
an operating open pit copper mine at the Rosemont location will directly produce 
innumerable negative impacts on the residents of south Pima county, Sonoita, and 
environs.

Organization

1748 6 The Mine's operation will deleteriously affect:
A unique southern Arizona ecotype area.

Organization

1776 11 Mines and their effects (big hole, tailings piles and ponds and increased speed of 
runoff and erosion from lack of vegetation) are forever.

Individual

1776 12 Mines have their place , however, not here, not in a scenic corridor.Individual

1792 2 Rosemont Project would be good for local, County & State economies.  The money 
and wealth generated through its existence would allow much more to be done 
environmentally than if not.  Remember there is more to the environment than air, 
water, and trees……..

Individual

1793 2 The proposed Rosemont Copper Mine will use the latest available mining 
technologies to comply with all major environmental impact issues identified to date.

Individual

1795 1 Evaluate the following social factors in the EIA:
benefits from application of new technology

Individual
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1795 8 Evaluate the following social factors in the EIA:
value of copper production in solar energy production

Individual

1804 1 Will all contractors/service providers be required to have environment friendly 
lubricants used in equipment used at the mine?

Individual

1818 10 I sincerely hope that reason and common sense will prevail and the Forest Service 
will never grant the use of our public lands for such a project.

Individual

1830 3 It will be a very negative impact for our environment.Individual

1851 17 These are initial commentsIndividual

1853 4 This will greatly anger many environmental groups which will cause them to sue 
you, because you are responsible for maintaing this ecosystem.  They will not forget 
the species and the ecosystem in the future, but will use them as a rallying cry. We, 
as residents of Vail will band together with them and use all of the resources we can 
get our hands on to make life as difficult as possible for all the organizations that 
have made this mine possible.

Individual

1874 6 I am writing in regards to the Augusta Resource/Rosemont Copper Mine in the Santa 
Rita Mountains and behalf of the Singing Valley North Owners Association.  We are 
very concerned that this mine is more of an extreme detriment to the communities 
surrounding the Santa Ritas than it will ever prove to be a benefit for either the 
communities for the state.  I have enclosed a Resolution from the Directors of 
Singing Valley North Owners' Association.

Organization

1891 1 It is a tremendous concern to me that a mine is being proposed in the Rosemont area. 
There are multiple reasons form my concern including environmental impact, health 
concerns, wear on roads, inevitable water impact, among others.

Individual

1892 1 I am submitting scoping comments on the proposed Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Rosemont Copper Project in the Coronado National Forest. I am doing 
so on behalf of the Sky Island Aliiance.

Sky Island Alliance is a grassroots organization dedicated to the protection and 
restoration of the rich natural heritage of native species and habitats in the Sky Island 
region of the southwestern United States and northwestern Mexico. We work with 
volunteers, scientists, land ownders, public officials, and government agencies to 
establish protected areas, restore healthy landscapes, and promote public 
appreciation of the region's unique biological diversity.

Organization

1892 20 There are clearly a host of important issues and impacts that need to be thoroughly 
considered in the Environmental Impact Statement for the Rosemont Copper Project. 
There is no doubt that mining, leaching, dumping, stockpiling, and other activities 
associated with mineral extraction are not compatible with conservation of 
biologically rich lands. The Tucson community has repeatedly supported 
conservation of such lands, including those in the project area. We trust that the 
Coronoado National Forest is examining this project will recognize the wisdom of 
rejecting it, and protecting these lands for current and future inhabitants of southern 
Arizona.

Organization

1903 1 THIS PROPOSAL woold make this part of our County another Green Valley mines 
mountain growth.

Individual
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1903 5 Rosemont Canyon will disappear into nothing but disaster to the natural beauty.Individual

1911 1 It is my unwaivering opinion that the Rosemont Mine Project is a detriment to our 
area.

Individual

1915 1 I foresee the same damaging results to the environment of the east side of the Santa 
Cruz River Valley, (Rosemont Mine) as compared to the west side of the Valley, 
(Sierrita and Asarco, and Anamay Mine's.)

Individual

1926 5 There are sometimes pollution concerns that may not be addressed.Individual

1945 6 I retired to this area 5 years ago and am very concerned that this mine is even being 
considered in our beautiful Santa Rita Mountains, and the huge negative impact it 
would have to this area.

Individual

1946 6 I retired to this area 5 years ago and am very concerned that this mine is even being 
considered in our beautiful Santa Rita Mountains, and the huge negative impact it 
would have to this area.

Individual

1948 11 I am concerned about the profitability of this project considering the great loss to our 
environment

Individual

1955 2 Not only will the proposed Rosemont Mine devastate the landscape, cause various 
types of pollution

Individual

1957 9 With copper at $4.00/pound, and a three-year payout, a little additional expense is 
not a big factor in Rosemont's Plan.  As one of my ex-mining engineer neighbors and 
friends recently said: "there is a time and a place for a mine, and this is neither the 
time, nor the place for an open pit mine."

Individual

2042 1 No tailings.Individual

2083 1 My name is Tim Ellis. I'm a reporter for the Arizona Daily Star. I'm writing to this e-
mail address to ensure it's correct. We'd like to include it with a news item about the 
Forest Service's EIS process for the proposed Rosemont Mine, for folks to comment 
on the issue. The story also will let readers know about the April 5 open house in 
Vail.

Individual

2088 4 Considering permanent damage to the environment it is unfathomable that another 
copper mine would even be considered.

Individual

2095 1 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.

Individual

2106 13 This is not to say that said mining should be stopped but rather to point out the 
immensity of the damage and the almost non-existent efforts to minimize it.I 
seriously doubt that the proposed Rosemont mine will be any different in the long 
term.

Individual

2107 7 The people AND the animals here deserve your protection and oversight as you 
evaluate this proposal.

Individual
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2107 10 Thank you for your careful analysis of this Project. Please remember that you are the 
Caretakers of OUR National Forest. Please don't allow it to be destroyed. Thank you.

Individual

2113 3 I have signed petitions years ago and letters have been sent to the governor. I find I 
appalling that this location was approved and all efforts to stop this project have 
fallen on deaf ears. Hopefully the powers that approved this live close by (not likely).

Individual

2115 3 It will destroy the water table and the unique eco-system that the Santa Rita 
Mountains encompass.

Individual

2117 5 We are concerned about the damage of a pristine area.Individual

2118 3 The pollution should stop this travesty in OUR National Forest.Individual

2118 6 Do not allow the Rosemont area to be mined!Individual

2119 2 Mines in the State of AZ create 85 per cent of the Polution.Individual

2120 2 Please send the carpet bagging mining companies elsewhere.Individual

2121 11 The additional heavy truck usage burden that Hwy. 83 would bear if Rosemont is put 
into operation would require a major multi-lane widening including building an 
interchange where the mine traffic entered Hwy. 83 and expanding the current 
interchange at the I-10 terminus. It would add to the environmental damage from the 
mine.

Individual

2121 13 I know minerals are where you find them but will all the new copper deposits 
coming on-line (i.e Resoloution at Superior,AZ) I don't believe it is in the public 
interest to bring this mine on-line with the problems it would yield.

Individual

2125 3 The "benefits" of this proposal must be weighed against the long term cost of a 
degraded environment that will remain long after the copper is gone.

Individual

2129 1 I am opposed to giving approval to mining in the Santa Rita mountains.Individual

2129 3 The National Forest Service should not approve mining here.Individual

2130 2 Please help the local communities in any way possible to save the scenic Santa Rita 
mountains from this proposed 3rd to 4th largest open pit copper mine in the U.S. A 
hole one mile in diameter and a half mile deep.

Individual

2132 1 Please put me on the mailing list for all matters pertaining to the Rosemont Copper 
Mine development in the Coronado National Forest.

Individual

2137 6 Logistially the mine is not feasible.Individual

2142 5 I hope that as a good and honest public servant, you will not complete the scenario 
as outlined above but I have been lead to understand that this is a "done deal" so I do 
not hold out much hope that you will do the right thing and follow the will of the 
people of Southern Arizona and the world who so appreciate the wild, natural beauty 
of the Santa Rita Mountains and who do not wish to see it desecrated by yet another 
open pit mine.

Individual

2143 8 Mining is notorious for causing environmental destruction.Individual
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2144 28 Do all of Arizona's gorgeous landscaped have to be marred by mining activites? It 
seems that it’s time to fight for beauty and stillness over roaring bulldozers.

Individual

2146 6 Arizona is sufficiently scarred by mining efforts to start new ones in some of its most 
precious landscapes.

Individual

2150 20 We are concerned for the negative impact on the environment these mines will 
cause! If these mines go in, there is no way you can tell me that these things will not 
occur. We already have other communities who experience the very affect that I 
listed above.

Individual

2150 23 Why are you so quick to sell out your community for a quick buck, and sacrifice the 
beauty of these areas that will be raped, ravaged and left for the State and the burden 
of the citizens to clean up. These areas will never be the same!

Individual

2157 2 The mine will increase pollution.Individual

2157 4 The mine will increase environmental degradation.Individual

2157 5 Let's just stick with the mines we already have.Individual

2165 1 Please keep the mining away from Corona De Tucson.Individual

2168 1 STOP FOREIGN INVESTORS! STOP THEM NOW!Individual

2171 7 Overall NEGATIVE IMPACT far outweighs ANY benefits dervided.Individual

2172 1 As a life long resident of Arizona (57 years) and a southern Arizona resident (32 
years), I believe more ecological damage will be caused by this mining effort than 
any possible justifiable economical benefit.

Individual

2175 2 Please don't let this mining ruin the area of Corona de Tucson. Haven't we given 
enough land to big business?

Individual

2175 4 Please don't let this mining ruin the mightily Santa Rita Mountains. Haven't we given 
enough land to big business?

Individual

2178 2 I hope the Forest Service has the wisdom, and can find the will, to stop the proposed 
project from taking place. The interests of the people of southern Arizona, and of the 
United States as a whole, are best served by keeping the Santa Ritas and the 
surrounding area as free of high-impact development as possible.

Individual

2179 1 In the middle of all the information coming out about the struggles we are having 
with global warming, the high cost of energy, a recession looming, and the desert 
being in a drought; we are thinking of making another big mess for the environment 
and its inhabitants.

Individual

2183 1 Why are we the public allowing the destruction if the Santa Rita Mountains?Individual

2184 2 This mine should not get away with destroying our national forest. The Davidson 
canyon should be protected for years to come.

Individual

2184 7 The Santa Ritas should be protected like the Rincon mountains are.Individual
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2185 2 Not only will the environment be completely destroyed but the local community will 
be subject to the worst kind of social destruction imagined.

Individual

2185 5 If you want to see a mining operation and its negative effects on a community drive I-
10 East to Exit 304 (Ocotillo Road) and drive North five miles.

Individual

2185 8 I implore you not to allow this further raping of our land under the guise of a need 
for more copper.

Individual

2188 2 Augusta Resources website basically states that the mine in the Santa Rita Mountains 
is a "done deal".  Please do not let them destroy this beautiful area.

Individual

2190 3 I live 12 miles from the proposed site and am concerned about several problems with 
the general environmental problems with the mine.

Individual

2190 4 I live 12 miles from the proposed site and am concerned about several problems with 
the dust, water, and general environmental problems with the mine. I hope all factors 
will be taken into consideration regarding this one last pristine place in this valley.

Individual

2192 5 You don't need a report to know that the environment is impacted by mining, 
regardless of the king of mining operation. All you have to do is walk around the 
surrounding mining companies and see for yourself. Stop this project-for the good of 
the people, the earth, the animals, the environment.

Individual

2195 4 You guys should be really proud, one day you can take your grand kids up to the 
Rosemont mine area and show them the devastation and tell them how you helped 
push this mining project down the throats of the our community.

Individual

2195 6 I hear the Forest Service Representatives preaching about how we need copper to 
build hybrid cars. You know damn well where most of this copper is going, straight 
to China. This is not about protecting the environment by supplying copper to build 
hybrid cars, this is about lining the pockets of huge wealthy FOREIGN corporations 
with lots of money, and you know it.

Individual

2197 7 For questionable economic gain, these interlopers from Canada want to rape, pillage, 
and lay waste to a beautiful swath of our state within smelling distance of a million 
residents.

Individual

2198 12 Hopefully you will take care as you consider OUR FUTURE, during this process. 
We appreciate YOUR efforts in this endeavor and wish all of you well!!!

Individual

2200 1 I have read some distrubing information that Augusta Resources is trying to start an 
open pit copper mine near Sarhuarita, Arizona. This a beautiful area of the state and 
much damage will be done.

Individual

2201 7 Another factor to consider is that the company proposing to open the mine is from 
Canada, therefore it has no real concern for the problems that will be created for the 
residents and visitors like ourselves.

Individual

2205 2 We don't want to see an area like this trashed.Individual

2208 5 This mine will pollute the area.Individual

2208 13 The financial enrichment of a Canadian company and their investors does not equal 
the total destruction of a rare and irreplaceable natural resource.

Individual
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2208 15 We urge you to withdraw Coronado National Forest lands from future mining and 
preserve our National Forest and Parks.

Individual

2214 3 Who will incur the financial responsibility for cleaning up after accidents-vehicular, 
fires, chemical spills?

Individual

2215 2 The Santa Rita Mountains are a gift of incredible beauty from God and the 
enjoyment of all, both now and for generations to come. When all the pluses and 
minuses are weighed, in our opinion, we will loose incredibly by mining in this 
attractive area.

Individual

2220 1 The proposed Rosemont Copper Project if allowed to proceed will most certainly 
have a DISASTROUS, CATASTROPHIC and VILE impact on one of the last, 
pristine and fragile environmental domains left in SE Arizona.

Individual

2220 2 To think that the US Forest Service would have a position other than 110% 
adamantly AGAINST this proposed project is incredulous.

Individual

2221 1 It is inconceivable to use that the Forest Service is even considering approval for the 
Rosemont Mine in the Gunsight Pass area of the Santa Rita ange.

Individual

2221 7 Please protect the National Forest in its untouched, pristine state for generations to 
come.

Individual

2227 3 We do not want a copper mine dumping their byproducts on our beautiful State land, 
thereby ruining it forever, and making a profit on top of it!  It will create an 
environmental disaster of our pristine wilderness.

Individual

2227 5 PLEASE use whatever influence you may have to deter this destruction of what little 
is left of our native land.

Individual

2242 7 This is another example of the destruction of public wildlife area entrusted to the 
forest service and BLM offices for the benefit of a Canadian (with their USA front 
company) mining company.

Individual

2244 1 I consider a land owner to be the custodian of the land he owns and as such 
responsible for the well being of the creatures that inhabit it. I strive to live by that 
philosophy as much as possivle. I consider the mine and its attempt to rape and 
destroy the land as incompatible with the local areas philosophy that to some extent 
mirrors my own.

Individual

2244 3 I have included some links to some examples of my home design and philosophy 
about living in harmony with my surroundings through reduced water shed, energy 
consumption and incorporating storm water shed collection to help stabilize and 
promote not only a sustainable lifestyle but help to protect the local environment as 
much as possible through alternative waste water treatment and grey water collection 
along with mulching of organic food waste. You can't love the environment while 
simultaneously destroying it for personal gain, they are mutally incompatible 
philosophies.

Individual

2244 12 I say their conduct so far shows their inherent distain for the residents and vistors 
who enjoy the natural desert that they are entrusted to care for and protect as land 
owners.

Individual

2250 2 I am very concerned about the proposed mining projects impact on my life in general.Individual
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2251 2 I am very concerned about the proposed mining projects impact on my life in general.Individual

2258 3 And the many things you will being do for the environmental.   The money will you 
be putting in to the community.

Individual

2259 1 I would like to let you know how concerned I am. I am anxious for my family, the 
wildlife, the environment, the water, the birds, the scenery, not to mention, the 
damage to our roadways, our property, and our safety.

Individual

2259 4 This company (not even from the United States) wants to profit from our loss.Individual

2259 6 We won't know the devastation until after the fact. Profiting whom? Another 
country. Where are our priorities?

Individual

2260 2 The Rosemont mine will be bad for people.Individual

2260 6 The Rosemont mine will be bad for the environmental in general.Individual

2265 16 As the Santa Rita mountains of which the Rosemont area is an integral part if one of 
the internationally famous mountain islands with its own eco system, what will be 
the effect of an open pit mine on the area?

Individual

2266 10 Care for the land and serve the people; STOP AUGUSTA RESOURCE 
CORPORATION

Individual

2267 5 The residents, business', and wildlife were there first and should be afforded 
protection for their future survival and not sold out to the highest bidder in exchange 
for a short term gain vs long term devastating pain.

Individual

2269 1 We all know that this proposed mine is a bad thing for the environment as well as for 
the residents of this area. We also know the will of the people will be ridden over by 
the greed of the mining company (and not even a US company at that)

Individual

2273 8 In essence, the mine would deface a large chunk of mountainside in the Santa Rita's 
and in our opinion and a view shared by many others, this is the wrong place and the 
wrong time for a copper mine.

Individual

2275 3 The company that stands to profit is clearly not local, since it’s Canadian.Individual

2276 2 As a returning community member, my concern is the environmental impact on the 
area.

Individual

2276 6 I understand that Augusta is trying to be a "good corporate citizen" by reducing its 
environmental impact on the area, however, they have acknowledged that "mining is 
a dirty business".

Individual

2285 1 my family and I - as well as my neighbors all around - will be adversely affected if 
the Rosemont mine is allowed to continue.

Individual

2285 3 they have no concern for people who have been living here or how their operation 
will affect our lives

Individual

2286 4 This is the wrong mine in the wrong place.Individual
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2288 18 The Rosemont Copper MPO addresses the impact of Augusta's activities exclusive of 
other proposed mining activity along the same corridor. (e.g., Davidson Canyon). No 
mining activity should be permitted until the cumulative effects of all proposed 
mines are evaluated in aggregate.

Individual

2290 2 Reasons for opposing this mine:
The natural beauty of the Santa Rita's will be ruined. This area is a rich in natural 
diversity and needs to be preserved for our children and grandchildren and for nature 
itself.

Individual

2290 8 Reasons for opposing this mine:
I see this as corporate well fare to en-richen a company and provide little benefit to 
use.

Individual

2290 12 I see this mine as a self serving act of a company that is obviously only conerned 
with quickly cashing in on fast rising copper and commodity prices/demand.

Individual

2290 13 Please, I urge you to help in any way you can. I've been a resident in Arizona for 
only 8 years, but from day one upon moving to Arizona I've appreciated and been 
amazed at the beauty the state holds. The Augusta Resource Corporation certainly 
does not have our citizens best interest in mind and certainly doesn't see the area for 
it's true value.

Individual

2291 18 All of these efforts are desperate, uphill attempts to preserve this gem, as ultimately 
the decision to grant mineral leases on these lands falls squarely with our State 
government. The State Land Commissioner and the Governor's Environmental 
Policy Director have repeatedly contended that their "hands are tied", and there has 
been no provisions for public comment. (Contrast this with the Rosemont mining 
controversy, which involves federal processes containing stringent guidelines for 
public comment and environmental reviews).
A recent development, however, has afforded the Governor's administration an 
opportunity to show environmental leadership in an area where their hands are 
presumably not tied. Davidson Canyon has been nominated for protection as one of 
the "Outstanding Waters" of Arizona. All indications are that this designation is on 
track, and will be formalized in the next few months by the State's Department of 
Environmental Quality (ADEQ). Assuming that no backroom politics derail this 
process, Davidson Canyon will finally receive a modest set of well-deserved 
protections.
All arcane jurisdictional and bureaucratic technicalities aside, there is a simple 
message here. Our Governor would be well served to use the resources of her ADEQ 
and heed the will of this community: Protect Davidson Canyon now!

Individual

2291 20 [2] The Strategic Value of Copper
Whale oil was once indispensable -- now replaced by petroleum, soon to be replaced 
by hydrogen. As masters of speculative buying, I am surprised the Rosemont team 
has so little faith in Adam Smith's "invisible hand" which guides market forces, 
determines prices on a scarcity-based model, and provides market incentives for 
substitutes. We heard the same drivel from AZ Cal Portland (who is trying to mine 
limestone in Davidson Canyon), but it turns out that the limestone scarcity that they 
bemoaned was completely offset by -- oops! -- their undisclosed 6,000 acre mineral 
leaseholdings in Yavapai County. This is a bogus, fear-based model, and we do not 
buy it. Copper is a global commodity, and Rosemont copper is more likely bound for 
Shanghai rather than Show Low.

Individual
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2291 33 Environment: The Davidson Canyon is designated a Natural Preserve and has been 
studies extensively over the past 10 years, with the consensus that this area be 
protected.

Individual

2294 4 Keep this land green and filled with a multitude of biodiverse creatures for our 
grandchildren. We hope you will honor the wishes of the residents of Green Valley 
and Sahuarita.

Individual

2298 5 We do not want the degradation of machinery to our mountain.Individual

2301 2 One only needs to look at Morenci, Green Vally, Globe and Bisbee to envision the 
impact of copper mining on the beautiful Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

2302 3 If the mine is allowed to operate for the next 15+ years, it will have a terrible effect 
on our residence.

Individual

2303 4 The impact to the environment  would be catastrophic.Individual

2310 2 How is allowing a Canadian company to dig an open pit copper mine (the most 
devastating kind of rape of the land), extract copper, and sell it to China only to 
leave a scar on the land which will last for years in an area of natural beauty foster 
you goals?

Individual

2313 2 Our standard of living requires resources and lots of them. Is it fair to ask the rest of 
the world to supply this commodity (as well as many others) to us and to the relative 
diminishment of their environments? The short answer is "NO"!

Individual

2314 11 We cannot express enough the deep sorrow and fear shared by our neighbor and 
friends to the idea of what the negative impact of mining would do to the Davidson 
Canyon area as well as the impact it would have on Tucson as a whole!

Individual

2315 3 This is a healthy, vital ecosystem and a source of aesthetic joy to thousands of 
people. The environment and aesthic costs of mining should be borne by the 
company reaping the profits, not externalized to nature and the public.

Individual

2318 1 As a new resident in the area just north west of the proposed mine site, I strongly 
oppose any mining development of the Santa Rita mountains. I believe that negative 
impacts of the proposed mine far outweight any benefit to local communities.

Individual

2318 2 The potiential environmental impacts of the mine are staggering.Individual

2322 1 This is absolutely the most destructive type of project I've ever seen in my life. How 
do we think this can possible be accomplished without major damage to the 
environment.

Individual

2323 4 I think the idea of a foreign company coming into the Santa Ritas and mining copper 
is a dangerous situation.

Individual

2326 2 The destruction of forest land will be devastating.Individual

2329 2 It would be a real shame to let a Canadian Co. destroy such a beautiful spot. I 
wonder if they would be allowed to have the same impact on their landscape.

Individual

2331 11 As an Arizona citizen, taxpayer and concerned Pima County landowner I am 
appalled that we are again faced with the huge desvastation that comes from strip 
mining of the type being proposed.

Individual
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2340 4 We hope those empowered to protect these lands come to their sense before it is too 
late.

Individual

2346 4 Let the beauty and dignity of the Santa Ritas remain.Individual

2347 2 The US Forest service is a departmetn of Agriculture and is here to protect our 
forests from being desecrated.

Individual

2348 13 To live next to, hear, see, be inconvienced by, not 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!

Individual

2351 6 Other concerns:
-Tourist/Cyclist/Motorbikes/ect. We love having all of these folks in the town of 
Sonoita and using the area around us. Why do they have to put up with a big, ugly 
mine and its tailings?

Individual

2353 2 We need to protect the scenic beauty of Arizona and protect them from exploration. 
Short term projects like this one will mar the enjoyment of Arizona for future 
generations.

Individual

2358 4 Most of the world was shocked when the Taliban destroyed the Great Buddha 
Statues in Bamiya Province in Afghanistan. The destruction of the beautiful lands 
and wildlife habitat in the Santa Ritas is no less a tragedy. Simply because it is a 
treasure of natural creation doesn't make it any less precious or open to assault for 
private gain.

Individual

2358 6 Any mining activity would be detrimental to the environment, but an open-pit 
operation is totally reprehensible.

Individual

2361 5 The ecological impact is likely to be great with a pit of 1,000 acres and a slag heap 
700'  tall.

Individual

2364 3 The key player in the proposed mine seems to be Augusta Resource Corporation, 
which is headquartered in Vancouver, British Columbia, and specializes in mining 
exploration and development. Since they are an investment company, they have the 
most to gain from constructing the mine and virtually nothing to lose.

Individual

2366 5 I don't like the habitat destruction, but copper isn't found everywhere in the world, 
and it seems to be the best material for many projects. So without the water problem, 
I would reluctantly approve, IF the royalties paid for the removal of the copper were 
sufficient to aid the US and Forest Service budgets.

Individual

2381 1 Every mining project should be critiqued by an outside source.Over the years, 
million of dollars have been lost by investors on mining schemes simply because 
they did not get a second opinion. Perhaps I can cause someone, somewhere, to have 
a second thought about this project or at least to re-evluate its merits.

Individual

2381 6 The country, as well as the world, is experiencing an unprecedented mining boom, 
created by demand from developing countries and inflated economy. What is not 
appreciated is a corresponding staggering increase in mining cost and shortage of 
available, experienced mining personnel. This is placing many mining projects 
around the world in jeopardy and even postponing some. Augusta should pay heed to 
this fact!

Individual
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2381 11 Augusta Resources does not appear to care what the Legislators, Pima County 
Supervisors, Environmentalists or the public thinks. They intend to do this project 
and everyone else can go to hell!

Individual

2381 31 In Augustas operating plan, they state that they will ship plus or minus 484, 700 tons 
of concentrate per year. This is a lot of concentrate. The question is, and not 
answered by Augusta, what smelter will accept that much concentrate? There are 
very few smelters left in the country and all are operating at full capacity. They also 
make the provision that they will ship to the West Coast for export. It wouldn't by 
chance be going to Samitomo Metals in Japan?
So much for adding to the supply of copper in the United States, as Agusta states!

Individual

2381 33 The amount of publicity and glowing progress reports in mining journals is 
unprecedented for any mining company. Normally a mining company tends to do 
business without fan fare. This reminds me of Junior Mining Companies I have 
worked for in the past who were trying to sell something to a) stock holders, b) 
another company, c) the public, d) financiers, e) Pima County?

Individual

2381 34 I know I have been extremely harsh in my critique of Augusta Resources and the 
Rosemont Project. This has been brought about my many years in the mining 
industry, and having worked for many mining companies and in many mines that 
have failed. When this happens, everybody loses. Stockholders lose their money, 
miners lose jobs, and the mine leaves scars on the country side for all to see for 
generations. The only advice that I can pass on to the United States Forest Service, to 
whom this tome is directed, is be very very careful with granting permits for this 
project. It may not be all that it seems.

Individual

2386 14 It is within the jurisdiction of the US Forest Service to promote the use of Forest 
Service lands for the benefit of the American People.  This includes forestry, mining, 
and other uses with economic benefit to America.
The problem is, with this project, the minerals don't stay in the U.S. and neither do 
the profits.  One estimate is that 80% of the copper and other minerals will go to 
China alone, with very little of the net extracted metals staying here to benefit us.
The Company is owned by a company in Canada that is, in turn, owned by a 
Japanese company.  The profits of operating the mine eventually find their way to 
Japan, not the U.S.

Individual

2386 15 It is really in America's interest to destroy the source of water for a local community 
(lowering their property values in the process), cause traffic jams on the local 
highway serving that community, shut down observatories operated by other Federal 
agencies, and destroy a scenic highway in a state that depends on tourism far more 
than mining for economic survival, all to have the mining products and profits 
shipped overseas?  Is that the best way to fulfill your mandate to serve the American 
people?

Individual

2392 3 The key player in the proposed mine seems to be Augusta Resource Corporation, 
which is headquartered in Vancouver, British Columbia, and specializes in mining 
exploration and development. Since they are an investment company, they have the 
most to gain from constructing the mine and virtually nothing to lose.

Individual

2393 1 Investigate blasting effects on the calibation at observatories?Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 39 of 224



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Other

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2397 2 Sustainablity--economically --so that my grand children can continue to live strong, 
healthy + successful lives.

Individual

2397 4 As our population grows the Godd Earth is being swallowed up and devoured, 
leaving "Moonscapes".

Individual

2399 2 The US used to be a net exporter of Copper. We now import over 60% of our needs.Individual

2400 7 If WE WORK TOGETHER, WHICH IS WHAT THESE MEETINGS HAVE BEEN 
ABOUT, WE CAN WIN THIS.

Individual

2404 15 Who is to say that Rosemont Copper Company / Augusta Resource Corporation 
won't be bought and bankrupted, while we, the citizens of this Valley, will be left to 
suffer with no recourse.

Business

2404 18 The Forest Service must fully understand the mine impacts to our lifestyle, our 
environment  and our culture for the benefit of us, our children, and our 
grandchildren.
The effect of these concerns would impact not just FICO, but all of the tens of 
thousands of residents and landowners in the Santa Cruz Valley.

Business

2423 3 What environmental impact will the copper trucking have on land owners who live 
adjacent to HWY 83?

Individual

2424 6 This is in no way being GREEN!Individual

2433 4 It's bad enough all the development- but we certainly don't need reckless mining- 
which destroys our fragile eco-system.

Individual

2433 6 Please protect it for future generations.Individual

2440 16 Many environmentally immune compromised individuals can live nowhere else. 
They are the members of our species that are endangered and we have a 
responsibility to protect them as well. Development of the proposed mine will drive 
them out of the area not only through the destruction of the scenic view, but with the 
attendant degradation of the air quality, water shed and increase noise and pressure 
from the infrastructure of the operation and employee people traffic that the project 
will bring. One only has to look at the nearby changes that have occurred in Bisbee 
and Green Valley to have a realistic appreciation of what will occur in the 
Rosemont/Sonoita area from this project. The cost to those of us who are 
compromised and the value to the rest of us who can utilize them as critical 
indicators of what will happen to the rest of our species if we degrade our habitat 
must be factored in to the costs of the Rosemont project.

Individual

2442 3 You must use your position to prevent any more destruction of our limited pristine 
areas in the state, and these would certainly be adversely affected by the Rosemont 
Copper Project.

Individual

2445 3 The (so-called) environmentalists that oppose this, are not about environment they're 
only goal is control. Once they gain control, they do nothing to improve the quality 
of the land. They only wish to dictate how it will be used. Also the NIMBY's will be 
present on all projects.

Individual

2449 3 As a concerned property owner & resident of Pima County I feel the mine proposed 
by Agusta would overwhlm the ecosystem in the Santa Ritas.

Individual
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2453 7 Mines may last many years, even transcending lifetimes, but they all eventually play 
out. Just as our generation has (illegible)  the mines of the Aztecs, generations from 
now will also wonder what the big deal was with Rosemont.

Individual

2453 10 Mines are geology laboratories and provide a "window" to the earth and evidence of 
the processed that formed the deposit locally and evidence to further explain regional 
geology. It is likely the company operating the mine will conduct tours and other 
public affairs programs for the education of the public.

Individual

2453 11 Rosemont should not be a victim of prevailing environmental extremest policy that 
"surface resources no matter how poor should trump mineral values no matter how 
great." The minerals wined are important ingredients into those individual's cell 
phones, computers, BMW's, etc. If it is determined that Rosemont is a poor risk, it 
should be done on good science, national security, economics and other objective 
factors. It's easy to be a "NIMBY" and say "Tucson doesn't need Rosemont." It 
would take a lot of industry (which also has impacts to the environment) to replace 
the economic value of Rosemont. Every cm2 of NF lands has surface values, 
(illegible) values and intrinsic values. Mining and related activities are "multiple use" 
activities, just as any other use. Since wilderness and other withdrawn areas (like the 
~2600ac of cave, etc W/D), the mine should be evaluated as LEGITIMATE multiple 
use purpose worthy of equal consideration land surface resource value.

Individual

2460 1 How ironic that the beautiful Grand Canyon State may have to endure the 
environmental assault, indignity and despoilment of one of its most peaceful and 
scenic corners to antoher epic carving up of its soil -- only this time for a one cubic 
mile man-made open pit copper mine -- a mammoth canyon but, alas, not a very 
grand one.

Individual

2461 3 We do not need further environmental degradation in the outlying lands in the 
greater Tucson area. Please do not allow the Rosemont Copper project to become a 
reality.

Individual

2465 3 This is and has been our home for over 22 years and the primary source of our 
investments.

Individual

2466 5 Our environment from mining has been proved to be harmed already.Individual

2467 1 I am very concerned about the effect that the Rosemont Mine will have on the 
environment.

Individual

2468 25 My list goes on and on and includes other concerns such as daily blasting noise, the 
spoiling of a pristine and typical Arizona desert and rolling grasslands area, and the 
effect on property values which have already suffered so dramatically in recent 
months!

Individual

2470 24 4] Where is all the infrastructure for this project? What will the environmental 
impact of the pipeline, pumping stations, and it's roadways be? What about the large 
power lines leading into the mine with it's accompanying roads?

Individual

2470 38 Take your time, Forest Service. You have a lot of questions to answer. That copper 
has been in the ground for a long time. It will still be there tomorrow. Act in haste 
today, and a lot of other valuable things won't be.

Individual
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2472 6 During the past 25 years the price of copper has dropped to under $1 a pound. The 
Anamax Mine near Green Valley closed when the price got that low. Can Rosemont 
promise they can sustain operations should the price hit a similar low?

Individual

2473 8 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:
an environmental disaster is guaranteed.

Individual

2473 15 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:
there will probably be railroad tracks in the near future

Individual

2473 18 Say no to the mines.Individual

2479 1 I am writing you regarding the proposed Rosemont Copper project to voice my 
concerns about negative impacts I believe the citizens of Southeastern Arizona will 
face if this project is approved for development.

Government

2479 8 Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project. I do appreciate the job you and your staff are doing with one of our nations 
greatest resources: our National Forests. Please remember, they were set aside by our 
fore fathers for the use and enjoyment of our nation's citizens and they are the 
constituents we are both accountable to, for the decisions we make everyday, as 
public servants.

Government

2480 1 Noncarbon alternatives to copper: how are mine inventors discounting the risk that 
this new technology will supplant copper in many applications?

Individual

2483 9 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.

Individual

2484 19 Seldom do any of us have the real opportunity to positively impact the future of our 
beautiful land, our all-to-precious resources and our legacy as human beings.  This is 
one of those opportunities, and I beg you to not let it pass us by.

Individual

2487 2 Mining is not good for the environment.Individual

2487 3 Also- I love my land/mining destroys it.Individual

2488 3 Keeping Rosemont Copper Project for Public Lands open to the Arizona can have 
our Arizonas for all economy and resonable concern for our Freedom Rights

Individual

2489 1 As you know, the Cienega Watershed Partnership (CWP) is a 501©(3) organization 
founded to help resource landscape stewardship initiatives for the Cienega 
Watershed. This is the landscaoe that runs from Saguaro National Park and the 
Rincon Wildernesssouth to 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 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.

Organization
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2492 9 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.

Individual

2493 4 Not only will this affect the Sonoita, Patagonia and the surrounding areas, Tucson 
will also dramatically be affected.  Basically a bunch of strangers are making 
decisions for our community that has no affect on them.  It's like cutting the foot off 
a child you've never met, but you heard through someone else it would be good for 
them and they offered you $20 million dollars to follow through.  Keep in mind 
"what right do you have to cut the foot off a child you've never seen and is of no 
concern to you"

Individual

2513 6 How does the U.S.F.S. justify the rape of our local landscape to profit FOREIGN 
capitalists who will export our resources and devastate our public lands? Who 
wins??? Who is served?? Who benefits???

Individual

2513 11 Have a look at Bisbee Mine & Green Valley mine- does the U.S.F.S. really feel the 
American public can suffer further rape of our amazing landscape & lifestyle??

Individual

2520 13 To live next to, hear, see, be inconvienced by, not 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!

Individual

2521 1 I 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, I am also concerned about Highway 83.

Individual

2538 3 The key player in the proposed mine is Augusta Resource Corporation, which is 
headquartered out of Vancouver, British Columbia, and specializes in mining 
exploration and development. Since they are an investment company, they have the 
most to gain from constructing the mine and virtually nothing to lose from it. The 
local NBC television station in Tucson recently reported that Augusta Resource 
Corporation has already sold $150 million in silver futures from the proposed mine. 
This seems a bit premature since the forums were only recently completed and, 
according to the Coronado National Forest Service spokesperson present at the Elgin 
Forum, there is still a rather lengthy process that must be completed before the 
National Forest Service renders its final decision.

At the Elgin forum, I heard several people ask a ranking Rosemont Mining Company 
employee were the ore from the mine was going and their response was that it really 
did not matter as it had nothing to do with the mine or its operation. However, it 
does matter to some of us. the thought of a foreign investment company exploiting 
our country's natural resources is appalling, especially if the final destination for the 
minerals extracted from the mine is another foreign country.

Individual

2539 1 I 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, I am also concerned about Highway 83.

Individual
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2565 3 I find the Rosemont Project Mine Plan and Reclamation and Closure Plan lacks 
credibility and tend to dismiss serious issues in the area of impact on the natural 
environment.

Individual

2589 15 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attachment #2.
(A2, P3, L 12-22) There is a primary total opposition to the proposed project as 
noted by the letter, 'overwhelming' by the authors own admittance. The author 
further summarizes that the only supports are in the by people that work for the min 
and were at attendee at the hearings. We will not officially know the sentiment of 
Vail/ Corona residents since there was no official hearing held.

Individual

2590 5 The objections are primarily based on emotion and ignore the fact that Augusta is 
proposing a facility that will protect the environment utilizing the best technology 
available.

Individual

2591 22 How frequently will the explosions occur?Individual

2591 25 Over how extensive an area in miles could the cumulative vibrations from frequent 
daily 24-hour explosions affect significant delicate fragile geologic, historical, and 
wildlife ecosystems?

Individual

2593 7 The proposed Rosemont Copper Mine is located in the Rosemont Valley in the Santa 
Rita Mountains. The impact of the mine will be particularly felt by the greater 
Tucson metropolitan area and surrounding smaller communities such as Corona de 
Tucson and Vail in Pima County and Sonoita and Patagonia in the Santa Cruz 
County.

Organization

2593 73 -How far from the disturbed area would the impacts be felt?Organization

2595 2 Currently, the water and energy resources that would be consumed in mining are 
NOT based on renewable sources. Electricity in this area comes from coal, 
significant amounts of other fossil fuels will be consumed.

Individual

2599 41 Millions of dollars in societal costs and environmental destruction caused by the 
2.16 billion pounds of carbon dioxide per year that would be released as a result of 
the proposed project.  this represents and increase of over 1% in total carbon dioxide 
emissions for the entire state of Arizona, a staggering environmental impact for a 
single enterprise.

Individual

2599 49 I had wanted to conclude my comments this evening with a tangible representation 
of Augusta's legacy to the people of Pima and Santa Cruz Counties and to all those 
throughout the world, really, who come to enjoy the Rosemont Valley's natural 
beauty, history, serenity, unique flora and fauna, and breathtakingly dark night skies.  
I wanted to present a bar graph comparing the amount of refined copper Rosemont 
would produce to the amount of waste rock and tailings it would leave behind.  But 
the graph idea didn't work out---I didn't have a big enough sheet of paper.  The bar 
representing the copper was one inch high and the bar representing the waste 
material was over 90 feet high.

Individual

2605 1 As a resident of Sonoita and frequent traveler on Highway 83, I have serious 
concerns about the proposed Rosemont Copper mine.

Individual

2609 3 This tells us that your community does not value what it has. I urge you to put a stop 
to this travesty before it is too late.

Individual
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2610 7 What will be the impact on Davidson Canyon?Individual

2610 52 I believe the above comments and impacts need to be thoroughly considered and 
addressed prior to giving Rosemont permission to permenantly alter the lives and 
environment of the native plants, native animals and the people who call the Area 
their home.

Individual

2612 1 To hear that the livelihood of this entire extended community is being sacrificed for 
a mine owned by foreign businesses seems short-sighted and in line with the current 
policies of this mismanaged, self serving administration.

Individual

2614 6 Given the fiduciary responsibility of the Forest Service, the size and magnitude of 
the project and the billions of dollars in environmental cleanup costs to taxpayers 
associated with failed hard rock mining companies in recent years, it is my opinion 
that this project should have been rejected outright.

Individual

2621 6 In sum, the environmental damage would be catastrophicIndividual

2621 7 We, also, resent a company like Rosemont, dependent upon foreign investors, 
mining in the Untied States, depleting our resources, and shipping copper off, for 
example, to China.

Individual

2622 3  Arizona Senate President Tim Bee and Reps. Jonathan Paton and Marian McClure 
have raised serious concerns about how the the operation could impact the land

Individual

2622 7 We sent Beverly Everson a letter about our very serious concerns, on March 27, 
2008, copy enclosed. She has not responded. We are also enclosing an article from 
Save The Scenic Santa Ritas Association on the perils facing this area. I have taken 
some notes at these meetings which is also enclosed. We have given your people 
comments to help you in your evaluations.

Individual

2634 2 During my years in the copper industry I've had an opportunity to see the 
devastation, pollution, and long term environmental damage throughout Arizona and 
the Southwest that copper mining leaves in its wake.

Business

2634 6 One only has to drive through the towns of Globe, Hayden, Miami, Winklemen, and 
Mammoth, North of Tucson to see environmental disasters in the mining 
communities

Business

2634 14 The U.S. Forest Service is the steward of our public lands and resources contained 
therein.

Business

2638 10 Is the mine part of an agreement between the U.S., Canada, and China or part of a 
larger issue?

Individual

2640 2 This proposed mine would span Santa Cruz and Pima Counties and threatens to 
destroy a unique environmetnal area

Individual

2640 6 My personal concerns encompass land that is dear to my heart, and the numerous  
landscape gifts that is has given to those of us who live here

Individual

2640 11 The issues that are crucial to all the inhabitants of the area include: unreversable 
damage to the terrain

Individual
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2640 22 It also alarms me as a citizen of these United States of America that the company 
proposing these mining operations, Augusta, is a Canadian company, supported by 
Japanese stock holders with the ultimate destination of the ore being China

Individual

2640 23 Where in this configuration are we Americans considered? How do we benefit from 
this use of our contry?

Individual

2641 11 Please no raping our beautiful Coronado National ForestIndividual

2644 14 Just the fact that those who will be, and are, sharing in the financial benefits are 
telling those who will not be sharing in those financial benefits from the project, and 
may in fact incur financial loss and inconvenience from said project, as well as the 
Nation incurring the loss of just one more of it's natural treasures,

Individual

2644 15 Just the fact that those who will be, and are, sharing in the financial benefits are 
telling those who will not be sharing in those financial benefits from the project, and 
may in fact incur financial loss and inconvenience from said project, as well as the 
Nation incurring the loss of just one more of it's natural treasures, that everything 
will be just fine seems to be a bit presumptuous.

Individual

2646 2 As the environment is suffering, this project is particularly unconsciousableIndividual

2646 4 Bad planning for the health of our environmentIndividual

2647 12  we do not need to add more poison to the mix.Individual

2648 8 Given all the other active likely potential mining activity in Southern Pima County, 
what will be the cummulative effect on the environment

Individual

2654 4 When you count the pluses and minus's, I don't think that a mining company owned 
by foreigners who will sell products to another foreign country is a plus.

Individual

2654 5 Lets not destroy the beauty of this part of our country just so someone else can make 
a lot of money.

Individual

2655 3 However, I also realize that an open pit mine couses desecration of the landscape by 
totally destroying the natural landformsthus permanently altering the ecology in the 
vicinity of the mine.

Individual

2655 9 It is completely illogical to propose building an open pit mine in one of the most 
ecologically rich areas of the entire state.

Individual

2655 17 We need copper, but we don't need the Augusta mine on Tucson's doorstep.Individual

2657 5 And we should all recognize the necessity of developing our domestic mining 
industry, even when the developers are Canadians.

Business

2658 6 Owing to disturbance and permanent alteration of the landscape consequent to the 
proposed Rosemont Copper Project, one may reasonably anticipate a number of 
direct and indirect consequences that will adversely affect hunting in Hunt Unit 34A.

Individual

2662 2 I protest their explorations which have already impacted its beauty, the size of the 
mine, what they will be doing to the Forest with the tailings, and what I feel they 
should do if they are granted permission to continue with the mine.

Individual
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2662 6 I believe Augusta should be required to ship its efforts - meaning the rock and non-
usable minerals - over to whomever buys the minerals they are mining take the whole 
kit and caboodle, don't leave it here.

Individual

2662 13 I understand they own the property, but it raises questions: how long have they 
owned the parcel, how much do they feel they will gain from this mine, do we really 
need another eyesore in southern Arizona for foreign companies to make money?

Individual

2663 4 When will someone have the courage to stand up for the animals, the environment, 
and most of all the people who live in this fragile desert

Individual

2664 11 The benefits of the mine to the community and nation are often minimized and the 
environmental concerns over emphasized.

Individual

2668 3 Many other aspects of the project will generate inconvenience, annoyance, and 
degradation of the area during the 20 year construction and operation of the mine.

Individual

2668 5 Were this project slated for the better known Catalina Highway I doubt that it would 
have gotten this far.

Individual

2668 9 2.  The mine.
The uniquely deformed hills will become geometrically correct with bences of 
tailings.

Individual

2668 11 The pit where a mountain used to be.Individual

2668 13 Maybe a secondary terrorist target.  The claim area is much more extensive than the 
operational area.  While it's not enough to buffer the site it is a surprisingl large piece 
of real estate.  Does that mean that this mine might only be the first of several or 
does it allow for a defensive perimeter?  Augusta seems to be new to the mining 
game - perhaps it just wants room for error.

Individual

2668 20 Hopefully, Madera Canyon is shielded enough since it's irreplaceable.Individual

2668 32 Mining is a global industry.  Is there somewhere it hasn't been so destructive?Individual

2668 34 Whatever benefit the Forest Service or even Pima County reap from this it hardly 
seems to offset the cost.

Individual

2668 35 Twenty years is a substantial chunk of time and the future is always something other 
than what you thought it would be.  But when you plan something you better take 
future probabilities into account.  In twenty years the Tucson line easily could be in 
Benson.  There will be an astonishing demand for just the sort of nearby open space 
the mine will eradicate.
It seems ironic that an organization which reintroduces wolves and prairie dogs 
might be the same people who promote the destruction of habitat in Southeastern 
Arizona.

Individual

2669 1 The benefits being promised by the proponents of the Rosemont Copper Project are 
short term.

Individual

2669 6 The planned mining cannot go ahead without dumping the waste on public (Forest 
Service land) It is unthinkable that a foreign company using foreign capital and 
sending products to foreign markets should be allowed to destroy our (public) land.

Individual
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2669 7 laws regarding public property are meant to be interpreted for the benefit fo the 
public - not private interests.

Individual

2670 9 I do not think that any resident in the surrounding area should be exposed to this 
either. Please stop this from happening to our community. This is not what we want 
our family to remember and enjoy about our beautiful area.

Individual

2672 1 I am very familiar with the location of the proposed copper mine and the 
infrastructure availiable (or perhaps more correctly, unavailable) to support it.

Individual

2672 18 Despite the mining company's protests to the contrary, I want to first see all these 
other communities's scenery restored (and I appreciate it was not THIS mining 
company that perpetrated the damage) before I am willing to let another one put its 
oar (ore?) in.

Individual

2673 3 The bulk of the concerns are summarized as environmental and the failure of 
Rosemont to utilize an alternative mining approach that would have a smaller 
footprint and be less invasive on all concerned.

Individual

2675 12 Any and all past and present activities by the proposer that have changed affected 
areas from their pristine condition should be made public and their effects excluded 
from the environmental baseline that defines "pre-mining" conditions. All affected 
areas on both sides of the Santa Rita Mountains should be examined to ensure they 
remain in their original state.

Individual

2675 16  The disturbance to the environment of the Santa Cruz River Valley that these 
utilities traverse has not received the same attention as the proposed plan site on the 
east side of the Santa Ritas. As they are necessary for the proposal, the 
environmentall impacts of these activities should be evaluated with equal rigor.

Individual

2675 27 However, the only hazarous wastes projected are mundane items such as paint 
thinner, acetone in small quantities and residue waste from containers and cans. In 
fact, Rosemont seeks to take advantage of an EPA designation of Conditionally 
Exempt Small Quantity Generator (CESQG) to facilitate its disposal process (pp. 54, 
55 from the Rosemont MPO)

Individual

2675 34 There should be information collected on the baseline chemical composition of 
airborne particulates.  This information is necessary to distinguish the net 
contribution of mining activities to airborne pollutants and is basic to environmental 
impacts.

Individual

2675 46 Apart from flying in the face of common sense and decency, this situation should 
serve as a major embarrassment to those who drafted the underlying regulations.

Individual

2676 13 There is no doubt the proposed Rosemont mine would negatively effect us, the 
residents of Patagonia, this area of Southern Arizona, the quality and way of life fo 
this whole community.

Business

2676 28 If this mine is okayed, it sends an inescapable visual message to our children that we 
are not particularly interested in repairing pollution, or the welfare of the planetary 
and human ecology

Business

2676 30 We can no longer afford to make these decisions allowing our environment  to 
degrade,

Business
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2677 68 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Non-mining waste, such as sanitary waste and tires

Government

2678 3 For 127 years, the Arizona Geological Survey and its predecessor incarnations (e.g. 
Arizona Bureau of Mines) have provided objective, timely, scentific information 
about the geologic character of the State.

AZGS is also tasked by statute to "Map and characterize energy and mineral 
resources and identify areas that may have potential for future discoveries."

In 2007, the AZGS published a detailed geologic map of the area of the proposed 
Rosemont mine site to serve as a baseline scientific reference (Geologic Map of the 
Rosemont Area, Northern Santa Rita Mountains, Pima County, Arizona, v. 1.1, by 
Bradford J. Johnson and Charles A. Ferguson, 2007, Arizona Geological Survey, 
DGM-59). Copies were previously provided to your office. The AZGS is preparing 
to begin geologic mapping of three additional 1:24,000 quadrangles (Helvetia, 
Empire Ranch, and Spring Water Canyon) in the Rosemont area with the specific 
intent of deciphering and documenting geologic features that affect the groundwater 
resources that may be used or impacted by the mine. This project is cooperatively 
funded by the U.S. Geological Survey under the provisions of the National 
Cooperative Geologic Mapping Act of 1992.

The AZGS is prepared to provide scentific information, review of geologically-
related materials and advice on the geology and geologic framework for groundwater 
in the Rosemont project area.

Government

2682 13 Once the copper ore is mined 20 years they will leave and we  - the taxpayers will be 
saddled with the environmental problem - forever!

Individual

2683 42 This mine would be far too detrimental to the environment, the wildlife, and the 
people of Southern Arizona to allow it to happen without considering every one of 
the points listed and insisting on solutions that will protect us from all the probable 
adverse effects.

Individual

2688 17 We are concerned for the fragile desert environment unique to our desert climates.Organization

2689 2 Barrel, Wasp, McCleary and Scholefield Canyons will be filled in with waste rock 
and tailings

Individual

2689 10 All the major local and regional political entities (including Pima County, Santa 
Cruz County, City of Tucson, Patagoina, Vail, Sahuarita and congress people 
Grijalwa and Giffords) oppose the mine due to negative impacts on generally loss of 
all the Santa Rita Mountain range north of Box Canyon Road to an ugly foreign 
owned polluting copper mine.

Individual

2696 2 As a mother of 3 young children, nurse & Earth steward, I see this plan a great threat 
to my town of patagonia, surrounding communties, and violence to our planet.

Individual

2696 3 It is easy to reveal the project is more harm that good.Individual

2696 5 I hope your group will find it in your hearts and minds that this project is destined to 
create more long-term detriments than it will short-term benenfits.

Individual
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2698 47 Over a much larger surrounding area, the biome will be largely depleted as the 
various type of pollution take their toll.

Business

2698 51 I am arguing for the judicious selection of such sites; new mines should not be 
prohibited, but should be constructed with great care in areas where the 
environmental impact is limited

Business

2703 2 The destruction of the beauty of the area is one small part (once it's gone it's gone)Individual

2713 26 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
A careful consideration of the "big picture" when evaluating cumulative effects of all 
these activities, including impacts to surrounding biological communities, corridors 
for wildlife and downstream effects on places such as Las Cienegas, Davidson 
Canyon, as well as the human communites of Sahuarita, Vail, and Tucson

Organization

2717 1 As stake holders in the region of the proposed Augusta Rosemont copper mine the 
undersigned recommends the project be denied

Organization

2719 1 I am writing these comments despite news reports that the Rosemont Mine is already 
a “done deal”.

Individual

2720 6 Bust most of all, this beautiful land is a treasure that must be saved.Individual

2720 7 I always make a point of taking out of state visitors to Sonoita and Patagonia via this 
route, and all are enthralled.

Individual

2720 9 We have been given a great gift in this breathtaking land, and we must all cherish 
and protect it for now and for always.

Individual

2722 6 For more reasons to numerous to list, this project should not be permitted. It would 
be a major desecration of the land and its fragile infrastructure.

Individual

2724 5 The Coronado National Forest (CNF) is public, multiple use land. Areas of this need 
to be set aside for the health of the environment

Individual

2724 19 The Sky Islands of the Coronado National Forest are a globally recognized 
biodiversity hotspot.

Individual

2724 63 There are approx. 500,000 abandoned mines across the country that will cost 
taxpayers $32 - 72 billion to clean up.

Individual

2724 64 I'm baffled about how foreign countries can come to America, buy up our resources, 
ruin and devestate our lands, cause Americans depenedancy to foreign contries.

Individual

2726 47 Over a much larger surrounding area, the biome will be largely depleted as the 
various type of pollution take their toll.

Business

2726 51 I am arguing for the judicious selection of such sites; new mines should not be 
prohibited, but should be constructed with great care

Business

2727 10 These are just a few of the many legitimate concerns abou this project. The decision 
about the mine is not simply about additional development in the region. It is 
something

Individual
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2727 14 Whatever beneifts accrue will largely go to the foreign corporations that will develop 
and finance the mine and to the ultimate foreign users of the copper.

Individual

2728 4 It would create toxic by-products that would damage the environmentIndividual

2729 17 We are concerned for the fragile desert environment unique to our desert climes.Organization

2730 6 We all feel an open pit mine operation that covers over 4000 acres will be nothing 
but an ecological, economic and emotional disaster for those of us who will still be 
here long after Augusta has raped the land, taken their spoils and left an immense 
poisoned scar where unique, native beauty once was.

Individual

2736 15 Where are the pipelines from the wells to the mine going to be located?Government

2736 17 Where are the pipelines from the wells to the mine going to be located? How will 
they impact future development?  How will it impact the natural environment,

Government

2739 3 Stop it, before it’s too late.Individual

2744 1 Please take the time to read this letter as our multi-million dollar guest 
ranch/conference center, The Epona International Study Center at Apache Springs 
Ranch, is in close vicinity ot the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine, and we have 
already felt the effects of test blasting.  Along with the future of the entire mountain 
empire, our large-scale endeavor stands at the front of the line in terms of the 
irreversible consequences this proposed mine could inflict.

Business

2744 7   And this will surely involve moving away from the area completely, as we are very 
well aware that there is no other sancutary left in this already much deveastated 
Southern Arizona region.

Business

2744 16 Now we find that Forest Service is selling us out! This is extremely alarming.Business

2744 19 We jumped through hoops to get the special guest ranch permit, and now it seems 
that a Canadian owned company with Japanese investors is getting an easy green 
light with Forest Service support to come in to this irreplaceable valley dedicated to 
tourism and recreation, completely destroying precious natural resources and a way 
of life for loyal, taxpaying residents and businesses of this thriving community, 
which is growing to become an international destination

Business

2751 3 Make sure to heed warnings & to take risks only when necessary. God & your 
brothers are watching. Protect Us

Individual

2761 5 Then, too, there is the (illegible) of the pubilc interest,, the commonwealth: it is 
unjust to permit a private enterprise to profit from the plunder of public land, a trust 
sacred to all americans - present and future.

Individual

2764 3 Mining has greatly improved its practices to minimize the impact to the surrounding 
environment as much as possible and the commitment by Augusta in the plan of 
operations demonstrates these improved techniques.

Individual

2765 1 I'm writing to express my concern about what the potential impact of the proposed 
Rosemont copper mine on our business, Dos Cabezas Wine Works, in Sonoita, 
Arizona.

Business
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2768 10 I'm sure Augusta has wildly underestimated the volume of sulphuric acid required in 
its low water use plan.

Individual

2772 2 I believe the Forest Service needs to cooperate with Rosemont CopperIndividual

4474 4 vast expanses of wastelands,Individual

5012 2 WHY MINE HERE?  
-These lands have greater value as migration corridors than as an open pit mine,

Organization

5012 9 WHY MINE HERE?  
-The Coronado National Forest (CNF) is public, multiple use land.  Areas of this 
land need to be set aside for the health of the environment

Organization

5012 20 HOW ARE ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS BEING ADDRESSED?
-Disturbance of these areas would leave long-lasting impacts on the public land-for 
example-a mile-wide hole in the ground

Organization

5272 1 Arizona walks has a number of concerns regarding the Proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project.

Organization

5275 1 One of the main resposabilities of mining is the environmental and people Rosemont 
is going to take care of that Technology will help to maintain the equilibrium:

Individual

5276 1 AUGUSTA HAS TAKEN THE TIME & CARES ABOUT A LONG TERM, 
ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSITIVE MINING OPERATION.

Individual

5276 3 AUGUSTA HAS INVESTED (LOCALLY I MIGHT ADD) IN THE 
DEVELOPMENT AND PRESERVATION OF THE AREA.

Individual

5279 1 This comment letter has been approved by the Sonoran Desert Mountain Bicyclists 
and represents the official stand of the club regarding the proposed Rosemont Mine.

SDMB is not opposed to copper mining, we recognize that copper is needed for our 
housing, transportation and technology.  But because of the location of this mine, we 
have concerns about the impacts.

Organization

5280 1 The U.S. Forest Service is entrusted with many of our richest, most beautiful natural 
areas --(areas that are of great significance to the environment & to the fauna & 
flora…areas that also are sacred & offer inspiration & new insights into nature & 
science & the importance of survival of all life on earth.

Individual

5281 1 On behalf of the Empire Ranch Foundation (ERF) Board of Directors I'm submitting 
this notification of potential negative impact of the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine 
on the historic buildings of the Empire Ranch Headquarters.  The Empire Ranch 
Headquarters is located on the Las Cienegas National Conservation Area 
(LCNACA), approximately 5 miles southeast of the proposed Rosemont mine.  The 
LCNCA is administered by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM).

Organization

5285 1 This letter registers my serious concern about potentially negative effects of the 
proposed Rosemont Copper Project Mine Plan of Operations in the Coronado 
National Forest.  I also make recommendations for Forest Supervisor to consider as 
part the Record of Decision (ROD).

Individual
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5286 4 With copper at a record $4.00/ pound, and a three-year payout, a little additional 
expense is surely not a big factor in Rosemont's Mine Plan of Opeations (MPO).  As 
an ex-mining engineer neighbor and friend, Don Bryon, said in his public comments 
on May 12:  "there is a time and a place for a mine, and this is neither the time, nor 
the place, for an open pit mine."

Individual

6712 6 We know that hard rock mines and hard rock minerals provide essential components 
to our lives, from the vehicles we drive, to the technology that we use, to the 
electronics and computers. But not just additionally these minerals, we know that 
good jobs and economic opportunities have come with mining.

But here in Arizona, known as the copper state, we've also had a negative legacy 
with mining, as well, and we can't ignore that fact. In Southern Arizona we know 
that negative impacts have affected our community, and they have to be taken into 
consideration.

Government

6712 12 I have a list of questions that I'm going to leave here ranging from water, air 
pollution, noise pollution, safety, energy needs, roads, economic impacts, 
restoration. I'm sure you're going to hear a lot about this from the public tonight.

Government

6722 1 So my questions to the Forest Service are, number one, how many ways are there for 
me, Jane Q. Citizen, to sue the Government? What are they, I'd like to know the 
categories, please?  Might as well have it now.

Second question, what kind of resources can the Forest Service supply me to assist 
me in suing them?  Thank you.

Individual

6724 1 While mining has changed measurably for the better in recent years, we've seen the 
stewardship of mining companies as we've traveled extensively throughout the west.  
We've seen Bisbee, Douglas, Morenci, Kingman, Continental, Miami, and Globe, 
just to name a few.  Nothing you can say will make us believe that the pristine 
Rosemont area won't look like Morenci, or Butte, or Leadville, in a few short years.

Individual

6724 4 Finally, we believe in a Government of the people, for the people, and by the 
people.  We believe in Gifford Pinchot's statement when, as the first Chief of Forest 
Service summed up thepurpose of the Forest Service, quote, "To provide the greatest 
amount of good for the greatest amount of people in long run.

We believe in the Forest Service motto of caring for the land and serving people.  
We fail to see how this Forest Service motto, with its stated mission, can allow a 
corporation to destroy a pristine area, take multimillions of dollars in profit back to 
its own country or another country, and then ship their product to yet another 
company -- or country.  This escapes all logic to us.

Individual

6728 1 When I came in here tonight and signed up to say a few words, whoever was running 
the show over there said, well, what do you envision, how do you see this thing?  
And I hadn't thought about that before, out loud anyway, but I see this as sort of a 
mini Hiroshima.

Individual
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6757 2 Everybody is concerned about water, as well we should be in the desert.  I have been 
working in the Green Valley area since 1986 when I was with Cypress Copper 
Company.  I can assure you we're well aware of the history, and the legacies, and the 
challenges.  But there is also opportunities.

So I'm here to just say if this society that we all live in--and the products the copper 
is used for will be made by Americans, made in America.  Even if our copper goes to 
China or overseas there's other products that come back that we do use that use the 
same materials.

Business

6758 2 The United States is in trouble.  A lot of the problems we have are a result of 
importing from foreign countries.  Anything the United States can mine, 
manufacture, or farm, we need to do at home.  We need to shut off these imports, 
and this is a great place to start.  It's a product that everyone of us uses. If you don't 
believe it, you can walk home. You won't have a car. You won't have a bicycle if we 
don't mine these materials.

Individual

6761 2 When I interviewed I got a chance to see that many engineers have done research 
and engineering work to be sure to implement modern techniques that will guarantee 
the success of the project.  And I hope to continue to develop these new techniques 
to advance the project.

Business

6765 8 Let's close the loop on our waste.  Let's put our energies in that before we start 
destroying more habitat that is beneficial to our survival as human beings on this 
planet.

Individual

6769 6 Communications should be improved along Highway 83 so accidents can be 
reported.  I have had people come to my home asking to use a telephone.  There is 
no cell service out there.  I think that would probably be a good solution for safety 
there.

Individual

6771 1 I encourage ongoing consideration for alternatives to open pit mining of our non 
renewable resources and the use of our water.  As our population continues to grow 
the good earth is being devoured and leaving behind moonscapes.

Individual

6775 6 Air quality is also an issue.  I don't know about the rest of you, but withing the last 
month I have had to call the EPA on dust from existing mines.  It's suppose to be wet 
on top of those tailings.  If it's wet how come we have dust?  Guess what?  The new 
mine is suppose to be a dry tailing.  It's not going to be wet at all.  Think about the 
dust, the air quality. What about the impact on the plants, the animals in that 
environment, in that ecosystem.  What's going to happen to those? And what's going 
to happen to us?

Individual

6779 3 Theodore Roosevelt really set up some real good things way back in 1909 and back 
in those times.  And we need to think about what he did.  He was really in touch with 
God, and he knew that conservation of the forest was exactly what we need to do.  
And that is forest are up here that we're talking about.  This is a very important area.  
And for us to be able to just go up there and dig into, and tear it up, this is not the 
way to go about it.

Individual

6781 15 A mile wide, 3,000 foot deep open pit copper mine in the beautiful Santa Rita 
mountains makes no sense.

Individual
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6801 7 We plan on digging in this pristine national forest setting. We plan on leaving 
debris -- we call it tailings now. We plan on leaving debris in piles for some other 
generation to clean up. We plan on blasting and digging day and night, causing noise 
pollution, light pollution, air pollution, water pollution, creating environmental chaos 
throughout the region that have unknown health consequences. 

And we think this is a good idea because? The price of copper went up. And 
somebody will make a lot of money.

Individual

6808 3 With your help, Rosemont Copper will be able to design, build, and operate a 
modern, 21st century mining operation which incorporates innovative solutions to 
resolving problems that have plagued many operations in the past. If successful, it 
will not only result in significant economic benefits for Pima County, the state of 
Arizona, and this nation, but will also serve as an important role model of 
environmental stewardship and responsible corporate citizenship.

Individual

6811 7 And all support for such a mine has to be brought in from outside. None is there. A 
formula for disaster and disruption of all business activities.

Individual

6815 2 I'm not against mining, but I'm against foreign companies coming in and raping our 
country and taking our reserves someplace else.

Individual

6816 2 the Forest Service has now held three open houses, three public forums, this is the 
last, and almost without exception, speakers have expressed strong negative feelings 
toward this proposal. Emotions have ranged from dismay to horror to fear to 
unhappiness to absolute rage.

As Kim Beck, our coordinator, said a few minutes ago, there is unanimous 
opposition to the proposal from elected officials. As one county supervisor said 
recently, this proposal has done something no one else has ever been able to do, it 
has united all elected officials from all political persuasions in opposition.

Organization

6817 6 We do not have a smelter and we're not going to build a smelter at this mine site, 
which requires the ore concentrate to be smelted to get the final product, to get the 
oxide, this will have to be shipped to existing smelters, and I continue to hear that 
we're shipping all of our copper to China. 

The problem we have here is that the U.S. has recently closed two smelters. So 
smelter capacity in the U.S. doesn't allow us to smelt copper currently in the U.S. We 
would love to smelt the copper in the U.S., it would be much more beneficial to us. 
So we have to look at alternatives. If they do not open smelters like he El Paso's 
smelter back up, we're going to be forced to send our smelters -- our copper to 
smelters overseas, so we're making contingency plans for this. We're not doing it 
because we want to ship it to China. They money's still going to be going to the U.S.

Individual

6822 3 Is it logical to open new mining operations when perfectly acceptable mines have 
been closed in recent years, such as the one in San Manuel, where our miners were 
taken and retrained in other occupations?

Individual

6827 1 I am sure Jamie Sturgess will agree that protecting the environment with mining 
operations is not easy.

Individual
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6832 1 I think you people need to take another look at Rosemont and their plan. They're 
starting with a clean slate, with state-of-the-art technology, with the latest and 
greatest equipment. You're not going to see what went on it Butte, Montana, or some 
of these other mines. You're going to see a well-run, environmentally friendly 
operation.

Individual

6835 2 You folks are so sure that they're wrong, you won't give a company an opportunity to 
show you some of the new techniques that they're going to use in an effort to try and 
work with the -- work with the situation and with the environment around here. 

I, like the other gentleman that has been in mining, have seen a huge change in 
mining over the years and, in spite of the fact that some of you folks who haven't 
been in mining won't believe that, we do do things different. We do do things 
environmentally safe, and that's what this project is going to be doing.

Individual

6843 1 I have about 13 years experience myself and when I saw the opportunity to be part of 
this project, I took that opportunity due to the fact of the experienced team that was 
put together and the fact that it was a new project where we could bring in modern 
mine techniques to ensure that we protect the environment.

I'm also, like I said, a southern Arizonan. I'm an avid hunter and I know those areas 
very well and I understand the need to protect the environment.

Individual

6847 1 Mining is a modern, respectable, responsible, and sustainable industry that employs 
local residents and gives back to the communities where it does business. I work for 
one of Rosemont Copper's competitors and, in my role, I am tasked with recruiting, 
training, and retaining employees. I do this with pride, knowing that my company 
and others in our industry employ the most modern processes possible as we do our 
business.

We are not snakes and skunks. We care about the impact on and contribution to our 
communities and society at large, and a drive up scenic Highway 191 North through 
Morenci, the largest open pit copper mine in North America, where I've lived and 
many multi-generational wildlife loving and recreationally active families with 
children live within one mile of the pit is proof that mining is compatible with the 
safety and environmental standards and the beautiful nature and wildlife of the 21st 
century copper state.

Individual

6852 5 What I'm not concerned about is that the Forest Service will grant permission for this 
mine to be developed and that Rosemont Copper will operate a state of the art 
environmentally responsible operation.

Individual

6853 8 This more resembles selling out scrap metal to overseas than producing a viable 
prodcut that the world wants to buy. This ore body could be better preserved as a 
strategic reserve, such as the salt dumps that have oil in them. Could be. At least it 
should wait to be exploited until techniques improve beyond 19th and 20th century 
and until moral imperative of considering what we leave behind other than an 
industrial wasteland. Perhaps the foreseeable future of a beautiful valley is our best 
investment and can be handed down for future generations.

Individual
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6854 1 What are the operations and alternatives to this site? And why not places like Ajo, 
Kingman, Ruby, San Manuel, Bisbee? There's a lot of opportunity in those 
communities for -- and they'd more than welcome these investment bankers that want 
to go after copper. Why not these locations?

Well, that leads us to our second question. Will the Augusta investors be satisfied? 
No. Why? Why not? Their business plan has been sold to the investment bankers and 
they're not going to be satisfied with going to a lovely community like Ajo and 
working on a business plan for Ajo or San Manuel if they could crush that mother 
lode up there and still have plenty of resource for copper.

Government

6854 3 politicians need to represent citizen taxpayers 80 percent of the time, not 20. And 
this is an issue of taxation where our citizen taxpayers are representing themselves, 
believe me.

Government

6868 2 I can understand that the mining industry has more environmental credentials today, 
and they perhaps do it.

Government

6873 18 impacts to the local agricultural interests is obviously an important factor that needs 
to be considered.

Organization

6875 1 it's on the Forest Service and Augusta to prove to us that, you know, the damages 
that are going to occur as a result of their mining operation, you know, don't 
outweigh the benefits. You know, it's a cost benefit analysis.  So, you know, are we 
going to get enough, you know, domestic copper and money and all that to 
counterbalance all of the detrimental effects?

Individual

6875 2 I think it's really interesting that, you know, we live in a free market system. That's 
great, but it also means that the copper that we get from here won't necessarily stay 
here. So that's a really interesting point. So everyone thinks we're going to get all this 
copper and all this money and it's great and it's going to stay here. And I don't think 
so. It's a Canadian company. I mean, my girlfriends's Canadian and I think that's fine. 
But honestly where do you think this is going to go? It's not going to stay right here.

Individual

6876 1 The mine continues to call their operation a state-of-the-art operation, high tech, and 
all of that. Well, let me just tell you, I suggest you go to Silicon Valley and talk to 
the folks there where their water has been polluted to the point where even a 
municipal water supply is no longer available. So high tech, quote, clean, unquote, 
state of the art, does not mean safe.

Organization

6876 2 Those in favor of this mine, they're people  who have financial interests in it, who 
have financial interest in mining in general,or they're just plain people who have 
never seen a hole in the ground they didn’t love.

Organization

6876 9 I have nothing against mining in general. I make my living off of rocks. But this is in 
the wrong place. It will ruin our recreation and tourism industries. It will devastate 
our highways and transportation sector. Our power availability in the power grid, 
property values, our astronomical facilities, agriculture.

Organization

6879 2 My comments concerning the proposed Rosemont project are concerned with the 
subjects of potable water, the mine's process waste water mine dust, effect on Mt 
Whipple observatory, property values, and future activity after the mine is depleted.

Individual
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6879 22 The location of this first venture may very well be just a stepping stone to mining the 
entire northern portion of the Santa Ritas, if the claims map is accurate.  I am very 
concerned about this very negative potential impact to this region.

Individual

6879 26 It is not a simple task to grow vegetation on material heavily contaminated with 
heavy metals!

Individual

6880 23 It is my assessment that if this scientific scrutiny is done, the proposed mine would 
prove to be a net loss for the forest and for this region and should be denied.

Government

6881 9 The confrontation occuring over the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine is caused by a 
lack of comprehensive planning by the Federal government.  Ideally on a national 
level, but at least on a statewide or regional level, we need a comprehensive 
assessment of copper resources and the encouragement of the development of those 
resources in areas that do not threaten water resources, do not compromise in the 
quality fo life for 1 million residents, meets applicable environmental laws and 
policies, and do not impact wildlife and scenic areas that support a thriving eco-
based tourism sector of the local economy.

Government

6881 13 Staff Report

Attached is a compilation of comments from County departments.  Although some of 
the issues raised in the staff report have previously been raised with the Forest 
Service over the past two years, they are repeated in order to make sure they are part 
of the current administrative record for the development of the EIS.  Others specify 
in greater detail the level of analysis that we believe is necessary for an adequate 
understaning of potential impacts.

Government

6882 1 I wish to address the proposed Rosemont Mine that s to be created in the Santa Rita 
Mountains.

I have several concerns in reference to this Mining Operation, for which I do not 
believe the Public Relations Representatives at the Mining Corporation will be open 
to address:

Individual

6886 4 If the dam failed it would impact the Arizona Trail, Scenic highway 83, residents 
along the Davidson wash, and the Davidson canyon.

Individual

6887 3 My concern is that Rosemont will reduce operations to a skeleton crew when copper 
prices are low thereby extending the life of the mine and the exposure of the waste 
rock and tailing piles  to the elements thereby increasing the potential for 
contamination.

Individual

6892 1 So far, I have submitted six comments to the FS as part of the NEPA process.  I don't 
know which one you have because you didn't quote it or reference the part of the 
comment you have been asked to answer.

Individual

6894 1 Keep our beautiful moutains pristine.  No more murdering the lovely scenery.  Stop 
exploitation.

Individual

6897 4 In addition, the permanent damage the mine will do to the pristine area where the 
mine is located does not justify a large mining operation.

Individual
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6899 10 The water scarcity and quality issues alone should be enough to redirect Augusta to 
find copper in more appropriate locations.

Individual

6899 12 and future generations will thank you for doing everything in your power to protect 
this precious area from the planned destruction of the Rosemont mine.

Individual

6900 2 I do not believe the economic impact outweighs the environmental impact.Individual

6900 3 The mine will ruin the beautiful santa rita mountains.  It will deplete the natural 
resources of the area.  This is one of my favorite areas to visit and enjoy.

Individual

6900 6 I do not want the extra traffic, noise, and effect on such gorgeous land that I treasure.Individual

6901 1 I am writing on behalf of the Coalition for Sonoran Desert Protection (Coalition), an 
alliance of 35 neighborhood, conservation, and community groups directly 
representing tens of thousands of residents throughout Southern Arizona.  The 
Coalition's mission is to achieve the long-term conservation of biological diversity 
and ecological function of the Sonoran Desert through comprehensive land-use 
planning, with primary emphasis on Pima County's  Sonoran Desert Conservation 
Plan (SDCP).  We respectfully submit the following scoping comments (found in 
full in the attachment) on the proposed Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for 
the Rosemont Copper Project in the Coronado National Forest.

Organization

6901 3 The project area occurs entirely within the County's Conservation Lands System, 
including the specific designations of Important Riparian Area, Biological Core 
Management Area, and Multiple Use Management Area.

Organization

6920 3 If it happens on one side of the Santa Ritas, what is to prevent it from happening on 
the other side?

This should be studied long and hard by knowledgeable people, for the area water 
supply is too limited to be ignored hoping it won't be infiltrated.

Individual

6924 5 I am speaking from experience.  I grew up in Butte, Montana where copper mines 
have been operating for over 100 years.  Entire neighborhoods of Butte such as 
Dublin Gulch, Meaderville, Chinatown, Finn Town, Corktown, and McQueen 
disappeared to make way for the ugly hole in the ground called the Berkeley Pit, an 
open pit copper mine.  Below is a picture of the pit in Butte.  As you can see in the 
distance, Butte is nestled in the beautiful Rocky Mountains but that beauty has been 
destroyed for Butte and the surrounding areas, much as it will be for us in southern 
Arizona if the Rosemont mine is allowed to open in the Santa Ritas.

Individual

6925 4 I am attaching a picture of the Berkley Pit and the surrounding countryside that was 
once so beautiful and green.  Please don't let this happen here in southeastern 
Arizona.

Individual

6927 1 Please see my attached letter of concern regarding this environmental issue.Individual

6928 3 2. A 1000 acre hole in the ground complete with roads, power, and running water, in 
operation 24 hours a day every day, next to Cienegas

National Conservation Area on mostly state land will have no impact on the 
environment and benefit me how? Somebody will make a profit, WHO?

Individual
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6929 2 2. A 1000 acre hole in the ground complete with roads, power, and running water. In 
operation 24 hours a day, 365 days a year. Next to Cienegas National Conservation 
Area, on mostly state land and this will have no impact on the environment? 
Somebody will profit, WHO?

Individual

6930 1 Have decided to go to church breakfast and women's meeting afterward and will now 
email the forestry service that cannot attend their meeting this AM as have other 
duties, but wish them no to let Canadian co. tear the tops off our mts nearby, if they 
have to destroy mts to do them in their own country no ours. Greedy men can buy 
the right to do that in their own country.

Individual

6930 8 School where I sub has sent out letters to parents by students (Sahuarita High School 
Distric #30 earlier this year to warn parents of the arsenic in the drinking water 
earlier this year. The white tailings are seen behind them on the mine on East side of 
the Santa Rita Mts mine near them getting larger and larger in the last few years.

Individual

6933 8 The Rosemont mine pit is supposed to not be visualized from the I-19 corridor but a 
look at the map of the property controlled by Augusta Resources includes many 
sections on the western slope of the Santa Ritas and it doesn't take much imagination 
to envision their mine extending westward over the ridge into the region of Old 
Helvetia on the western side.  If there is copper there they will take go after.  It 
would be just like the Morenci Mine situation where they have access to and plans to 
chew up the mountain range to the north.

Individual

6935 4 It would interfere with some of the most beautiful landscape in southern Arizona and 
you can not let that happen!

Individual

6936 7 Again, no to the mine.  Reduce, reuse, recycle for our copper supply.  Water is for 
the watershed, not for private robber-baron profit.  Waste not, want not.  Enough is 
… enough.

Organization

6937 11 The population of Pima County  increased over 26% from 1990-2000 and an 
increase of similar magnitude probably occurred since then.  Newcomers to Pima 
County tend to be retirees with stable incomes whose expenditures and taxes will 
probably amount to far more than the projected expenditures of mine workers.  So 
where's the gain?

Individual

6937 12 Former resident of X9 Ranch Vail 85641--17 yrs. Until devestating July 31, 2006 
flood along tributary of Rincon Creek made us realize we needed a different 
environment.  Similar flooding could also effect Rosemont Mine--once in operation, 
there's no turning back and that's what has me most worried about this whole 
undertaking.  The Mining Laws of 1873 were written for unpopulated areas--times 
have changed since then.  This mine is practically in the "suburbs" of Tucson.  And 
the ore goes to China???

Individual

6939 1 This is a letter expressing grave concern about the issuing of a permit to allow the 
Rosemont copper mine project to proceed.  The environmental and social impacts of 
a relatively short-term mining operation will continue for centuries to come.

Individual
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6940 4 Dry Tailings Facility Design

p. 3  Section 3.2 3rd paragraph.  Sample of milled tailings from where and milled 
how?

Is this just "mining material" or is it a sample of Rosemont sulphide ore milled using 
the projected methodology and with the proposed final screen (sieve) sizes?  It is not 
clear how this material is related to the proposed mine and if it is, how representative 
of the tails that will be produced b the proposed mine.

Individual

6943 1 As a former Assistant Arizona Attorney General representing the State Mine 
Inspector, I learned to respect the need for mining.  But not in the Santa Ritas.  Not 
there.  I ask that you weigh the public needs for environmental integrity against the 
needs of this mining company - and the small, incremental increase in the world's 
available copper - and deny the request to mine that beautify area.

Individual

6944 1 If you want to see how a mine can ruin a beautiful area take a ride to Benson.  Exit 
304, Ocotillo Road.  Drive five and one half miles North and look at the west side of 
the road.  Look at the huge hole already dug there by the Huachuca Concrete 
Company operation.  This is only the beginning.  They intend to dig out close to one 
hundred acres of pristine land and when finally through in about twenty years leave 
our area with one hell of a big hole in the ground.  Environmental issues have been 
overlooked and the zoning regulations of residential and ranching were just thrown 
aside for this business.  It didn't help that the District Supervisor sold out the 
community with a vote to allow the chip seal road to be used by overweight trucks 
and then cost the taxpayers of Cochise County over a half million dollars in damaged 
road replacements and that is just the beginning of the expenses that will happen.  
The residents of the area were totally tossed aside for money.

Individual

6944 3 The Rosemont Mine will certainly make the Benson Mine look like peanuts if it is 
allowed to proceed.  The beauty of the area there will disappear.

Individual

6944 8 I urge you to completely stop this operation from starting up.  Let's think of our 
environment, the animals who inhabit this area and the people who live there and not 
about the "money".

Individual

6947 3 I have seen the effects of other mining projects on the area and I have no doubt that 
if this project is allowed, we will lose the valuable natural beauty of this area for the 
rest of my lifetime and probably longer.

Individual

6948 1 I worked at Magma Copper Co. at San Manuel for 37 years.  This mine would still 
be operating if an Australian company, BHP, had not bought us out just to shut us 
down.  We were a large producer of copper and shutting us down would cause the 
price of copper to go up.  So they shut us down.  Fly over the mine and tailings area 
and ask yourself if you want another area of Arizona to look like this.  Tell the 
people that want to start up this mine to go to San Manuel and rebuild that one.  
There is more copper there now than what we took out in 50 years.

Individual

6949 2 It also seems, to me, to be a bit naïve to believe that even with "Modern Mining 
Technology" the results will be much different for an operation directed by a 
companie's accounting department.

Individual
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6949 9 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying noise, vibration, lights, hazardous 
materials, back-up beepers, large truck traffic, excessive wear and tear to publicly 
supported roads and assorted health conditions 24/7, would seem to give some pause.

Individual

6949 11 Just the fact that those who will be, and are, sharing in the financial benefits are 
telling those who will not be sharing in those financial benefits from the project, and 
may in fact incur financial loss and inconvenience from said project, as well as the 
Nation incurring the loss of just one more of it's natural treasures, that everything 
will be just fine seems to be a bit presumptuous.

Individual

6950 2 Unfortunately, the mining companies as as group have taken more from Arizona than 
they have given.  In other words, it has not been a "quid pro quo" relationship.  

The mining companies have gotten Arizona copper and most probably a nice profit 
from this copper.

Individual

6950 7 Even the jobs created by the mining companies have come at a price--a certain loss 
of individual rights.  Kerney Arizona for example was a mining town.  As I recall 
Kerney was owned by Kennecott Copper.  Streets in Kerney were alphabetically 
numbered, and designated for occupancy not by what you could afford, but by your 
position in the  company.  Even if you were a millionaire, but a laborer within 
Kennecott, you could not purchase a home above a certain lettered street.

Individual

6950 8 Based on the above you might guess I am against the Rosemont mine.  This is not 
necessarily the case.  What I would like to see is a "quid pro quo" relationship 
established between the mining companies and Arizona citizens.

Individual

6955 10 I strongly urge the US Forest Service to refuse the use of its lands for this project, 
due to the loss of this land to existing recreational uses and the destruction of the 
environment in the area.

Individual

6956 10 I strongly urge the US Forest Service to refuse the use of its lands for this project, 
due to the loss of this land to existing recreational uses and the destruction of the 
environment in the area.

Individual

6959 1 Please … no piece meal approval of this mine!Individual

6962 12 I say send them packing!  This is bad for the community bad for the environment and 
bad for the country!

Individual

6968 9 The last article I read in the Arizona Star states that  " all permits have been issued 
for the Rosemont mine". Local residents report that the wells are already drilled and 
equipment is on site to proceed. The best part is that Canada and Japan will basically 
own this mine. We could not stop our own mine companies from destroying our land 
and polluting our water, how do we think we can prevent foreign companies from the 
same result?
I hope you all can live with yourself after this project duplicates the mines in Green 
Valley and proves the locals were right about having another super fund cleanup site 
to dump on our children and grandchildren.

Individual

6973 2 To be honest, it is not all that important a "it is what is" on comments, EXCEPT for 
the fact that there is a community who will be immediately directly impacted by the 
proposed action should it be approved who is SCREAMING to be noticed who did 
not get a hearing. (Vail/Corona/Cienega Corridor)

Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 62 of 224



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Other

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

6975 2 I have met currently employed and retired mining engineers during the scoping 
process.  One was asked if he would live next to open pit mine and his reply was a 
resounding "NO", but did not have a problem with my family and neighbors living 
next to one. I was talking with a retired mine supt. And when he became aware of 
where I lived his reply, " I'm sorry "

Individual

6975 9 The pit at TWIN BUTTES is now FLOODED ANF FORMS A TOXIC BLUE 
LAKE. Approx. 400
+ feet deep; DUE TO NEARBY ABANDONED LEACHING PADS.  The plume of 
pollution will continue forever UNTILL INTERVENTION AND ITS DECLARED 
A SUPER FUND SITE ;TO BE PAID AGAIN BY THE TAX PAYERS WHICH 
WILL BE OUR CHILDREN AND GRANDCHILDREN.

Individual

6978 8 I for one can't believe the Rosemont mine is even a consideration.  I also can't 
believe, for all the environmental damage caused by the Helvetia mine, that it is 
allowed to continue to operate.

Individual

6979 2 A good example is the leaching sites located at  the ANACONDA, TWIN BUTTES 
MINE, GREEN VALLEY, AZ.. I was employed there in the late sixties as  Mill 
Wright , where they stock piled their Oxide ore.. After the mine closed down in the 
late seventies a neighboring mine leased these copper oxide stacks[ DUVAL MINE]. 
They wanted use the relative NEW process of leaching copper via "sprinkling of 
acid" and the acid would leach out the copper. The only problem they didn't take 
more percausions than their engineers thought necessary . The solution worked into 
the aquifer, recharging  some of the toxic copper solution into the arid soil and the 
rest is history. Another blunder our grand children will have to mitigate!

Individual

6981 1 It has recently come to my attention that the Rosemont Mine Project approval is still 
subject to debate on a number of important issues.  Top among these are the 
relevence of a law over 100 hundred years old that was created to encourage mining, 
water use, road construction, destruction of pristine natural areas and  primative 
native American cultural

areas on the land under contention.

Individual

6981 3 I am particularly concerned about the destruction of ancient indian burial sites and 
cultural items which is sure to occur if operation of Rosemont Mine is allowed to go 
forward.  Some years ago, I was  privilaged to view the archeological excavation of 
various sites containg evidence of ancient native American Culture in the Santa Rita 
Mountains.  This was very impressive and I learned how important it is to preserve 
these places.  Congresswoman Griffords, would your office please investigate the 
current satus of these ancient sites and what measures are being taken to preserve 
them? I would also appreciate any comment from the U.S. Forest Service on what it 
is doing to save the beautiful Santa Ritas.

Individual

6982 1 Jeanine Derby has written to our Arizona representatives regarding the Rosemont 
Copper Mine Project. In her letter she stated that the outcome would ultimately be 
from the standpoint of the greatest good of the greatest number in the long run.

There are already copper mines all over Arizona. The Rosemont Project is not a 
necessity. The greatest good of the project would be the profits made by a foreign 
corporation with cheap US labor.

Individual
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6983 2 I understand part of the NEPA process involves the human environment.  My home, 
and my land are both threatened by the proposal for an open pit mine on the 
Rosemont Ranch.

Individual

6983 9 2.  If we decide to sell our home, or my land, I expect reasonable return on the 
investment.  It should be based upon a beginning value of $668,000 for the 3,400 sq 
ft home, 1800 sq ft garage, and 600 sq ft recreation room, on 7+ acres and $175,000 
for the adjoining 7 + acres of land owned by me.  The average increase/decrease in 
property and home values in the Tucson and Vail areas compounded since 2003 
should then be added.  They stand to gain 28 billion dollars, I want to be guaranteed 
that it is not at my expense.

Individual

6984 4 Don't you realize that this is only a beginning step into mining these mountains?  Do 
these people even care about our community?  Or will they go home to Canada and 
defend their own areas from this kind of unnecessary invaision?  How will we repair 
the damage when it is done?  Do any of you care or is money the deciding factor?

Individual

6984 5 If you don't live in this area you have no business making such extreme, possibly 
damaging changes to our environment.  If you do live in this area, what benefit do 
you see from this action?  Is it only money?  Think again.  Think about the future of 
this area.  Imagine what it will be like when the mining company leaves.  Imagine 
keeping this area as it is; an investment in the future of Arizona, not a potential ghost 
town.

Individual

6986 5 Copper mines have already irreparably damaged much of Arizona.  Take a look at 
Hayden-Winkleman, Ajo, Miami, and Bisbee.  Don't allow this ugly tradition to 
continue in a scenic area like Rosemont.

Individual

6987 1 The mine development/operation plans are sound and scientifically based.Individual

6990 1 While the proposed Rosemont mine may offer economic benefits, our Southern 
Arizona region has a long history of mining companies detroying the landscape, as 
well as polluting the environment sowing toxins into our water supplies, etc.

Individual

6991 3 I have hiked for many years in that area and it is beautiful and serene lets not destroy 
such and area.Was Green Valley blue-green tailing that the mines left are an 
eyesore,lets not make this mistake twice.I urge you not to let this mine happen.

Individual

6992 8 Please listen to the hundreds of concerned citizens who value keeping the Santa 
Ritas free of open pit mines.  We owe it to future generations to preserve a world of 
beauty, not trade it for short-term gain.

Individual

6993 3 The products from the mining are not for Arizona, but we will suffer from the 
disruption, the pollution, and the disappearance of the ground water from our area.

Individual
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6994 1 For more than 150 years Arizona has provided the world with high grade copper, 
gold, silver and other precious minerals.  By 1855 Ajo mines were exporting 
valuable copper and in 1864 the town of Prescott was surrounded by more than 
7,000 mines!  Arizona still has rich mineral deposits and, sooner or later, inevitably, 
they will be mined.

Good stewardship by the mining industry with the appropriate concern for the 
environment is necessary for continued successful mining.  And there are many 
people who have retired to Southern Arizona, having left the areas where they grew 
up and worked their careers, who now give priority to stewardship of the 
environment here.

Individual

6994 5 The mining will happen.  If all interests compromise to ensure it goes well it can 
only benefit all of us who live in and love Southern Arizona.

Individual

6995 2 We recently drove through that pristine area and lamented the fact that outsiders 
would come in and desecrate that beautiful area, to say nothing of the negative 
impact it would have on groundwater, and, having extracted the ore, they would 
leave behind the horrificly
ugly mounds of tailings, never to go away.

Individual

6996 5 5.  PLEASE, SAVE THE SANTA RITA MOUNTAINS FOR ALL THE CITIZENS, 
NOW AND FOR OUR GRANDCHILDREN'S CHILDREN.

Individual

6997 11 Our family is strongly opposed to the Rosemont Mine for the following reasons:

10. Loss of one of Southern Arizona most valued and valuable natural resources. It is 
heartbreaking to think that the scenic area could be destroyed by mining.  It just 
should not be allowed. We MUST protect our environment - for ourselves, our 
children, and our grandchildren. The Forest Service MUST protect our lands.

Individual

6998 2 The destruction of the area will be destroyed along with nature and wildlife.Individual

6998 5 Yes, it will be great for those individuals ( mostly Canadians) who will profit from it, 
but for the vast majority of us, the losses far outweigh the benefits of another mine.

Individual

7000 1 The USFS must assign highest priority to the defense of the disappearing grasslands, 
watersheds, riparian areas, wildlife corridors and natural habitat in general, 
particularly when confronted with the obsolete 1872 mining law.  Otherwise, the 
USFS will be abdicating its true responsibility and it might as well close up shop, 
turn in all the uniforms and throw away the keys.  In 2007 Rep. Grijalva introduced 
bill HR 4228, which is progressing through Congress, to "withdraw certain Federal 
lands and interests located in Pima and Santa Cruz counties, Arizona, from the 
mining and mineral leasing laws of the United States."  The bill should be adopted in 
the near future.  It makes absolutely no sense for the USFS to allow the proposed 
mine to proceed at all, until such time as the final status of HR 4228 is known.

Individual
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7000 10 Augusta Resources suffers from an obvious case of pleonexia, the insatiable desire to 
have what rightfully belongs to others, in this case we the people.  The only reason 
Rosemont could be profitable is that if allowed, it would get away with not paying us 
the owners of the land for its use, and certainly not the true environmental costs of its 
operations.  We cannot afford that.  Furthermore, the output of Rosemont would 
mainly go to countries like China, with no benefit except to Augusta Resources.  The 
USFS should weigh the real costs in its consideration of the project, which are 
prohibitive.  The public outcry against Rosemont, including the voices of officials in 
Pima and Santa Cruz counties who have all repudiated Rosemont, demonstrate that 
the costs are indeed prohibitive and are an overwhelming reason for USFS to deny 
approval.  I hope the USFS will take the long, reasoned view in this case and will not 
succumb to shortsighted views in the service of mere greed.

Individual

7001 1 We recently took the free tour of the Rosemont copper mine project and were totally 
impressed with all they are doing to keep it environmentaly positive.

Individual

7001 5 They are meeting all environment rules, including  pollution and in 20 years we 
won't even know it was there.

Individual

7002 1 Jeanine Derby has written to our Arizona representatives regarding the Rosemont 
Copper Mine Project. In her letter she stated that the outcome would ultimately be 
from the standpoint of the greatest good of the greatest number in the long run.

There are already copper mines all over Arizona. The Rosemont Project is not a 
necessity. The greatest good of the project would be the profits made by a foreign 
corporation with cheap US labor.

Individual

7003 4 I believe that the mining interests will severely damage the water supply for the area 
and severely damage the beauty of the Santa Rita mountains.

Individual

7006 3 Don't we all wish today someone back then had stood up when these mines were 
proposed and said "no, it is insane to destroy the land we depend on- the southern 
Arizona desert is our own living, breathing environment -we need it to live". This 
proposed mine is akin to burning down the house around us for the warmth of one 
December night. Think of those who will inherit this land -it is unique and vital to 
southern Arizona. Please protect us as you protect the land. Thank you for the 
opportunity to express a citizen's opinion.

Individual

7007 9 7.  One speaker mentioned that jobs for returning veterans would be of a higher 
paying variety and beneficial to the veterans and the following speaker took umbrage 
because this opportunity was mentioned.  As a veteran and a member of the mining 
industry I found the following comments indeed insulting and showed me that this 
councilman had very little insight into the needs of veterans, the role veterans play in 
the mines of Arizona and the fact that veterans provide much of the needed skills 
required to safely and profitable extract minerals from the ground.  Basic 
understanding of the local economy and the role of property taxed in the community 
seems to have escaped his attention too.  Rosemont does offer a unique opportunity 
to veterans and the mines and veterans and community will benefit.

Individual

7008 13 I say to Augusta, with its powerful lobbyists, many attorneys, and its slick PR 
machine, do not underestimate the voices of the citizens.  This is democracy in 
action, folks.

Individual
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7008 19 The destroyed natural resources will make this area a giant ghost town.Individual

7008 26 It appears that the Forest Service supports this proposed mine.  I ask the same 
question that other have asked:  what could you be thinking?  You are agents 
charged with managing U.S. forest lands for multiple use.  Mining turns the land into 
single use, and it is lousy stewardship of federal lands.  The long-lasting damages far 
outweigh any supposed short-term economic gains.  You MUST listen to the people 
most directly affected by this proposed destruction and not allow Augusta to mine 
this land.

Individual

7009 8 I think the Rosemont mine operators have gone out of their way to try to address 
these issues but no matter what they do they are turned down.

Individual

7009 10 I live in bisbee and I see the aftermath that mining left.  but we have been creative 
and used it for economic gains in that it is a historical and tourist attraction.  I know 
Freeprt McMoran is looking to mine here again and i fully support them because 
they have educated the public about how mining has changed over the years

Individual

7011 3 I suggest you contact ADEQ and review records of violations by mining companies 
that claimed to have the best of intentions

Individual

7014 1 It seems rather short sighted to facilitate the despoilization of our reserved forrests 
and scenic vistas for the chance that a few might make a profit. Long after the 
commodity is removed, future generations will continue to be affronted by the 
lasting signs of a desperate activity.What is the true cost of an extract whose 
ecological refuse must be born for millenia?

Individual

7014 4 One need not look far to see the legacy left by mines in this area. Any ghost town 
will bear witness to the mess left behind as these ventures are abandoned. Please 
respect the will of an overwhelming majority of our citizens and protect our beautiful 
lands.

Individual

7016 3 Rosemont has a good sound environmental plan, the latest technology, and has 
shown  this time and time again.

Individual

7017 1 Working with several environmental groups, citizens of Sonoita and former Tucson 
Mayor Tom Volgy, I was a part of the group which alled itself "Save the Scenic 
Santa Ritas," some years ago. We got the support of the Pima County Board of 
Supervisors, the Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors, the Tucson City Council, 
and a helping hand from the head of the EPA (I have forgotten who it was at that 
time.) The resolution to deny the sale of the land in question was upheld, and we 
thought the danger of practically destroying this pristine scenic area was over.

Now, again, the destroyers have taken a new tack, and the danger seems even 
greater. I find it hard to believe that it is even being considered. Shame on those who 
will despoil one of the prime scenic beauties of Arizona in the name of making big 
bucks.

Individual
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7020 6 The community would like to be protected by the forest service. We would like our 
homes to be preserved the way we bought them and the way God created them. I 
think it is about time that we preserve the land, so our children and their children can 
enjoy the beautiful land with its animals and all. Im my opinion as a resident on 
Highway 83, we would greatly appreciate any help so that our families can live in 
pease, and not have to be concerned about the affects of a mine to our community.

Individual

7021 3 Damaging a signifiacant portion of southern Arizona's environment to mine MORE 
out of our soils is by no means worth it. No amount of money could pay for or 
replace the incredible beauty of the Rosemont Junction area nor the huge ecosystem 
the region supports.

Individual

7022 8 2. The Value of the copper ore in that area will not go away and will likely icrease as 
our reliance on this metal grows.   What is the rush? Delaying approval of a mining 
operation until more environmentally friendly and ecologically viable mining 
processes and operations are developed will mitigate the adverse consequences of 
this venture.

Business

7023 1 1. YOU WANT TO LET A COMPANY FROM ANOTHER COUNTRY, WITH 
NO CONCERNS FOR ARIZONA CITIZENS OTHER THAN FLEECING THEM, 
COME IN AND DIG A GIANT CRATER IN THE GROUND IN A NATIONAL 
FOREST.

Individual

7024 1 I DON'T BELIEVE THAT THIS BEAUTIFUL AREA  SHOULD BE FOREVER 
SCARRED FOR THE SAKE OF A MINERAL FOUND IN AREA'S MUCH LESS 
SENSITIVE.

Individual

7024 5 THIS AREA NEEDS TO BE PRESERVED FOR OUR CHILDREN AND FUTURE 
GENERATIONS, NOT SACRIFICED IN THE NAME OF JOB'S AND FOREIGN 
INVESTOR'S.

Individual

7030 1 *NOT acceptable to use our community as a shipping port. (Port of Tucson at Kolb 
and Valencia) See the map, our kids would be bussed on the same interstate to Old 
Vail Middle as mining trucks to and from the Port of Tucson, or to Sahuarita, or to 
Mexico or Benson.

Individual

7034 4 I've read about the mine in Black Mesa in Northern Arizona.  Because of the toxic 
waste, people are being forced off of land that their ancestors have lived on for 
centuries.  Apparently, the company running Black Mesa mine doesn't have to clean 
up their mess.  I can only assume that this is because they are not American.

Individual

7034 5 -As far as I know, it is not possible to run a mine without leaving waste that will take 
thousands of years to disappear.  If you don't believe me please go take a long, hard 
look at San Manuel, along with other closed mines in Arizona.  Mountains of mining 
waste just sit there - nothing is able to grow on them (at least in our life spans) so 
they just sit there as huge eye sores.

Individual

7034 7 -Arizona has lost enough pristine wilderness to "development".  Wthis the economy 
the way it is, many of these houses have now been abandoned
-If the mine is absolutely necessary, why can't you find a place to put it where the 
area is already polluted?  On the border, where there is loads of garbage left by the 
illegals would be a good idea.  Perhaps you could burn all that garbage for fuel.

Individual
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7034 9 Are the owners of the potential mine going to pay for anything except the CAP 
extension?  How about schools, hospitals and housing for their employees?  Oh sure, 
I've heard about how San Manual "paid" for their workers housing.  It was more in 
the neighbourhood of very high rent for mobile homes.  All those who lost their jobs 
when the mine closed, also lost their homes.  Please correct me if I'm wrong:  as I 
heard it, the owners of The San Manuel mine also owned the land that the worker's 
mobile stood on.  Between the high prices for the mobile homes, and the high rent 
prices of the property, the workers were screwed.

Individual

7035 1 I have great concern about the proposed mine.  This area is a fragile environment.Individual

7035 3 Pima County has been taking a lead in environmental protection and conservation.  
The residents of Pima County have supported these efforts by voting for Open Space 
bonds.  This mine goes against those efforts and the wishes of the majority of 
citizens in this community.

Individual

7037 1 First off, I can't believe I need to justify saving and pristine mountain range from 
destruction.  But, apparently, as long as somebody can make a buck at the expense of 
everyone else, the rape of the earth will continue.  I ask you to stop this ill-advised 
attack on one of a hand full of mountain ranges left intact from the summit to the 
grasslands below.

Individual

7041 5 This is not a good choice for the people in the area but for future generations.  We 
don't need this mine nor do we want it.  Please don't let this firm open a mine in the 
Santa Rita's.

Individual

7042 3 Secondly, do we really need this mine?  No, some corporation and their investors 
will benefit from this mine and the public interest in preserving the land preserving 
the land undisturbed for present and future generations will be squandered.

Individual

7044 1 It is apparent that this should of never gotten this far.  Is it not the responsibility of 
the Forest Service to protect the tax payers property ,the national Forest Land?

Individual

7045 9 Furthermore, foreign, not American, business interests are petitioning for your favor, 
a bad thing in my view.

Individual

7047 5 Tailing left behind will deface the area you are given the responsibility to preserve 
for our grandchildren.  Just do your job.

Individual

7050 2 Our opportunity to control the amount or severity of any environmental damage is 
much more advanced within the U.S.A and therefore we must allow businesses to 
open up in U.S. communities before they are forced to open outside of the U.S.A. 
where environmental controls are non-existant or minimal at best.

Individual

7051 5 The Forest Service may see this as unimportant to the whole scheme. Suppose it 
were your house? Suppose everything you had spent a lifetime working for were 
destroyed as the government (of, by and for the people) did nothing? Suppose you 
had to go back to work and start all over again after what had been a hard won 
retirement?

This is not an unimportant concern. It speaks to simple morality. Augusta will gladly 
earn millions with no thought to the lives they destroy. Our government should 
protect the citizens from this potential pillage.

Individual
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7053 3 Also, I feel if a mine is in BEFORE housing, alll is fine, but to go in & destruct what 
people have worked for their entire life, is plain cruelty. ie: Bagdad, San Manuel, etc. 
were there first. ie: Green Valley was not there first & those people who bought there 
knew the mine was there. What if they found copper in the downtown Tucson area or 
the Catalinas?

Individual

7053 7 On top of all of this, the money is not even staying here, not even in the US but 
going to Canada. I do not believe in this one bit. I hope you consider my opinion of 
being totally against this project.

Individual

7055 2 LOOKS LIKE YOUR LETTING SOME BIG COMPANY FROM ANOTHER 
COUNTRY DESTROY OUR LAND AND GET RICH ON OUR RESOURCES. 
DOESN'T MAKE SENSE TO ME. THE U.S. CANNOT DRILL FOR OIL BUT 
WILL LET ANOTHER COUNTRY COME IN AND RAPE OUR LAND AND 
LEAVE IT LOOKING LIKE A WAR ZONE AFTER THEY'RE DONE.
ONE OF THESE DAYS AMERICA IS GOING TO WAKE UP AND FIND OUT 
THEY NO LONGER OWN ANYTHING. THE FOREIGHNER'S WILL OWN IT 
ALL.
AS HISTORY REPEATS ISTELF, WE WILL BE TAKEN DOWN FROM THE 
INSIDE. 
WAKE UP PEOPLE!

Individual

7056 2 I have lived within the impact area of the proposed Rosemont Mine for 34 years. I 
strongly feel that this proposed mine will have a serious negative impact on the water 
tables in the surrounding areas as well as on the general environment.

Individual

7057 2 I am absolutely against this project going forward on the grounds of the 
environmental destruction that will be caused to the area, and also because of the 
tremendous amount of water that will be used by the project.

Individual

7057 4 The assurances given by the industry and other proponents that there will be no 
substnatial evnironmental damage to the area are not convincing, and patently absurd.

Individual

7060 3 I thought the government was for the people, so why is the US Forest Service even 
considering this mine with the strong opposition it is encountering. With all of the 
dust and particulates in the air we will be forced to move and we all know what the 
housing market is like right now in AZ Think of my health, think of your health, 
think of your loved ones health!

Individual

7061 1 I would like to put in my two cents on copper mining in Arizona: The people of this 
community need to remember that Arizona was formed on the three "C's"-- cotton, 
copper, and citrus. Citrus is all but gone and cotton is not far behind. The way things 
are going we will be asking other countries for the material to build the things we 
need to make the United States strong and efficient.

Individual

7061 3 I know that Pima County is against this mine, but how will they get the tax revenue if 
no one is working? I did speak to one of our members on the Board of Supervisors 
about the jobs, and her response was, "They can go to work for the County." 

In closing I would like to say that without a job you can't go look out Arizona.

Individual
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7062 1 I don't have statistics to show how mining has contributed to Southern Arizona's 
economy. I don't have statistics to show what damage nmining has brought about to 
Southern Arizona.
What I do have is two eyes that see the wide scale and wholesale destruction of 
mountains, plant life, animal life, and scenic veiws for the sake of raping the land for 
precious metals in order for the mine owners to get rich.

Individual

7062 5 You might say that I have a not in my backyard mentality, however, you go to these 
corporate fat cats and propose to dig in their backyard, destroy what they love and I 
am sure they would do what ever possible to prevent the rape and destruction of their 
beloved land.

Individual

7062 7 There is no such thing as clean mining or an open pit mine that does not deface the 
Earth.  An open pit mine is a scar on the land that will only be healed after eons of 
time have past, long after humans no longer are on Earth.  To support my viewpoint, 
I ask you to travel over to and tour the open pit mines in Southern Arizona.  From 
Ajo to San Manuel to Bisbee to Clifton-Morenci and then tell me that mining does 
not irreparably damage the land. Furthermore, just drive by Duval and Pima mines to 
the west of Green Valley. Isn't that a beautiful view? Huge piles of tailings that have 
evidence of a feeble attempt to "re-vegetate" worthless and sterile soil. I remember 
when trees were planted on the terraced landscape of tailings and I remember 
thinking that those poor trees would never make it. That was almost 30 years ago and 
guess what, those poor trees didn't make it unless you think that those emanciated 
almost leafless sticks are considered healthy.

Individual

7062 8 To add insult to injury, the company that wishes to destroy the scenic Santa Rita 
mountains is out of Canada with a Japenese company wanting a part of this mother 
lode. The very fact that we will allow the wholesale destruction of our land by 
foreign countries is outrageous. This is done all the time you say? Well, I say, not in 
my backyard.  Send them home to destroy their own country instead of raping and 
pillaging another for sake of the dollar.

Individual

7062 9 Economic boost? Bah! If the leaders of southern Arizona think the only way to boost 
our economy is through the destruction of land, maybe we ought to dump the entire 
Pima County Government and start anew. I have always found it amazing that Pima 
County and Tucson only see economic growth in how many houses can be built and 
how many mines can we open when we have lost great corporate entities such as 
IBM and Texas Instruments just to name two.

Individual

7062 11 As stewards of the land, I would expect the USFS to want to protect the natural 
beauty of this land for future generations. However, I believe with the dollar being 
the only real issue here, there is little chance of stopping this mine from being 
opened.

Individual

7063 2 The decision to not allow mining to commence on the 995 acers of private land and 
3,330 acers of NFS land is a fair and reasonable decision. Obviously the 995 acers is 
not enough privately owned land for a mine to work. Obviously, the only way it 
would work is if it has all of the land we own too.  I do not want the 3,330 acers to 
be used by the mine for their other purposes including; ore processing, waste rock 
storage, tailings storage or any other purpose.

Individual

7063 6 The 3,330 areas of land that we all own should not be allowed to be a waste dump. 
Not far a billion dollars.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 71 of 224



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Other

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7064 3 It follows then that as the Country's demand for copper begins to exceed the current 
supply of copper we will soon find ourselves in the same position we are currently 
with respect to foreign oil. If we're not careful, allowing imprudent NIMBY 
decisions are going to crater our economy then we'll really have some problems.  The 
contractions to the economy that's will happen will be very hard to reverse.

Individual

7064 6 With the environmental pressures that exist these days there is NO WAY the 
Rosemont project would ever be considered by a mining company if it could not be 
done in a benign fashion.

Individual

7064 7 Let's not allow ourselves to be misdirected by a well organized propaganda machine. 
The underpinnings to our local economy was developed in the 50's and 60's and 
we've been coasting ever since. For once let's do the responsible thing and add to the 
infrastructure of our economy as those who preceded us did.

Individual

7065 5 More importantly the project will provide the most current mining techniques in an 
effort to minimize the impact on the environment.

Business

7065 8 The Mineral Information Institute has determined that every baby born in the US 
today will need 3.6 million pounds of minerals including 1,309 pounds of copper to 
maintain our current standard of living. The Rosemont project as proposed by 
Augusta provides a means of meeting this demand in an environmentally sensitive 
manner. I would request the Forest Service approve this project.

Business

7066 5 3. Copper is a commodity - bought and sold on the world market . The current 
demand for this commodity happens to be in China and India - as it is for oil and 
virtually every other commodity. The US needs to be exporting - both raw materials 
and finished goods - to offset our negative balance of trade. Obviously, Rosemont' 
exports will be but a drop in the bucket, but citing exportation to China as a 
negative - when in reality it is a positive - is very misleading. When the market 
demand is overseas - it will be sold overseas. When the market demand is here in the 
US, more copper will be sold in the US. Wouldn't we rather have our own supplies, 
right here in America, ready for that market demand, than having to depend on 
Chile's state owned copper company, Codelco, to supply our needs?

Individual

7066 9 Arizona and Tucson needs Rosemont Copper. 

The next time you turn on your lights, or, this time of year, turn on your air 
conditioner - remember copper's role in your quality of life.

Individual

7067 2 Our nation's dependence on coppper imports has climbed from 0% in 1991 to 
approximately 40% over the last five years (see Table 2).   Over the same period, 
mining operations located in Arizona and southwestern New Mexico have accounted 
for 69 to 78% of all domestic copper production (see Table 1).   This region also 
contains most of our nation's known undeveloped copper resources (see 
accompanying map). Access to federal lands is essential to maintaining a healthy 
natural resource industry in the United States.

Individual
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7067 3 If American is going to effectively resolve these economic problems, government, 
industry and the public must work together to develop a strategy of how to become 
more self-sufficient.   The prosperity of our children's future depends on the 
decisions we make today. With your help, Rosemont Copper will be able to design, 
build and operate a modern twenty-first century operation, which incorporates 
innovative solutions to resolving many of the problems that have plagued mining 
operations of the past.

Individual

7067 5 If successful, it will not only result in significant economic benefits for pima county, 
the state of Arizona and this nation, but will also serve as an important role model of 
environmental stewardship and responsible corporate citizenship.

Individual

7069 1 I would like to make a couple comments about the proposed Rosemont mine.
First of all, mining damages the environment.

Individual

7069 4 I would like to make a couple comments about the proposed Rosemont mine.
First of all, mining damages the environment.  In a localized area, where there was 
once vegetation and animals, there will be a hole in the ground and piels of broken 
rock. In the bottom of the hole there will probably be some green water that's full of 
metals. I don't want my house at the bottom of a mine, and I don't want my kids 
drinking that water.

Individual

7069 6 However, I really like air conditioning. I also like my local grocery store to be well 
stocked with what I need. I want a modern hospital near my house (I expect a house) 
to be lit up 24 hours a day, with an ambulance at ready to carry me or a family 
member over a smooth network of paved roads to said hospital at a moment's notice. 
Therefore, I'm willing to accept a few carefully engineered and monitored holes in 
the ground to make all this possible. Humans have changed the environment to their 
benefit in the past two hundred years by making a series of trade offs. I accept the 
trade off between local environmental damage and the modern lifestyle I enjoy. 
Anyone refusing to accept this trade off should crease purchasing and using all 
goods produced by the rescource industries.

Individual

7069 7 Every proposed mining project is guaranteed to be met with hostility by a well 
organized propoganda machine. We hear every day how the Rosemont mine will 
destroy tourism, wreck the environment, and use up all the water in Pima county. 
What people don't think about is the fact that Chuck Huckleberry, Raul Grijalva, and 
Gabrielle Giffords accept the very same trade off that I doevery day. Every time 
Chuck, Raul, or Gabby flip a lightswitch, buy a new cell phone, or jump in the car to 
run out to the grocery store, they vote "yes" for mining with their pocket books by 
purchasing the products that are only possible through the exploration of Earth's 
natural resources. The big three approve of mining…somewhere else. Keep the 
goods coming, but let's dig up Africa and South America, not our scenic Santa Ritas.

Individual

7069 11 Let's not make the same mistake with copper, even as copper continues to become 
more important in environmentally friendly technology. Electric cars will need a lot 
more copper than the gasoline models we're currently driving. Where will the 
environment and human rights likely be better looked after in the inevitable mining 
of the copper that we Americans demand and continue to buy? Pima county, or ther 
third world?

Individual

7070 6 6) Despite the "assurances" by proponents of the mine that mine reclamation has 
greatly improved recently, the scar of an open pit mine will remain forever.

Individual
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7071 2 The Rosemont Mine would bring temporary jobs and would eradicate this copper 
from the national strategic resources base. One of our few resources will be gone for 
a short term gain. 
Copper is now a strategic resource that we can bank for more benefit in the future. If 
this one remains in the ground, we retain a strategic resource for our nation.

Individual

7072 1 I live in Patagonia, and my life, my childrens' lives and our future is threatened by 
the proposed Rosemont Mine.

Individual

7072 2 The amount of pollution, traffic, and resource waste cannot be offset by a short-term 
gain.

Individual

7072 4 The amount of pollution, traffic, and resource waste cannot be offset by a short-term 
gain.

Individual

7072 5 First, the gain will not be by local residents but by foreign investors.Individual

7072 9 There is no one who lives here who wants to see this mine, even the local politicians. 
Please listen to the voice of reason and justice.

Individual

7073 1 Do not grant permission for this mine to use public land for their waste and tailings. 
No matter how many jobs it creates, nothing can replace the damage it will do to the 
natural elements.

Business

7074 2 This project will have devastating Impacts on the cultural and natural landscapes of 
the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

7074 5 Your stewardship of the Coronado National Forest to date has been marked by a 
strong concern and focus on environmental issues.
Regardless of the technical legalities of the 1872 Mining Act, Please do all you can 
to protect the Santa Rita Mountains from this travesty.

Individual

7076 3 The economics, however, tell only part of the story.  The mining industry and its 
suppliers continue to develop techniques and process that safely allow for the mining 
of base metals with minimal impact to the environment.

Business

7076 5 The project design clearly demonstrates Augusta Resource Company's commitment 
to utilize only the most environmentally friendly technologies at this operation.

Business

7077 1 I am deeply disturbed by the consideration being given to allow the Rosemont 
Copper Mine to demolish our land.

This plan would ruin the environment, put the water supply at risk, release toxins 
into the air, and put those who travel this road at risk on a daily basis.

Individual

7077 6 who benefits from the destruction of our precious land? It appears that only oversees 
companies will benefit.
How can any of this make sense?  Of course it does not make sense. Please 
reconsider and do not allow the devastation that will occur if the Rosemont Copper 
Mine is allowed to proceed with this operation.

Individual

7079 6 Isn't the US Forest Service's goal to protect the land, air, flora and fauna for the 
future generations and the current, or is it  money??  Who will profit from this 
venture???  Certainly not the animals and the people who will lose their property and 
their water from this venture and possibly their lives.

Individual
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7082 5 As a resident of nearby Vail, we appreciate the Santa Ritas for what they currently 
are, not for the ore in the ground.

Individual

7085 2 It is inconceivable to me that Rosemont Project could be allowed to proceed without 
a thorough, and site-specific, evaluation of this important environmental issue.

Individual

7088 1 Don't Waste Arizona, INC (DWAZ) is a non-profit environmental organization 
dedicated to the protection and preservation of the environment in Arizona.  DWAZ 
is especially concerned about environmental justice, toxics, and air pollution 
policies.  DWAZ has conducted NEPW litigation successfully, as well as citizen suit 
enforcement of federal environmental laws, and remains undefeated in the federal 
courts.  DWAZ is headquarted at 6205 South 12th Street, Phoenix, AZ 85042, and 
may be reached at (602) 268-6110. DWAZ has members in the affected area.

Organization

7088 8 The following pictures are from the tailings pile adjacent to Hayden, Arizona.  The 
tailings pile grew to the size of a mountain over a period of decades, and only after a 
civil rights complaint was filed against the ADEQ ws the company ever required to 
suppress the dust, which it was always required to do by federal and state statutes.

Organization

7088 21 There will be just over 26 million tons of tailings dumped annually in 
impoundments.  Over the 16 years, this adds up to a total of 419,000,000 tons of 
white mineral laden paste. Both waste rock and tailings gives a grand total of 
1,188,211,000 tons to be spread over 3,155 acres of Coronado National Forest land.  
So there will be over 1 billion tons of waste rock and tailings-almost 376 million 
tons per acre, a grand total of 173 cubic feet of waste per square foot of land.  That 
means 173 feet high of useless, if not dangerous, waste rock and tailings-if spread on 
every inch of alloted forest land will be equivalent to a 17-story building.  The 
Rosemont mining operation proposes for the rock to be dispersed, or built up on 
Forest Service land, in some places 600 ft high, in an oblong circle 3.5 miles long 
and 1 mile wide.

Organization

7088 70 There is a risk to the environment due to the amount of explosives planned to be 
used on-site, a building which does not meet federal standards as a bunker (i.e. a 
comparable storage facility on a federal base or contract facility), and there is an 
absence of plans, specifications, manuals, and safety/health precautions cited in the 
plan.

Organization

7088 83 In a law suit in 2003, Judge Henry H. Kennedy Jr., U.S. District Court of the District 
of Columbia, ruled that the Bureau of Land Management has the authority to and 
must prevent substantial damage to public lands under the undue or unnecessary 
degradation (UUD) standard of the Federal Lands Management and Policy Act 
(FLPMA).  "The court finds that the Solicitor [of the Interior Department] 
misconstrued the clear mandate of FLPMA.  FLPMA, by its plain terms, vests the 
Secretary of the Interior with the authority- and indeed the obligation- to disapprove 
of an otherwise permissible mining operation because the operation, though 
necessary for mining, would unduly harm or degrade the public land." [Page 20 of 
court opinion]

This degrading of public lands in a way that is non-recoverable is certainly a relevant 
issue.

Organization
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7091 4 Destruction of ecosystems in the Santa Rita Mountains:  The physical disruption and 
alteration, removal of natural resources will change this area for a period far beyond 
the lifetimes of those now alive, and it wil never return to its current condition no 
matter how long the wait.  Planting a few trees on a berm (a fancied-up word for 
tailings) will not remedy or disguise what has been done.

Individual

7091 10 And though it isn't considered important to some people with their money in their 
hands, the loss of an extraordinary beautiful area which is a home to many living 
creatures, not just humans, is beyond value.  It is possible to say no, to this mine, and 
to say yes to preservation of the area as the beautiful, remarkable place that it is.

Individual

7091 11 I have many other practical concerns and I will write again at another time.  You 
must know that we who oppose this mine will never give up.  We will fight this, in 
way way of another, until it has been stopped.  It is the only thing to do.  I implore 
you to stop Augusta from developing this mine.  The final cost to the area will be 
beyond physical or financial calculation.

Individual

7092 7 As a hunter and a local resident, I strongly believe that the Forest Service is 
responsible for managing the public lands within its control that has been entrusted 
with for future generations with long term vision for the environment not just the 
enonomy.

Individual

7096 2 May  I please request that in the pending EIS you specifically address the economic 
and environmental impacts and issues of increased carbon dioxide emissions? The 
Sonoran Institute's December 2007 Report estimates this to be 982,000 metric tons 
of CO2 per year. Please corroborate or challenge this figure and tell us what 
percentage this is of Arizona's total emissions.

Individual

7101 1 Purpose of Forest:

When President Theodore Roosevelt established the Santa Rita Forest Reserve, as  
by Presidential Executive Order of April 11, 1902, it is clear that it was not for the 
purpose of having it destroyed by mining, rather to preserve and restore the land.

When most of the Reserve was included in the Coronado National Forest, the Forest 
Service website [ www.fs.fed.us/r3/coronado/forest/heritage/heritage.shtml ] states 
that the Coronado National Forest was created for urban recreation.

After the turn of the century [1900], attention turned to southeastern  Arizona's Sky 
Islands for yet another resource, recreation. As early as the mid-1800's, areas such as 
Hospital Flats in the Pinaleno Mountains and the town of Oracle in the foothills of 
the Santa Catalinas were being used a refuges from the heat and malaria of lowland 
forts. At about the same time that 15 upland areas were designated U.S. Forest 
Reserves (between 1902 and 1907), residents of burgeoning desert communities 
began trekking to the mountains to escape the summer heat. Areas such as White 
House (Madera) Canyon in the Santa Ritas, Columbine in the Pinalenos, and 
Summerhaven in the Santa Catalinas were among the most popular of these forest 
retreats.

These two actions were taken after the 1872 mining law; therefore, the purpose for 
their creation stands as stated.

Individual
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7101 3 Any public statements by the Forest Service personnel that the mine is going to be 
using 5,000 acre feet of water is surely based on unreliable, untested predictions and 
can be cause for future civil actions on behalf of residents, wildlife and of forest 
protection from wildfires.

Individual

7101 10 The original report on the Rosemont mining project, sent to Beverly Everson last 
year, before the scoping process:
www.g-a-l.info/ForestServiceReport.doc

Individual

7102 1 The other day a friend of mine and I were discussing the Proposed Rosemont Project 
and the question was asked '…have you seen the letter on the Save the Scenic Santa 
Rita's website (Attachment #1) about the Shareholders meeting…?' I had not and was 
curious and needed to start getting my thoughts together to respond to the Mining 
Plan of Operations (MPO).

Individual

7102 13 My comments for a 'No Action' are going to focus on the 'Can We Afford the 
Rosemont Project' document that was distributed at the June 23, 2008 Augusta 
Resources Shareholders' Meeting (Attachment #2) and the History, Mission 
Statement, Vision, and Priorities details from the USFS (Coronado) website 
(Attachment #3).

Individual

7102 16 (4) (A2,P3, L 12-22) There is primary total opposition to the proposed project as 
noted by the letter, ' overwhelming' by the authors own admittance. The author 
further summarizes that the only supporters are in the people that work for the min 
and were at attendee at the hearings. We will not officially know the sentiment of 
Vail / Corona residents since there was no official hearing held.

Individual

7102 23 Comments regarding Attachment #3, 'Coronado National Forest'

Introduction: The general thread through the Mission Statement for the Forest 
Service is to 'sustain biodiversity of the sky island ecosystems' this is taken literally 
from Attacment # 3.

Individual

7103 1 I'm sorry about the tardiness of my comment, but I do hope it still counts. I wanted to 
briefly remind you that all mines have a "life of mine", and many Arizona mines are 
nearing that end of life. I've heard people comment that there are already enough 
copper mines in Arizona, but what they don't realize, is that mines will be closing 
and the devistating effect that the loss of jobs will have on our economy.

Individual
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7110 1 I have lived in the Sonoita valley for twenty seven years. It is a special place, 
enjoyed for its dramatic mountain, grassland and big sky views, for its clean air, 
peace and quiet, rarely found in today's busy world. Just a twenty minute drive up the 
scenic Highway 83 from I-10, Sonoita offers many visitors a step back in time to the 
old west, with its cattle ranches, and horseback riders.  Its nearly mile high elevation 
and cooler temperatures, gives visitors relief from the sweltering desert. The gateway 
to Sonoita is Rosemont Junction, where many visitors enjoy the views from a 
popular rest stop. Many Tucsonans enjoy the Rosemont area for camping, ATV 
riding, mountain biking, bird watching, equestrian pursuits, the Arizona Trail, 
photography, hiking, etc. -all on Forest Service public lands.

The proposed Rosemont open pit copper mine project threatens to end this pursuit of 
happiness for many people who value this area. Rosemont would forever devastate 
this area which lies almost entirely within the designated biological core area of the 
multi-species conservation plan of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Individual

7110 16 All because of a Canadian mining company that has no track record, has never 
operated a mine, has no earnings, exists on borrowed money, will probably never 
mine this property, but will hope to sell it to the Chinese or others. That the Forest 
Service has even approved the MPO - incomplete as it is - and has forced this issue 
on area residents, which has caused emotional and financial upheaval, not likely to 
end anytime soon, is nothing less than highly suspect.

Individual

7110 22 No Action is the only logical decision.Individual

7111 2 There are now thousands of homes in close proximity to the Santa Rita mountains, 
which all will potentially be adversely affected by the pollution, noise, and 
devastation that would be caused by an open pit mine in the Santa Ritas

Individual

7111 4 There are now thousands of homes in close proximity to the Santa Rita mountains, 
which all will potentially be adversely affected by the pollution, noise, and 
devastation that would be caused by an open pit mine in the Santa Ritas

Individual

7111 14 I believe our founding fathers would be ashamed to see how we have allowed the 
land they loved and fought so hard for to be taken over by foreign masters - the thing 
they fought so hard to achieve freedom from in 1776! They founded this country 
with common sense and ideals that so many have fought to defend. They set up laws 
to defend the freedoms they fought for, but now these laws are being used against 
this country's own citizens by foreign powers.

Individual

7111 16 The citizens of Tucson have the specter of one open pit copper mine staring us in the 
face. We need to use our common sense, learn from past mistakes, and prevent any 
further destruction, rather than try to repair the damage after the fact. Because once 
the beauty of our mountains is gone, no amount of money can replace it.

Individual

7114 1 I am writing to express my concerns about the impact of the proposed Rosemont 
Mine.

Individual

7114 10 Thank you for all of your work for our community's forest lands and for making 
informed decisions that will be in the best interests of the community.

Individual

7116 11 THANK YOU FOR THIS OPPORTUNITY TO PARTICIPATE IN THE NEPA  
PROCESS. I'M LOOKING FORWARD TO YOUR RESPONSE AND ANSWERS.

Individual
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7117 1 Please accept these comments regarding the Proposed Rosemont Copper Mine 
Project on behalf of the Sierra Club's Grand Canyon Chapter and our 14,000 
members in Arizona.

The Sierra Club is America's oldest, largest and most influential grassroots 
environmental organization. Inspired by nature, the Sierra Club's 800,000 members---
including 14,000 in Arizona---work together to protect our communities and the 
planet. The Sierra Club's Grand Canyon Chapter is very engaged in public lands 
management and protection in Arizona and our members have specifically been 
involved in working to protect this area from mining and other activities.

Organization

7117 4 We have a significant interest in the proposed mine and strongly object to its 
development due to the significant negative and unmitigable impacts it will have on 
the air, land, wildlife, and water of the area.

Organization

7125 18 All of these efforts are desperate, uphill attempts to preserve this gem, as ultimately 
the decision to grant mineral leases on these lands falls squarely with our State 
government. The State Land Commissioner and the Governor's Environmental 
Policy Director have repeatedly contended that their "hands are tied", and there has 
been no provisions for public comment. (Contrast this with the Rosemont mining 
controversy, which involves federal processes containing stringent guidelines for 
public comment and environmental reviews).
A recent development, however, has afforded the Governor's administration an 
opportunity to show environmental leadership in an area where their hands are 
presumably not tied. Davidson Canyon has been nominated for protection as one of 
the "Outstanding Waters" of Arizona. All indications are that this designation is on 
track, and will be formalized in the next few months by the State's Department of 
Environmental Quality (ADEQ). Assuming that no backroom politics derail this 
process, Davidson Canyon will finally receive a modest set of well-deserved 
protections.
All arcane jurisdictional and bureaucratic technicalities aside, there is a simple 
message here. Our Governor would be well served to use the resources of her ADEQ 
and heed the will of this community: Protect Davidson Canyon now!

Individual

7125 20 [2] The Strategic Value of Copper
Whale oil was once indispensable -- now replaced by petroleum, soon to be replaced 
by hydrogen. As masters of speculative buying, I am surprised the Rosemont team 
has so little faith in Adam Smith's "invisible hand" which guides market forces, 
determines prices on a scarcity-based model, and provides market incentives for 
substitutes. We heard the same drivel from AZ Cal Portland (who is trying to mine 
limestone in Davidson Canyon), but it turns out that the limestone scarcity that they 
bemoaned was completely offset by -- oops! -- their undisclosed 6,000 acre mineral 
leaseholdings in Yavapai County. This is a bogus, fear-based model, and we do not 
buy it. Copper is a global commodity, and Rosemont copper is more likely bound for 
Shanghai rather than Show Low.

Individual

7125 33 Environment: The Davidson Canyon is designated a Natural Preserve and has been 
studies extensively over the past 10 years, with the consensus that this area be 
protected.

Individual
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7126 3 I believe that Augusta Resource's use of Forest Service land would be in direct 
violation of the Forest Service's mission statement "to sustain the health, diversity, 
and productivity of the Nations forests and grasslands to meet the needs of present 
and future generations." Further, in no way would this project work toward 
"protecting and managing the National Forests and Grasslands so they best 
demonstrate the sustainable multiple-use management concept."

Individual

7127 1 My eyeballs are red, my back hurts, and I'm tired. Do me one favor and watch 
Bonnie's full interview with Fox 11 on YouTube.
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xQp3WaQH6pA
We fought a valiant fight for our 425 square miles, 44 thousand people, aprox 
24,310 registered voters and MANY diverse communities which include Vail, 
Corona, Rita Ranch, Copper Cut, Rincon Valley, Civano, Mesquite Ranch, J-6, 
Marsh Station, Sundown, Windmill Ridge, Empire Mountains, New Tucson, Sonoita 
and any others I am just to tired to remember. 
I want to thank each and every one of you who went outside of your comfort zone to 
stand up for Tucson's water, for Vail's students, to stand up for people who don't 
even know about the process because they were out of town, or can not afford a 
computer and depend on the school for information. I have said it so many times, but 
I will say it again. This is no longer about the mine. It is about having a voice.
On that note and most importantly I want to thank the group who gathered from all 
over the Vail/Cienega Corridor yesterday with just 2 hours notice to stand in the hot 
sun, in the Davidson, for more than 5 minutes holding signs that said "HELP US" 
even though no one heard your pleas.

Individual

7129 6 4. Unfair cost to local citizens
While mining laws allow Augusta possession of the Rosemont ore body, they are 
requesting that the public, mostly local public to assume much of the cost of the ore 
extraction.

Individual

7129 13 d. Public will pay for discrepancies
Should there be any discrepancy between the reports and data submitted that is not 
discovered before mine approval, the mine will not be shut down. Instead the public 
will bear the cost of unforseen damage. The reports and data are too superficial to 
reasonably predict all impacts of the mine. The Forest Service should postpone its 
decision until much more detailed surface and groundwater studies are done. A 
detailed study of the pollution to be imparted on air and water is lacking. The 
proliferation of superfund sites due to copper mining is an indication of inadequate 
study and planning in the past. Please don't repeat the mistakes, but consider worst 
case scenarios.

Individual
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7129 21 The ore body will never be forgotten, but in the future, our mining methods will 
improve, and the extraction may be possible eith much less damage. It is likely that 
future generations will see our current practices as barbaric. 

Mine in much less sensitive areas.

Demand for metals may be met by increased production in existing mines. 

Demand for metals may be reduced by much more than the total output of the mine 
through conservation such as better recycling and less waste. Even elimination of 
copper from coins will make up for the loss in production.

In summary, the best decision on behalf of the public is NO ACTION.

Individual

7132 2 If I want to see industrial waste lands, I can find that much closer to home.  If I want 
to experience city life, I'd much rather spend my vacation and my money in New 
York, San Francisco, or London than Tucson.

Individual

7132 5 This tells us that your community does not value what it has, and so why should we 
value it?  It's easy to take our hard-earned money elsewhere.  It's not going to be easy 
for the local businesses and residents that this plan will most assuredly betray.  I urge 
you to put a stop to this travesty before it's too late.

Individual

7134 2 Farmers Investment Co. ("FICO") submits the following comments in response to 
the Coronado National Forest's request for comments regarding the scope of the 
environmental impact statement ("EIS") for mandatory National Environmental 
Policy Act ("NEPA") review of the proposed Mining Plan of Operations for the 
proposed Rosemont Copper Mine Project in the northern Santa Rita Mountains in 
the Nogales Ranger District, Coronado National Forest, in Pima County, Arizona.

FICO owns approximately 7,000 acres in and around Sahuarita in the Santa Cruz 
Valley and has operated a pecan farm since 1965. FICO operates a pecan processing 
plant and grows pecans on 4,500 acres. The Walden family has lived, worked, and 
enjoyed the natural wonders of the valley since 1948. In 2008 FICO began its 60th 
year in this beautiful location. FICO employs about 250 people who have the 
benefits of paid vacations, healthcare for their families, and a 401k plan. This 
includes numerous members of 2nd and 3rd generations of FICO families.

Business

7134 53 As a nation in the 19th century, the United States of America moved West using 
resources such as grass for grazing, forests for lumber, fish, fowl, and game for food. 
During this period of apparent limitless resources, Americans mined minerals 
without restraint. In the 21st century we realize that we must conserve the limited 
resourses of nature and provide stewardship for the future. This includes saving 
landscapes, view sheds, wildlife habitat, and forests from destruction by mankind.

Business

7135 1 I have also been planning on doing further training at Epona so I can work with 
horses professionally.

Individual
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7136 2 "The Rosemont Copper Project is located about 30 mi southeast of Tucson along 83."

This is true if you use the city center. However, the center of Tucson is not the only 
area that would be impacted by the project and if Tucson at that distance is being 
studied then the following locales at the following distances be studied with the same 
level of detail for impacts.

Individual

7136 4 Additionally,

-I request that the Forest find out when the planned Davidson bridge renovation is 
supposed to occur and if it is supposed to occur BECAUSE of the proposed mine or 
if it was supposed to occur anyhow.

-IF it is occuring because of the proposed mine, should the taxpayers of the state of 
Arizona and the US have to pay this bill or should Rosemont Copper?

Individual

7136 7 -There is no cell service (or if there is, it is unreliable) once you go into the hills east 
on
 I-10 east of the Sonoita Exit. I suggest that Rosemont Copper proposes to add a 
large number of mining trucks on the ame roads as our students and commuting 
residents that it add additional cell towers in areas as needed along interstate ten with 
providers that the majority of residents use, not just one obscure provider.

Individual

7136 8 -There is one sheriff's substation for the area and it is located at Bear Canyon and 
Tanque Varde in the NE Tucson area. I suggest that if Rosemont Copper is 
proposeing to add an additional risk to the area that they pay for the Sheriff's 
substation that this area needs.

Individual

7136 12 -In my opinion, there is no "Safe" time to drive Sulfuric Acid on SR 83 and I suggest 
that the Forest commission a study to fly in the Sulfuric Acid on Military style 
Helicopters. I believe the boneyard next to DM airbase has such things for sale.

Individual
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7136 14 Rosemont claims the mine will be 30 miles from Tucson

Repeatedly the location of the mine has been referenced as 30 miles SE of Tucson. 
This is true if you are measuring to the city center. Here are realistic figures verified 
with Google earth (www.hiltonroad.com)

WITHIN 10 MILES OF
Santa Rita Experimental range and wildlife area  2 miles
Las Cienega National Preserve                               3 miles
Cienega Creek Natural Preserve                             3 miles
Corona De Tucson                                                      9 miles
Cienega Creek                                                             9 miles
Sonoita Crossroads                                                 10 miles
WITHIN 20 MILES OF
Green Valley                                                               13 miles
Vail                                                                               16 miles  
Tucson                                                                        18 miles
Patagonia                                                                   18 miles
WITHIN 30 MILES OF
Tubac                                                                          21 miles
Patagonia  Lake                                                        22 miles
WITHIN 40 MILES OF
Nogales                                                                     32 miles
Sierra Vista                                                                32 miles
Tombstone                                                                39 miles

Individual

7143 1 Our family has lived, farmed, ranched and recreated in southern Arizona since the 
1940s. We are submitting these comments personally, as people who treasure the 
Southern Arizona environment, including its flora, fauna, history, archaeology, and 
culture.

Organization

7147 2 The pollution is the second reason. This is still a pristine area but this mine will 
change that.

Individual

7150 1 The Arizona Department of Environmental Quality Water Quality Division (ADEQ) 
submits the following comments, which should be evaluated in the development of 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Rosemont Copper Project.

The proposed mining project would be located on 995 acres of private land and 
3,300 acres of National Forest System land about 30 miles southeast of Tucson, 
Arizona, in Pima County, AZ. Land under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Department of 
the Interior (3300 acres), Bureau of Land Management (15 acres), and the State of 
Arizona trust lands (75 acres) may be affected by certain activities associated with 
the proposed project, which is anticipated to produce ore over a period of 
approximately 20 years.

Government

7151 58 There are a myriad of additional questions that should be asked about this very ill-
advised project. However, I am confident that many other competent reviewer have 
had the time to ask questions we may have missed.

Organization
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7152 15 WHO BENEFITS
Rosemont's website refers to "overseas clients" and claim that "US origin 
concentrates are highly desired in the international market." Rosemont has been 
claiming that the United States needs this copper. Please consider this contradiction.

Individual

7152 17 Please do not grant whatever permits or approvals that would allow this ill-advised 
mine to go forward.

Individual

7153 1 We have lived in the Canelo area for 30 years, and we operate businesses in the 
Tucson and Sonoita areas. The proposed Rosemont Mine would be personally and 
professionally  devastating to us, our family, friends and clients.

Individual

7153 17 We ask for your careful and diligent research and response to these questions, as well 
as all questions presented during this comment period.

Individual

7155 1 Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed Rosemont copper mine 
in the Santa Rita Mountains of the Coronado National Forest.
The Center for Biological Diversity is a non-profit, public interest environmental 
organization dedicated to the protection of native species and their habitats though 
science, policy, and environmental law. The Center has over 40,000 members 
throughout Arizona and the United States. We submit these general scoping 
comments on behalf of our members, staff, and members of the public with an 
interest in protecting the natural and human environment of the Coronado region in 
southern Arizona.

Organization

7155 3 Secondly, language remains in the notice of intent that seems to skew the analysis 
from the start. The Coronado states that "The purpose of the proposed Forest Service 
action is to grant permission to the Company to use NFS land for certain activities 
related to operation of the Rosemont mine." Much has been made in the media of 
late regarding the notion that this proposed mine is a "done deal". Certainly this sort 
of language in the Notice has contributed to that perception, which in turn is 
negatively affecting the essential process of public participation in the review and 
critique of the proposed action. As a steward of the public's land, it is incumbent on 
the Coronado to stop rushing forward with this flawed process and embrace a more 
genuine consideration of public concern regarding this highly controversial proposal.

Organization

7156 12 Please do the right thing for southern AZ and deny the construction of the Rosemont 
Mine as we've had enough destruction and commercial utilization of our public 
lands. It's high time that the CNF do the right thing and opt for protecting this 
amazing heritage of both the American people and the species that call this area their 
home.

Please do the right thing, I know you will.

Individual

7158 4 I ask you to decide in favor of the Rosemont mine project.
Thank you for your time and consideration.

Individual

7161 7 Please Take "no action" on this proposal.Individual
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7162 1 Pursuant to the National Environmental Protection Act of 1969 as well as 
supplemental implementing regulations, the comments below identify issues that we 
believe should be included in the scope of Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
concerning the Rosemont Copper Mine project in the Santa Rita Mountains south of 
Tucson.

While I have identified the specific issues below, there is no inference that my 
concerns regarding this project are limited exclusively to just these matters. I have 
significant concerns about all of the other potential environmental impacts of a 
project of this magnitude.

Individual

7162 2 Evaluation of the impacts:
Augusta Resources, Inc. has filed a proposed Mine Plan of Operations (MPO) with 
the U.S. Forest Service for the Rosemont Copper Mine. In this document, the 
proponent, Augusta Resources, makes assertions about what the potential impacts 
will be for this project. When evaluating the potential impacts of this project, the 
Forest Service must not accept these assertions at face value. Mining in the United 
States is a relatively mature industry. Consequently, the Forest Service should obtain 
data and information from other comparable projects in order to provide a basis for 
evaluating the impacts of the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine.

Individual

7162 12 Also, this is another example of why the Forest Service must examine these types of 
impacts at other similar mining operations in order to more effectively and 
completely evaluate the impacts of the proposed Rosemont Mine.

The Forest Service is considering a matter that will affect many future generations. 
The life expectancy of the Rosemont Mine is only 20 years yet its impact will be 
permanent. In order to fulfill the stewardship responsibilities of maintaining 
sustainable forests as envisioned by Gifford Pinchot, the Forest Service must error 
on the side of obtaining more complete information as opposed to rushing this 
critically important process in order to meet the needs of Augusta's investors.

Individual

7163 1 On behalf of Defenders of Wildlife, please accept the attached comments, re: 
Scoping for the proposed Rosemont Copper Project Environmental Impact 
Statement, Coronado National Forest. Please respond to this e-mail to confirm your 
receipt of this electronic submission, and confirm that you are able to read the .pdf 
document's contents.

We appreciate your attention to the concerns and issues identified herein. Please feel 
free to contact me with any questions or clarifications.

Organization
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7163 2 Please accept these comments on behalf of Defenders of Wildlife as a part of the 
public record regarding the Augusta Resources Corporation/ Rosemont Mining 
Company's (Augusta/Rosemont) proposed open pit copper mine in the northern 
portion of the Santa Rita Mountains, directly impacting 3,330 Coronado National 
Forest (CNF) land, 995 acres of private land, 75 acres of State Trust Land (STL), 
and 15 acres of Bureau of Land Management (BLM) land. We appreciate the CNF 
conducting an extended public process and comment period in response to the 
significant public interest, concern and opposition to the proposed Rosemont Mine.

Defenders of Wildlife (Defenders) is a national, nonprofit membership organization 
dedicated to the protection of all native animals and plants in their natural 
communities. We work to protect and restore America's native  wildlife, safeguard 
habitat, resolve conflicts, work across international borders and educate and mobilize 
the public. Defenders represents more than 522,000 members, and has more than 
5,000 active members in Arizona. In addition to the enclosed comments, Defenders 
endorses the efforts and comments of the Save the Scenic Santa Ritas as well as the 
Coalition for Sonoran Desert Protection, of which we are a member organization.

Organization

7163 17 Questions to be answered in the EIS: 
How will the project impact the ecosystem at a landscape, and even regional scale 
the Forest Service's ability to conserve important public resources (i.e. healthy 
watersheds, the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, downstream impacts to 
communities and important conservation lands)?

Organization

7163 20 The Santa Rita Experimental Range (SRER) was the first experimental range ever 
designated. It was founded in 1903 and administered by the United States Forest 
Service until 1987 when the University of Arizona College of Agriculture took over 
administration of the site. Located directly to the east of the proposed Rosemont 
Mine site, the SRER conducts long-term ecological research in the area.

Questions to be answered in the EIS:

How will the mining operations impact the directly adjacent SRER's Long-Term 
Ecological Research with regard to its operations, research and conservation-related 
projects?
Will the experimental range be mitigated for indirect impacts from the mine?

Organization
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7163 21 National Environmental Observation Network (NEON)
"The National Ecological Observatory Network (NEON) is a continental-scale 
research platform for discovering and understanding the impacts of climate change, 
land-use change, invasive species on ecology. NEON will gather long-term data on 
ecological responses of the biosphere to changes in land use and climate, and on 
feedback with the geosphere, hydrosphere, and atmosphere. NEON is a national 
observatory, not a collection of regional observatories. It will consist of distributed 
sensor networks and experiments, linked by advanced cyberinfrastructure to record 
and achieve ecological data for at least 30 years. Using standardized protocols and an 
open data policy, NEON will gather essential data for developing the scientific 
understanding and theory required to manage the nation's ecological challenges" (see 
http://www.neoninc.org/.

The Santa Rita Experimental Range has been selected as the core wildlands site for 
the Desert Southwest ecoclimactic domain, which  will include the establishment of 
sophisticated climactic and biological monitoring equipment. The proximity of this 
ecological monitoring station to a large open pit mine raises several questions that 
need to be addressed in the EIS:

How will the mining operation impact the proposed National Environmental 
Observation Network Project, which is being developed in conjunction with the 
Santa Rita Experimental Range?
Will NEON be able to detect and track the level of airborne pollutants and ecosystem 
effects upon the local environment?
Will the mine negatively impact the ability of NEON to study a natural "wildland" 
environment?

Organization

7163 76 The proposed Rosemont Mine is proposed to be located in an ecologically sensitive 
area, and in close proximity to the human populations found in south Tucson, 
Patagonia, Elgin and Sonoita. The proposed mining operation will have numerous 
deleterious impacts to the affected area and its inhabitants, including the landmark 
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan and the growing travel and tourism-related 
economy. These impacts must be fully disclosed and analyzed in an Environmental 
Impact Statement.

Organization

7166 24 I appreciate the opportunity provided by the U.S. Forest Service to publicly voice my 
concerns about the proposed Rosemont Mine. I have endeavored to present my 
comments respectfully. However, my questions reflect a deep concern that this mine 
represents the exploitation of enormous essential and precious natural resources fro 
an organization's short-term economic gain. The long-term costs to Pima County 
may well prove too high to justify this venture.

Thanks to you at the Forest Service who have worked so hard on this project and 
will continue to do so. I am truly thankful for your careful stewardship of our nations 
lands.

Individual

7173 3 Please consider the serious environmental effect of this decision.

There are plenty of resources where mines can be built and it is less than ideal to 
destroy natural untouched land to begin such a project.

Business
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7175 19 I know many employees of the Forest Service who work on the Coronado National 
Forest. I have great respect for their work and their commitment to the mission of 
their agency. I enjoy their company as individuals, and as they know, am happy to 
help them accomplish their goals, whether I am financially compensated or not. I 
hope that the Forest Service personnel responsible for environmental compliance for 
the Rosemont Copper Project are as conscientious and committed to the land as my 
colleagues are, and that they ensure that the compliance process work is thorough, 
well thought-out ans executred, and of the highest quality possible, using the best 
available science. In my opinion, many consulting firms get away with shoddy work 
because their work is not critically reviewed by the agancies contracting them. 
Agency personnel either do not take time, or may not have the expertise, to critiaclly 
review the data, or the interpertation of the data. If the Forest Service has not already 
done so, it is imparitive that study designs and methodology for the EIS be reviewed 
by knowledgeable people outside the SWCA before data collection begind; 
otherwise data may be invalid or incomplete. If problems are dealt with at this stage, 
a minimum of tax dollars and time will be wasted. Data and its interpertaion should 
also be critically reviewed by knowledgeable people outside the consulting firm. The 
public deserves that this EIS be of the highest quality possible.

Individual

7175 21 I have reiterated, ad nauseum, how important it is to have qualified people collect 
data on bats, and although I am on of those qualified people, I have not written this 
in the hope of getting a contract- my plate is quite full. My intent is to ensure that 
good decisions are made regarding these species, and that the best available science 
is used in making decisions.

Individual

7178 1 IT'S VERY DIFFICULT TO WRITE THIS LETTER AND SUCCINCTLY PUT 
INTO WORDS THE DEVASTATION THAT THE PURPOSED ROSEMONT 
MINE WOULD HAVE ON THE SURROUNDING ENVIRONMENT AND 
COMMUNITIES.

Individual

7178 6 PLEASE, PLEASE DO NOT LET ROSEMONT MINE PROCEED STRICTLY 
BECAUSE OF THE FINANCIAL GAIN TO THE COMPANY AND THE 
LIMITED JOBS THAT WILL BE SUPPLIED BY THE MINE.

Individual

7180 2 Is this true or a false statement, if ture it is dangerous as to their disregard for a 
federal preserve, if false it is a statement that led us to believe they could have taken 
water from a preserve. Either way the statement is disturbing.

Individual

7182 1 For me as a German it looks like your area is reacting like a 3. world country.Some 
foreigners take your minerals, give you some money and make a big profit and leave 
you with an destroyed landscape. What a waste! Your treasure is this nearly 
untouched Natur. I am working as a tourist guide in Germany and Tourism is the 
biggest buissnes on my Island.I told some friens and buisnesspartner about the 
Senoita Area and they want to visit the Apache Springs Ranch and make some hikes. 
But now I have to tell them thats not true anymore, that they can visit a mine and see 
destroyed Natur???

Individual

7184 5 The 17.8 sq. kilometer Iron Mountain Mine in nothern California, which closed in 
1963, generates water 10,000 times more acidic that battery acid and is poisoning 
aquatic life in the Sacramento River and San Francisco Bay. Experts predict that Iron 
Mountain will poison its watershed for at least 3,000 years.

Individual
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7184 10 A report by Michael P. Davies titled, "Tailings Impoundment Failures: Are 
Geotechnical Engineers Listening?" demonstrates how common tailings dam failures 
are across the world. Talings dam failures, in fact, have accounted for three quarters 
of all major mining accidents over the past quarter century.

Individual

7192 1 I am submitting scoping comments on the proposed Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Rosemont Copper Project in the Coronado National Forest. I am doing 
so on behalf of the Sky Island Aliiance.

Sky Island Alliance is a grassroots organization dedicated to the protection and 
restoration of the rich natural heritage of native species and habitats in the Sky Island 
region of the southwestern United States and northwestern Mexico. We work with 
volunteers, scientists, land ownders, public officials, and government agencies to 
establish protected areas, restore healthy landscapes, and promote public 
appreciation of the region's unique biological diversity.

Organization

7192 20 There are clearly a host of important issues and impacts that need to be thoroughly 
considered in the Environmental Impact Statement for the Rosemont Copper Project. 
There is no doubt that mining, leaching, dumping, stockpiling, and other activities 
associated with mineral extraction are not compatible with conservation of 
biologically rich lands. The Tucson community has repeatedly supported 
conservation of such lands, including those in the project area. We trust that the 
Coronoado National Forest is examining this project will recognize the wisdom of 
rejecting it, and protecting these lands for current and future inhabitants of southern 
Arizona.

Organization

7194 1 The history of the west is the repeated story of profiteers mining the earth, mining 
until they are bankrupt, and leaving behind the giant environmental mess that never 
gets cleaned up. Look around Arizona; Bisbee,Jerome,Ajo to name only a few.

Individual

7194 7 If this mining company can not afford the upfront cost and added account 
contributions, then they are not the company to be allowed to use he Forest land. 
Who is to say for certain what will be more valuable in the future, the copper in the 
ground or the water in this drought prone land. Forest Service, don't let us down, we 
are counting on you to protect us.

Individual

7198 6 The company also has committed to create a 25 million dollar endowment to be 
managed by Arizonans to benefit local communities. In addition, $500,000 will be 
donated by the company annually during mine operations to be used for the 
preservation of open space, mitigation of wildlife habitat and to meet other 
community needs.

Organization
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7198 13 Everyone is feeling the consequences of our Nation's reliance on foreign sources of 
crude oil every time they pull into a gas station. Unless we want to experience the 
same consequences the metals we require as a society, it is important that we take 
steps today to ensure that we decrease and not increase our foreign reliance on 
minerals. Attached to our comments and incorporated by referenc is the United 
States Geological Survey's (USGS) 2006 U.S. Net Import Reliance for Selected 
Nonfuel Mineral Materials. Note that our major import sources of copper are Chile, 
Canada, Peru and Mexico. China has recently tied up major copper deposits in Chile 
and Africa. Thus, it is important that we develop our own resources if we are going 
to continue the high standard of living we have enjoyed as a Nation.

Copper is an essential metal to our economic and national security. It also is essential 
to the development of new technologies and alternative energy sources. For example, 
4 times the amount of copper is required to generate 1 kilowatt of wind-powered 
energy as 1 kilowatt of coal-fired energy. Hybrid automobiles use twice the amount 
of copper as an internal combustion engine automobile. Copper also is essential to 
the development of solar energy. And copper is essential to electrical wiring, jet 
aircraft, submarines, naval ships and computers. Molybdenum is a key metal used to 
harden steel, for the manufacture of military defense equipment and for removing 
sulfur and other pollutants in the crude oil refining process.  Rosemont will produce 
5% of our country's copper needs for an entire generation in addition to helping to 
meet our country's demand for molybdenum and silver.

Organization

7198 14 The company's Plan of Operation indicates that its mine plan utilizing today's 
technology will produce and environmentally responsible mine with a small footprint 
that will contribute to sustainable development.

Organization

7198 17 In analyzing the project, the Forest Service must issue a Record of Decision that is 
consistent with Congress's declaration of a national minerals policy in the 1970 
Mining and Mineral Policy Act (30 USC SS 21A). This statue states is part:
        The Congress declares that it is the continuing policy of the Federal 
Government in the National interest to foster and encourage private enterprise in (1) 
the development of economic sound and stable domestic mining, minerals, metal and 
mineral reclamation industries, (2) the orderly and economic development of 
domestic mineral resources, reserves and reclamation of metals and minerals to help 
assure satisfaction of industrial security and environmental needs…

World-wide demand for copper is expected to continue to increase as China, India 
and other developed nations strive to electrify their countries and provide the 
benefits of a middle class. Meeting as much of our copper demand from domestic 
sources is an important objective and consistent with the Mining and Minerals Policy 
Act of 1970.

Organization

7200 1 These comments are submitted on behalf of Sierra Club-Rincon Group, a regional 
non-profit conservation organization dedicated to the protection of the environment. 
We respectfully submit these comments on the scope of the Environmental Impacts 
Statement (EIS) to be prepared for the Rosemont Copper Project in the Coronado 
National forest on behalf of our 3,500 plus members in Southern Arizona.

Organization
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7200 9 The EIS must also contain an accurate description of riparian areas and all other 
water resources in the area, including groundwater, as well as the current air quality 
in the area. These baseline descriptions of the environmental resources that will be 
impacted by the project are important for both the reader and the agency, in order to 
understand the actual impact of the proposed activities on these resources.

Organization

7201 1 A Land in Balance, LLC was formed by concerned community members to protect 
the San Rafael Valley, located in southeastern Arizona, from open-pit mining 
intrusion.

Organization

7203 1 Please remember that we are STEWARDS of the Planet Earth, not rapists! Protect 
the earth first!

Individual

7204 2 Our natural heritage is of the utmost importance and the greatest gift we can give the 
next generations.

Individual

7205 2 The damage done to this beautiful and historic area will be permanent, not only 
during the mining operations. The scars marring this primal area will be forever and 
irreparable.

Individual

7206 3 I remember a similar experience years ago when I came across such a mine further 
north in Arizona and vowed never to go back - it was too painful to see.

I urge you to put a stop to this travesty before it's too late. Please do not let short 
term greed prevail over taking care of this beautiful natural resource for future 
generations.

Individual

7208 1 I am strongly in favor of preserving our natural landscape and habitats and I would 
like to visit the Santa Rita Mountains next year.

Individual

7208 3 Please remember and speak up for those of us who enjoy and appreciate our natural 
countryside and nature as it is, and do not stand up for the few who will profit from 
the project.

Individual

7209 3 I have seen the Tuscan area and find Arizona a very sacred ground in which 
everyone should work to preserve her natural environment.

This subject matter is very near and dear to my heart. As I am turning my Rocky 
Mountain Horse Breeding farm into a therapeutic wellness facility and helping 
people with horses. For the past 2 years, in addition to fighting the bank in litigation 
to hold onto our farm, our surrounding area has been destroyed by growing industrial 
conglomerates. If I want to see industrial waste lands, I can find that much closer to 
home. I'd much rather spend my vacation and my money in the sacred grounds of 
Arizona!

Individual

7213 4 The Santa Ritas need to be saved! It's too bad Pfeizer is ruining the other side of the 
range - isn't that enough.

Individual

7215 2 Mining operations have been and will continue to be of value to this country, but not 
at the expense of our vanishing natural surroundings. They are here for a reason, and 
not just to be pleasing to the eye. This proposal has only to do with money in the 
pockets and nothing to do with keeping our nation and this earth alive for future 
generations. Is it that difficult to see?

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 91 of 224



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Other

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7217 1 As Americans, we have to be assured that all of our places of beauty and rest will not 
be destroyed. The Epona Center has been such as place. A place where you can go 
learn life enriching skills and enjoy the beauty and peace of the Sonoita/Patagonia 
area a vacation of the most fulfilling kind.

Individual

7223 3 I am lodging a complaint regarding the proposed Rosemont Mine Project. I have 
frequently visited Sonoita area from my home is Seattle, Washington, and I have co-
facilitated workshops at the Epona Center at the Apache Springs Ranch. I am 
disturbed to hear that a mine is even being considered in this beautiful historic area, 
which would be forever marred by the irreparable damage a mine would cause to the 
landscape, the wildlife, and the environment, much less the rare peace and quiet I 
have experienced there, which is so unique and such a contrast to the now urbanized 
desert cities of Phoenix and Tucson.

Individual

7223 5 My clients come to the area for similar reasons. I'm sure all of the residents of the 
area would agree. To hear that the livelihood of this entire extended community is 
being sacrificed for a mine owned by foreign businesses seems ridiculous and short-
sighted and out of context with the wishes of the land's inhabitants. 

Please do not turn this unique and treasured western landscape into an industrial 
wasteland.

Individual

7224 1 Dear Sirs, I am writing in regard to the proposed mine at Rosemont Junction. I live 
within 12 miles of the proposed site and after much research believe that it will 
destroy on of the last precious places in our area.

Individual

7227 7 My company in Tucson supports 80 high quality manufacturing jobs in a high tech 
field. I care about the region and the quality of life in Southern Arizona. Please don't 
allow this mine proposal to go forward!

Business

7230 5 It is worrying to think of the impact it will have on the wildlife, trees and vegetation 
that will be destroyed and the pollution that will do doubt affect the surrounding area.

Individual

7231 2 I really would have hoped that by now you and Senator McCain would have joined 
the rest of our State and Local Representatives, in our fight to stop this mine. 
Arizona is not just about mining anymore although I am not against mining entirely, 
I feel that this is just the wrong place and the wrong time to introduce another open 
pit mine into the area suggested.

Individual

7231 4 Our community, which consists of 425 square miles in area, A population of 44 
thousand people, aprox 25 Thousand Registered voters, is outraged by the lack of 
commitment on your part in this matter. We are about 80% republican voters in my 
neighborhood/valley. We put you in office, we count on you to represent our voice, 
WHERE ARE YOU??? You are not representing what the majority of your 
constituents want, are you listening at all, are we writing for nothing. It is time now 
to listen and speak for the majority of your constituents, help us stop this mine,

Individual
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7235 1 The Santa Rita mountains have been in existence for millions of years.  They have 
evolved during that time, along with the multitude of species of plants, animals and 
other living creatures that now reside there.  The Santa Ritas are known for their 
biological diversity and are the home of several endangered species.  This scenic and 
biologically rich area, in its natural state, is a tremendous asset to the surrounding 
community and the world in general.  With such areas of open space and biological 
diversity under siege worldwide by the pressures of development, the recreational, 
educational and aesthetic value of these mountains will continue to grow.

Individual

7240 1 We have spent some time at the Epona Center at the Apache Ranch, we were awed 
by the simple and peaceful beauty of the area.  We strongly protest open mining in 
this area as you will destroy everything that makes the area so beautiful, you will 
greatly hurt people, animals and nature. Can you live with that??

Individual

7241 1 I just received an e-mail describing plans to create an open pit mine in the Santa Rita 
Mountain area.  I'm writing to you from Ontario, Canada.  Our community is 
currently in the process of trying to stop a limestone quarry (essentially an open pit 
mine) from being developed adjacent to the largeset significant wetland in Southern 
Ontario.  Many of our Canadian communities have been disrupted by mines, 
quarries, and gravel pits and research shows the far-reaching damage these industries 
cause to the community, the environment, and the future of our children and planet.  
You are probably aware of the environmental devastation caused by ill-considered 
industrial activity.  News of disapearing forests, wetlands, species, and diversity is 
ubiquitous in the media daily.  The past is somewhat forgivable because society was 
unaware of the global effects of unchecked commercial plundering.  Many scientists 
are now calling for a policy of "contraction" while we allow our planet to heal.

Individual

7241 2 Alternatives to open pit mines do exist.  Europe, realizing the limits of natural 
resources, have installed stringent policies encouraging recycling of existing 
product.  The new terminal at the Toronto International Airport has been created 
using 90% recycled materials, so we in North America are slowing coming round to 
the idea of conservation.  BUT, ironically,  we are selling off much of our best 
farmland to European consortiums - as mines and quarries.

Individual

7241 3 I sincerely hope that the United States government, with its oft illustrious history of 
protecting citizens from greed and narrow-mindedness, will act to protect this 
irreplaceable legacy.  This kind of "development" is not irrevocable.  We humans are 
responsible for the shrinking biosphere and therein lies our hope.  - We humans can 
put the planet right, but only through foresight, wisdom, and a firm resolve to cherish 
the nature that sustains and created us.

Please, Please, act to protect this beautiful area.  Go down in history not as 
destroyers, but as conservers.

Individual

7245 2 My first visit ti this area was four years ago and I was so drawn to the to the rustic 
beauty , it's untouched  land, a sense of being in a place that was pure.. As I would 
drive along Highway  83 I would pull over and stop, time and time again just to take 
in the sight and feel of the mountains and all that surrounded me. I'd hate to think 
that when I go there again I will no longer be able to experience that sense of wonder 
and beauty. That somehow it will no longer be that natural and pure place I 
remembered.

Individual
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7246 1 I have also enjoyed staying at the lovely bed and breakfasts there and being able to 
visit with those that love the land and can sit outside at night and see the stars from 
horizon to horizon in beautifully clear skies. The people that I have met there are 
there for the natural environment including the artists and store owners that provide 
for the tourists as well.

Individual

7248 1 From my home so far away in England I hear that yet another beautiful preserved 
part of our dear cherished planet will be turned form beautiful healthy and natural 
into a gaping hole of ugliness; for the sake of short term gain.  Is this right?  Is it 
true?

I don't know how to appeal to you in ways you can relate to as I don't know you; do 
you even have any power in this matter.  But something must be said;

OUR EARTH IS       OUR   HOME       YOURS  AND  MINE

LET    US  TREAT   HER   WITH   LOVE   RESPECT   NURTURING

as we know for definite material exploitation will take us under.

Let's explore our motives and examine what each of us can do

I'm writing this to me as well as you

Individual

7250 2 Last April I stayed here a few weeks and it was just  fantastic. Sitting out there and 
watch the stars without seeing electronic lights and the noise of the industry is 
something I can't find in The Netherlands and in most other countries in Europe.

Individual

7250 3 To earn money is important but there must be other possibilities to earn money on a 
more environmentalfriendly way.

Individual

7253 7 The proposed Rosemont Copper Mine is located in the Rosemont Valley in the Santa 
Rita Mountains. The impact of the mine will be particularly felt by the greater 
Tucson metropolitan area and surrounding smaller communities such as Corona de 
Tucson and Vail in Pima County and Sonoita and Patagonia in the Santa Cruz 
County.

Organization

7253 73 -How far from the disturbed area would the impacts be felt?Organization
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7257 2 Additionally, my brother, a two tour Iraqi veteran, is so outraged at Rosemont's 
tactics of using the excuse that veterans might not be able to "clothe and feed their 
children" if the mine does not go through that he expressed his interest in flying to 
Arizona to speak for three minutes.

I am not doing this on a wild hair.  There is documented evidence in the comments 
dating from the 18th of March 2008 showing advocacy.  We are the community that 
would be the most impacted by this proposal should it be approved (whether 
negatively or positively) and I ask you to see us.  

You can hear me speak at the Sahuarita hearing here and see examples of traffic 
issues and just asking the Forest to see us.  We do exist!

Http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bY3JF118VjU

Individual

7261 6 Her main concern was water quantity and quality, but she was also concerned about 
scenic values, airborne dust, and foreign involvement, especially the investment by 
Sumitomo.

Individual

7263 2 It is hard to believe that the USFS would even consider letting Rosemont use the 
area near the ranch for  a dumping ground for their waste tailings. We have seen the 
maps, we have heard their song and dance. After all, the National Forest belongs to 
everybody, not just a few. Either way, I don't think the USFS should be taking the hit 
on this. The administration in Washington, DC doesn't care one bit about the 
envronment. That is the bottom line. So we are going to fight this nightmare as long 
as we can, and if it goes through we will just have to say  "we told you so." We are 
not the enemy, we are just ordinary people who do not want the area destroyed.

Individual

7267 1 I live with my family just 5 miles from the proposed Rosemont mine. I never thought 
when we decided to move here, less than two years ago, that I would become 
involved in a battle with corporate America. It is simply a case of GREED that has 
now put this beautiful area of the west in such peril. I am so tired of watching the 
way a corporation can come in and spin so called facts to suit their needs and reduce 
the concerns of the unsuspecting public as nothing but the ramblings of those crazy 
environmentalists, nimbys, senior citizens, and college kids.

Individual

7267 4 We are not just a few senile crazies spouting dribble in an effort to stop this mine. In 
fact we are people from all walks of life, some have never before been involved in 
anything like this fight before. For the average person to find the courage to get up in 
front of a crowd and passionately speak their mind, should give you some indication 
how serious this issue is. It is crazy to put the WANTS of a few, over the NEEDS of 
many, WATER is the issue at hand. Rosemont can continue to spin the story all they 
want, but people NEED water to survive, putting our water at risk is not the right 
thing to do.

Individual
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7272 1 I write to you, as a native Tucsonan, who is currently living in Sonoita and who is 
extremely concerned about the proposed Rosemont Mine. As a child, our family had 
very little money so we found camping on Mt. Lemmon to be a very inexpensive 
family vacation. I always thought that our National Forests were for the enjoyment of 
the taxpayers. Apparently, I am wrong. The Coronodo National Forest will become a 
dumping site of waste rock and tailings. Hundreds of acres paid for and enjoyed by 
American taxpayers will be destroyed by a foreign registered company scheduled to 
ship the majority of the mine copper outside of the United States.

Individual

7272 8 The proposed mine property contains many very, very old Oak trees and is one of the 
most pristine lands we have. If anyone believes that the mine can put this land back 
to anything close to what it is now, they are just dead wrong. It's impossible. The 
proposed mining site will destroy this area forever.

Individual

7272 9 Contrary to what Augusta would have you believe, there is huge opposition to this 
mine. I urge you to consider the destruction of the Santa Ritas and Coronado 
National Forest by this open pit copper mine, as a travesty of the public trust and to 
reject the Rosemont Coppper proposal.

Individual

7275 3 The tailings dump at Feeport-McMoran's Sierrita Mine covers about 7 square miles, 
and I would expect the Rosemont dump to be about the same. Rosemont will have to 
acquire more land than they now control, but I think they may be able to do that, 
though it may take some machiniations at high governmental levels and, of course, 
money.

Individual

7276 1 The National Park Service has no comments at this time on: 
ER-08/0357 - Rosemont Copper Project, Coronado National Forest

Government

7280 1 I support and concur with those comments and concerns of Representative Gabrielle 
Giffords; Member of the U.S. Congress as written in her letter to Mr. Corbin 
Newman; Regional Forester U.S. Forest Service Region 3.  Please Re-consider the 
negative impact of the Rosemont Coper Project in the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

7281 5 The loss of beauty in the short term, as well as use of the land for recreation and the 
destruction of the land for an unforseeable long-term are easily enough to outweigh 
any short-term gain.

Individual

7282 1 I write to you, as a native Tucsonan, who is currently living in Sonoita and who is 
extremely concerned about the proposed Rosemont Mine. As a child, our family had 
very little money so we found camping on Mt. Lemmon to be a very inexpensive 
family vacation. I always thought that our National Forests were for the enjoyment of 
the taxpayers. Apparently, I am wrong. The Coronodo National Forest will become a 
dumping site of waste rock and tailings. Hundreds of acres paid for and enjoyed by 
American taxpayers will be destroyed by a foreign registered company scheduled to 
ship the majority of the mine copper outside of the United States.

Government

7282 8 The proposed mine property contains many very, very old Oak trees and is one of the 
most pristine lands we have. If anyone believes that the mine can put this land back 
to anything close to what it is now, they are just dead wrong. It's impossible. The 
proposed mining site will destroy this area forever.

Government
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7283 5 There was on one at this EIS scoping meeting who was prepared to tell the local 
community even one reason why it's not good for the environment to put an open pit 
copper mine in these mountains.  So there's not much gained by these meetings other 
than to give mine proponents a chance to talk you out of your opposition.  You'r not 
going to gain anything by arguing with them.  Their minds are made up.  They are all 
making money off of this proposed mine.

Individual

7288 3 Last item, The mine has developed local advertising on the merits of the mine and 
one is they will provide money to develop or create or help create areas to preserve 
the natural habitat of a area.  It seems to me they could do that by not destroying land 
that is now in it''s natural state and it would create more good will than developing a 
mine and then trying to pacify residents by giving a dollar or two to create a park or a 
few acres of natural growth land that is already in its natural state.

Individual

7290 1 Thank you for opening all these meetings on the proposal of Augusta. 
 We know you have a very difficult job of evaluating all the data..pro and con.
I truly believe anyone who even thinks of working for the Forest Service is because 
they care about the woodland, the forests and are environmentally conscious people.
That is why I want to encourage you to weigh the pros and cons of our forest land 
use and make the decision that you mlust make down the line.
I find it hard to imagine your decisions would be allowing something to happen that 
can be avoided and believe you will view the forest land as an inappropriate place to 
"dump" their left over trash.

Individual

7292 1 I am deeply concerned about this proposed mine along with several other mining 
lease renewals in the Empire Mountains.  I have been working closely with Empire 
Fagan Coalition and Pima County opposing these renewals.  I am not apposed to 
mining but the area that these mines, specifically Rosemont, will be detrimental to 
our eco system,

Individual

7292 4 Given all of these factors, this location in SE Pima County is a disastrous idea!  I 
urge you to critically review and evaluate  the full repercussions of the mining in this 
area.  Reclamation will not happen - and we as a community in Southern Arizona 
will lose so much to a foreign owned company who does NOT care what the end 
result will be.

Individual

7293 1 We have been following the proposed Rosemont Mine efforts and attending your 
recent public meetings.  We wanted to attend these meetings and move around the 
crowds so we could hear first-hand input from the various communities.  I am sure 
you found out, as we did, that there is strong opposition for this large mine being 
allowed in this area.  People here are so stressed that our government , and your 
government agency, would allow such a thing like this to happen based upon the 
looming water shortage we are facing here.  Many people that we spoke with said, 
"The Forest Service has already made up their mind to allow this mine to operate, 
these meetings are only window-dressing."  We truly hope that this is not the case.

Individual

7293 10 REMEMBER, THIS IS A FOREIGN COMPANY THAT WILL BE REMOVING 
OUR PRECIOUS METAL TO BE SHIPPED OVERSEAS.  WHY IN THE 
WORLD WOULD WE ALLOW THEM (FOREIGN ENTITY) TO DESTROY OUR 
GROUNDWATWER BASIN.  WHAT ABOUT THE POSSIBILITY OF 
DISPLACING AROUND 50,000 RESIDENTS IF OUR WATER SUPPLY 
ERODES.  PLUS THE HOMES IN THIS BASIN WOULD BECOME 
WORTHLESS.

Individual
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7293 11 If you want proof of our groundwater overdraft in this basin; contact the Department 
of Water Resources, Pima County Flood Control and the Pima County Board of 
Supervisors.

We have been hoping that our State government would step in and see the urgency 
of this matter.  The State of Arizona is at a crossroads.  If the State wants mining, 
then they must stop residential growth.  You cannot have it both ways.

Individual

7293 14 We are going to contact 20 / 20, Dateline, Lou Dobbs and all media outlets to try and 
get this story told to the entire United States.  We must protect our retirees and stop 
others from coming here and possibly losing a lot of their retirement money.  The 
State of Arizona should be ashamed of itself for issuing the 100 Year Guaranteed 
Water Certificates.  Politicians, and government officials, need to start being 
accountable.  We will not sit here and just let our community be destroyed because 
of greed.  We will not rest until this matter is presented to the country and large 
media outlets.  The worst part of this is that the damage will be done by a foreign 
company and the copper going to another country.  We are also distributing this 
letter to our politicians so they cannot use the excuse, when there is an emergency, 
that they did not know there was a problem or no one informed them of this 
groundwater overdraft.

Individual

7294 1 I am deeply concerned about this proposed mine along with several other mining 
lease renewals in the Empire Mountains.  I have been working closely with Empire 
Fagan Coalition and Pima County opposing these renewals.  I am not apposed to 
mining but the area that these mines, specifically Rosemont, will be detrimental to 
our eco system,

Individual

7294 4 Given all of these factors, this location in SE Pima County is a disastrous idea!  I 
urge you to critically review and evaluate  the full repercussions of the mining in this 
area.  Reclamation will not happen - and we as a community in Southern Arizona 
will lose so much to a foreign owned company who does NOT care what the end 
result will be.

Individual

7295 1 I am deeply concerned about this proposed mine along with several other mining 
lease renewals in the Empire Mountains.  I have been working closely with Empire 
Fagan Coalition and Pima County opposing these renewals.  I am not apposed to 
mining but the area that these mines, specifically Rosemont, will be detrimental to 
our eco system,

Individual

7295 4 Given all of these factors, this location in SE Pima County is a disastrous idea!  I 
urge you to critically review and evaluate  the full repercussions of the mining in this 
area.  Reclamation will not happen - and we as a community in Southern Arizona 
will lose so much to a foreign owned company who does NOT care what the end 
result will be.

Individual

7296 3 Last item, The mine has developed local advertising on the merits of the mine and 
one is they will provide money to develop or create or help create areas to preserve 
the natural habitat of a area.  It seems to me they could do that by not destroying land 
that is now in it''s natural state and it would create more good will than developing a 
mine and then trying to pacify residents by giving a dollar or two to create a park or a 
few acres of natural growth land that is already in its natural state.

Individual
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7297 1 I am a resident of the area, and I have determined that without mitigating measure 
built into this project which currently do not exist, I will be personally impacted

Individual

7297 5 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 motiviation 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 the CD-rom a curriculum vita to give you an 
idea of my credentials.

Individual

7297 20 In closing, I feel that the information that I have given you is so important that I have 
sent if by certified mail with proof of receipt, snf made it an attachment to an email 
to you, and I have sent copies of it to numerous people on my mailing list, including 
town officials of Sahuarita, and Congresswoman Gabrielle Gifford's office in Tucson.

Individual

7307 1 As a resident of Sonoita and frequent traveler on Highway 83, I have serious 
concerns about the proposed Rosemont Copper mine.

Individual

7311 2 What will be the impact upon local well resources in the area?Individual

7312 35 Rosemont has 12000 acres approx. of unpatented mining claims, what will prevent 
them from closing all of it?

Individual

7313 1 The general mission of the USDA Forest Service in its national website states: 
"Mission: The mission of the USDA Froest Service is to sustain the health, diversity, 
and productivity of the Nation's forests and grasslands to meet the needs of present 
and future generations." Will allowing mining activities on Forest Land continue its 
mission? If the response to this question is "yes" please identify the needs of present 
and future generations and demonstrate how the health, diversity and productivity of 
the Forestland will be sustained if Augusta is allowed to operate the mine in the 
Rosemont area. If the answer to the question is "no" then the Forest Service need go 
no further than to adopt a plan of "no action" with regard to the proposed Rosemont 
mine.

Individual
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7313 4 a mechanism can be implemented to ensure that any unforseen negative impacts can 
be suitably corrected, then they need go no further in this process and the Rosemont 
Mine should be denied their request to use Forest Service land. The Forest Service 
has then satisfied its motto "CARING FOR THE LAND AND SERVING PEOPLE" 
and can move on to more productive projects benefitting the majority of people it 
serves.

Individual

7313 27 The temporary benefit of 500 jobs is insufficient justificaiton for the irresponsible 
circumstances, be considered the best and most beneficial use of the land, but is 
merely the greedy multi-national corporations at work for their self-enrichment. The 
destructive use of these natural and irreplaceable resources for mining is not in the 
best interest of the Southern Arizona area nor its inhabitants.

Individual

7314 1 These are just some scoping questions and I reserve the right to send in more before 
11:59pm July 14th 2008 although I still hold out hope that someone will hear our 
pleas and see the incredible injustice that is being wrought upon our community 
within the 425 square miles and give us a stay and schedule a hearing and associated 
scoping continuance.

Individual

7314 7 Another Question-
-What sort of outreach has the Coronado National Forest done for potential 
employees of Rosemont Copper? When I stood in line at the Natural Resources 
Mining Career Fair it was quite apparent that the people I spoke with that they 
thought the mine would be up and running in two years. (The Fair date was June 
28th 2008). Obviously given legal requirements with the NEPA process this could 
not be true, so again, I ask.
-What outreach was done for potential employees of the Rosemont Copper mine?
-Did the CNF visit existing mines and educate employees on the process and how 
long these things can take?
-What other methods were used to let people know about the process?
-Did the CNF visit employee agencies and head hunters to let them know how long 
these processes can take?

Individual

7316 1 Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the mine plan submitted by Augusta 
Resource Corporation outlining their proposal for an open pit copper mine in the 
Rosemont area. I believe there are many issues that have not been fully explored. 
Further, I believe that comprehensive analysis of this project as presented will show 
that the proposal is not appropriate and that the agencies should not grant permission 
to conduct the mining activities on federal land as described in the mine plan.

Organization

7317 3 They purify our water and air, provide habitat and in fast shrinking world for wildlife 
and are a haven for people who still desire to connect with the earth and to learn 
about how ecosystems work
That such an ecological nightmare as this gigantic open pit copper mine is even 
being consider goes to show that our govt has failed to learn from past mistakes and 
still makes decisions based on money and power and ignores sound science, public 
health and the will of the people.

Individual

7317 4 Special places such as the Santa Rita Mountains fare National Treasures that should 
be managed sustainably and holistically …not turned into industrial wastelands with 
the tax payers and local communities left to deal with the tragic after effects 
generations after the companies have counted their profits and left.

Individual
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7323 1 We live adjacent to the Coronado Forest property that the proposed Rosemont mine 
is intending to use for its tailings/over burden. It will come right up to our 
subdivisions property lines.

Individual

7327 4 While we do need minerals, we don't need another dead hole in the ground, useless, 
ugly, forever.

Individual

7327 5 I suggest we leave the copper in the ground for now as a national security asset 
instead of shipping it around the world. If ever we really do need it, it'll be there. 
Interestingly enough, market reports show that the world has sufficient copper in 
production. One bidder for the ASARCO properties in southern Arizona promises to 
increase production twofold on existing properties (AzDailyStar ,July 3, 2008, page 
D1).

Individual

7327 19 When the mine waste piles, pits, and debris at Ajo and Green Valley are returned to 
their pre-mine native state on natural desert, dotted with homes and schools, or 
converted to landfills, reservoirs, or industrial parks, then maybe we can talk about 
this Rosemont project.

Individual

7328 1 Talk is talk and if this mine goes in there is no guarantee what they will or won't do. 
Tremendous damage can be done to adjacent communities and our lands.

Individual

7329 1 I recently visited the Epona Equestrian Center in the Sonoita, Arizona area and heard 
about the proposed Rosemont copper mine nearby. I was struck by the untouched, 
natural beauty of the Garner Canyon area in particular, and to hear that the area close 
by might be ravaged by dtip mining is unbelievable!

Everywhere strip mining has occurred, horrible environmental devestation has 
occurred, whith the land not being about to support life even after a century!

Individual

7329 11 Finally, imagine the ore taken from this copper mine being sent to China, not even 
being used here in the U.S.!!

If you can imagine all this, please prevent the Rosemont copper mine from ever 
existing. I am trusting you to be a cartaker of this beautiful land that would be 
spoiled forever by strip mining.

Individual

7330 2 When a project of this proportion, one that will affect the quality of life of so many, 
is introduced with a notice of intent in the National Register, I find myself so angry I 
am speechless. I realize that you, the National Forest Service, have done exactly 
what the rules require you to do, but do you as a person, a citizen of the United 
States, really feel that if you were in our place you wouldn't also feel the outrage that 
we do.

Individual

7330 4 This is not rocket science here, we simply wanted to be given the consideration of 
having a hearing in OUR BACKYARD, especially since it is OUR BACKYARD 
about to be trashed. We have been labled NIMBYS throughout this process that you 
call "educating the public", it seems odd to me that we people who have the most to 
loose, have been made to jump through hoops in an effort to be heard.

Individual

7331 3 To hear that the livelihood of this entire extended community is being sacrificed for 
a mine owned by foreign investors seems ridiculous and ill-conceived; yet another 
short-term money grab with long term negative consequences. Why here? Why now?

Individual
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7335 4 You, the Forrest Service, are not supposed to be  engaging in commercial activities, 
exchanging land to your benefit and the the detriment of the public. You are not 
charged with commercial commerce and development!

Individual

7335 6 You are commissioned to look after the welfare of the people's collective land, 
protect the land, and make sure careless and permanent damage to the protected and 
publicly owned land is preserved.

Individual

7335 9 You are aware so please remember that the chemical runoff will devastate the 
surrounding area with pollution. You know that so please don't let the fast talking 
companies smooth talk you into a immoral decision.
I beg you to make a decision with a wide and long range lens and the future of the 
planet in mind, that is after all your charge. You may look at this as a small area, a 
small issue, but the domino effect is irreversible and has the longest possible 
implications for the whole planet. Think green, it is the in thing. 
However, if you do not make, will not make the moral choice you will find that those 
of us living here and those who care deeply about the area will never give up the 
fight. This will drag on until there is no fight left in those who want to put an open 
pit mine in the middle of a beautiful and precious community of nature and humans. 
If you hear passion on my part and on the part of so many others know that is is 
grounded in fact, in concern for survival and for love of this beautiful area. 
Thank you for your attention and for your thoughtful response to this important issue.

Individual

7336 1 According to the EPA, hard rock mines are the #1 polluter in the United States. 
According to a local expert, 70 % of hard rock mine containment liners fail. Dump 
and run scenarios happen frequently in the mining industry. Historically, 
bankruptcies and abandonment of contaminated sites plague American mining and 
the global mining industry in general. Definitive, perpetually binding steps should be 
taken to insure this doesn't happen here.

Individual

7336 6 The Coronado National Forest Service should not be allowed to sell out our quality 
of life and our resources, especially to foreign companies and interests. Please find 
out how many Afghanistan and Iraq War Veterans are currently employed by 
Augusta/Rosemont Copper to see how they're doing supporting out troops. The 
Forest Service must require clear definition of and secure the company's total 
financial obligations to reclaim the devastated site and live up to all promises, before 
the project begins and before cooper prices drop significantly. The Forest Service 
should take definitive steps to prevent dump and run from happening here.

Individual

7336 15 Economic- Determine the actual cash value of a Canadian firm setting up shop in our 
national forest, harvesting then selling raw materials overseas, while trashing our 
public lands and our quality of life, so that the ore can be processed, manufactured, 
value added, then sold back to us at a premium. This is a new source for our nation's 
devastating economic/trade deficit. The economics of this proposal are a failure at 
best. The Rosemont  Copper Project proposal is not in the best interest of the 
American people. The actual economic benefits of allowing Rosemont Copper to 
destroy 3,000 acres of National forest that belong to the American people, against 
our will, are doubtful. The Rosemont Proposal is an economic and public relations 
nightmare for the Federal Government, the Coronado National Forest Service, and 
the state of Arizona. People could lose their shirts and their jobs over this one. Show 
us how the Forest Service determines who wins and who loses.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 102 of 224



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Other

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7336 36 If approved, I believe as a condition, Augusta/Rosemont Copper should be required 
to pay up front, for all possible worst case scenarios, including lawsuit 
costs/damages and a comprehensive public environmental restoration fund, so that 
the money is tied up and cannot be withdrawn by the company, especially if the 
company falters, in perpetuity.

Individual

7336 38 'No Action' seems a good choice in my opinion, given the available facts and the 
state of the process. The Forest Service can minimize its losses before this proposed 
project becomes a huge embarrassment for the Forest Service. I don't believe the 
Coronado National Forest Service has the constitutional authority to wreak people's 
lives or destroy public land, but I know you have the social responsibility not to.

Individual

7340 16 You must listen to the local US citizens on this matter in opposing the mine. It 
should have never got this far. Where was the public 5 years ago when this first 
started? As I see it, this is public land, paid for by citizens taxes and your salaries are 
paid for by ctizen taxes. Don,t forget who you are working for.

Individual

7349 5 The Berkeley Pit is one and one-half miles wide , 1780 feet deep and is filled 900 
feet with water which is heavily acidic (pH value 2.5 - ask the snow geese and other 
water birds who've landed there and died along with many local pets). This water 
seeps out of the pit into local drinking water.

The water in the pit is laden with heavy metals and dangerous chemical such as 
arsenic, cadmium, zinc and sulfuric acid.

ARCO closed the pit in 1982 and removed the water pumps at which time the Pit 
filled with local ground water to the natural level. Unfortunately as it filled it has 
increasingly become an environmental problem with dissolved oxygen which allows 
pyrite and sulfide minerals in the ore to decay releasing  acid which arries a heavy 
load of dissolved heavy metals. The water contains so much metal (up to 187 
ppmCU/ft) the "mining" of the water is actually done. This water is extremly toxic. 
Finally in the 1990's plans began for remediation of the pit's groundwater problem 
without much success.

You can google the Berkely Pit and get more  information, history and current on-
going problems.

Individual

7356 1 Thank you for your help with this critical matter. My business offering self 
development seminars with the help of horses is dependent on the natural 
environment provided at Epona Center and Esperanza Stables of Sonoita.

Business

7357 3 And it will be a benefit to have more copper produced in the U.S. We all are 
currently suffering because of our dependence on foreign oil. Like oil fields, mines 
can't be developed over night, so we need to develop them now. You can't go a day 
without hearing on the news, how opening new oil fields will not help until 7-10 
years from now. How foolish we will be when we say the same for copper. Because 
of high metal prices, mining companies are eager to invest hundreds of millions of 
dollars in our state. We should develop our resources while we have the money and 
talent to do so.

Individual
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7357 4 I'm a native to Southern AZ, specifically just north of Sahuarita. I've visited the 
proposed site on and off for years. In fact, I can't remember the first time I camped or 
hiked in the Santa Rita mountains, especially in the Helvetia and Rosemont areas. 
And during the last few months I have visited the project site, and have seen the 
proposed footprint of the mine, dumps and facilities. It is small compared with the 
scores of huge housing developments in the Santa Cruz valley, Corona de Tucson 
and Vail. I think we can afford the land disturbance caused by the mine.

Individual

7357 5 I was very impressed and encouraged to learn about all the new technology and 
techniques they will be incorporating at the start of the mine. Surely this mine will 
have a fraction of the impacts than the current mines started years before critical 
operating and reclamation standards - yet with no less benefit to the economy. The 
next steps in the process, and the further studies you make will surely identify any 
serious problems with the project. Rosemont will then  have a chance to incorporate 
improvements. The current spotlight on the project will only serve to improve the 
project and its benefits to all. When the process is done, we can make informed, 
reasoned decisions, rather than relying on our emotions. This is a beautiful natural 
area, but so were our homes and work places before we paved them over. Only 0.25 
% of land in Arizona is disturbed by copper mining, while producing 65% of the 
nations copper. We can only mine the products that society needs, where those 
products are. But that leaves the remaining undisturbed areas for us to enjoy and 
protect.

In closing, I want to see this process completed so that everyone will have a full 
understanding of the cost and benefits of this proposed project. I am confident that 
most reasonable people will then agree that is a small price to pay. Thank you for 
your time and attention in reading my letter.

Individual

7359 4 I wonder how it is that you can sell off not only the beauty of this area, but also the 
communities and their livelihoods to people who, not only don't live in our country, 
but don't care about the people, the wildlife and the natural beauty and resources of 
this area. You were entrusted with the stewardship of this land, and to approve this 
would betray the people, the land, and the history of the area. Once it's gone, it's 
forever.

Individual

7359 5 I ask you to look deeply within yourself, and ask, "Was this how you were entrusted 
to guard and protect the land?" I ask that you be a good steward of this land, to be 
the warrior and have the courage to stand up for this land, and to be the fierce mother 
who protects those who can't speak for itself - if not for yourself then for your 
children or your brother's children, grandchildren and great-grand children.

Individual

7364 5 I'm insulted that a significant natural resource that attracts visitors from all over the 
world is being sacrificed for the benefit of Canadian and Japanese investors. The 
United States government, and it entity, the United States Forest Service, seem 
poised to betray the very basic reason for their existence…to protect the interests of 
the citizens of this country. Is it not the true responsibility of the Forest Service to 
protect our natural resources and ensure that they survive for the enjoyment of 
generations to come?

Individual
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7370 3 It will be a travesty and an outrage if you let this happen. Please do not destroy this 
area with the mining that is before the government at this time.

Leave this land for beauty and peace and homegrown opportunities to rejuvenate and 
appreciate the world.

Individual

7371 8 Liabilities:
1. Draining potable water supply, which is more precious than copper, to thousands 
of residents. Contaminating water supply with toxins, that will be there forever, that 
wildlife and plants need to survive..
2. Toxic dust that will blow into the surrounding communities & valleys posing 
health risk to the population.
3. Endangering lives from mine traffic & trucks on SR 83 & I-10.
4. Ruining a valuable renewable resource, OUR SANTA RITA MTS., forever.

Individual

7371 12 We have politicians, on both sides of the aisle, who NEVER AGREE, HAVE 
COME TO AGREEMENT ON THIS ISSUE.
FOREST SERVICE, ARE YOU LISTENING? THE MAJORITY DO NOT WANT 
THE MINE. THIS INCLUDES: TUCSON, VAIL, SAHUARITA, GREEN 
VALLEY, SONOITA, PATAGONIA, MARANA, ORO VALLEY. WHAT MORE 
NEEDS TO BE SAID AND DONE TO GET THE MESSAGE ACROSS.

Individual

7374 1 I live in the mountains east of San Diego.  We are struggling to preserve our trails 
and mountains after the devastating Cedar Fire.  It seems that the California State 
Parks are changing their emphasis from being a recreation oriented space for hikers, 
campers, mountain bikers and equestrians to a place to "preserve" and they are doing 
that by gradually limiting access to previously accessible spaces.

I am stunned to find out that there is a mining project proposed, called the Rosemont 
Mine project, in the beautiful Santa Rita mountain empire, particularly around 
Gardner Canyon, a place rich in history and currently home to Apache Springs 
Ranch.

Individual

7374 3 Does  the Forest Service have a mandate to preserve our forests or is the Forest 
Service's mandate to exploit the natural assets under it's jurisdiction?

Individual

7379 11 There will be no peace for anyone in the Sonoita Valley and surrounding 
communities, nor for wildlife, if this mine is approved by the Forest Service… and 
this government agency will have failed to honor it's motto--"Caring for the Land 
and Serving the People."

Individual

7379 14 In a recent television interview, Ms Derby responded to a question in reference to the 
Forest Service Hearing Meetings. She stated that allowing people to speak what is in 
their hearts helps to give --closure. I respectfully submit that this is a flawed 
assumption. Closure will only come when the Rosemont Mine Plan is rejected and 
the Forest Land is returned to the people of the United States.

Individual

7380 1 Unwinding the city life out of myself in desert retreats such as Epona is a gift that 
sustains me. Please consider this a sanctuary and let this sacred land with all the 
people and animals that gather here be at peace.

Individual

7382 1 Please seriously reconsider allowing foreign investor to ravage the beauty of the 
Southwestern wilderness.

Individual
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7388 1 There are very few true natural treasures in this country and to start industrializing 
this area is completely disrespectful to the beauty and national presence of this area.

Individual

7389 1 I was delighted by the pristine beauty of the natural environment around Tucson 
when I first visited family in your area in the early 90's. My folks have since moved 
to Thailand, but I still drop by Tucson when I go out West, hoping to visit Epona 
Center in 2009.

Individual

7390 1 To be able to get out of the city is always a treat.Individual

7392 1 The northern area of my home province has been devastated by mining with great 
negative impact on people, animals and land.

Individual

7394 3 Attached is a letter sent to the Pima County Board of Trustees in Oct. 2006 which 
clarifies the urgent need to protect our precious lands from the greedy companies that 
have no understanding or respect for our future generations. Consider this wisdom 
from our Native American heritage:
IROQUOIS CONFEDERACY GREAT LAW:
In our every deliberation we must consider theimpact of our decisions on the next 
seven generations.

Individual

7394 4 The news of a copper mine being given the right to destroy our beautiful Santa Rita 
Mountains is extremely distressing. Have  any of you been into those mountains and 
experienced the unspoiled wilderness that exists there? As a member of the Green 
Valley Hiking Club I have seen those wonderful mountains up close, and thrilled to 
the vast expanse of trees, shrubs, desert plants, rolling foothills and an occasional 
stream to sustain the bears, coyotes, mountain lions and others. I also have seen the 
scab that another mine is already making in the eastern side.

My next question is this, have any of you driven around the back roads of the already 
existing mines on the west side of Green Valley? I suggest that you do in order to see 
what open pit mining does to the land (say nothing of the pollution and excess 
consumption of water), and then ask yourselves, "Do I want to remove an idyllic 
landscape, and turn it into that condition? God made the mountains - just once. 
When they are gone there is nothing man can do to replace them. (Tailings and 
landfills don't count as natural mountains.) How would Tucson look if the Catalinas, 
the Rincons and the Tucson Mountains were carved up with mines?

Individual

7397 3 Where will man's ego end and his concern for the environment begin? The long term 
effects just don't seem worth it. I sincerely hope the local government and 
environmental department look at this proposal long and hard, ego's aside and deside 
that opening the mine will not be the best thing for the area.

Individual

7406 1 I have visited the Sonoita area, and I am disturbed by the idea that this beautiful 
valley is going to become the site of something as damaging as a huge open pit mine.

Individual

7406 3 A large part of the reason I spend the time and money to visit this area from my 
home in California involves in the serenity and unmatched beauty of the Santa Rita 
mountain empire, particularly Garder Canyon. Who would want to come so far to 
hike or trail ride or even drive past an open pit mine. Not to mention the ecological 
damage this does to the area.

Individual

7410 3 Please take a stand for our soil and protect it for all it's worth!!Individual
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7424 1 As a taxpayer who will suffer from the evironmental impacts and ultimately foot the 
bill for clean-up if this project fails (like many hard-rock mining companies have), I 
hope that you can find a few minutes to consider the points made in my letter to the 
Forest Service.

Individual

7429 11 The Mine Plan of Operations states that the Plan is based on conventional 
technology. This apparently means that only technologies that have been in general 
use for at least 25 years are considered. This must change.

Individual

7432 16 If this mine is okayed, it sends an inescapable visual message to our children that we 
are not particularly interested in repairing pollution, global warming, or the welfare 
of the planetary and human ecology, regardless of what we may verbally teach them 
in school and textbooks.

Organization

7440 8 What environmental problems will arise due to transporting groundwater to 
Rosemont mine?

Individual

7448 9 Don't believe all their promises of new and improved methods. Mining companies 
will always say it is "different this time'!

Individual

7449 5 In the mine proposal there are no overarching public benefits justifying the very 
costly known and unforeseen negative consequences including the debris and tailings 
left on public land. Whatever benefits accrue will largely go to the foreign 
corporations that will develop and finance the mine and to the ultimate foreign users 
of the copper.

Individual

7451 3 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
1. Direct Impact - The Pit

Individual

7451 20 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
28. As a matter of fact, all impacts directly related to the project are impacts to some 
of Vail because it is approximately 3-5 miles from the Hilton Road community as the 
crow flies.

Individual

7452 5 Not only would the mine create an unsightly  eyesore in this beautiful mountian 
range, but would negatively impact water quality, deplete the water table and would 
generally degrade the area from an environmental standpoint.

Business

7452 7 The economic benefits of the mine would impact the local communities of Sonoita 
and Patagonia and would create an environmental catastrophe in general.

Business

7453 3 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
1. Direct Impact - The Pit

Individual

7453 20 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
28. As a matter of fact, all impacts directly relate to the project are impacts to some 
of Vail because it is approximately 3-5 miles from the Hilton Road community as the 
crow flies.

Individual

7456 68 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Non-mining waste, such as sanitary waste and tires

Government

7463 2 While the copper in the ground constitutes a valuable resource, other valuable 
resources (habitat, energy and water) will be stressed by its exploitation.

Individual
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7469 2 Augusta Resource Co. owns only a portion of the proposed 4,415 acres for the 
project. The remainder of the land proposed by Augusta for the proejct is 
administered by the National Forest Service (3,330 acres), by the BLM (15 acres) 
and by the Arizona State Land Department State Trust Land (75 acres). It is the 
Forest Service's duty to the American people  to protect our natural resources, not to 
allow the decimation of these resources. Theodore Roosevelt, who founded the 
Forest Service, would cringe and roll over in his grave at such a prospect. Besides 
the actual land, what about all the animlas and vegetation that would be forever lost 
if this mine was allowed to become a reality. How can we be so ignorant and selfish?

Individual

7469 9 SOLUTIONS:
1) Exhaust the copper supply from mines already in existence throughout AZ and the 
U.S.

Individual

7469 10 SOLUTIONS:
2)Review the problems that arose with these mines, and how the problems were 
solved. If the problems were not solved, how can the problems be avoided in the 
future, if there ever was a true need for a new copper mine.

Individual

7475 2 People traveling from Tucson/Phoenix by car, motorcycle and bicycle on Scenic 
Hwy 83 to our location will have to pass the mine works and be impacted in a 
negative way

Business

7490 7 The U.S. government, individual state, and foreign countries collectively have 
invested more than 200 million of taxpayer's dollars for facilities at the Observatories 
on Mount Hopkins. It seems only wise to protect such a vast investment.

Business

7499 1 My husband and I are extremely concerned about the possibiltiy of a mine in our 
backyard. The environmental impact to this area is beyond words.

Individual

7504 4 When examining the various issues put forth, the cumulative impacts of all of the 
issues identified must be considered.

7508

7504 42 The Forest Service should also consider how the mine would get sufficient electrical 
power to it, and the cumulative impacts of 1) projected population and infrastructure 
growth; 2) power line siting and transmission lines; 3) the inability of Tucson 
Electric Power to provide Tucson area with sufficient power for its current and future 
needs; and 4) additional electrical power generation and the added impacts and 
effects on air pollution and global warming.

7508

7504 49 TEP wants Nogales to pollute its air, use its limited natural gas or backup diesel fuel 
supplies and its local ground water for cooling its turbines as it makes electricity to 
support this mine.  The impacts on consumer prices for natural gas and/or diesel fuel 
must also be examined.

7508

7504 140 What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the 
Coronado National Forest from the deleterious impacts of daily blasting?  What will 
be the cumulative environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of this blasting on 
nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the Coronado National Forest?

7508

7531 3 Anyhow, hear Supervisor Carroll address the issue brought up by a supporter of the 
mine on how the lack of the proposed mine would lead to increased terrorism.
Http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WvWZlhOiMNs

Individual
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7533 3 Environment - You know by looking at the other exisiting mines.Individual

7533 5 Foreign ownership- what do they care about Az. And the long term effects.
-taxes paid by foreign companies with tax shelters outside the US.

Individual

7541 1 The mine supporters who attended the meeting repeated how badly we need copper 
and how this mine will make it more available to US consumers. But one of those 
Pete (Rasco?) stated that we don't have smelters in this country so all the copper 
would have to be shipped overseas to smelters. With the high price of fuel and the 
negative impact to the environment of shipping it there and back to us, I would guess 
that the final cost to us would be no less than if we continue to get copper from 
whereever we're getting it now. And I understandthat there has already been a mine 
approved for Safford and there is a huge one in Silver City that is as ugly and 
monstrous as I have ever seen. Please consider this factor in your scoping process.

Individual

7544 3 Ruining a pristine area is of another concern.Individual

7558 17 Unless I have missed a lot, we seem to be moving ahead without sufficient detailed 
information to knw that it is the right thing to do. History has shown that the read - 
fire- then aim approach generally does not yeild good results.

Individual

7559 1 The ecological beauty and species integrity of this area must be maintained to insure 
the landscape of this part of Arizona be preserved for future generation. Our country 
has sacrificed too much open space and species in the name of greed and 
international profits and interests!

Individual

7569 5 There is nothing is this deal that will benefit Southern Arizona.Individual

7571 6 The Rosemont Valley provides valuable environmental goods and services and 
should be preserved for future generations, and not ravaged by an open pit copper 
mine. It contains a unique ecosystem (mid-elevation oak grassland) that provides 
habitat for wildlife, valuable watershed features (headwaters of Davidson 
Canyon/Cienega Creek), critical water supply for Tucson, and important recreational 
opportunities (hunting, hiking, off-road vehicle riding, horse back riding, bicycle 
riding, camping, bird watching, etc) for the citizens of Soutern Arizona. The wealth 
of social, economic, recreational and environmental services provided to our 
community will be lost forever if the Rosemont Valley is allowed to become an open 
pit coper mine. The EIS should thoroughly identify and examine these environmental 
and public services to determine exactly what would be lost and how the company 
must mitigate these losses.

Individual

7571 15 This proposal would disturb extensive amounts of Forest Service land. The EIS 
should analyze the amounts and types of land disturbances that would result from 
this proposal. Many existing land uses would never be replaced if this mine were 
approved, including loss of recreational land, loss of wildlife habitat, loss of wildlife 
corridors and foraging opportunities, loss of watershed functions, loss and damage to 
water resources, loss of soil and plant resources, loss of open space, and loss of 
viewshed. The EIS should determine whether these losses are worth the benefits 
from this mine, and determine how these extensive land disturbances should be 
mitigated.

Individual
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7577 1 It has been a life changing experience that I have enjoyed when working at the 
Epona Center but this is not the only experience I have had in this area. I have 
discovered this as a new area to me and my wife and I also discovered that there is a 
lot of people that visit this area and important to the local people is the fact that all 
these people are spending money. If you destroy this area it will be devastating to 
many people who have fallen in love with this area.

Individual

7577 4 If you think that people like me will go away just think for one minute about the 
situation the whole country is in right now. Gas prices making everything slowly 
move out of our reach. Vacationing is being limited to people driving short distances 
or planning longer to save for larger trips requiring air flights, only to find that once 
we have been limited to our own country to vacation in, people like you are slicing 
up the last good places so you can make yet another thing out of our reach by making 
it undesirable.

Individual

7583 6 Mines, in the past, have left eye sores and pollution. Augusta, who has never 
constructed or operated an open pit copper mine before, will be no different - no 
matter what they say. They can't be trusted. After all, they paid people to attend one 
of the Forest Service open houses. Pretty untrustworthy, if you ask me.

Individual

7592 12 Any and all past and present activities by the proposer that have changed affected 
areas from their pristine condition should be made public and their effects excluded 
from the environmental baseline that defines "pre-mining" conditions. All affected 
areas on both sides of the Santa Rita Mountains should be examined to ensure they 
remain in their original state.

Individual

7592 16 There are considerable activities necessary for this proposal on the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mountains. Examples include, but are not limited to, an access road, 
wells, pipelines, pumping (booster) stations, transmission lines, and a potential 
substation. Power for the proposed project will be delivered through approximately 
12 miles of transmission lines. These lines will be suspended from 90 foot towers, 
with a ground clearance of at least 70 feet. A water pipeline will be constructed to 
follow a similar path as the power lines. The disturbance to the environment of the 
Santa Cruz River Valley that these utilities traverse has not received the same 
attention as the proposed plan site on the east side of the Santa Ritas. As they are 
necessary for the proposal, the environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of 
these activities should be evaluated with equal rigor.

Individual

7592 26 Yearly estimates are presented for the use of hazardous materials including, but not 
limited to, 9,000,000 gallons of diesel fuel, 73,000 tons of sulfuric acid, 105,000 
gallons of fuels and oils and 1200 tons of ammonium nitrate. These materials have 
significant potential for explosion, toxic and corrosive spills and damage to health 
and the environment.

Their potential for release to air or groundwater should be especially closely 
monitored, as should the hazaroud waste removal process.  However, the only 
hazarous wastes projected are mundane items such as paint thinner, acetone in small 
quantities and residue waste from containers and cans. In fact, Rosemont seeks to 
take advantage of an EPA designation of Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity 
Generator (CESQG) to facilitate its disposal process (pp. 54, 55 from the Rosemont 
MPO)

Individual
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7592 47 Apart from flying in the face of common sense and decency, this situation should 
serve as a major embarrassment to those who drafted the underlying regulations.

Individual

7595 6 Just a few of the reasons that generate the most concensus include: The impact on the 
local roads/traffic, the tremendous waste of water and what that will mean for local 
residents, the destruction of the environment including plants, animals, forests, etc, 
the eyesore it will create, and the fact that this is an endeavor owned and operated 
primarily by foreign concerns.

Individual

7597 2 Augusta keeps telling anybody that will listen how environmentally concerned they 
are via their PR firm.  Well Ladies and Gentlemen now is a OPPORTUNITY that 
US Forest service and NEPA could use to REVOLUTIONIZE the mining industry. 
This is FOR FULL AND COMPLETE MITIGATION OR OUR FOREST LAND 
AFTER MINING WITH ALL THE NECESSARY UPFRONT GUARANTEES TO 
MAKE IT HAPPEN!

Individual

7602 4 I have recently learned of the proposed Rosemont Mine project in the Sonoita, 
Arizona area. I am very disturbed by this news, since I often visit the Epona Center 
at Apache Springs Ranch and I fear there will be irreparable damage to the beauty of 
this valley with this project. I visit this area often from my New York home to be 
able to experience the serenity and untouched beauty of the Santa Rita mountain 
area. I fear this open pit mine will ruin the hiking, trail riding and other outdoor 
pleasures. The pollution will be a serious compromise to this experience.

Individual

7603 2 The mine will violate our rights to enjoy the natural environment and beauty of the 
National Forest. to have a sustainable water supply. The ground water in the Santa 
Cruz Valley has been dropping which is evidence that we already do not have a 
sustainable water supply. The mine will make it worse. There should be a 
moratorium on allowing new water users until a sustainable supply is proven. SR 83 
is a treasured scenic highway for both autos and bikes. The mine traffic will take this 
away. The mine traffic, dust, noise, destruction of natural National Forest land  will 
lower our quality of life, property values, and tourist economy.  A total cost/benefit 
analysis conducted by an independent source must be developed to justify any 
decisions.

Individual

7604 1 I live in the Adirondack Park in NY and know personally how important it is to 
protect the natural environment.  We need to preserve the few wild spaces we have 
left, one of the which is the Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding areas.

Individual

7606 3 Please consider the impact the mines will have on the community and international 
community. Once this area is scarred and gouged, there is no turning back. Tourism 
can't be put back and the land will be forever changed.

Individual

7607 6 Your allegiance is to protect our Forest, not to help Rosemont commence profit-
making operations as quickly as they would like to do so. This time, Put Profit Last, 
and Envrionmental Protection First! Our children, and theirs, will thank you for 
more-responsible focus.

Individual

7610 1 My visits there have prompted me to give serious consideration to relocating to the 
Tucson area.  I urge you to preserve the natural beauty of this unique landscape so 
that others like myself will be drawn to visit and hopefully reside in Tucson one day.

Individual
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7612 2 The Epona Center and her land, wildlife, plants, water, humans and horses extend 
their hearts and souls and teachings to people and horses worldwide in a way that 
offers avenues and skillful means by which we might finally comprehend the utter 
importance and goodness of our wolrd as it is.  In light of the current very ill health 
of our planet it is not possilbe to continue to behave without care for the long lasting 
effects and devastation the impact of such a mine would certainly have.

Individual

7613 4 At a minimum, the above questions must be answered satisfactorily, in order to 
proceed safely and in good conscience. But, the August Resource Corporation has 
not given acceptable answers. Instead, it has produced a very expensive, polished, 
lick, "Everything's going to be OK" presentation for its proposal. …There's an old 
saying, "If something sounds too good to be true, it probably is" and that saying 
would certainly hold true for the Rosemont Mine-- as it would have dire 
consequences for Southern Arizona: In addition to ruining the aesthetics of pristine 
land, it would seriously threaten the health of our environment and its inhabitants. As 
such, again, I strongly urge you to reject the Rosemont Mine Proposal by the 
Augusta Resource Corporation.

Individual

7614 8 I will close with telling you that I know you are governed by laws, regulations, 
guidelines etc in making these types of decisions. However, you also are our 
guardians, for our national forests. Remember, once it is mined, it is changed forever.
Ladies & Gentlemen of the Forest Service, I was and still am very proud to have 
been a fire fighter for the U.S. Forest Service. Make us proud, and yourselves by not 
allowing this project to go into operation. A gentlement once said,  "You don't have 
to stand up tall, but you do need to stand up." Now is your time.

Individual

7616 3 Diesel is a little cheaper this week. My Mom paid a little bit more than $4.60 a 
gallon this week instead of the $4.89 from last week. My Dad said to let us have a 
hearing in Vail so that she would stop putting so many miles on the car and spending 
so much money on gas.
If it costs so much for her to put diesel in the Jeep, how much is it going to cost to 
drive all of these semis loaded with copper back and forth 4 trips and hour from the 
proposed mine.

Individual

7617 2 I have done work for Augusta Resource as an independent contractor. During my 
interaction with management and employees of the company, I have always found 
them to be professional and knowledgeable and believe they are capable of 
developing Rosemont Mine to the highest standards of modern mining technology.

Individual

7617 9 The mine plan is a state of the art plan designed to minimize environmetal impact on 
the surrounding area.

Individual

7617 11 My step-father was a metallurgist and worked in the mining industry all his life. My 
brother has worked at the mines near Green Valley for over 30 years while raising 
his children and providing for his family. I have two brother-in-laws and a sister-in-
law that work for the Barrick Gold Mining Company in Nevada and one of their 
daughters is coming to Tucson this fall on a scholarship to attend the U of A college 
of Music.

Individual

7619 2 Remember the contamination caused by Hughes Aircraft which required $million of 
superfund to clean our town's water supply.

Individual

7620 2 What will be the impact upon local well resources in the area?Individual
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7623 2 I am opposed to the proposed Rosemont mine for several reasons, financialIndividual

7623 5 This mine is simply in the wrong place! To destroy a beautiful section of the Santa 
Ritas when copper could be extracted from mines near Safford or Morenci is 
unacceptable!

Individual

7624 1 I believe that metals could be mined in a safely matter.Individual

7625 4 The mine's product will, largely, go to China. Let the Chinese continue the ruination 
of their own country

Individual

7625 5 The mine's owners are Canadian. They can do their mining in Canada.Individual

7630 2 Why would destroying our beautiful Santa Rita Mountains be acceptable? Is the 
Forrest Service, Land Management or the Pima County Board of Supervisors who 
need to get this message? No, is the only resonable answer.

Individual

7630 3 There will be the destruction of land.Individual

7630 8 Just drive down towards Nogales and see the effects. For 20 years of mining it would 
be a terrible price to pay.

Individual

7631 4 The degradation of the site and area surrounding is too high of cost to the 
environment.

Individual

7632 12 Should refocus on recycling metals.Individual

7634 3 The mining industry provides me with a good paying job that allows me to support 
my family.

Individual

7634 4 I believe this mine can be opperated and developed in an environmentally 
compatiable manner.

Individual

7642 3 It will destroy too much landIndividual

7642 5 I suggest no mining until it can be done more gently.Individual

7649 3 Will our Pima County voters be satisfied. No why? 3 of 4 citizens taxpayers do not 
think this site is an appropiate area for the private self interests of investors.

Individual

7650 26 The Forest Service must ensure the balance isw continuously maintained between 
this industrial development, nature, the Forest Service mission, and citizens.

The Forest Service must not be afraid to make decisions that change the proposed 
MOP, which is filled with areas of needed improvement.

Individual

7650 32 Time really is not a critical factor no matter how urgent some things appear, or 
external pressures on the Forest Service are brought on issues That underground 
copper will remain as is, until, and if, its extraction might occur based on a proper, 
through, and honest Final Environmental Impact Statement!

Individual
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7651 11 The negatives far out weigh any positives. The Pima county board of supervisors are 
unaminous against the mine along with the majority of the people. I am not against 
mining, I previously worked at a copper refinery at San Manuel for 8 years. But this 
mine with all the negatives makes no sense for S E Arizona. Please look out for the 
local people not foreign interest.

Individual

7654 7 WE NOW HAVE INFORMATION THAT ROSEMONT INTENDS TO EXPLORE 
AND OPEN ADDITIONAL SITES IN THE SANTA RITAS AS WELL AS THE 
ROSEMONT SITE-AND THAT THEY ARE PROPOSING A PIPELINE TUNNEL 
THROUGH THE SANTA RITAS TO CREATE A TAILINGS DUMP ON THE 
WESTERN SIDE OF THE SANTA RITAS.

Business

7654 9 THIS IS WHY THERE IS UNPRECEDENTED AND BIPARTISAN OPPOSITION 
TO THIS PROJECT-RANGING FROM OUR TWO SO. AZ CONGRESSPEOPLE, 
TO THE GOVERNOR, TO ELECTED OFFICIALS FROM ACROSS THE 
REGION.

Business

7654 16 FURTHERMORE, UNLIKE MOST OF FARMERS, DEVELOPERS, AND 
OTHER BUSINESSES, MINES ARE EXEMPT FROM THE AZ 
GROUNDWATER CODE OF 1980!

SO PROVIDING A 100 YEAR WATER SUPPLY, AND ABIDING BY ACTIVE 
MANAGEMENT AREA REQUIREMENTS ARE NOT THINGS THAT MINES 
HAVE TO WORRY ABOUT.  THAT IS A BIG LOOPHOLE THAT HAS MAJOR 
ENVIRONMENTAL AND LIFESYLE IMPLICATIONS FOR ALL OF US.

THE MAKES IT ALL THE MORE VITAL TO CONDUT A THOROUGH NEPA 
PROCESS.

Business

7654 21 WE ARE NOT ANTI-MINING.

WE ALREADY HAVE 3 MAJOR MINES IN OUR SANTA CRUZ VALLEY.  WE 
WORK CONSTRUCTIVELY WITH THEM ON MANY COMMUNITY 
CONCERNS.

BUT THIS IS A CANADIAN COMPANY, FINANCED WITH JAPANESE 
MONEY, PROPOSING TO SELL THIS COPPER TO CHINA AND LEAVE US 
WITH THE LEFTOVER ENVIRONMENTAL AND ECONOMIC MESS.  

WE KNOW TOO WELL THE SAD STORY OF ASARCO.  PURCHASED BY 
GRUPO MEXICO, STRIPPED OF ITS LIQUID ASSETS, AND FORCED INTO 
BANKRUPTCY, WHILE STILL LIABLE FOR MILLIONS IN 
ENVIRONMENTAL DAMAGES.

THE TOWN OF HAYDEN MAY BE DECLARED A SUPERFUND SITE.

THE TAXPAYERS, YOU AND I, WILL ULTIMATELY FOOT THE BILL.

ALL THE PROMISES THAT ROSEMONT MAKES ARE EMPTY GESTURES IF 
THE MINE IS SOLD TO OTHER INVESTORS, OR GOES INTO BANKRUPTCY.

Business
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7654 23 PLEASE COME UP AND LOOK AT THESE AT YOUR LEISURE-YOU CAN 
SEE THE THE CURRENT PROPOSAL FOR THE MINE SITE AND FACILITIES 
IS TWO TIMES THE SIZE OF THE RANCHO SAHUARITA DEVELOPMENT.

ROSEMONT OFFICIALS HAVE STATED PUBLICLY THEY PLAN TO 
EXPLORE OTHER ORE BODIES IN THE SANTA RITAS-WHAT WILL BE 
LEFT OF OUR MOUNTAINS?

Business

7656 2 It is our job to stop Rosemont Copper, just as Rosemont Copper/Augusta Resources 
has an obligation to make money for their stockholders.

Individual

7656 8 TNI partners handed out free Tucson Citizen Newspapers with the new call in line to 
the Forest Service to Mining Fair Attendees. Providing a free-call in line to support a 
project without providing education about the NEPA process DOES NOT qualify as 
educating the public.

Individual

7684 7 The mine people say they will be gone in 20 yrs.  They more likely begon before 
then but the mine will still be there.

Individual

7685 1 SDMB is not opposed to copper mining, we recognize that copper is needed for our 
housing, transportation and technology.  But because of the location of this mine, we 
have concerns about the impacts.

Organization

7698 4 We must ensure that future generations are left with a natural legacy rather than 
environmental catastrophes.  The long-term viability of the Sonoran Desert is in our 
hands.

Organization

7699 1 Protection of the ecologically significant public land of the Santa Ritas is important.  
They represent a precious treasure fo today's & future generations to enjoy and 
nuture.

Organization

7709 1 The specter of this massive destruction of our resources, essentially in the Tucson 
community proper, is horrendous. There is no justification for allowing this foreign 
company to rake huge profits from our community's resources and leave us with an 
unrepairable blight forever. We can, and must, stop this now.

Individual

7736 1 It is incredible to me that the Forest Service would even consider this open-pit mine 
only 35 miles from Tucson.

Individual

7763 1 The heritage and unique beauty of southern Arizona are an important reason people 
visit and live in southern Arizona. An open pit mining operation will scar, such as 
the proposed Rosemont copper mine in the Santa Rita Mountains will be there not 
just for the rest of our lives, but beyond our children's and our great-grandchildren's.

Please do not let this happen. There's more to southern Arizona than a fast buck.

Individual

7764 1 The heritage and unique beauty of southern Arizona are an important reason people 
visit and live in southern Arizona. An open pit mining operation will scar, such as 
the proposed Rosemont copper mine in the Santa Rita Mountains will be there not 
just for the rest of our lives, but beyond our children's and our great-grandchildren's.

Please do not let this happen. There's more to southern Arizona than a fast buck.

Individual
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7790 3 I would really be a shame to be woken up while camping in Gardner Canyon by 
mechanized equipment at the Rosemont Mine and Toxic Waste Dump. It would be 
even more disturbing to know that the operation is being run by foreign companies 
that will almost certainly quickly take whatever they can grab and leave a legacy of 
toxicity to be cleaned up by several generations of Tucson taxpayers. This is not a 
tradition that should be continued.

Individual

7790 5 History shows that previous mining boondoggles in the area have ended in dramatic 
tragedy, such as with Kentucky Camp in the early 1900's.

Individual

7794 1 The manner in which the process is going is wrong!Individual

7803 3 A Fox 11 news report on May 12 2008, 74 days after the forest service published the 
Notice of intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement, made it clear that the 
media was just as confused as the public. Fox 11's Delane Cleveland pretty much 
summed up how he portrays this process, quote "well the reality is that the federal 
mining law in effect today was passed in 1872 so it makes it easy for companies such 
as this to put mines on public lands virtually wherever they want  and there's not a 
whole lot people can do about it". Heather Moore responded, "well if there's not 
much the public can do about it why have the scoping meetings" to which Delane 
responded "well there's still always that little bit of hope". Was the media properly 
educated about the NEPA process? If not, shouldn't the forest service have clarified 
this process to them so they didn't misinform the public?

Organization

7804 3 Repeatedly the location of the mine has been referenced as 30 miles SE of Tucson. 
This is true if you are measuring to the city center. But the reality is the proposed 
location of the mine is 18 miles from Tucson city limits, 13 miles from the center of 
Green Valley, 9 miles from the center of Corona De Tucson, 10 miles from the 
Sonoita Crossroads, 16 miles from the center of Vail, 18 miles from the center of 
Patagonia, 21 miles from Tubac, 32 miles from Nogales, 32 miles from Sierra Vista, 
and 39 miles from Tombstone. One would think the public should have been 
informed of the distance of this project from the other areas that could be impacted.

Organization

7805 4 Repeated comments would lead the public to believe that opposition of the mine is 
limited. For example an article in the Arizona daily star published 4/06/2008 about 
the Vail open house said the following about comments from Jamie Sturgess. Here is 
a quote "He bristled at the statement that nearly everyone at the forum was against 
the mine. That wasn't so, he said, and to prove his point he called over Karl Weiss, a 
Tucson resident, who said he supports the jobs. Weiss referred to the crowed as a 
mixture of "yuppies," "college kids" and "senior citizens" who have time to come to 
such a forum. Anyone working, and presumably supporting the mine, would be with 
their family, he said. He then acknowledged that he was biased for the mine because 
he works for the firm. "I do some work as a consultant for Rosemont," he said. 
"Obviously, I have a vested interest in seeing the mine go in". Other articles have 
referred to the opposition as consisting of nothing but environmentalists, NIMBYS 
and the Pima County Board of Supervisors. I think they have understated the 
opposition!

Organization
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7808 2 I believe it is not too late to have an organized, transparent and inclusive scoping 
process and will fight to make that happen.

I will work towards a collaborative and oppen process with the agency - I believe 
that the Forest Service, ultimately, wants to do what is responsible.

Individual

7809 7 WE NOW HAVE INFORMATION THAT ROSEMONT INTENDS TO EXPLORE 
AND OPEN ADDITIONAL SITES IN THE SANTA RITAS AS WELL AS THE 
ROSEMONT SITE---AND THAT THEY ARE PROPOSING A PIPELINE 
TUNNEL THROUGH THE SANTA RITAS TO CREATE A TAILINGS DUMP 
ON THE WESTERN SIDE OF THE SANTA RITAS.

Business

7809 20 WE ARE NOT ANTI-MINING.

WE ALREADY HAVE 3 MAJOR MINES IN OUR SANTA CRUZ VALLEY. WE 
WORK CONSTRUCTIVELY WITH THEM ON MANY COMMUNITY 
CONCERNS.

BUT THIS IS A CANADIAN COMPANY, FINANCED WITH JAPANESE 
MONEY, PROPOSING TO SELL THIS COPPER TO CHINA AND LEAVE US 
WITH THE LEFTOVER ENVIRONMENTAL AND ECONOMIC MESS.

WE KNOW TOO WELL THE SAD STORY OF ASARCO. PURCHASED BY 
GRUPO MEXICO, STRIPPED OF ITS LUIQID ASSETS, AND FORCED INTO 
BANKRUPTCY, WHILE STILL LIABLE FOR MILLIONS IN 
ENVIRONMENTAL DAMAGES.

THE TOWN OF HAYDEN MAY BE DECLARED A SUPERFUND SITE.

THE TAXPAYERS, YOU AND I, WILL ULTIMATELY FOOT THE BILL.

ALL THE PROMISES THAT ROSEMONT MAKES ARE EMPTY GESTURES IF 
THE MINE IS SOLD TO OTHER INVESTORS, OR GOES INTO BANKRUPTCY.

Business

7810 16 If they don't plan to develop these mines in the future the will they donate the Peach-
Elgin mine, Broadtop Butte mine, and Copper World mine properties to Pima 
County for conservation before the Rosemont mine proceeds?

Organization

8595 4 products sent overseas by a company, not even a US company, we get no benefits 
from it.

Individual

8597 1 if they're going to do that copper mine, just make them use their own land and not 
destroy the federal land. Just tell them that they cannot dump the trash and the rocks 
and everything on the federal land. I just don't think they should be able to do that. If 
they're going to mine just their part, just let them mine their part and leave the rest of 
the federal land alone.

Individual

8604 2 I just wanted to oppose the Rosemont Mine for the environmental reasons as far a 
the animals, the pollution, air pollution, and noise pollution and, uh, draining the 
water table. Also for the health hazards it's going to cause for the people in the area.

Individual
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8611 3 I believe that all those that are firmly against this mine, perhaps thay would be 
willing to form some kind of a county improvement district and allow their personal 
property and stop the mine. That way the people that don't like this mine can actually 
pay for not having the mine. What a concept.

Individual

8623 3 the mine will destroy the ecosystem, the distribution and contamination and pollution 
of water, air and earth.

Individual

8626 2 I came from a big city and I've learned a lot about the desert ever since. I was 15, so 
it was a lot to learn, but I did learn. And the main thing is -- is that this area is 
cooling area, it's a water shed. And if you spent, especially this time of year, a couple 
of hours there during the peak heat of the day, you'll see that it's 10 to 20 degrees 
cooler just staying there. They are like fingers running off the side of the mountain. 
There is no other mountain range that I am familiar with in Southern Arizona or 
anywhere else that has this finger spread that creates tunnels, cooling tunnels where 
the water runs. It is the most beautiful quite place in the world that I've ever seen in 
my life, It's heaven. And to do this would be total insanity.

Individual

8630 2 this is an open pit mine, and we have seen the damage and the absolute horrible 
conditions of what open pit mining has done outside of the Green Valley and 
Sahuarita area to the west of the proposed site. 

Again, when we allow open pit mining, it just turns the whole area into an absolute 
horrible area with tailings and just a terrible condition of the environment in the area.

Individual

8634 2 I think that the operation can be compatible with environmental considerations and 
also with national defense considerations.

Individual

8634 4 I believe the mine can operate effectively providing good jobs for our area and not 
interfere with national security, i.e., flight patterns that are necessary for David 
Monthan Air force Base to be sustained here in Tucson. I am a military retiree, so 
obviously keeping the base here in Tucson is also near and dear to my heart. And I 
think as long as we can strike a compromise between environment and national 
defense and a successful mine operation, that, a, Rosemont should be given the 
opportunity to open up shop and create some good jobs for our area.

Individual

8642 2 I live in Benson, which is a short ways away from where the Rosemont Mine has 
been proposed. That is absolutely total destruction of a beautiful area. The 
environment, the animals, the people that live nearby, and the biggest issue is the 
water and the traffic that will be generated by this absolute horrendous idea of 
running trucks, working 24 hours, 7 days a week is absolutely insane.

Individual

8643 3 The pollution that that mine would bring in uncomprehensible.Individual

8644 1 I feel that the tail, i.e., the mine, is wagging the dog. And I think that the dog being 
the Rincon Mountain -- the environment where they -- so I'd say the tail is wagging 
the dog, here. And I think you ought to look at that, look at it in that light.

Individual

8652 1 And I know that we live in a global economy and that if you don't mine here, they'll 
mine other places, and other places they won't have the pollution controls they will 
have here.

Individual
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8689 1 I think the mines have had a devastating effect, you know, without any real control.  
Also, doesn't everybody realize that copper and the minerals that we take are use in 
everyday life, from Home Depot to your light switch to washer and dryer to 
everything else, I mean, what am I missing here.

Individual

8691 2 I'm a native Tucsonan.  And we have limited water and resources.  And we do not 
need a company coming in for another country, out of state, using up our resources, 
causing pollution, using our ground water.

Individual

8703 3 The environmental concerns are great. We don't think that any economic benefit will 
be enough to override the environmental and water concerns.

Individual

8704 3 The environmental concerns are great. We don't think that any economic benefit will 
be enough to override the environmental and water concerns.

Individual

8712 3 I'm calling because I vehemently oppose the proposed Rosemont Mine. I am against 
it for many issues, many reasons. Scenic beauty of the area, environmental issues, the 
water issues,

Individual

8713 2 It's in an area in Southen Arizona that should be preserved. Geography is just 
fantastic. It's something that everyone should be able to enjoy from now until the end 
of time. And with this proposed type of development, it will not do that. It has the 
potential. It has the high potential of becoming something that we certainly don't 
want in southern Arizona or nor anywhere else.

Individual

8724 3 I'm very concerned about this because of all the pollution it's going to cause. The 
water is already bad. Our air is bad. Our earth is bad. There's no reason -- there's just 
no reason. There's no reason to keep doing this. We need to start fixing the earth. We 
can't keep doing this.

Individual

8726 4 Sonoita, that area, it's different, it's grass lands. It's a mile high, which people don't 
expect. And there's antelope down there. We've seen lost of deer and stuff driving by 
the road. And I know copper is big, but go over to Globe and work it over there were 
it's already established.

Individual

8727 2 If they want copper so bad why don't they go out in the mopn someplace or some 
other country to get their darn copper. Why destroy something that's great here that 
we can use in the future.

Individual

8737 1 We've addressed some of the questions of the Rosemont Mine in the search for 
win/win situations. The issue of how much of this would be involving public lands 
versus private lands, we have not gone into details. We would like to see a resolution 
of this in which the tailings from previous mining were cleaned up adequately with 
the arsenicals removed, and we have looked into the issue of advances solar 
technology for energy production over the lands which presently are occupied by 
tailings.

Organization
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8747 1 I hope that you all take into consideration that if the proposed mine is approved, it 
will threaten our national security.  You may wonder, well, how could it threaten our 
national security.  Well, right now the air space is used by Davis-Monthan Air Force 
Base for training.  This is their main flight area.  If the mine goes in, they will no 
longer be able to use that training space.  The likelihood is that Davis-Monthan 
would be closed.  Besides losing approximately 4300 jobs, for the sake of 200 for 
the mine.  We will have lost one of our most valuable, valuable resources, which is 
Davis-Monthan Air force Base.  Please, please consider not accepting the mine under 
any circumstances, and keeping Davis-Monthan.  It is truly national security.

Individual

8748 1 I just want to say that I don't think that the damage to the environment that's going to 
be caused by the Rosemont Mine is worth the few jobs that are going to be 
provided.  I think the quality of life is more important.

Individual

8750 1 I just want to comment on the Rosemont, one thing is we always talk about the high 
price of oil because of foreign companies.  So wouldn't it be better that we develop 
our own resources, so basically getting the copper from our own country.  That's why 
we talk about unemployment.  Wouldn't it be better to have places to have jobs in 
our own country.

Individual

8751 3 Over the past two years, the area has done some heavy growing, and it is still an area 
that has much to offer in beauty and in out-of-town enjoyment.  Bottom line, opening 
this or these mines around here would be devastating.  Is it really worth it.

Individual

8755 2 Rosemont's plans for this mine are as environmentally forward looking as modern 
technology and economics provides

Individual

8758 2 The tradeoff that's coming from saying that this will create jobs and toxicity to the 
environment and the devastation to the environment is not a legacy that I feel as a 
taxpayer and a person that has invested in this state want to pass on to our children 
and the next generations.

Individual

8759 6 There will be potential damage to 200 million dollar astronomical observation site 
which will provide critical knowledge to the world astronomy.  To have an 
proximate operation such as mining with blasting makes no sense at all.

Individual

8776 2 . . .it's incredible to me that with all the crisis that we're dealing with or have been for 
the last 20, 30 years, with energy, that they're planning to continue their 
manipulation and their polluting our habitat.  They, meaning these corporations 
wishing to make great bucks and lots of money and great profits with these new 
enterprises.  In the name, they say, of helping the populous here in the country, 
which is not, in my opinion, the truth.

Individual

8778 3 I'm just going to show my support for the mine.  I think it's just a real healthy thing 
for the community.  And I know firsthand that the environmental impacts on the 
mine is probably going to be outstanding, I mean, so there's no real concerns of mine 
anywheres.  Just show my support.

Individual

8788 3 It sounds like they are doing it environmentally correct.Individual

8794 6 The second concerns are health concerns, just water, health, dust, blasting.Individual
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8796 2 I wanted to have it be known the I am adamantly opposed to this copper mine. 
Primarily because of the possible environmental degradation, the pollution, the 
humongous water consumption, the waste rocks that will be piled on forest land, et 
cetera.

Individual

8796 5 I wanted to have it be known the I am adamantly opposed to this copper mine. 
Primarily because of the possible environmental degradation, the pollution, the 
humongous water consumption, the waste rocks that will be pild on forest land, et 
cetera.

Individual

8806 2 I think it is the most short-sighted idea.  There's very little  pristine land left.Individual

8806 7  I think that it is of very, very deep concern to me related to what it will do to our 
water table, and the impact on wildlife, homes, the ability to have clean air. and 
especially to other natural forest and natural wonders in southern Arizona.

Individual

8806 12 There is no need to put a hole in the Santa Ritas at this time.  Because -- lastly, I 
have great problems with the fact that we are doing all this for a company outside of 
the United States.

Individual

8812 3 And I have great concerns about the proposed mine.  I'm worried about the economic 
impact, the safety impact as well as the environmental impact of the mine.

Individual

8812 5 I'm wondering what is going to happen with the tourist dollar that is spent.  The 14 
million that's been spent to create the natural preserve.  I'm wondering what's going 
to happen with that.

Individual

8814 1 I live in Green Valley, and I'm quite concerned about the possibility of thsimine 
doing damage to Green Valley and to the environment nearby.

Individual

8814 5 I am also concerned about what they're going to do then to the environment.  We 
have a beautiful mountain range up there and they're going to destroy that thing with 
their mine.

Individual

8820 5 I'm concerned about ruining the environment.Individual

8825 1 We understand the need for good paying jobs in the area, but know firsthand the 
environmental impact mining has on our ecosystem.

Individual

8828 3 I am concerned about the degradation of environmental quality as well as harm to 
our desert ecosystems.

Individual

8828 4 I do not feel that the international interest represented by this project offsets our local 
concerns.  And I would urge you, our public servants to act as stewards, not temps.

Individual

8844 4 I'm very concerned about the copper mine concerning our water, our air quality and 
the impact on the business of tourism, most definitely, most of all the environment.  
This is a pristine, pristine place.

Individual

8846 7 We can do better than that in Arizona.  We have more resources like the sun and 
wind and a lot of smart people living here, we could come up with better jobs and 
better ways to use the space that we occupy.

Individual
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8848 2 I am a designer of sustainable systems and I am calling in to record my opposition to 
the mine for a multitude of reasons, which I'm sure you've heard over and over, but I 
will reiterate my part.  And that is the destruction of the fragile ecosystem, the 
pollution for relatively short-lived project.  Nineteen  years is not a long time, but a 
tremendous amount of damage can occur within that window.  And the affect of 
light, sound and just the disruption on that level of a -- an ecosystem is extraordinary.

Individual

8848 3 I am a designer of sustainable systems and I am calling in to record my opposition to 
the mine for a multitude of reasons, which I'm sure you've heard over and over, but I 
will reiterate my part.  And that is the destruction of the fragile ecosystem, the 
pollution for relatively short-lived project.  Nineteen  years is not a long time, but a 
tremendous amount of damage can occur within that window.  And the affect of 
light, sound and just the disruption on that level of a -- an ecosystem is extraordinary.

Individual

8848 6 I am a designer of sustainable systems and I am calling in to record my opposition to 
the mine for a multitude of reasons, which I'm sure you've heard over and over, but I 
will reiterate my part.  And that is the destruction of the fragile ecosystem, the 
pollution for relatively short-lived project.  Nineteen  years is not a long time, but a 
tremendous amount of damage can occur within that window.  And the affect of 
light, sound and just the disruption on that level of a -- an ecosystem is extraordinary.

Individual

8864 3 This is a beautiful, natural area which is utilized for tourism and wine growing and 
farming and , in our case, horses. And it will be destroyed if there's blasting, if there 
is pollution, and if the aquifer is drained or polluted.

Individual

8864 4 This is a beautiful, natural area which is utilized for tourism and wine growing and 
farming and , in our case, horses. And it will be destroyed if there's blasting, if there 
is pollution, and if the aquifer is drained or polluted.

Individual

8867 2 I'm calling to register my opposition to the Rosemont Mine project for the following 
reasons.  First reason being the importance to the environment of changing the 
landscaping and altering that and secondly the water situation in the Green Valley, 
Sahuarita area, where we already know that we've had a six inch decline in the water 
table as noted in the Ariz -- as noted in the Green Valley News and some newspaper.

Individual

8869 7 So I hope you consider every option and think very thoroughly about the permanent 
affect it will have on the lives of the people there and the pollution and the affect on 
the environment it will create.

Individual

8872 6 And I'm sure that Rosemont Copper Company is going to be able to extract some 
economic value out of this mine, but everyone else in Arizona is going to be a loser.  
The residents of Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia are going to be losers in terms of the 
beauty of the area, the danger of the highway, the pollution, the noise.  It just seems 
like a very, very bad idea,. . .

Individual

8876 2 I feel it will ruin our mountains and with very little economic benefit to the area or to 
the country as a whole.  And so I just think the destruction to the environment and 
the Santa Rita mountains far outweighs any economic benefits that will benefit from 
Rosemont mine.

Individual
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8885 1 In it's notice of intent the Augusta Resources, i.e., Rosemont Copper project justified 
the project by saying it's a matter of national Security to be able to provide 
percentage of the nation's need for copper. And I would like to reject that statement 
because there is nothing in the mining plan of operations or elsewhere that requires 
that Rosemont Copper keep a percentage of that copper here in the United States. In 
fact, it is -- we all know that it's the emerging markets like China and India who have 
been expanding much -- expanding much faster than the United States. And they will 
probably get the lion's share of the copper.

So in order to keep Rosemont's feet to the fire and to hold it accountable for its 
justification of national security it is -- only makes sense that a percentage of the 
copper mine be required to be kept in the United States. 

And also citizens should be compensated at a market value for the copper and other 
minerals taken out of the project. This was recently required in a similar, but much 
larger project here in Arizona. And, a, citizens should be compensated.

Individual

8895 6 Opponents of the project have raised objections concerning important issues, such as 
water consumption, highway usage, dust emissions, blocking of scenic views and 
others. They have also included “straw man” issues, along with unsubstantiated 
objections to block the project, i.e. “NO MINE – PERIOD!”

Individual

8912 4 We strongly urge the Forest Service to be a voice for the people and not for the 
corporation. You are in a position to approve or disapprove of wherther land 
protected for the people is used appropriately. It is your responsibility to take care of 
that public land for the tax payers who are honest citizens of this country. 
Government agencies should be doing what is right for their own citizens, not 
holding their purses open for rich individuals or companies from other countries who 
only want to exploit the natural resources available for their own profit. No amount 
of "local jobs" provided would compensate for the blatant thievery of these resources 
for the destruction of the land and of the lifestyles of the residents directly affected.

Individual

8914 2 Isn’t there another option? Can’t they dig for more copper in San Manuel, Ajo or 
Clifton in existing scars on the land? I realize mines made it possible for AZ. to be 
settled, but when is enough, enough?

Individual

8914 4 Please do whatever you can to help save the remaining beautiful areas around 
Tucson, because once they are gone, no amount of revenue will replace them!

Individual

8922 1 this country needs to stop destroying its own natural landmarks!!!!!!Organization

8950 1 Save our beautiful desert.Organization

8953 1 Save our mountains!Organization

8964 2 When they can mine without destroying the environmen then I may be in favor.Organization

8968 1 High biodiversity, close to a nature-loving urban area? Should we dig it up and bury 
it?

Organization

9008 1 Do the RIGHT thing!Organization

9014 1 people don't want this -- only the greedy mining company!Organization
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9015 1 How many times must we save the scenic Santa Ritas?Organization

9016 1 The Forest Service has rarely been a true agent for good on our homeland. Here is a 
chance to change your focus for the Earth by refusing Her further dimunition. No 
mine!

Organization

9020 1 Save the Scenic Santa Ritas! There are more than a thousand reasons they are 
important!

Organization

9034 1 Please protect the Santa rita mountains from mining!Organization

9040 1 Save the Santa RitasOrganization

9079 1 All mines stink alike.Organization

9086 1 it's so easy to destroy someone elses back yard. if this was their back yard they would 
never think of such a thing.

Organization

9088 1 This region is very special for many reasons & should be preserved. The financial 
benefit to a few (if the Rosemont Valley mine is approved) will negatively impact 
many, and for a long time. Please help keep the Santa Ritas for us and those to come. 
It's truly worth it.

Organization

9100 1 The very low rate of copper recycling is another reason to oppose this mineOrganization

9104 1 with very strong agreementOrganization

9123 1 The Santa Ritas must be saved from mining destructionOrganization

9135 1 GIVE US A BREAKOrganization

9136 1 it is with deep regret that I must sign a petition as I would have expected that people 
of Arizona would have learnded to respect the land they live in.

Organization

9137 1 be sure to protect the landOrganization

9142 1 the Forest Service must protect and preserve, not bow to mining interestsOrganization

9147 2 It is sad day to think that our county and state leadership would approve destroying 
the surface area.

Organization

9147 6 Just drive down I-19 and see what has been done to the mining area there.  Fly in 
and look at the distruction that will never be the same.  Shame on anyone that 
approves this measure for you will surely take a unique part of our area from our 
children.

Organization

9151 1 This activity is not suited for the current situation.Organization

9152 1 Protect the land !!!Organization

9182 1 It is more important than ever to retain our environmental values because of the 
rapidly expanding population of the Tucson basin.

Organization

9208 1 Save the Sentic Santa Ritas for the PEOPLE!Organization
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9308 1 Save The Santa RitasOrganization

9313 2 We don't need more land ruined, particularly by an open-pit mine, which will 
devestate the landscape and all its inhabitants. Please don't allow this proposal to go 
forward.

Organization

9330 1 Don't sacrifice the environment for short term profits!Organization

9333 1 Save them for us and the future generations!Organization

9355 1 SAVE OUR LANDSCAPEOrganization

9357 1 Have we lost grateful praise for the beauty of the earth?Organization

9364 1 STOP POLLUTION SAVE THE FORESTOrganization

9367 1 Such a unique and beautiful area must be conserved in its pristine and unfragmented 
state so that future generations may have places like this to enjoy and be inspired by.

Organization

9375 1 I have worked near that area. It MUST be protected!Organization

9394 3  I just read that one third of all U.S. copper is currently in landfills, one third is in 
use, and one third is still in the ground.  It seems to me that the copper in the 
landfills should be removed and used first before digging a new pit mine in the Santa 
Ritas or anywhere else for that matter.

Organization

9432 1 use the mines you already haveOrganization

9445 1 Keep mining out of our premier open spaces lying adjacent to the magnificent Santa 
Rita Mountains

Organization

9456 1 The environmental trauma would be devastating.Organization

9458 1 Needless to say, the Santa Ritas are invaluable, and in any case they're worth far 
more in their pristine state than the pieces of silver that Don Diamond's nephew, 
Levy, will reap from pimping them to the pit mine operation.

Organization

9462 3 Mining will be a travesty for the future of the health of our ecosystem - just say NO!Organization

9483 1 save it for our children dammit!Organization

9497 1 We worked hard to keep a big mine out of the San ta Ritas ten years ago (Save the 
Scenic Santa Ritas) and here we go again. This is just plain wrong in that beautiful 
and wild location

Organization

9503 1 There aren't too many places left that are unspoiledOrganization

9531 1 let the Canadian greed go back to CanadaOrganization

9533 1 Please respect our environment and put our natural environment before profits.Organization

9540 1 please let me know how I can help stop this developmentOrganization

9553 1 Violates VRM/SAOrganization
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9562 1 This location is not appropriate for a mine. Please consider the future needs of 
residents and not only the short term needs of this corporation

Organization

9605 1 Save the scenic Santa Ritas!Organization

9612 1 An unatural disaster will occur if this mine goes through.Organization

9614 1 It's not worth the destructionOrganization

9628 1 Explain this to your grandchildren.Organization

9650 1 Please stop this...protect this spectacular area from miningOrganization

9667 2 NO ecological disaster!Organization

9669 1 This is outrageous. It would send the Tucson area back over 100 years.Organization

9671 2 Furthermore, it would be a shame to lose the Rosemont area to a short-sighted, greed 
driven lot with no true regard for the land.  I believe that only a huge outcry from the 
public will put a halt to Canadian-based, Augusta Mining's "fifty billion dollar 
dream".

Organization

9673 1 What can I do?Organization

9682 1 please save our greatest natural resource...NatureOrganization

9686 1 Please, please SAVE THE SCENIC SANTA RITAS!!!Organization

9705 1 My daughter Sarah has read me the petition and I have authorized her to sign for me 
with a statement. I am 94 years old and am legally blind but I am able to see and 
know enough to realize if we do not try stop the mining operation in that beautiful 
valley, future generations will ask how could we let that happen.

Organization

9706 1 please respect the pristine nature of the land and deny AugustaOrganization

9711 1 save the santa ritasOrganization

9713 1 Save the Santa Ritas!Organization

9733 1 We need to preserve some of our best lands for future generations.Organization

9740 1 we have had enough copper mining in so. AZ, it is depleting the land we all came 
here for.

Organization

9761 1 Consider San Manuel!Organization

9765 1 Long term loss outwieghs short term benefitsOrganization

9789 1 SAVE THE SANTA RITAS!Organization

9801 1 This area is too important to lose to mining interestsOrganization

9807 1 Save our Mountains!Organization

9816 1 Save the Santa RitasOrganization
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9829 1 We agree that we have limited resources, let's not use them up, instead we can 
become stewards of the earth.

Organization

9836 1 The Santa Ritas are not only scenic but functional to many forms of life including 
our own-humans..we get the best benefits in life from them;both mental and 
physical.Why destroy this?1?(And don't tell me for $)

Organization

9849 1 Please save the desert, This can not be replaced, we our the caretakers of this earth.Organization

9860 1 Save our landOrganization

9864 1 I'm tired of the greedOrganization

9866 1 Never surrender-- never, never, never.Organization

9875 1 Please stop killing our Earth!Organization

9880 1 Save Life / Save NatureOrganization

9884 1 This is an area rich in natural resources that should be protected from the lasting and 
unmitigatable effects of copper mining.

Organization

9902 1 The possible financial enrichment of a few investors does not equal the ruination of 
this irreplaceable natural resource.

Organization

9908 1 Unique and irreplaceable lands are a resource in and of themselves.Organization

9918 1 There is nothing positive which can come from mining the Santa Rita Mountains -- 
only a detrimental & destructive impact to the land. Who benefits? only the mining 
companies and then they move on. This must not happen.

Organization

9930 1 when will we learn??? let's slow down.Organization

9946 1 Save Rosemont!Organization

9981 1 Protect our beautiful area, don't destroy it!Organization

10033 1 Please save the land in and around the Santa Ritas for us and future generations. 
Thank you!

Organization

10038 1 If as much energy was put into conserving and recycling copper, there would be no 
need for another copper mine.

Organization

10040 1 Some have proposed that opposing this mine equates to environmental imperialism. 
Suggesting that although we as a people use copper we would rather let the dirty 
work of acquiring it be taken on by other countries, thus ruining their land and 
environment for our bennefit. I believe this is an accurate accusation so long as 
America continues its current destructive habits. However, with some forthought, 
education, conservation, and a rethinking of what makes our lives truly better, the 
need for mines of any kind could be dramatically reduced. Specifically mines that 
produce recycleable mataterials such as copper.

Organization

10101 1 The Santa Rita mountain range is a jewel in southern AZ and should not be 
destroyed by the proposed mining operation.

Organization
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10105 1 This is unacceptable. Monsoon Adventures will mobilize the Adventure Racing 
community to sign this petition and save our lands!

Organization

10108 1 Protect this rare and unique land!Organization

10114 1 The Santa Ritas are one of Southern Arizona's crown jewels and should not be 
desecrated by an open pit copper mine. You don't need to see the EIS for this 
proposed mine in order to know that it cannot be developed in way that doesn't 
utterly destroy the environment. To claim otherwise is the height of dishonesty.

Organization

10127 1 As a former long-term resident of Tucson, I strongly support preserving this precious 
desert resource.

Organization

10155 1 Please help us save this beautiful natural resource.Organization

10158 1 This area needs to be protected !Organization

10161 1 This area represents an irreplaceable ecological resource. The long term benefits of 
managing the area as such, far outweighs the short term benefits of its use for 
mineral extraction.

Organization

10164 1 Protect this area for our children, grandchildren!Organization

10180 1 Santa Ritas are unique. Let's keep them pristine for all to enjoy.Organization

10187 1 Just leave it aloneOrganization

10203 1 I am doing a report in school and have been researching and i think we should save 
the Santa Ritas.

Organization

10208 1 go SSSR!Organization

10212 1 Please protect this valuable natural resource.Organization

10225 1 sacred landOrganization

10255 2 Only if there were an ecologically friendly way to mine, which didn't kill the 
environment  would I even consider any mines.

Organization

10263 1 We are Elgin,AZ residents and value the environment without miningOrganization

10314 3 This mine will pollute the area.Organization

10315 1 I am in a lease option as of May 1st, 2008. I may decide not to purchase in this area 
after all. I moved here from Michigan and fell in love with the Corona De Tucson 
area and I am sure this will drastically affect my opinion of the area.

Organization

10316 1 When are we going to stop destroying the precious enviroment that god gave us.Organization

10317 1 keep our mountains free for AMERICA and AMERICANS(Organization

10327 1 Enough destruction. This beautiful mountain range has to be preserved forever.Organization

10353 1 Please protect our public lands from speculators.Organization
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10368 2 environmental impact concernsOrganization

10369 2 environmental concernsOrganization

10372 1 Not every mountain range under federal jurisdiction should be free lunch for 
commercial interests.

Organization

10374 1 this is not the right place for mining activities.Organization

10379 1 Can we please stop ruining what is good is left of our country.Organization

10387 1 Our land is more valuable to us than the copper that would come from the distruction 
and pollution of our beautiful Santa Ritas.

Organization

10396 1 Please stop the destruction!Organization

10397 1 This will be an environmental disaster!Organization

10417 1 Must NOT happen. The mine would crush our environment. STOP THIS MINE!!!!Organization

10419 1 Save the Santa Ritas for future generations to enjoy.Organization

10429 1 That place is my summer retreat Do Not Touch It....Organization

10440 1 There are many alternative mines that have ore bodies to be re-opened, incl. Ajo, San 
Manuel, Superior, Bisbee, Silverbell. These are available for continued exploitation! 
Leave Rosemont area natural!!

Organization

10442 1 Save our communities from miningOrganization

10454 1 It seems unthinkable that we could be turning this very special part of our public 
lands into a dump for a copper mine.

Organization

10455 1 It seems unthinkable that we could be turning this very special part of our public 
lands into a dump for a copper mine.

Organization

10463 1 please don't let these people ruin our mountainsOrganization

10464 1 Save the mountainsOrganization

10476 1 A mine in this area would make me die a little bit inside.Organization

10485 1 not chill at allOrganization

10504 1 Scraping the desert for another mine, taking out beautiful wilderness is a crime.Organization

10510 1 We need to save our enviroment. Enough!Organization

10511 1 Forget about new copper - use recycled resources and increase R&T projects for new 
resources/technology as a subsitute for copper - we are in the technological age, not 
the industrial!

Organization

10514 1 Save the Scenic Santa RitasOrganization

10515 1 Save the Scenic Santa RitasOrganization
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10519 1 preserve our public landsOrganization

10551 1 Don't polute our public lands and rape. deface and rob, ARIZONAs unique 
ecoscape. give back to the STATE!

Organization

10554 1 Stop destroying our desert . More than enough damage has already been done by 
greedy coporations and developers.

Organization

10559 2 The impacts to the environment by mining operation is completely unacceptable.Organization

10570 1 Save The Santa RitasOrganization

10573 1 Now is our last chance to get the future right.Organization

10593 1 save the Santa Ritas for our childrenOrganization

10602 2 Alternatives: choose a less ecologically sensitive siteOrganization

10611 1 Please be responsible with this beautiful area and keep the mining out.Organization

10616 1 we don't want the Santa Ritas to look like the Sierritas near Green Valley!Organization

10623 1 there are already copper mines why not use them?Organization

10623 3  just because you have the means to mine does not mean you should the 
environmental impact is too great and not worth linning the pockets to those who 
dont live here or have to drink the water of breath the air!

Organization

10628 1 this is insane, let's leave the land as God intendedOrganization

10656 1 We need to respect the land, not rape it.Organization

10660 1 when will we learn that mother Earth is our only home, we cannot deface her, or we 
are defacing ourselves.

Organization

10661 1 Wish to enlist Defenders of Wildlife & National Wildlife Federation to assist us in 
stopping this mining operation. I have already begun e-mailing these organizations 
and others to assist us!

Organization

10679 1 this is a spiritual place. have a conscience. do the right thingOrganization

10680 1 Save the Saanta Ritas no more miningOrganization

10683 1 I pray the right thing is done.Organization

10684 1 Money over mountains...the American way!Organization

10693 2 Environmentally unsound for our citizenry! Locally, little benefit to be realized at 
tremendous cost.

Organization

10702 1 We must stop this violation of natureOrganization

10707 2 Save the resources for the U.S. We will eventually need them.Organization

10708 1 we have to save this areaOrganization
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10720 1 Save these mountains!!Organization

10732 1 This is a tragedy and destruction of a beautiful desert landscapeOrganization

10735 1 Please preserve our beloved Arizona!Organization

10745 2 As a frequent visitor to Arizona, I have seen how mining ruins the land and makes it 
impossible to visit. This is in addition to the unavoidable environmental damage.

Organization

10777 1 This area is not suitable for mining due to the inevitable harm and degradation it will 
do to the environment

Organization

10778 1 Just look at what copper mining has done to Butte, Montana!Organization

10786 1 The mine proposal is an environmental tragedy in its presentation.Organization

10797 1 Enough!Organization

10799 1 Please save our mountainsOrganization

10811 1 I'm 8 years old and love the wildlife and mountains please save the earth for future 
generations

Organization

10824 1 Thank you for this initiative and for the chance for our family to help preserve this 
priceless heritage land.

Organization

10857 1 Protect the treasured scenic Santa Rita Mountains!Organization

10873 1 Environmental costs are astronomical. Conservation, not consumption, is the only 
way to ensure a future for our descendants.

Organization

10874 1 The relatively few (and temporary at that) jobs that this mine would create cannot 
offest the permanent damage to the environment created by the mine.

Organization

10901 1 Let's not give away our beautiful landscape to a foreign company. Money will surely 
go to Japan and Canada.

Organization

10918 1 Please put our environment and this beautiful valley over big business!!Organization

10919 1 Protect this treasure from destructionOrganization

10924 1 Stop the destruction of our envirinnent in our state by big corporate businesses and 
corrupt politicians who are destroying our planet and the future of generations.

Organization

10942 1 Green Valley resident who loves the Santa RitasOrganization

10958 1 Save this wonderful part of arizona for our childrenOrganization

10964 1 The Santa Ritas are the jewel of our valley. One need only look across the valley to 
the current copper mines to see the future.

Organization

10967 1 This area is too special to endanger by allowing mining,Organization

10972 1 Save The RitasOrganization

10976 1 Save the ecosystem in the Santa Rita Sky IslandOrganization
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10985 1 Please consider the will of the citizens, above that of large corporations on this, and 
all matters.

Organization

11010 1 Save the Santa Ritas!Organization

11015 1 Save the Santa Ritas for our future!!Organization

11019 1 That would be horrible to ruin those incredible mountains for just a little copper!Organization

11035 1 The Santa Rita's are an ecological paradise and this open pit mine will produce an 
environmental impact.

Organization

11036 1 Sve the RitasOrganization

11039 3 In addition to the acquisition by the Forest Service of the deeded lands, all mineral 
rights and water rights associated with that property must also be conveyed to the 
Forest Service. All the mineral rights and the water rights held by the Forest Service 
except those directly related to the Rosemont pit would ultimately be extinguished by 
an act of Congress before any mining at the pit site begins. Since there is a persistent 
high level of public opposition to mining in Helvetia-Rosemont area, that would 
forever resolve this controversy and preserve the remaining public land as a 
conservation area off limits to future mining for all time henceforth.

Individual

11042 7 Repeatedly the location of the mine has been referenced as 30 miles SE of Tucson. 
This is true if you are measuring to the city center. But the reality is the proposed 
location of the mine is 18 miles from Tucson city limits, 13 miles from the center of 
Green Valley, 9 miles from the center of Corona de Tucson, 10 miles from the 
Sonoita Crossroads, 16 miles from the center of Vail, 18 miles from the center of 
Patagonia, 21 miles from Tubac, 32 miles from Nogales, 32 miles from Sierra Vista, 
and 39 miles from Tombstone. One would think the public should have been 
informed of the distance of this project from the other areas that could be impacted.

Individual

11042 9 The Publics lack of understanding the NEPA process has been facilitated by 
comments made by both forest service representatives and Agusta representatives. 
Repeated comments would lead the public to believe that opposition to the mine is 
limited. For example an article in the Arizona daily star published 4/06/2008 about 
the Vail open house said the following about comments from Jamie Sturgess. Here is 
a quote "He bristled at the statement that nearly everyone at the forum was against 
the mine. That wasn't so, he said, and to prove his point he called over Karl Weiss, a 
Tucson resident, who said he supports the jobs. Weiss referred to the crowd as a 
mixture of "yuppies," "college kids" and "senior citizens" who have time to come to 
such a forum. Anyone working and presumably supporting the mine, would be with 
their family, he said. He then acknowledged that he was biased for the mine because 
he works for the firm. "I do some work as a consultant for Rosemont," he said. 
"Obviously, I have a vested interest in seeing the mine go in". Other articles have 
referred to the opposition as consistenting of nothing but environmentalists, 
NIMBYS and the Pima County Board of Supervisors. I think they have understated 
the opposition!

Individual

11047 6 Chemical Dust Suppressants or binders- What specific sort of dust suppressants or 
binders? Please list these and associated environmental impacts.

Individual
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11047 13 As the dry tailings, according to my understanding, have not been tried in a climate 
with this high of a rainfall, what will happen if the suppressant is sprayed, and then it 
all runs off in the rain? What will the environmental impacts of that be?

Individual

11054 1 Surely it's time to learn from past mistakes, our lack of respect for and inability to 
live in harmony with nature is our great loss and is already proving to be our fast 
track to extinction.  Someone has to be brave and take a stand against our self 
seeking limited world view… might that be you Ms. Everson.

Individual

11064 2 The company also states that it intends to use dry-stack tailings instead of the 
traditional water-sucking leach heap method. What they conveniently do not state is 
that the dry-stack tailings method has NEVER been tested in the arid Southwest, and 
may not even work. If it does not work, will the simply be able to use as much water 
as they need? This potential impact must be considered, NOT JUST the impact of the 
dry-stack tailings.

Individual

11068 12 Any and all past and present activities by the proposer that have changed affected 
areas from their pristine condition should be made public and their effects excluded 
from the environmental baseline that defines "pre-mining" conditions. All affected 
areas on both sides of the Santa Rita Mountains should be examined to ensure they 
remain in their original state.

Individual

11068 16 There are considerable activities necessary for this proposal on the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mountains. Examples include, but are not limited to, an access road, 
wells, pipelines, pumping (booster) stations, transmission lines, and a potential 
substation. Power for the proposed project will be delivered through approximately 
12 miles of transmission lines. These lines will be suspended from 90 foot towers, 
with a ground clearance of at least 70 feet. A water pipeline will be constructed to 
follow a similar path as the power lines. The disturbance to the environment of the 
Santa Cruz River Valley that these utilities traverse has not received the same 
attention as the proposed plan site on the east side of the Santa Ritas. As they are 
necessary for the proposal, the environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of 
these activities should be evaluated with equal rigor.

Individual

11068 26 Yearly estimates are presented for the use of hazardous materials including, but not 
limited to, 9,000,000 gallons of diesel fuel, 73,000 tons of sulfuric acid, 105,000 
gallons of fuels and oils and 1200 tons of ammonium nitrate. These materials have 
significant potential for explosion, toxic and corrosive spills and damage to health 
and the environment.

Individual

11068 47 Apart from flying in the face of common sense and decency, this situation should 
serve as a major embarrassment to those who drafted the underlying regulations.

Individual

11071 1 Surely it's time to learn from past mistakes, our lack of respect for and inability to 
live in harmony with nature is our great loss and is already proving to be our fast 
track to extinction.  Someone has to be brave and take a stand against our self 
seeking limited world view… might that be you Ms. Everson.

Individual
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11082 8 "The Rosemont Tailings exhibit a Liquid Limit of 23.5% by dry weight"…"It can be 
concluded the trafficability of Rosemont tailings will be very poor and likely 
impossible with the proposed stacking and operational equipment at moisture cotents 
above 16% by dry weight. Therefore the, the tailings filter plant must be capable of 
consistently dewatering tailings to produce a dry tailings product with moisture 
contents less than 16%." 
My Question is-
If this mine has to operate 24/7 and these tailings have to be consistently dewatered 
to avoid having the tailings wall fall break, what will happen say if the electricity 
goes out? (Very possible during the rainy season when other areas might be wet) 
Will a backup generator be enough to dewater?

Individual

11082 10 "The Rosemont Tailings exhibit a Liquid Limit of 23.5% by dry weight"…"It can be 
concluded the trafficability of Rosemont tailings will be very poor and likely 
impossible with the proposed stacking and operational equipment at moisture cotents 
above 16% by dry weight. Therefore the, the tailings filter plant must be capable of 
consistently dewatering tailings to produce a dry tailings product with moisture 
contents less than 16%." 
My Question is-
What if it is raining when a layer of freshly dewatered tailings is being spread on the 
pile? Does it suck the water into the pile and cause potential liquefaction?
Has the dry stack tailing been done successfully in a climate as moist as the Santa 
Rita Mountians? 
I am concerned that the evaluation was based on only a single tailings sample. I 
request that there is an evaluation on a minimum of 20 tailings samples of various 
representations.

Individual
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1 1 I urge you to reject the mine proposal

6 1 Due to the severe negative impacts of the Rosemont mine the project should be 
denied at this time. An environmental impact study is not required to see the damage 
the mine, tailings, ____, leaching and tailings pond would have would cause 
environmentally.

Individual

19 1 Profits to Canada
Copper to China
Waste and hole to U.S. 
Several years of mediocre wages
unending toxic waste management costs

If the U.S. is going to rage its natural beauty and remove its natural resource it would 
be nice if the US were the one to benefit, not a couple of foreign countries.

Individual

23 1 I live in Corona de Tucson, and I'm very opposed Rosemont Mine is directly south 
of us in the Santa Rita Mountains.

27 7 Bad proposed use of public land!Individual
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33 2 I don’t like the proposal either! NO MINE!!Individual

33 7 I want nothing at all to do with Posemont Mining and their self-serving ambitions. 
NO MINE.

Individual

36 4 NO mine.Individual

43 1 We strongly protest these mines because of the many ways in which they will 
negatively affect, not just our property, but all the communities in the surrounding 
areas.

Individual

43 14 Why are you so quick to sell out your community for a quick buck, and sacrifice the 
beauty of the areas that will be raped, ravaged and left for the State and the burden of 
the citizens to clean up. These areas will never be the same! People come here from 
all over to experience southern Arizona's unique desert landscapes. We love the idea 
of living off a scenic highway, please don't take that away from us!

Individual

47 1 Personally, I'm 15 and don't want my public land soiled because of a mine that'll 
close in a decade or two. Just because the market's good right now doesn't mean they 
should open a big, GAPING hole in the natural landscape!

Individual

51 1 This is a ridiculous idea. We already have enough mines in this area.Individual

52 10 Consider the huge amount of public oposition to this mine.Individual

60 3 I would ask you to reject the proposal.Individual

134 1 Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the initial public comment period for 
the preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed Rosemont 
Copper Project. We are ranch owners at High Haven Ranch, with Forest Service 
grazing permits of Oak Tree Allotments I &II, directly adjacent to Forest Service 
lands now leased by Rosemont Copper Company. We have tremendous concern over 
the multitude of impacts to our area that would occur if the proposed Rosemont 
Copper Project is accepted by the Forest Service.

134 3 We have always has a positive, mutually respecting, cooperative relationship with 
the Forest Service. That, of course, will continue to be so. But we do need to express 
that it disturbs us greatly that the battle our community so strongly fought against 
ASARCO is now having to be fought again, this time with Augusta Resource 
(Rosemont Copper Co.).

134 15 The proposed Rosemont Open Pit Copper Mine would create many layers and 
dimensions of despoilment, causing ravaging of pristine land, and with negative 
impacts for generations to come.

156 8 I believe every effort in America must be done to declare our land protected, sacred, 
honored

156 9 Our people are citizens and rule this country, and we trust you to carry out our 
message - No Rosemont Mine Ever.

159 16 We the undersigned to do hereby strongly oppose any mining activities in the 
Rosemont Ranch area of the Santa Rita Mountains.
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235 1 We wish to support the efforts to prevent hardrock mining in the Rosemont Valley of 
the Santa Rita Mountains and in the Patagonia Mountains, Canelo Hills and San 
Rafael Valley. Our organization or business can offer the following (please check all 
that apply.)                 1. We endorse the effort to prevent mining in the Santa Rita 
and Patagonia Mountains, Canelo Hills and San Rafael 
Valley.                                                                                                 2. SSSR has 
permission to use our name as an endorser.                                                          3. 
We will pledge a contribution of $______ to SSSR to be used in the 
campaign.                 4. We will help seek other 
donations.                                                                                               5. We will 
communicate with our membership or clients about reasons to oppose these 
mines.                                                                                                                            
                           6. We wish to be kept informed and to participate in the campaign 
as it progresses, including any public comment periods during the potential 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process.

236 1 I'm writing to express my concerns about the proposed Rosemont Mine project. As a 
visitor to the Sonoita area, particularly the Epona Center at Apache Springs Ranch, I 
am disturbed by the news that this beautiful valley is set to be irreparably damaged 
by an open pit mine of such scale.

777 2 I wish to state my unqualified opposition to the Rosemont project.Individual

1525 1 This project would be an environmental disaster in a beautiful area that would be 
ruined forever. It must be stopped now.

Individual

1527 3 NO! NO! NO! Hell NO!!Individual

1529 2 We are sick of the destruction of Sonora Desert.Individual

1536 1 WHY IS THIS EVEN A CONSIDERATION, THIS IS DISGUSTING. THIS IS 
OUR LAND. NO!

Individual

1538 6 The public surrounding this proposed mine are certainly not in agreement with the 
destruction of their (public) land.

Individual

1542 5 I hope the forest service does what it can to prevent this disasterIndividual

1551 8 I cincerly hope that the project will not materialize!!Individual

1552 4 But even more with the destruction fo what is a beautiful area in the santa RitasIndividual

1558 8 Leave something for the future generations! After all this is public land and the 
majority does not want another mine.

Individual

1559 1 I am opposed to this projectIndividual

1565 3 Please do whatever you can to prevent this from happening. Please, do whatever you 
can to prevent this beautiful area from being destroyed. Thank you for protecting the 
Santa Rita mountains from mining.

Individual

1566 1 The Rosemont Mine will be an ecological andIndividual
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1566 6 Our national forests should belong to the people and the people do not want 
mountains of mine tailings.

Individual

1571 1 I an my wife are very opposed to this mine.Individual

1571 6 Please don't let this disaster happen.Individual

1573 1 I do not want the copper mineIndividual

1574 1 I totally oppose any mining operations in the Rosemont area.Individual

1576 2 If the mine will require VIRGIN water- as opposed to say, gray water, I oppose it!Individual

1578 1 Hope a conservation ethic overcomes desire to make moneyIndividual

1586 5 Against the entire project - insult to the environment, forestry, water supply.Individual

1588 5 Don't go forward to allow a foreign country to damage our natural environment.Individual

1592 3 and very likely pollute and degrade surrounding landIndividual

1598 1 I hope the mine project I stopped.Individual

1604 4 This is an appeal that the Rosemont Mine not be approved.  As a matter of basic 
justice and fairness, no governmental agency should approve a plan that will 
knowingly cause harm to our community in time of crisis and necessity.

Individual

1611 1 I wish to express my strong opposition to the Rosemont Copper ProjectIndividual

1612 1 I strongly believe this is the wrong idea, in the wrong place, at the wrong time.  
There are so many reasons why this proposal should not be allowed to go forward, so 
I will focus on just a few;

Individual

1617 1 I completely object to mining in this area. There is no place or good reason for it and 
it must be stopped. Do not buckel under economic pressure and sell the ecological 
habitat out. Stockholders who have not been here don't understand but they must be 
made to!
Stop- do the right thing and stop mining here.

Individual

1620 10 Whole project should be scraped!Individual

1622 10 I oppose the plan for an open pit mine in the Santa Ritas!!Individual

1629 2 It seems big business thinks they can run rough shod over small towns. We don't 
want you leveling our mountains or poising our water.

Individual

1630 1 I do not want mining on my forest service land. I am against the proposal of the 
Rosemont Copper Co.

Individual

1631 9 Please, stop this Rosemont mine- it is not worth the loses for AZ.Individual

1635 1 The coporation's plan is clear; Mine on private property and dump their waste on 
our- the public's- property. I've seen Silver City, Bisbee, Green Valley, Morenci & 
Cliffton and the mountains of sterile ugly poisoness land they leave behind- JUST 
SAY NO!

Individual
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1639 1 I am very much opposed to having a mining operation in the Santa Rita Mountains.Individual

1641 1 As an avid naturalist and bird watcher I ask the forest service to deny the opening of 
the Rosemont Copper Mine.

Individual

1641 9 This mine will disrupt nesting, breeding and migratory areas and it should not be 
approved.

Individual

1644 1 No mine.  Do not destroy a beautiful area.  My children are growing up in the Vail 
area and visit their grandmother who lives near Sonoita.

Individual

1646 1 No mine.Individual

1647 1 I strongly oppose the proposed Augusta Mine at Rosemont.Individual

1653 1 We are writing to protest the current proposals to operate mines in and around the 
Davidson Canyon water basin areas.

Individual

1656 15 Please do not permit this destructive mine.Individual

1660 1 I am opposed to the Rosemont mine.Individual

1665 11 I would think by now you have learned we do not want mines of any kind in the 
Santa Rita mountains. Please remember you work for the people of the United State. 
You job is to take care of our land. Please do your job.

Individual

1667 1 We oppose the Rosemont Copper Mine.Individual

1667 3 No-mine-please.Individual

1671 4 Why should we rape the land for short-term monetary gains robbing it of its natural 
resources rather than preserving our natural heritage?

Individual

1672 1 Say No, not on Forest Service Land will you put your waste rocks.Individual

1672 3 Do not mine any lands in the Coronado National Forest.Individual

1675 1 I'm 14 but I am vehemently opposed to the Rosemont Mine.Individual

1675 8 Please stop this mine before it ruins the Beautiful Santa Ritas.Individual

1696 6 Please do not approve this proposal.Individual

1702 7 The obsolete mining laws MUST be changed. NO Rosemont Mine !!Individual

1707 1 The purpose of this letter is to request your assistance on the following issues of vital 
importance to the citizens of Greater Green Valley.
The prevention of the development of a copper mine in the Rosemont area of the 
Santa Rita Mountains by the Canadian firm Augusta Resource Corporation.

Organization

1729 4 Stop this NowIndividual
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1743 2 As of 6/30/2008, I am submitting more than 6,000 signatures of Americans who own 
and use this public land. All of them oppose this mine. I also want to read you a list 
of every elected official and government body in the region that opposes the 
Rosemont Project: The county boards of both Pima and Santa Cruz counties, The 
city of Tucson and the towns of Marana, Patagonia, Oro Valley and Sahuarita, and 
the Green Valley Community Coordinating Council have all passed unanimous 
resolutions opposing the mine. Both Congressman Raul Grijalva and 
Congresswoman Gabrielle Giffords are in total opposition of the mine project. 
Arizona state legislators Tim Bee, Marian McClure and Jonathan Paton, Paula 
Aboud, Tom Prezelski, and Phil Lopes are also in opposition to this project. 

At the US Forest Service hearings held so far to take public comments about the 
project, out of the hundreds of people that attended, at most a dozen have spoken in 
favor of the mine project and nearly all of these work for the company.  In short, 
opposition to the project is overwhelming. 

Finally, I am submitting a list of just some of the organizations so far, who have 
officially opposed the mine representing more than 34,000 Southern Arizonans:

Coalition for Sonoran Desert Protection-(members consist of 40 conservation and 
neighborhood groups, representing nearly 30,000 people)
Southern AZ Hang Gliding Association-30 members
Tucson Orienteering Club- 132 members
Sierra Club-3,500 members in Southern AZ
Friends of the Jaguar-26 members
Santa Rita Foothills Community Association
Pantano Christian Church Motorcycle Group-150 members
Tanque Verde Valley Association- 108 members
Sonoran Desert Mountain Bicyclists- 120 members
Republicans for Environmental Protection- 75 members
Cienega Watershed Partnership
Signing Valley North Home Owners Association
Tucson Arts Brigade
Jarnac Observatory
Maricopa Audubon
Long Realty of Sonoita/Patagonia

Efforts to collect this signatures and endorsements will continue through the entire 
process. My question to the Forest Service in making its decision is "Does the will of 
the people count? How can you say it doesn't when you have opposition like this?"

Organization

1748 15 The Singing North Valley Owners Association is principally in opposition to the 
development of the Rosemont Ranch Property into a functioning Copper or other 
mineral extracting mining operation through or by Augusta Resources Inc. any of its 
subsidiaries successors, or, assigns.

Organization

1750 1 PLEASE DON'T RUIN THAT VALLEY_____ THEY ARE A BUNCH OF 
SPECULATORS

Individual

1752 3 This mine should not be built.Individual
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1769 1 I hope the mine does not open.Individual

1771 1 I oppose the opening of the mine because of the negative Impact on the environmentIndividual

1775 17 Emphatically NO to Rosemont Mining, Augusta Resource Corp.Individual

1776 13 Do the right thing!!!  Just say no!!!Individual

1784 1 Myself and my family and many in the community are absolutely opposed to this 
mine (Rosemont) and all other claims in the Santa Ritas, Patagonias and in the San 
Rafael Valley.

Individual

1806 1 Most of the area thay require is is national forrest. This belongs to the people of the 
united states. We do not need another open pit copper mine in southern Arizona 
devastating the area.

Individual

1808 2 This area is not compatable with a open put mine and the Forest Service should take 
steps to stop it.

Individual

1813 1 If there is a way to STOP this plan for a mine, that would be best for the land.Individual

1813 3 I am against this mine in this area!Individual

1830 1 NO OPEN Pit in the Santa Rita's.Individual

1834 3 All this mine is going to do is put money in their pockets and leave us dry.  I really 
don't think they care.

Individual

1836 12 NO MINEIndividual

1846 1 I am adamantly opposed to the Rosemont mine proposal.  Environmentally, asthetic 
and water misappropiation of this critical life support resource must not happen!

Individual

1847 1 I am totally against the Rosemont Mine Proposal.Individual

1848 4 I am totally against this project!Individual

1850 5 I am strongly opposed to the Rosemont Copper Mine Project.Individual

1852 5 As landowners downstream near Cienega Creek we have to oppose this mine.Individual

1854 1 My husband and I want to go on the record as to opposing the copper mine to be 
located in the Santa Ritas.

Individual

1855 1 My wife and I feel strongly that the Rosemont mine would be a huge disaster.Individual

1855 4 Please do not approve the mining project at the Rosemont site. It would be a tragedy 
to me.

Individual

1856 17 Emphatically NO to Rosemont Mining, Augusta Resource Corp.Individual

1858 1 I understand that you are accepting comments in regard to proposed mining 
operation in the Santa Rita Mountains. We strongly oppose this operation. The Santa 
Ritas should be preserved for all future generations to enjoy.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 140 of 224



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Other

In opposition

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

1859 1 I understand that you are accepting comments in regard to proposed mining 
operation in the Santa Rita Mountains. We strongly oppose this operation. The Santa 
Ritas should be preserved for all future generations to enjoy.

Individual

1860 1 I understand that you are accepting comments in regard to proposed mining 
operation in the Santa Rita Mountains. We strongly oppose this operation. The Santa 
Ritas should be preserved for all future generations to enjoy.

Individual

1861 2 Please NO MORE MINES.Individual

1862 1 In regards to the Rosemont Mine Project, I must say that I am vehemently opposed 
to it. As an avid out door enthusiast and environmentally conscientious person, I 
believe a mining operation of this magnitude in the Santa Rita Mts. Would amount to 
a total tragedy.

Individual

1863 1 We have been opposed to this mine project since it was first promoted.Individual

1863 6 Unless there is a way to extract the copper without the use of our current water 
supply this project for another mine should be declined by the authorities charged 
with such responsibilities.

Individual

1864 8 In the end, the Forest Service will end up as the bad guy if you approve Rosemont 
Copper's request to mine because you have the final approval. I implore you; deny 
Rosemont Copper's request!!!!!

Individual

1866 10 Please help us preserve our lands.  Do not provide permits for the destruction of 
public land which belongs to the citizens of this country.

Individual

1875 6 This is a bad idea in a beautiful area. Please reject this application.Individual

1878 1 Thank you for a chance to express our opposition to the Rosemont Mine Project. As 
residents of the area that would be greatly effected by this mine, we realize that our 
future may depend on weather or not it is approved. The environmental damage and 
water usage far outweigh the economic impact. We urge that this Mine not be 
approved.

Individual

1879 1 I write to oppose the Rosemont Copper Project in the strongest possible terms.Individual

1881 1 As a long time resident of Green Valley, I am writing to protest against a copper 
mine being allowed on the east side of the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

1884 1 I am writing regarding the Rosemont Copper Project EIS. I am strongly opposed to 
the proposed Rosemont Copper project.

Individual

1885 11 No Mining!Individual

1886 1 I am writing this letter in strong opposition to the Rosemont mine.Individual

1886 5 Please don't approve this mine, its water demande is too great.Individual

1887 2 Let's get together and prevent another mine in this area.Individual

1888 4 Please use your influence to block the opening of this mine unless or until they 
aquire a source of water that will not draw upon our water table.

Individual
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1889 1 I would like to voice my strong opposition to any proposal of a copper mine on 
Coronado National Forest land.

Individual

1895 1 The proposed Rosemont Mine should be rejected. It's a bad idea.Individual

1898 1 The U.S. Forest Service should protect the public it serves by disallowing 
development and destruction of the pristine wild diversity we now experience in the 
Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding desert grasslands. These areas under the 
stewardship of the Forest Service must be preserved for the enjoyment of the local 
citizens, visitors, and future generations alike.

Individual

1898 8 Thank you for the opportunity to convery my strongest objections to further 
degradation of the Santa Ritas. These areas must be protected.

Individual

1904 1 I am writing to oppose the Rosemont mine and hope that the permit will be denied.Individual

1907 1 I am writing to express my extreme opposition to any and all accommodation 
granting August Resource Corporation revisions to the forest plan allowing further 
degradation of this precious resource.

Individual

1908 7 We vote an emphatic NO to the proposed Rosemont Copper Project.Individual

1911 12 It is irresponsible and illogical to place a mine in the middle of a populated area.  It 
is a NO BRAINER!!

Individual

1922 1 The Rosemont mine must not be approvedIndividual

1922 19 Please do not permit this destructive mine.Individual

1923 1 The fact that this mining project is even being considered is apalling and 
irresponsible.

Individual

1925 2 Please look for copper elsewhere! In other words; GO HOME!! This state has becoe 
populated since the 1872 Mining Laws.

Individual

1932 1 As a Home Owner living in Singling Valley for the last 19 years, I strongly oppose 
the Augusta Mine.

Individual

1936 1 The Rosemont Mine must NOT be allowed.Individual

1936 7 Please do not let this happen. The time to say NO is long overdue!Individual

1937 1 I strongly oppose the Rosemont Copper Mining Project in the Santa Rita mountains.Individual

1938 1 I greatly oppose the Rosemont Copper Mining Project in the Santa Rita mountains.Individual

1944 9 Any mining in the Santa Ritas is simply not a good idea.Individual

1945 1 I urge you NOT to allow a large open pit to begin production in the Santa Rita 
Mountains.

Individual

1946 1 I urge you NOT to allow a large open pit to begin production in the Santa Rita 
Mountains.

Individual

1950 1 Dept. of Ag should not be pushing for more mines in Green Valley are and/or 
Arizona.

Individual
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1952 1 the copper mine should not happenIndividual

1953 1 I am writing you today to do everything in your power to secure the future scenic 
beauty and the water  aquifer of the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

1955 1 I am opposed to further mining in the Santa Rita Mountains because it will have a 
negative effect on the environment and the lives of all that live in this part of the 
country.

Individual

1960 1 There is strong opposition for this large mine being allowed in this area.  People here 
are so stressed that our government, and your government  agency, would allow such 
a thing like this to happen based upon the looming water shortage we are facing 
here.  Many people that we spoke with said, "The Forest Service has already made 
up their mind to allow this mine to operate, these meetings are only window-
dressing."  We truly hope that this is not the case.

Individual

1964 5 I urge you to reject the Augusta's request to build an open pit copper mine in Pima 
County.

Individual

1964 15 From where I sit (in Sonoita), there is strong evidence that creating an open pit 
copper mine in Pima County would be a mistake.

Individual

1965 1 I write in opposition to the proposal by Rosemont Copper Company to develop an 
open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

1965 5 The economic benefit of the mine which would accrue largely to the direct benefit of 
Rosemont's shareholders is far outweighed by inevitable and unavoidable 
environmental harm.

Individual

1966 1 I am totally against any mining, and in particular to the Rosemont Mine, in the Santa 
Rita Mountains.

Individual

1967 9 STOP ROSEMONT MINE NOW.Individual

1968 1 I oppose the approval of this project for the following reasons:Individual

1970 1 No mines!Individual

1974 1 I strongly oppose mining in Santa Rita Mts and other local lands in area-Eastern 
Santa Cruz County

Individual

1974 10 Please protect our land-once gone it will be gone forever. This beautiful place is not 
the place to mine and destroy the entire area.

Individual

1975 1 A huge open pit copper mine plus miles of toxic, ugly tailings piled high on our 
national forest in the beautiful Santa Rita mtns which would be destroyed forever 
would be a tragedy- really criminal. Stop this atrocity now. The forest service must 
never allow this deceitful foreign firm (mostly Japanese) that has never operated a 
mine, do it here.

Individual

1975 6 A horrible mistake and utter stupidity-for eternity.Individual

1976 1 As a long-time resident of Green Valley I oppose the Rosemont Copper mine.Individual

1977 5 My greatest concern relates to pollution;Individual
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1980 1 I am totally against any mining!!!Individual

1984 1 I am opposed to this operation for many reasons; such as effect on the environment, 
wildlife decimation, scenic route on Hwy 83.

Individual

1988 1 Don't do this.Individual

1990 1 This would be an environmental disaster in a beautiful area that would never recover.Individual

1997 1 Pls don't destroy the Santa Rita's we need these mountains intact.Individual

2002 1 There is no upside to this project for Arizonans or Americans!Individual

2043 1 Stop mining on our land.Individual

2044 1 This is our land --- we want it protected.Individual

2062 1 Stop mining now!!!Individual

2063 1 Pls don't destroy the Santa Rita's.Individual

2066 1 No mine no pollution.Individual

2068 1 Stop mining period.Individual

2073 1 I live in the area and don't want the area destroyed.Individual

2074 1 We need to stop foreign companies coming to the U.S., tearing up the land, taking 
the profits, then leaving the mess.

Individual

2075 1 I am completely opposed to the proposed Rosemont mine in the Santa Rita 
mountains by the Augusta Resource Corporation.

Individual

2076 2 I am very oppose to the existence of an open-pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains.Individual

2079 7 Please stop and think about what your actions in allowing the Rosemont Copper 
Project to use the forest service areas around their private lands will do to the beauty 
of the area. We vote No on this project.

Individual

2080 1 Someone needs to get real and not allow the destruction of any public land by 
foreign conglomerates.

Individual

2081 2 Please stop this bad idea!Individual

2084 1 I would like to express my oppostion to the Rosemont Copper ProjectIndividual

2084 6  Pollution would quite likely be the consequence of this project.Individual

2084 11 Please consider the irreparable losses that approval of this project would incur.Individual

2086 1 I don't have time for an elaborate comment in the mine fiasco. However, other than 
the BLM, I cannot think of a more pervasively Earth-destructive entity then the 
Forest Service. How about giving us and Mother a break this time. Show us/Her 
some respect. You'll feel better for it.

Individual
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2087 1 Will we ever be done destroying what god gave us? Tell me that it will not happen.Individual

2088 1 We are opposed to the Rosemont Mine in the Santa Rita Mountains.Individual

2088 10 We say no to the Rosemont mine in the Santa Rita Mountains.Individual

2089 1 having sent emails on this subject before, i am simply reiterating my opposition to 
this mine operation.

Individual

2090 1 My wife & I would like you to recognize our opposition to the Rosemont Copper 
Mine Project.

Individual

2090 9 I think the National Forests can better serve the interests of the people of the U.S. in 
more constructive ways than to permit this project to be approved.

Individual

2091 1 As a citizen of Green Valley and Pima County, I strongly oppose the Rosemont 
Copper Project.

Individual

2093 1 It would be a shame to give this mining company land to dump on.Individual

2094 7 We've been following this issue very closely and haven't read a single redeemable 
reason for this mining operation to be allowed.

Individual

2094 8 Please, please don't allow the Augusta Resource Corporation to ruin our beautiful 
Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

2094 10 No open pit copper mining company should be allowed to do this, but especially a 
foreign-owned company.

Individual

2096 3 The Rosemone Mine must not go forward.Individual

2096 6 Stop the Rosemont mine.Individual

2097 1 We cannot justify this short-term business operation when we know what the long-
term results will be. Please reconsider your plan.

Individual

2098 3 Therefore, I am opposed to spending any more public time and money analyzing this 
already moot project.

Individual

2101 1 There is delicateness to the Beautiful Mountain Empire that can be seen. There is a 
sacred order that has been establsihed since the beginning of time. Please do not go 
ahead with this monster mine. Sonoita, Patagonia and Elgin are one of the few places 
on Earth where greed and destruction have been stayed.

Individual

2102 2 Even the most casual freewat observer cannot help but note the monumental 
destruction wrought by mining in Southern Arizona.

Individual

2102 5 The owners of the proposed Rosemont mine promise that their business wil be 
different, that it will not have such ill effects, but the evidence of history speaks 
otherwise. Let's see the mining companies fix the mess they've already made before 
we even consider letting them make another one.

Individual

2103 5 We wish to express our dissatisfaction with this process and stop it, if indeed the end 
is not already decided.

Individual
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2115 1 I wish to register my voice against the approval of the Augusta Resource/Rosemont 
Copper open pit mine.

Individual

2117 1 We are opposed to the proposed mine as my husband and I live in the Vail area and 
feel that our lives would be greatly affected by this mine.

Individual

2119 1 I do not want another Open Pit Copper Mine in Pima County especially in my back 
yard of Corona De Tucson near the Santa Rita Mountains. AND NEITHER DO 
MOST OF THE PEOPLE WHO LIVE IN THIS AREA AND TO THE EAST!!!!

Individual

2121 1 I am opposed to the Rosemont Mine for multiple reasons. Before approval is given 
many issues must be resolved and I don't believe there are acceptable resolutions or 
mitigations for many of them.

Individual

2121 14 Rosemont is one proposed mining operation that definitely should not be permitted.Individual

2122 1 There is no truly positive argument that would justify even considering placing an 
open pit mining operation in this sensitive and beautiful location.

Individual

2123 6 I could go on and on, but the point is that I MOST STRONGLY OPPOSE the 
Rosemont mining proposal.

Individual

2124 1 I wish to go on record as personally opposing the Rosemont mining operation in the 
Santa Rita mountains.

Individual

2124 6 I say "LEAVE THE SANTA RITA'S ALONE!".Individual

2125 1 As a conservationist and native Arizonan I oppose the development of an open pit 
mine in the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

2125 5 Far too much of southern Arizona has already been lost to unsustainable 
development. Please don't add another of our special places to the list. Please say no 
to the Rosemont Mine.

Individual

2126 1 There is strong opposition for this large mine being allowed in this area.  People here 
are so stressed that our government, and your government  agency, would allow such 
a thing like this to happen based upon the looming water shortage we are facing 
here.  Many people that we spoke with said, "The Forest Service has already made 
up their mind to allow this mine to operate, these meetings are only window-
dressing."  We truly hope that this is not the case.

Individual

2135 1 I am against this mine and have stated so in several occasionsIndividual

2136 2 Hundreds of acres paid for an enjoyed by American taxpayers will be destroyed by a 
foreign registered company scheduled to ship the majority of the mined copper 
outside of the United States.

Individual

2136 14 Contrary to what Augusta would have you believe, there is huge opposition to this 
mine. I urge you to consider the destruction of the Santa Ritas and Coronado 
National Forest by this open pit copper mine, as a travesty of the public trust and to 
reject the Rosemont Copper proposal.

Individual
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2139 1 I have huge objections to the mine. WATER, POLLUTION, EROSION, ECO-
WILDLIFE DAMAGE, NEED I CONTINUE? This mine must be STOPPED. The 
Santa Ritas are to ecosensitive to have mining. PLEASE STOP the ROSEMONT 
MINE!!!!!

Individual

2140 2 I have lived in Tucson since 1971 and don't appreciate that residents will be chased 
out by foreign mining interests. Please stop this madness, it is a bad idea.

Individual

2147 2 I wish to state my unqualified opposition to the Rosemont project.Individual

2150 1 We are writing you to protest the proposal plans to open mines in the Davidson 
Canyon area along Highway 83.

Individual

2152 1 This mine is a bad idea.Individual

2154 3 and environmental catastrophesIndividual

2155 8 Please do not allow Forest lands to be used in such a detrimental fashion. Help the 
people who own nearby properties to protect their values.

Individual

2157 1 I am a concerned citizen of Southern Arizona. I would like it known that I am 
strongly against the Rosemont Mine. Arizona has a lot of mines and we do not need 
another.

Individual

2159 1 Please, no more mines!Individual

2160 1 I oppose the proposed Rosemont Copper mine project.Individual

2160 4 No to the Rosemont Copper Project.Individual

2161 1 I won't take up your valuable time, just count me amoung the concerned citizens that 
are against this mine.

Individual

2162 1 As a citizen of Arizona and an avid hiker and outdoors person, I oppose the mining 
of the Santa Rita mtns.

Individual

2163 2 Please don't destroy our land.Individual

2170 1 I am opposed to the proposal to mine copper via open pit operations in the Rosemont 
valley of the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

2171 1 From all I've read thus far-THIS IS A VERY BAD IDEA!Individual

2171 9 This project should be scrapped!Individual

2172 3 The Forest Service should protect this land for future generations.Individual

2173 4 As a citizen of Green Valley, I am opposed to the construction of an open pit copper 
near the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

2177 5 We are very opposed to this mine and the damage it will cause. Mining is never safe 
and always causes environmental problems and we de ont want it in our backyard.

Individual

2181 7 Johnnie and I have worked long and hard to have our beautiful home and property 
on the beautiful, peaceful Scenic Route and fear it is all crashing down around us. 
Please stop this insanity. It's just not reasonable.

Individual
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2182 1 I am writing to recommend that the NEPA review find that the use of the Coronado 
National Forest land for an open-pit copper mine is not environmental sound.

Individual

2185 1 After reading the different articles in newspapers concerning the Rosemont Copper 
Project, I can only hope that the government "will not" let this project proceed any 
further.

Individual

2186 5 Therefore I vehemently protest this project.Individual

2187 2 I urge you to consider this plan carefully and to reject it.Individual

2187 6 Please reject this mining use.Individual

2189 2 I have lived here for 32 years, and don't desire to be chased out by foreign mining 
interests. Please stop this madness, it is a bad idea.

Individual

2192 1 How many times have we made mistakes in this country-political, social, 
environmental? All anyone has to do is drive through Clifton, Arizona to know that 
allowing this mine just southeast of Tucson to open and decimate the mountains and 
valleys is just plain wrong.

Individual

2195 1 I am writing to let you know of my extreme dissatisfaction with the Rosemont mine 
project. I am not a "tree hugging" liberal but I am someone who appreciates natural 
beauty and hates to see it destroyed.

Individual

2195 9 Let me just say that I know that the majority of the USFS employees do not support 
the mine, or at least I like to think so, but unfortunately there seem to be many in the 
USFS that do.

Individual

2195 10 It is a shame that we as a communtiy seem to be powerless against corporate 
corruption and greed.

Individual

2196 6 Finally, while I am conservation minded, I am also a engineer/business consultant. 
So while I am a proponent for businesses in general, I am not a proponent for 
businesses that destroy our environment and the livelihood of future generations.

Individual

2197 1 I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposed copper mine. My view can 
be summarized in six syllables: Are they out of their minds??!!!

Individual

2201 1 We were greatly saddened to hear of plans to open a copper mine in the Santa Rita 
Mountains. The impacts of mining on the landscape would be a huge detriment in 
our opinion.

Individual

2201 8 Please consider our strong views on not allowing this mine when reviewing this 
action. As it states at the bottom of the Forest Service letter: "Caring for the Land 
and Serving People", I would hope you stand by this statement.

Individual

2203 5 In the absence of absolute certainty, my poistion is that the Rosemont Mine should 
not be allowed to go forward.

Individual

2203 7 Rosemont's rosy modeling predictions are obviously liberal. We cannot wait 100 
years to determine which side in the debate is correct. We MUST choose the 
conservative position: NO MINE!

Individual

2205 1 The mine really does upset me. I don't think anything I say hear will make a 
difference but, I'm hoping.

Individual
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2206 1 I oppose the Rosemont mines.Individual

2207 1 I honestly hope, that none is seriously thinking about a mine in Rosemont.Individual

2208 1 The mining industry has already polluted and destroyed enough of Arizona. We must 
stop Augusta Resource Corp from destroying the Santa Rita Mountains and vote NO 
on the Rosemont Mine project.

Individual

2209 1 Please deny the request for the proposed Rosemont Mine to use 3,670 acres of our 
public Coronado National Forest land.

Individual

2211 10 The Tucson Board of Governors has come out opposing a new mine and in facts 
sponsors a federal law prohibiting further mining of the Santa Cruz area. The Long-
Term-Green-Valley-Supply.pdf was prepared by professional engineers and contains 
information used as part of the Tucson Board of Governors support of this law now 
being considered by Congress.
Since it is the opinion of the Tucson Board of Governors that this law is necessary 
for the sustainability of the current public and private sector. I feel no new mining 
should occur until Congress decides its law excluding the Santa Cruz from further 
mining. I also feel Rosemont Mine is too new to the process of obtaining a mine to 
be grandfathered or ecluded from such a law should it come into effect.

Individual

2213 1 I, Darrick W Benson am in strong opposition of the Rosemont Copper Mine.Individual

2213 8 I urge the U.S. Forest Service to reject any Mining Plan of Operations submitted by 
Augusta Resource Corporation for mining in the Santa Ritas based on the issues 
described above.

Individual

2215 1 After much consideration of the pros and cons, my wife and I have become strongly 
opposed to the open-pit copper mine.

Individual

2218 5 I urge you to reject the Augusta's request to build an open pit copper mine in Pima 
County.

Individual

2218 15 From where I sit (in Sonoita), there is strong evidence that creating an open pit 
copper mine in Pima County would be a mistake.

Individual

2219 1 It is inconceivable to me that the Forest Service will do anything but deny this 
proposal to open yet one more environmentally devastating mine in the area around 
Green Valley, Arizona.

Individual

2219 2 There are many many negative impacts to such a plan, and no positive impacts 
(except possible profits to Augusta Resource Corp).

Individual

2227 1 We are residents of Green Valley, AZ, and are admantly opposed to having the 
Rosemont Mine go into business in our Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

2228 1 I have been concerned regarding the proposed Rosemont Mine southeast of Tucson. 
I have lived in Corona de Tucson for the past 23 years and have seen many changes 
occur in our area. However, the Rosemont Mine is not a welcome change in the 
Santa Rita area.

Individual

2242 6 I am for balancing public land development for the good of the public. This is not for 
the good of the public.

Individual
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2260 7 We don't want it; don't let the mine happen.Individual

2262 1 As an informed citizen of Tucson I believe I speak for many who would express: 
Please don't build this mine.

Individual

2268 1 The Miller family are against the mining in our area.Individual

2268 5 We are Americans should have some say in this… DO NOT ALLOW THIS THIS 
TO HAPPEN!!!! PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE.

Individual

2269 2 That being said we are vehemently against the project and at least want to go on 
record as such. We have long since learned that what the majority of the US 
population wants and what big business wants are two different things in most cases 
and the Companies always so as they please ignoring the good of the people.

Individual

2270 2 Why can't the people who have the power and responsibility to stop the mine get a 
clue that this mine is bad on every aspect of its concept.

Individual

2273 1 My family and I are strongly opposed to the proposed Rosemont Mine.Individual

2275 1 I am absolutely against the development of the Rosemont Mine.Individual

2277 1 I am totally against allowing Rosemont Mining Company to develop their site in 
Southeast Arizona.

Individual

2287 1 I am opposed to the project.Individual

2290 1 I'm writing to ask you consider my opposition to the proposed Rosemont copper 
mine in the Santa Rita mountains. After seeing a news piece on KUAT, I'm even 
more opposed to it. I urge you to consider the potential negative impacts and lack of 
benefit of the mine to the residents of southern Arizona and take any action you can 
to oppose this mining effort.

Individual

2294 1 We are unable to attend your Hearings and Open Houses concerning the copper 
mining project in the Rosemont area, but we did attend an earlier meeting at the 
Green Valley Community church and wish to again send our urgent request that you 
keep our Santa Rita forest lands free of copper tailings and roads.

Individual

2295 5 I think the Rosemont Mine is a terrible idea.Individual

2300 3 It is the wrong project in the wrong place at the wrong time, and should be 
permanently shelved as soon as the process allows. Period.

Individual

2301 6 I strongly object to this plan.Individual

2302 1 My wife and I are opposed to the Rosemont Mine being allowed to operate.Individual

2303 1 I'm writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed open-pit Rosemont 
copper mine for several reasons.

Individual

2306 1 Please do not approve the mining plans of this operation.Individual

2309 1 I truly think thi smine is a bad idea.Individual
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2310 1 I am writing to say I totally oppose the proposed Rosemont Mine operation and 
encourage the USFS to decline Rosemont's request.

Individual

2310 5 Again, I strongly urge you to turn down Rosemont's request.Individual

2312 5 We must not allow Rosemont to mine the Santa Ritas, we must "focus on the needs 
of the future generations".

Individual

2314 1 We are writing to protest the current proposals to operate mines in and around the 
Davidson Canyon water basin areas.

Individual

2315 1 I am opposed to the Rosemont Mine.Individual

2315 4 We do not need to lose any more wild and beautiful country so that a few thoughtless 
and greedy people can cash in.

Individual

2322 4 I would suggest we all stand up against this type of destruction of our forests, life 
styles and destruction/elimination of natural resources (water for instance) in the 
name of progress and profits!

Individual

2326 1 I am and have been a resident of Arizona for 30 years. I strongly oppose the 
Rosemont mine project.

Individual

2329 3 I am sending this e-mail to register my opposition to the planned mine.Individual

2340 1 We would like to go on record expressing strong opposition to the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Project.

Individual

2341 1 Oh and did I mention… NO to the mine?Individual

2342 1 And, oh, did I mention NO.. to the mine?Individual

2344 1 Please do everything in your power to prevent the proposed Rosemont Mine in the 
Santa Rita mountains.

Individual

2345 5 Re: forthcoming EIS-cost/benefit analysis, suggest USFS afford strong weight to the 
unbelievable, ironic aspect of proposed project, to-wit: Potential strategic/valuable 
materials (copper etc.) to be extracted from OUR public lands, along with total 
desecration of this key natural/wild area (priceless recreational area, especially for 
Pima County residents) all by a Canadian corp. (which has yet to handle a hard rock 
mining project ( for sale largely to China and other foreign countries. Isn't there 
SOMETHING wrong with this picture!!! Thanks for considering this observation 
along with the multitude of other amazing problems and complications of the project.

Individual

2347 1 I went to the Elgin Elementary School last night to listen to the folks who live in the 
area where the project will affect them deeply and the folk in the surrounding areas 
as well. It seems to me that the Rosemont open pit copper mine is a despicable and 
deplorable plan within the Coronado Nation Forest which belongs to the people of 
this country and of this state who depend on its' batural and unspoiled beauty.

Individual

2347 3 This project must not be allowed. The location, the timing of it, in this dy and age…. 
it is all wrong. It will kill another vital area of Arizona.

Individual
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2349 5 For the above reasons I would like to go on record that I am steadfastly against the 
Forest Service granting permission for it's land to be used for any part of the 
proposed stripmine.

Individual

2351 1 I understand the necessity of mining but in this case, along an Arizona Scenic 
Highway and the beautiful scenic Santa Ritas, I feel this mine should be a last reosrt 
for the state of Arizona and the United States.

Individual

2353 1 I would like to voice my opposition to the Santa Rita Copper Project. i am 
supporting the position of Save the Scenic Santa Rita mountains organization and the 
Sierra Club regarding this proposal.

Individual

2354 1 Out first comment on placing a copper mine in a scenic area of the Santa Rita Mts. is 
WHAT COULD YOU BE THINKING?

Individual

2354 14 Listen to the people of the area.  It's the least you can do.  And when we say listen, 
we mean put this plan in the garbage where it belongs.

Individual

2355 1 I am against the building of a copper mine in the Santa Rita mountains.Individual

2357 3 In seventy years, your praises will be sung for stopping this project that will ruin this 
land for future generations. It is time for us to think not of ourselves but of future 
generations.

Individual

2358 1 I am writing regarding the proposed open-pit mining operation in the Santa Rita 
Mountains, south of Tucson. I do not live near this area and I do not anybody living 
near there. I am writing as an American. I understand that a representative from the 
U.S. Forest Service termed herself "radically neutral" in this matter. I believe that 
Augusta Resources/Rosemont Mine corporation has many and deep pockets to 
invoke that power to push this monstrous project through.

Individual

2360 1 I am writing to oppose the Mine's approval for many reasons.Individual

2360 14 Please do not allow the Augusta Mine to become a reality. Please do not sell out the 
citizens of Arizona. By the way, I lived in that area for 25 years and I still commute 
frequently due to my business. My opinions are from personal observation and 
experience.

Individual

2361 1 I strongly oppose the mine in the Rosemont area for the following reasonsIndividual

2362 1 I am writing in support of stopping the proposed Rosemont Mine.Individual

2365 1 I am contacting you regarding my STRONG OPPOSITION to the proposed 
Canadian Corporations plans to open pit mine in the pristine Santa Rita Mountains 
of Arizona.

Individual

2365 3 This woud be a disgrace and an abandonment by the U.S. Forest Service's duty to 
protect the forest and protect the people who depend on this area and its water, to let 
this project go forward.

Individual

2366 1 I am very much opposed to the Rosemont Mine, for two reasons. The first is water. 
The second is US government and Forest Service reimbursement.

Individual
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2366 8 Unless the water is obtained elsewhere and the possible allotment of CAP water for 
the San Pedro Basin not used, and the US government receives a fair amount, 
comparable to private lands, for any land used to remove the copper, it should not 
happen.

Individual

2367 1 I am 100% against the idea of mining in the Rosemont area.Individual

2371 1 There is strong opposition for this large mine being allowed in this area.  People here 
are so stressed that our government, and your government  agency, would allow such 
a thing like this to happen based upon the looming water shortage we are facing 
here.  Many people that we spoke with said, "The Forest Service has already made 
up their mind to allow this mine to operate, these meetings are only window-
dressing."  We truly hope that this is not the case.

Individual

2372 1 I support and concur with those comments and concerns of Representative Gabrielle 
Giffords; Member of the U.S. Congress as written in her letter to Mr. Corbin 
Newman; Regional Forester U.S. Forest Service Region 3. Please Re-consider the 
negative impact of the Rosemont Copper Project in the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

2373 1 I am against this mine and have stated so in several occasions.Individual

2374 2 Hundreds of acres paid for an enjoyed by American taxpayers will be destroyed by a 
foreign registered company scheduled to ship the majority of the mined copper 
outside of the United States.

Individual

2374 14 Contrary to what Augusta would have you believe, there is huge opposition to this 
mine. I urge you to consider the destruction of the Santa Ritas and Coronado 
National Forest by this open pit copper mine, as a travesty of the public trust and to 
reject the Rosemont Copper proposal.

Individual

2376 1 I wish to state my opposition to any approval of mining for the Rosemont Mine in 
the Santa Rita Mountains, whether now or at any other time.

Individual

2377 1 I wish to state my opposition to any approval of mining for the Rosemont Mine in 
the Santa Rita Mountains, whether now or at any other time.

Individual

2380 12 We have destroyed our land from within for so long and now we are letting a foreign 
corporation come here and do it for us. The negative impacts  far out weigh the profit 
of the corporation.

Individual

2380 15 There is only one reason why the Augusta Resource Corp. wants to mine here and 
that is for the profit. There are hundreds of thousands of reason why the mine should 
NOT be open and that is for all our future generations of children, grandchildren and 
their children, grandchildren, etc. along with all the future generations of wildlife. 
Enough is enough and we the people have taken enough. We do not want the mine to 
open here. Augusta Resource Corp can stay in Canada where they belong and 
destroy their country not ours!

Individual

2387 1 There are many reasons to oppose the proposed Rosemont Copper Project including 
the obvious defacing of the "Scenic Santa Ritas".

Individual
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2391 1 I feel appalled by the idea that you seek the right to invade our paradise by 
attempting to dissect, strip, and poison it for personal profits unearned, leaving scars 
for generations to come.
Certainly, you are aware of the impact your venture will have onthis community and 
all it entails.

Individual

2391 3 Your endeavors are destructive. How can you justify your actions? Please go home 
and try digging up your own backyards.

Individual

2396 1 My name is Grace Bee, I live in Vail and I am compelled to voice my concerns 
regarding Rosemont Mine in the Santa Rita Mountains with respect to how this 
operation may affect the citizens and families of the surrounding communities. I 
oppose the plans for the Rosemont site in the Coronado National Forest.

Individual

2401 1 I would like to express my opposition to th Rosemont Mine proposalIndividual

2421 1 The Rosemont Mining Proposal is a disaster in the making! Big Business really 
plans only to rape, plunder, and pillage our public lands.

Individual

2424 8 Just say no! They can go mine their own land!Individual

2426 3 I quote and agree with Gayle Hartmann, President of Save the Scenic Santa Ritas, 
THIS MINE, WRONG PLACE, WRONG TIME.

Individual

2427 1 I strongly oppose any mining activity in the Rosemont Ranch area of the Santa Rita 
mts.

Individual

2440 27 A direction for solution to this impending destruction of our vital environment, may 
be the public purchase of the Augusta Resource Corporations rights to the land and 
compensation to them for the profits they hope to generate from this project. The 
almost universal opposition by government, public groups, local and regional 
citizens and regret at not buying it when it was available before, indicates that the 
public purchase and protection of the Rosemont Valley would be supported by tax 
payers and should be done now...

Individual

2443 1 I am writing to say I totally oppose the proposed Rosemont Mine operation and 
encourage the USFS to decline Rosemont's request.

Individual

2443 5 Again, I strongly urge you to turn down Rosemont's request.Individual

2450 1 It is no secret that many of us are opposed to the proposed Rosemont Mine in the 
Sata Ritas. Many for what the mine will do to the beautiful area that is there now.

Individual

2457 18 I am adamently opposed to this project and the exploitation and desspoilment which 
would result!

Individual

2466 1 We are against any company mining especially a Canadian company mining in the 
Sanda Rita Mountains.

Individual

2466 2 The list of problems from the dump waste to depleting our water could never be 
justified for now or future generations.

Individual

2469 6 Better use would be cessation to more mining disturbances and completion of a 
facinating historical analysis that would draw many residents to the area, as well as 
visitors from elsewhere.

Individual
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2472 1 I oppose the application to mine copper in the Santa Rita Mountains.Individual

2473 1 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:Individual

2473 16 PLS do not repeat Green Valley, Mission Mine, Bisbee, etc. EVERY open pit in AZ 
has polutted, EVERY ONE.

Individual

2476 1 I STRONGLY ASK YOU TO DO WHAT EVER POSSIBLE TO KEEP ANOTHER 
MINE COMPANY FROM RAPING OUR COUNTRY SIDE ! Just look at what 
past mining outfits have done to our environment !

Individual

2476 2 My wife & I DO NOT want this mine in our area!Individual

2479 2 As you are well aware, the Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors voted 
unanimously last year to support the Pima County Board of Supervisor's Resolution 
2007-15, opposing the proposed Rosemont Mine. Although the mine itself is not 
situated within our area of jurisdiction, we nevertheless share Pima County's 
concerns for the potential environmental and economic impacts this project will have 
upon both of our counties.

Government

2483 1 When we decided to move to Tucson four years ago, part of the appeal with the 
scenic drive up to Sonoita. There were other reasons, of course, but that pristine 
Southwestern landscape appealed to our souls. After 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 in protest over the proposed Rosemont 
Copper Project.

Individual

2484 1 I am writing to state my opposition to the Rosemont Mine in the Santa Rita 
Mountains.

Individual

2486 1 Please protect our Coronado National Forest.Individual

2492 1 When we decided to move to Tucson four years ago, part of the appeal with the 
scenic drive up to Sonoita. There were other reasons, of course, but that pristine 
Southwestern landscape appealed to our souls. After 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 in protest over the proposed Rosemont 
Copper Project.

Individual

2498 1 Our community is more than concerned with the proposed Rosemont Mine. We are 
sick and horrified.

Individual

2502 1 I am very opposed to any mining in the Santa Rita mountains for several reasons.Individual

2502 3 Please stop the Rosemont mining.Individual

2510 12 Vote "no"- please to miningIndividual

2512 19 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.

Individual
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2515 1 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.

Individual

2524 1 To allow a greedy, foreign company with no actual mining experience to destroy 
forever our truly beautiful northern Santa Rita mountains would be a tragedy almost 
beyond comprehension. Future generations would have good reason to curse the 
stupidity + shortsightedness of those who permitted such devastation to occur. 
Allowing this pseudo-mining company to turn 3,670 acres of our National Forest 
into a worthless wasteland seems intolerable--a crime really.

Individual

2524 12 I have studied the proposal for the Rosemont project carefully--noted the tremendous 
size-impact. It is absolutely intolerable + must be stopped NOW.

Individual

2526 4 Stop Japanese- backed Augusta right now before they do further damage to our 
environment. Let them look elsewhere.

Individual

2537 1 Please no mining or exploration in Eastern Santa Cruz County.  I came here sick 
from pollution and noise in the city.  Some places on this earth need to be quiet & 
free of pollution.

Individual

2542 1 I am opposed to the Augusta Resource Corp. Mine Plan of Operation which has been 
submitted to the U S Forrest Service:

Individual

2543 1 2 major elements drive Arizona's economy. They are housing development and 
tourism. A mine is not needed and will adversely affect all current and future 
residents of eastern Pima County and eastern Santa Cruz County. Augusta's 
application for permits and plan of operation should be rejected.

Individual

2546 1 I am against the proposed Rosemont Mine.Individual

2550 1 I absolutely oppose the Rosemont Mine in Pima County.Individual

2552 2 There is no way that an open pit copper mine can be made acceptable in the Santa 
Ritas & you know all the reasons, without my listing them.

Individual

2552 5 There is no way that an open pit copper mine in the Santa Ritas can be made 
acceptable.  You know all the reasons without my listing them.

Individual

2564 11 There is only one reason why the Augusta Resource Corp. wants to mine here and 
that is for the profit. There are hundreds of thousands of reason why the mine should 
NOT be open and that is for all our future generations of children, grandchildren and 
their children, grandchildren, etc. along with all the future generations of wildlife. 
Enough is enough and we the people have taken enough. WE DO NOT WANT THE 
MINE TO OPEN HERE.

Individual

2565 5 As a result, I am opposed to this project.Individual

2578 1 I am writing this letter to you to express my opinion that I am opposed to the 
possibility of the Rosemont Copper mine being allowed at the northern end of the 
Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

2581 1 NO MINE! PLEASE!
The Rosemont Mine will be a disaster. Money cannot buy what will be lost.

Individual
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2582 6 I implore you; deny Rosemont Copper's request!!! This mine will not benefit anyone 
execpt Augusta Resources; not Tucson, not Green Valley, and certainly not the State 
of Arizona.

Individual

2584 1 Audubon's Important Bird Areas Program in Arizona is a statewide conservation 
program administered by two organizations, Tucson Audubon Society (Tucson 
based) and Audubon Arizona (Phoenix based). As Audubon's Important Bird Area 
Program Conservation Biologist at Tucson Audubon Society I give brief comment 
on our, Audubon's IBA Program in Arizona and Tucson Audubon Society's, 
opposition to the Rosemont Copper Project.

Organization

2584 11 In conclusion, we are against the permitting of this mine.Organization

2585 1 I am disturbed by the news that this beautiful valley should be irreparably damaged 
by an open pit mine of such scale. I would no longer be interested in visiting your 
beautiful area.

Individual

2585 3 Please do everything in your power to stop this project.Individual

2589 25 I hereby request a 'No Action' decision by the Forest Service for this project due to 
the (1) Points made by the document made in the June 23, 2008 handout at the 
Augusta Shareholders meeting, it seems that they have no confidence in the project, 
(2) the incompatibilty of this Project on FS land vs. the FS mission

Individual

2595 1 I am opposed to the development of this project at this time. While the copper in the 
ground constitutes a valuable resource, other valuable resources (habitat, engery and 
water) will be stressed by its exploitation.

Individual

2600 4 The Forest Service of this United States of America has the duty to deny this mine.Individual

2602 1 I strongly oppose the Proposed MineIndividual

2603 1 Send the Carpet Baggers Packing! 
NO to the Rosemont Mine  - and all who support it.  A pox  on them.

Individual

2604 1 This letter is in oppostion to the proposed Rosemont Copper ProjectIndividual

2606 3 I am strongly opposed to this project.Individual

2607 1 The owners and managers of Circle Z Ranch (Arizona's oldest guest ranch) are 
vehemently OPPOSED to any proposal for the construction and operation of a 
copper mine in the Rosemont area of the Coronado National Forest west of Highway 
83.

Business

2607 8 Please DECLINE the mining proposal submitted by Augusta Resources.Business

2609 1 As a visitor to the Epona Center at Apache Springs Ranch. I am greatly distressed 
that this beautiful valley may beirreparably damaged by an open mine pit of such size.

Individual

2612 6 I urge you to stop to this travesty before it's too late. Please consider the many voices 
of those with an interest in this area and future generations to come, as once ground 
has been broken there will be no recovery.

Individual

2617 52 We look forward to you doing the right thing and taking the NO ACTION OPTIONIndividual
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2620 12 Attesting to this is the fact that the entire Pima County board of supervisors is 
opposed as is the Santa Cruz County board of supervisors. Congressman Raul 
Grijalva and Gongresswoman Gabriel Giffords (and their respective constituencies) 
are opposed. That means the vast majority of the population is opposed to the mine 
project.

Business

2621 1 This letter is to urge you to act against the proposal put forth by the Rosemont Mine 
Project to use in any way Forest Service land in the Coronado National Forest.

Individual

2625 31 I agree completely with the Pima County Board of Supervisors in their resolution 
opposing the mine.

Individual

2626 6 Please don't allow this mine project to go through.Individual

2629 8 Let us keep in mind that this mine would be operated by two foreign based 
companies who in 20 years would leave the area and we believe they would find it 
difficult to sympathize with our problems then. We vote "NO!"

Individual

2630 1 I strongly object to the use of forest lands for any purpose supporting mining 
operations.

Individual

2631 1 My position is clear and I will not compromise. No mines in the Santa Rita 
Mountains. Not now, not ever.

Individual

2632 1 I absolutely DO NOT want the forest service to allow the proposed Rosemont 
Copper mine to place tailings on forest service land.

Individual

2633 1 I object to the project.Individual

2634 1 Based on my background you would probably think that I favor the development of 
the copper mine proposed by the Rosemont people in the Santa Rita Mountains. In 
fact I do not.

Business

2638 1 I do want to convey, as strongly as possible my concerns about this project.Individual

2638 8 I sincerely ask that you and your staff will not allow a foreign interest to come into 
the United States and remove valuable minerals from its public lands with minimal 
compensation to the U.S., then watch as these minerals are sold to another foreign 
interest and sold back to American consumers in the form of manufactured goods. 
The ability of foreign interests to do this is an out-and-out outrage.

Individual

2640 1 The wost serious issue in the almost forty years that I have lived in the Sonoita area 
is the proposed Rosemont mine.

Individual

2640 16 I don't want to conve the impression that I am against all mining in general. My 
opinons apply only to the consequences of mining in the proposed Rosemont Site.

Individual

2640 18 All the local governing boatds: the Board of Superviors, the City Council in Tucson, 
and local school boards have unanimously opposed the operating of a mine on the 
Rosemont site.

Individual

2640 24 Please do everything you can to insure that this mining proposal does not become a 
destructive reality!

Individual

2641 1 Please count me against the Rosemont Copper MineIndividual
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2646 1 Strongly against this projectIndividual

2647 8 I do not want to see this happen so close to Tucson.Individual

2647 13 Put People OVER Profit!!! Deny this Mine.Individual

2651 2 We are against the proposed development of Rosemont Copper Mine currently 
owned by Augusta Research Corp.

Individual

2651 7 In summary, we are strongly opposed to any revision of the Forest Plan in order to 
accommodate Rosemont mine.

Individual

2653 1 I am enclosing this to be included in the opposition comments of the proposed 
copper mining project by Rosemont mine.

Individual

2654 1 As a citizen of Tucson, I highly object to this projectIndividual

2655 1 I am strongly opposed to the proposed Augusta mine in the Rosemont district.Individual

2662 1 I am emailing as a protester of the proposed mining in the Santa Rita Mountains and 
the Coronado National Forest.

Individual

2663 1 I am writing to voice my disagreement with putting a copper mine in the Santa Rita 
Mountains.

Individual

2663 6 I couldn’t object more strongly to this mineIndividual

2665 1 Before it was financially gutted by the Mexican company which acquired it 
ASARCO had bough Unit 3 of Sabino Ranch to trade it for the land it needed to 
develop Rosemont Mine. It was in strong opposition to that project even then, how 
much more so now that August Resources wants to cause the same kind of long-term 
damage, to sell copper overseas, for love for profit, without even offering to replace 
the land it will ruin.

Individual

2667 1 I would like to strongly request that you refuse a mining permit to the Augusta 
Resources Corp.

Individual

2670 1 My wife and I are residents of Vail, Arizona. Our home is at the base of the north 
side of Mt. Fagin. We are both very upset about the proposed Rosemont Copper 
mine.

Individual

2671 1 I am against this project as proposed or in any alternative form.Individual

2672 19 In addition to the above environmental concerns, which are the primary reasons I 
don't want the mine, I have also a nationalistic one; The mining company is not 
American.

Individual

2673 20 The casual wast of our public land and water for the expedience of the open pit mine 
should not be permitted.

Individual

2673 32 As property owners who are required to cross the confluence of the Davidson and 
Barrel Canyon washes for access/egress to our property the impacts of the propose 
Rosemont Copper Mine Project are dangerous and unacceptable.

Individual

2674 7 I urge you to put a stop to this travesty before it's too late.Individual
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2675 48 Considering the cnosequences of this potential loss, it would represent a grave risk to 
pursue this proposal any further.

Individual

2676 33 It has to stop, and it has to stop with us, now, here in Patagonia. Make a stand now. 
Do not choose in favor of a mine with no redemptive quality, but an expensive 
quality.

Business

2677 3 We therefore do not support the development of the Rosemont Mine.Government

2677 20 Because the Arizona Game and Fish Department is charged with the management 
and protection of Arizona's wildlife, we cannot support any action that will mean the 
loss of a significant piece of wildlife habitat on public land.

Government

2677 48 Because of this management issue, if this mine is permitted, we believe one piece of 
the mitigation package should be the acquisition of a block of land (an ecosystem) 
contiguous to the Coronado National Forest equal in size and equal in wildlife values 
to all the Forest land north of Box Canyon.  Since we cannot imagine where that 
piece of land could be found and purchased, we do not believe it is in the best public 
interest to permit this mine.

Government

2679 7 This concerns us greatly.Business

2680 1 This letter is in strong oppostion to the proposed Rosemont Copper Project.Individual

2680 15 Does it make sense to allow a copper mine - whose life by all estimates is 20 years - 
to irreparably impact such a pristine area and to irreparably impact those of us who 
are living here? You have the power to stop this. Save this pristine area of the Santa 
Ritas for generations to come.

Individual

2682 1 Please register my strong opposition and requst for a denial of any approval for this 
copper mining operation and permit application.

Individual

2682 16 Thank you for forwarding my request for the denial of any mining permit in this 
fragile environment.

Individual

2683 1 I am writing in strong protest to the Rosemont Mine.Individual

2683 9 Those of us who love the area where the mine would be located do not want to see it 
destroyed for all time.

Individual

2683 49 Now that the public has finally been asked to respond, it is time to reconsider 
Augusta's proposal in the light of overwhelming unfavorable opinion.

Individual

2685 1 We are greatly opposed to any activity that has such a high probability of 
unrepairable damage

Individual

2686 14 As a concerned citizen, I strongly urge you to close this project down.Individual

2696 1 I'm writing to express my deep opposition to the Rosemont mining project 
development.

Individual

2698 1 I am moved to write these comments by my love of the Santa Rita Mountains and 
their foothills since I moved to Tucson in 1975.

Business

2698 4 the Rosemont mine site is not acceptable.Business
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2698 53 Most important, one would hope that at least a clear majority of the people literally 
living in a mine's backyard would stop the mine. This is not the case for the 
Rosemont mine. A project built in the teeth of its neighbors does not seem like the 
right outcome for a democratic society. I do wonder why mining companies with 
roots in Arizona did not and do not appear to be competing for a chance to mine this 
nodule. Perhaps they realize that this is not a good project for a responsible 
company, and they correctly anticipate its demise; only a company that can take 
profits abroad and cut corners would be interested. The Rosemont mine is badly 
located with terrible logistics, overhwelming external costs, and enormous local 
regection. It should not be constructed. The costs far outweigh the benefits.

Business

2703 1 I would like to register my protest against the Rosemont mine in the Santa Rita Mts.Individual

2711 2 We believe that Forest Service approval of this project would be a major 
environmental blunder

Individual

2711 22 It is our hope, therefore, that the forest service will disallow the proposed Rosemont 
Santa Rita open pit mine project.

Individual

2720 1 Please do not under any conditions allow the Rosemont MineIndividual

2724 69 You make very little but spend a lot fixing it. So why do we sell out? I say no mine 
in the Santa Ritas.

Individual

2726 1 I am moved to write these comments by my love of the Santa Rita Mountains and 
thier foothills since I moved to Tucson in 1975.

Business

2726 4 the Rosemont mine site is not acceptable.Business

2726 53 Most important, one would hope that at least a clear majority of the people literally 
living in a mine's backyard would stop the mine. This is not the case for the 
Rosemont mine. A project built in the teeth of its neighbors does not seem like the 
right outcome for a democratic society. I do wonder why mining companies with 
roots in Arizona did not and do not appear to be competing for a chance to mine this 
nodule. Perhaps they realize that this is not a good project for a responsible 
company, and they correctly anticipate its demise; only a company that can take 
profits abroad and cut corners would be interested. The Rosemont mine is badly 
located with terrible logistics, overhwelming external costs, and enormous local 
regection. It should not be constructed. The costs far outweigh the benefits.

Business

2727 1 If the Rosemont mine were being proposed in China or the old Soviet Union, one 
might understand how it could get approved due to their well known disregard for 
environmental and social impacts. But that it is proposed and seriously considered in 
2008 for one of the fastest growing regions in the U.S.A. with over a million 
population is almost surreal. While most developed metropolitan areas are trying to 
remediate scars and damage done decades ago under poor planning before there was 
the environmental knowledge to do better, here we are considering destroying an 
already identified scenic area and burdening the region with well documented 
negative consequences even though we know we and our decendants will pay the 
huge price of long-term environmental degradation and ultimate remediation costs.

Individual

2728 1 I oppose the mine for a variety of reasonsIndividual
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2730 1 I am writing you to express my total and complete disapproval of the proposed 
Rosemont mine.

Individual

2732 1 I have serious concerns about the proposed Rosemont copper mineIndividual

2735 1 I am not in favor of public lands being used for this mineIndividual

2738 11 In the mine proposal there are no overarching public benefits justifying the very 
costly known and unforeseen negative consequences including the debris and tailings 
left on public land.  Whatever benefits accrue will largely go to the foreign 
corporations that will develop and finance the mine and to the ultimate foreign users 
of the copper.  Thank you for your consideration.

Individual

2739 1 Concerning Rosemont Copper: Don’t let these foreign companys come here to 
ravage our state and leave the permanent damage to our state.

Individual

2744 34 If this mine approved, the US Government and the Forest Service are sending a 
disturbing message:  America is no longer the "land of the free and the home of the 
brave."  It is the scarred land of the defeated, and the home of the corrupt who will 
prositute Arizona's heritage and its most precious natural resources to foreign 
businesses that care nothing for the quality of life of US citizens.

Business

2744 35 While we recognize the importance of the mineral opportunities in the US, the 
location of this mine and all its consequences represents a travesty of the highest 
order

Business

2751 1 On one hand your/this work is highly destructiveIndividual

2752 1 I was truly appalled to hear about the proposal to put a copper mine near Madera 
Canyon, one of my favorite wild places.

Individual

2752 12 Please refuse this project! It is truly an awful idea for us & for the future.Individual

2754 11 This is not the best use of our National Forest resources.Individual

2756 7 Please take these issues into consideration when making a decision on allowing 
Rosemont Copper to degrade thousands of acres of Forest Service land. I would 
suggest a “no action” would be appropriate.

Individual

2757 1 I was raised in Tucson and remember the copper boom-bust cycles of the past. I'm a 
pro-business Republican, but I am strongly AGAINST any open pit mining in the 
Coronado National Forest.

Individual

2757 5 It's like Joe Schmo asking Miss America to marry him: it's obvious why he's asking, 
it's just not obvious why she should say "yes". I understand why Rosemont Copper 
wants to carve up OUR land, I just don't understand why we should say "yes". C'mon 
Tucson and Pima County: Aim Higher! Let's keep our National Forests pristine, and 
get our future jobs with industries that won't destroy the beauty of our area 
permanently.

Individual

2758 1 This is to protest the proposed Rosemont Copper Project. Although it will provide 
jobs and monetary gain for the State and especially for Augusta Resource 
Corporation, the overwhelming consequences must be considered

Individual
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2758 12 The U.S. Forest Service should not allow desecration of this pristine desert land. We 
urge that Augusta not be given a go ahead for this project. The short term benefits do 
not justify the long term consequences.

Individual

2761 6 Do we not have an obligation to preserve what remains of our wild lands so future 
generations of Americans may experience?

Individual

2761 7 Let justice prevail, restore public confidence - deny th Rosemont proposal!Individual

2763 12 Please consider these comments with the many others we are sure you have received 
and do the right thing for our community by telling them “no mine” instead of 
allowing the proposed devastation to occur.

Individual

2767 1 Please work to stop development of the Rosemont Mine.Individual

2767 2 I say NO to Rosemont Mine. I will do everything I legally can to oppose it and its 
supporters.

Individual

2769 1 No I do not think the Rosemont Mine should be allowed to operate in or on the 
Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

3838 1 Augusta Resource will not be allowed to start mining operations on the Rosemont 
Ranch without incurring widespread public protest and objections to this proposal.

Organization

5612 1 I am strongly opposed to the Rosemont mine project. I am very concerned about the 
negative environmental impact this project will have. Also, the environmental 
damage will impact tourism in this beautiful area. I urge you to not let this project go 
forward.

Individual

5673 1 I hope you will not allow the Rosemont Mine.Individual

6716 1 Rosemont Copper out here is definitely the wrong place at the wrong time.Individual

6719 1 And I cannot express strongly enough my total objection to this Proposed Mine.  The 
rape, the absolute degradation, the destruction, of this beautiful wilderness, the 
wildlife.  There are just so many reasons why it shouldn't be allowed to go in.

Individual

6721 1 Dear Vice President Sturgis, Santa Cruz County supports the Pima County Board of 
Supervisors in their resolution, No. 2007-15, opposing Augusta Resources 
Corporation's Proposed Rosemont Mine.

Individual

6721 6 In closing, the Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors joins the Pima County 
Board of Supervisors and supports their resolution opposing the proposed Rosemont 
Mine.

Individual

6724 5 The Rosemont Mine in the Santa Ritas is wrong and the Government of the people, 
for the people, and by the people, and its bureaus and departments must ensure that 
Rosemont does not happen.

Individual

6726 1 I'm against this project as proposed or in any modified form.Individual

6729 1 We can't prevent natural disaster, which -- but we sure can stand together and 
prevent the mine.

Individual
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6732 1 My name is Gayle Hartman, and I'm President of Save the Scenic Santa Ritas, an 
organization I think most of you know well.  Our Board and Advisory Board 
includes members from Sonoita, Patagonia, Green Valley, San Rafael Valley, and 
Tucson. Of course, we're working in opposition to the mine.

Individual

6735 9 Stop the Rosemont Mine now.Individual

6738 5 What these folks at Rosemont Copper are trying to do is turn our Santa Ritas flat, 
hot, and dry.  Do we want that folks?  I assume that we don't.  And I don't think the 
Forest Service does either.

Individual

6740 3 Let's not have a one-night stand of mining, because that's what it is in the scheme of 
things.  Here today, extract, gone tomorrow, and we're torn apart.

Individual

6742 4 We are going to stop this mine.Individual

6744 1 And I'm here in my role as President of the Sonoita Crossroads Community Forum, a 
group of about 100 members, who over the last two years has had more than 250 
members of the community attend its meetings.  The Forum provides a locus for 
discussion of issues key to the future of Sonoita, Patagonia, and Elgin.

In 2006 the Board unaminous -- the SCCF voted unanimously to oppose 
development of the Rosemont Mine.

Individual

6747 1 And it's quite clear what the feeling is, we don't want a mine here, the Rosemont 
Valley, or anywhere.  We've got enough, no more, Forest Service, please.

Individual

6747 3 And everything that's been said here, can be verified by good science.  What they 
know is the right decision, which is to deny Rosemont those 3,670 acres to put their 
tailings. Science will show that that's the correct decision to deny that request.

Individual

6748 9 I'm firmly against the mine.Individual

6751 5 So I am adamantly opposed to the construction of this mine.Individual

6756 2 The end product of this Rosemont mine is not a product that will benefit the United 
States or Arizona, it will be shipped to the Far East for consumption and benefit of 
foreign countries.  We ask you to refuse the Rosemont Company, the right to use the 
6 to 7,000 acre feet of water they say they will use.

Individual

6756 3 And we might also ask the question will the Mt. Hopkins observatory be disturbed 
by the overpowering activity of the Rosemont open pit mining?  We might ask that 
question over and over again.  Please take this scientific achievement in the Santa 
Rita mountains into your scoping object.

Individual

6756 5 So unincorporated areas area at a premium.  And I would say no to the Rosemont 
mine.

Individual

6759 1 I oppose the plans for the Rosemont site in the Coronado National Forest.Individual

6763 3 I would only say to my Forest Service brethern who are here, think back to what 
brought you into forestry.  It probably was a love for the natural environment and a 
desire to public service.  Do both and vote no action.

Individual
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6764 2 Today, on behalf of Village East, we ask the Forest Service to reject the Augusta 
Resources Corporation's plan of operations by voting no action.

Organization

6764 4 Again, I would ask you to reject the mine plan of operations.  And I want to say this, 
just in conclusion, that I mentioned Teddy Roosevelt and Gifford Pinchot at the 
beginning of this little chat, and those people were involved in, and cared about -- 
those people were involved in and cared about the Forest Service because they 
wanted the people to be able to use the trees.

So I ask you, the mine service -- the Forest Service to think about that and reject the 
mine so that we can continue to use those trees.

Organization

6765 1 I am not opposed to mining if it is done for the right reason, with the right 
technologies, at the right time, in the right place, and definitely for the right reason.  
Unfortunately, every piece of information I have been able to gather since this came 
up two years ago to my attention, it's all wrong.  I'm sorry, but it's all wrong.

Individual

6765 6  My position is no action for the Forest Service.Individual

6770 1 The first thing I would like to say is I'm for no action.Individual

6773 4 I urge the U.S. Forest Service to deny.  And urge all of us to get active with the 
people in Washington to make sure this does not happen.

Individual

6777 4 I would like to say something about socially conscious.  If Jamie Sturgess says he 
really wants to listen to us -- I just want to show you I have been five different times 
at the library in Green Valley getting signatures.  I have 300 signatures.  I have been 
there for 15 hours total.  So that comes out to one signature every three minutes.  So 
this is the local community opposition to this mine.

Organization

6777 6 So if you want to be socially conscious, please, this is what Jamie Sturgess has to 
look at.  Stop understating the local community opposition to your investors.  I've 
heard you do it twice.  Once in a telephone survey that was totally misleading, it was 
done in Tucson.  How would you feel about this mine if we did it exactly like we 
said we would do?  It misrepresented the statistics on that.

The second was a teleconference call that I listened to to their investors.  And they 
told their investors that there's really not very much local community opposition.  
They understated it.  And  they do that because investors don't want to invest in 
something controversial like this is.  They've got better places for their money, and 
that's where it's going to go if they find out. And we're going to make sure they find 
out that we are opposed to this mine.

Organization

6778 10 I think the mine should be denied.Individual

6779 2 I think that we need to express to the Forest Service here that no action is what needs 
to happen, really needs to happen in relationship to this mine.

Individual

6781 14 In a recent television interview Ms. Derby responded to a question in reference to the 
hearing meetings, and she stated that allowing people to speak what is on their hearts 
helps give closure.  I respectfully submit that this is a flawed assumption.  Closure 
will only come when the Rosemont mining plan is rejected and the forest land is 
returned to the people of the United States.

Individual
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6786 4 Your mission is to preserve these precious lands, mountains, water rouses for the 
betterment of the people.  To let it be destroyed and turned into an eventual 
Superfund site is not in yours or your grandchildren's best interests.  Your only 
recourse is to say no to this action.

Individual

6791 4 We don't want this mine operation, and we don't want this sham process, we want to 
be treated fairly and with respect, and we want to be heard.  And we will.

Organization

6795 3 I encourag you to please say no to the groundwater contamination, air pollution, the 
destruction of scenic Highway 83, and yes to water conservation.

Individual

6799 10 I asked that the stewardship -- the second most important tenant is that the 
stewardship of land, that is such a guiding principle for the Forest Service, for other 
people, be their guiding principle, and that they can apply this by being the best 
possible example to the public in having no action, which is the only way to have no 
impact.

Individual

6812 2 As of June 30th, today, 2008, I am submitting more the 6,000 signatures of 
Americans who own and use this public land. All of them oppose this line -- this 
mine. I also want to read you a list of every elected official and government body in 
the region that opposes the Rosemont project: Both county boards, Pima and Santa 
Cruz Counties, the City of Tucson, Town of Marana, Town of Patagonia, Town of 
Oro Valley, and Sahuarita, and the Green Valley Community Coordinating Council 
have all passed unanimous resolutions opposing the mine. Both Congressman Raul 
Grijalva and Gabrielle Giffords are in total opposition of the mine project as well. 
Arizona State legislators, Tim Bee, Marian McClure, Jonathan Paton, Paula Aboud, 
Tom Prezelski, and Phil Lopes are also in opposition of -- to the project.

Organization

6812 3 At the U.S. Forest Service hearings held so far to take public comments, out of the 
hundreds of people that have attended, at most a dozen have spoken in favor of the 
mine project, and nearly all of those work for the company. In short, opposition to 
the project in overwhelming. This is not a done deal.

Organization

6812 4 I'm submitting a list of just some of the organizations so far who have also officially 
opposed the mine, representing more than 34,000 southern Arizonans, that incudes: 
The Coalition for Sonoran Desert Protection, Southern Arizona Hang Gliding 
Association, Tucson Orienteering Club, Sierra Club, Friends of the Jaguar, Santa 
Rita Foothills Community Association, Pantano Christian Church Motorcycle 
Group, Tanque Verde Valley Association, Sonoran Desert Mountain Bicyclists, 
Replublicans for Environmental Protection, Cienega Watershed Partnership, Singing 
Valley North Homeowners Association, Tucson Arts Birgade, Jarnac Observatory, 
Maricopa Audobon, and Long Realty of Sonoita and Patagonia.

Organization

6815 1 I'm against the mine.Individual

6816 1 I went to Vancouver, British Columbia, last week to attend the Augusta Resource 
shareholders meeting. The attendance was very small at the meeting, a few directors 
primarily, but I think it was worthwhile. The primary reason to go was to show that 
we here in southern Arizona are serious in our opposition to this mine, we're willing 
to travel to the shareholders meeting, we're not going to give up, and we're not going 
to go away.

Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 166 of 224



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Other

In opposition

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

6816 4 I don't want to jump too far ahead, but at this point, the no-action alternative seems 
to me to be the most rational decision.

Organization

6818 3 No copper mine, please. Make a decision as though our very lives depend upon it, 
because they do. It truly is as simple as that. Just say no. Just say no. No mine.

Individual

6821 2 Ladies and gentlemen of the Forest Service, we want you to know that we are 
opposed to this proposal and you should be too.

Individual

6821 4 Ladies and gentlemen of the Forest Service, we beg you, we implore you, we 
beseech you to reject this application.

Individual

6826 4 the only thing that I canreally say or do is just request to those mine people go away.Individual

6829 3 So I'm absolutely against this mine, and I'm absolutely for protecting water.Individual

6831 2 So I stand with the people in this audience who are smiling at my comments, who are 
saing this is how we feel, not with those that are coming down and telling us that the 
terrorists are going to win if we don't allow this mine in southern Arizona.

Government

6831 3 Another -- another failed attempt at appealing to out -- it's like the person at the last 
meeting down in Sahuarita who said where are Iraq and Afghanistani veterans going 
to work when they come back from the war? Well, certainly not in the the near future 
at any mine in the Santa Ritas, I hope.

Government

6831 4 Please, leave our natural resources intact and leave the Santa Ritas as they are. 
They're holy places, they're divine, and they need to be protected and they need to be 
worshipped, not destroyed and put asunder.

Government

6834 15 The only sensible thing to do is to send Augusta back to Canada with a hearty 
handshake and a thanks anyway.

Individual

6846 1 People from Phoenix do care what happens in southern Arizona and what's being 
proposed is not good. I think the whole state should be ashamed of what's being 
proposed down here. And I'm just glad to be from Phoenix to say that I'm opposed to 
it.

Individual

6846 6 I think a no-action alternative is best.Individual

6857 1 We're here today to express our opposition to the proposed mine.Business

6867 1 The only way to fully avoid adverse significant impacts and have no impact is the 
alternative of no-action, no use of public lands for dumping of waste products and 
tailings.

Individual

6871 3 I'm not against mines, I just think that this area, it'll devastate Arizona.Individual

6880 1 I write to you on the official comment record under the scoping process of the 
Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine Project.  I 
urge the Coronado National Forest to reject the proposed project.

Government

6893 1 I do not approve of the Augusta plans to build the Rosemont mine in the Coronado 
National Forest in Pima County, Arizona.  This activity will destroy 4,415 acres of 
Forest

Individual
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6898 7 Needless to say, we are against issuing any permits that would allow the Rosemont 
mine to become operational.  In our opinion, it isnot in the best interests of either the 
State, the County, or, most important the citizens, who have a right to clean air fresh 
water and a good way of life.

Individual

6900 1 I am totally against developing the rosemont copper mine project.Individual

6928 1 As a resident of Pima County I oppose the approval of the Rosemont Copper Project.Individual

6935 1 I strongly oppose the proposition to open-pit mine the area in the Santa Rita 
Mountains.

Individual

6937 1 I would like to express my profound opposition to enabling the Augusta Mining 
company to proceed with their plans to develop the Rosemont mine.

Individual

6941 1 I am totally against more  mines in Arizona.  Look at what has happened across our 
GREAT COUNTRY with mines polluting the ground and ground water flowing 
downhill and flattening Mountain tops.  WE DO NOT NEED ANY MORE OF 
THIS TYPE OF ACTION!!!!

Individual

6947 1 I want to express my concern and opposition to this copper project.  While I 
understand the rights of private land owners to sell the mineral rights to companies 
to extract these minerals, I must oppose any use of U.S. Forestry land to provide 
profits for the benefit of a foreign owned company.

Individual

6951 1 I would like to be on record as being absolutely opposed - as almost everyone from 
Southern Arizona is - to the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine.
The Coronado National Forest belongs to us taxpayers and ordinary citizens, not 
some Canadian corporation out to make some quick bucks on the copper price 
spike.  The Forest Service must not bow to well-funded big business pressure.

Individual

6951 2 The idea of a massive open-pit copper mine in this beautiful natural area makes me 
literally sick to my stomach.  The pristine Santa Rita mountains would be forever 
ruined.

Individual

6951 4 I beg and plead with the Forest Service to deny this mine plan.Individual

6952 1 As a resident of Green Valley, I am opposed to allowing Rosemont to mine in the 
Santa Rita Mountains for the following reasons:

Individual

6954 1 As a resident of Green Valley, I am opposed to allowing Rosemont to mine in the 
Santa Rita Mountains for the following reasons:

Individual
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6954 8 I am opposed to allowing Rosemont to mine in the Santa Rita Mountains for the 
following reasons:

6. Corporations do not form relationships with the communities in which they reside 
and have no respect for them.  Consequently, they have no problem abusing them.  
That scenario has been played out repeatedly by mining companies in Arizona.  It 
would be dreadful if our National Forest Service aided and abetted them.  We know 
that just a few months ago, Augusta/Rosemont came into the more economically 
disadvantaged neighborhoods of ths area promising jobs and offering a meal.  They 
asked their "future workers" to sign petitions supporting the mine.  AFTER the job 
seekers signed the petition they were informed that the jobs required extensive 
training which would not begin at this time.  When the job seekers realized that they 
had been duped, they asked to have their names removed from the petition.  The 
request was denied.  (You can verify this story by researching the archives of the 
Green Valley News newspaper).  How could you trust, let alone support, such a 
despicable company?

Individual

6955 1 I write in opposition to the use of US Forest Service lands for the Rosemont Copper 
Project.  

While not reflexively anti-development, as a long-time Tucson resident I'm familiar 
with the history and scope of existing copper mining projects in southern Arizona.

Individual

6956 1 I write in opposition to the use of US Forest Service lands for the Rosemont Copper 
Project.  

While not reflexively anti-development, as a long-time Tucson resident I'm familiar 
with the history and scope of existing copper mining projects in southern Arizona.

Individual

6960 1 My family has owned our land since 1968 - and I would like to know information:  
My father was brought up there in Rosemont when he was a child when the Calvary 
ran through there.
And now to see the land torn apart for Machinery for the Mines - it's appalling - 
greed is the root of evil.
It's ashamed that they city officials allow Mines to operate when land is torn apart for 
the business of MONEY - 
nothing else no care about families wanting peace and quiet.  Now I have big white 
light that I can see from my land at night -all night.

Individual

6974 1 Please take note of my vote FOR a healthy Coronado NF and firmly AGAINST the 
proposed Rosemont Mine abomination.  You great folks of the USFS need to stand 
up and stand tall against these foreign-mining-interest carpetbaggers, and I very 
much support you in your efforts to find a way to do just that!

Individual

6977 1 I vote NO on the Rosemont Mine Plan. The enprmous envronmental impact far 
outweighs the benefit of such a vast alteration of the landscape.

Individual

6977 2 Arizona has too often traded environmental protections for commercial exploitation. 
Despoiling an entire desert sky island ecosystem for a small profit is similar to the 
Bush oil folks' insistance upon doing the same in the Alaska Wildlife Refuge. Please 
don't let this happen - again - in Arizona. Let's not have another Silverbell, or Pima 
or San Manuel mine. Let's not make another Morenci moonscape in Southern 
Arizona.

Individual
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6986 1 Please note my strong opposition to approval of the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Mine. The environment will be damaged in many ways if this project is approved.

Individual

6989 1 The Forest Service seeks public's input on Rosemont copper mine proposal, but will 
they ever listen to the people who live here?  I seriously doubt it.

I am deadly against any open pit mining in the area.

Individual

6990 3 On that basis, I strongly OPPOSE the Rosemont mine.  The region is under enough 
ecological stress already.

Individual

6991 1 I as many other people are against this mine.  It will destroy the beauty of the Santa 
Rita's.All one has to do is look west to Green valley and see the damage they do.

Individual

6992 1 I am writing to express my belief that the latest version of the Rosemont mine should 
not be built.  It was a bad idea when Asarco attempted in and it is still a bad idea.

Individual

6995 1 I would like to add my voice against the Rosemont copper mineIndividual

6999 1 We cannot continue to sacrifice our land to the greed of despoilers. Especially 
foreigners who would ruin our land and take the profits back home.  This project 
must be stopped. It will ruin the land.

Individual

7003 1 I am strongly opposed to the development of the "Rosemont Copper Project"Individual

7005 1 I say "no" to the mine - please let's leave this beautiful area natural for the future - 
and not continue until every inch of the globe is paved, dug or drilled!

Individual

7006 1 Please do not approve the proposed copper mine for the Santa Rita Mountain site. It 
will forever damage the fragile eco system of the area. All you have to do is drive 
south on I19 to Green Valley to see what this kind of mining does to the land and the 
negative impact it has had and will continue to have for generations of southern 
Arizona residents.

Individual

7008 1 I echo all of the concerns voiced to far by the citizens of Pima and Santa Cruz 
counties and elsewhere in the country that this is a blunder anyway you look at it.  It 
would take a book for me to describe all the reasons why I am opposed to this mine.  
I am appalled that a foreign investment company marches in to buy this land and is 
trying to get the necessary permits to use the federal land for extractive purposes.

Individual

7013 1 It really wouldn't be a good idea to have this mine, especially in that area. The 
mountains are beautiful and you know what destruction it will bring to the mountains 
and the surrounding area.

I myself do not know all the scientific language, data, and evidence concerning this, 
but to have that there would not be a good site to see.

Individual

7015 1 I am highly opposed to the Rosemont mine.  I am very concerned about the impact 
on the surrounding environment

Individual

7022 1 We own a small family run vinyard and winery in Sonoita, Arizona and are writing 
to object to the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine in the Santa Rita Mountains.

Business

7026 1 Our opinion: 'Don't let mining firm dig S.Arizona into a hole'.Individual
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7028 1 As a long time resident of the Tucson area, and having lived in Madera Canyon, I am 
adamantly opposed to the proposed Rosemont mine in the Santa Rita Mountains.

Business

7036 1 We are opposed to the planned open pit mine in the santa rita mountains.  We do not 
feel the devastating impact on the flora and fauna, and to the environment in general 
of this fragile area…so close to a major city… in a desert experiencing a prolonged 
drought…has been considered.

Individual

7039 1 I am a conservative Republican opposed to all mining in the southwest.Individual

7041 1 My husband and I are very much opposed to this Rosemont mine in the Santa Rita 
Mountains.

Individual

7042 1 i think this mine is a poor idea and should be rejected.Individual

7043 1 Please do NOT allow the mining.  This would be very detrimental to the 
environment.
1. Just look at what the open pit mine did in Bisbee.

Individual

7045 1 Thanks for the opportunity to comment on the advisability of approving this new 
copper mine near the Santa  Cruz river valley in AZ.  It is my contention and opinion 
that allowing this proposed mine to begin operation will contribute to a residential, 
commercial and ecological disaster in this area.

Individual

7046 1 It is apparent that this should of never gotten this far.  Is it not the responsibility of 
the Forest Service to protect the tax payers property ,the national Forest Land?

Individual

7047 1 It is apparent that this should of never gotten this far.  Forest Service responsibility is 
to guard and protect our National Forest.  This type of mining is destructive and 
dangerous.

Individual

7057 1 I would like to epxress my formal comment in opposition to the proposed Rosement 
Copper Project, near Tucson Arizona.

Individual

7058 1 I strongly urge you to deny the permit for the Augusta Resource Corp. to operate an 
open pit copper (or any other type) mine. The devastation to the pristine area of the 
Santa Rita mountains is one reason.

Individual

7063 1 Please do not allow the Rosemont Copper project to proceed. As a resident of 
Arizona since 1978 and a resident of the community of Sonoita since 1984 I would 
recommend that we not allow the Rosemont Mining Company (aka: any other name 
they may have or be associated with (for deception purposes?)), the use of the 3,330 
acers of land administered by the National Forest. Please note the use of we - since 
we own this land and the National Forest Service administers it. As you know the 
word administers actually comes from your own agency's description of self.

Individual

7074 1 I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Mine.
This project will devastate the scenic beauty of the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

7075 1 This particular mine should not  be going in to this specific environmental location 
because:
1) there are other areas that are presently being utilized and while the price of copper 
has been going up, it is incumbent that land owners show intense restraint over their 
own personal greed when it comes to land of significance to the public.

Individual
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7078 1 Both my wife and I are COMPLETELY AGAINST the Rosemont Copper Mine due 
to significant negative environmental impacts, mine truck traffic on highways, 
excessive water caonsumption and (potential) pollution.

Individual

7080 1 if the proposed minis approved, SE Arizonians will regret it for the next fifty years. 
We are strongly opposed.

Individual

7082 1 I would like to take this opportunity to ask that you not allow mining in the Santa 
Rita Mountains.

Individual

7091 1 I am writing to oppose the Rosemont Mine.Individual

7092 1 I am writing to address my primary concern with the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Mine as one of its closest neighbors at mile marker 48.5 on Highway 83.  I support a 
"No Action" stance on this project.

Individual

7092 9 As a hunter and a local resident, I strongly believe that the Forest Service is 
responsible for managing the public lands within its control that has been entrusted 
with for future generations with long term vision for the environment not just the 
enonomy. There are other activities that are providing economic benefit to the 
community currently that do not include mining and need to be considered when 
reviewing this proposal, In summary, I strongly support a no action decision on the 
proposed Rosemont Copper Mining Project.

Individual

7095 1 I am writing to address my primary concern with the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Mine as one of its closest neighbors at mile marker 48.5 on Highway 83. I support a 
"No Action" stance on this project. While my own grandfather was a miner in Bisbee 
and my Great Grandfather mined on the west side of the Santa Rita's in Alto, 
Arizona, I cannot support this project.

Individual

7110 4 The proposed Rosemont Mine is bad for southern Arizona for so many reasons that 
can never be mitigated.

Individual

7115 8 It is just wrong to risk adding insult to injury that will surely be inflicted on our area 
by foreign companies in order to remove our resources to sell overseas when in the 
end we may have to pay out more than the company ever paid in royalties in order to 
attempt restoration of the inevitable and probably irreversable damage they will do. 
This does not make sense for our finances or our environment. Do not allow this 
mine to operate in this area!

Individual

7119 3 So the mine makes money and Arizona LOSES IT       STOP THE MINE NOW.Individual

7122 1 I totally OPPOSE the Rosemont Mine for I believe it will have a negative impact on 
the envirement, the air quality and the wild live. I certainly don't think it has any long 
term positive impact on the economy either.

Individual

7123 1 I am totally against the proposed open pit mine operation in the Sonoita, Arizona 
area. As a frequent viritor to that area, I think  it will ruin the peace and beauty of 
that area. The Rosemont  Mine Project in the Santa Rita mountain empire, 
particularly around Gardner Canyon needs to be stopped.

Individual
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7126 1 I am a long-time resident of Pima County and live and own property on the east side 
of scenic Highway 83 in the Empire Mountains just to the northeast of Rosemont 
Ranch. I am writing to voice my STRONG opposition to the Rosemont Copper 
project.

Individual

7129 1 I wish to protest this mine for numerous reasons, in all too many to list here. I 
disagree with not one of the reasons against the mine I have read in public comments 
published in the local papers on paper and on-line, and publicized by Save The 
Scenic Santa Ritas, and the Hilton Road community. Their efforts are commendable 
because they are trying to protect the quality of life for most everyone in the 
Southeast Arizona, and visitors from further away.

Individual

7145 1 This email is to express my full opposition to the Rosemont Copper Mine. No 
mining development should take place at the proposed site, which site has much 
greater value for its natural and cultural resources.

Individual

7146 4 These are vital points which must be considered in the EIS process and should result 
in a denial of the project.

Individual

7148 1 From all I have seen and read about Rosemont Copper Mine I am totally against it. 
Thank you for your consideration.

Individual

7149 1 As aresident of Tucson nearly my entire life, as well as the son of pioneering Tucson 
families, I object to the proposed Rosemont Mine.

Individual

7156 1 I am writing to the CNF to comment that I am opposed to the development of any 
new open put mine in Pima County, including Rosemont Mine.

I would like to note that the Pima County Board of Supervisors, the Santa Cruz 
County Board of Supervisors, the City of Tucson, Marana Town Council, Sahuarita 
Town Council, and the Oro Valley Board of Supervisors are also opposed the mine 
at Rosemont.

Individual

7157 1 No Rosemont mine!
Why? If you live in Tucson and have visited this area you would not even ask 
"Why?".
The area is the most beautiful desert surrounding Tucson. Opening a mine here is 
unthinkable to anyone who has been its visitor either by camping, day-hikes, horse 
back rides or just passing through on scenic highway 83 going to the wine country of 
Sonoita, Elgin and Patagonia.

Individual

7161 1 I am opposed to the proposed Rosemont Mine for many reasons but the most 
important one has to do with water. Both water supply and quality.

Individual

7173 1 I do not agree with the decision to build this mine is such a beautiful area of natural 
beauty.

Business

7183 1 Putting a mine in the pristine Santa Rita Mt area is not a good idea and will damage 
Southern Arizona in the long run.

Individual
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7193 1 There are numerous issues regarding the proposed Rosemont Mine, I would request 
that five issues be examined that have not been discussed at our scoping meetings in 
any detail.

I am not against mining however the proposed Rosemont mine will have a very 
negative impact on Tucson and the surrounding areas and therefore I am totally 
against the development of this mine on this site.

Individual

7207 1 We definitely stand against the Rosemont or any other open pit mine in the area.Individual

7213 1 Please say "NO" to Rosemont Mining Company. Mining companies need to find 
more environmentally friendly ways to do their work.

Individual

7214 1 It is with STRONG advisement that I recommend us to halt open pit mining in 
southern Tucson. Let's keep our serene environment and wildlife for future 
generations to enjoy, …and NOT sell out to foreign companies and investors for 
SHORT TERM gain.

Individual

7219 1 I strongly oppose the development of an open pit copper mine on the Rosemont 
Ranch and adjoining National Forest land.

Regardless of assurances from Augusta the destruction of a substantial portion of the 
Santa Rita Mountains will be irreparable.

Individual

7222 1 From everything I have read about the Rosemont project, it is a bad idea for Arizona 
in every way. I can find no redeeming qualities in their intended project.

Individual

7223 1 I am lodging a complaint regarding the proposed Rosemont Mine Project. I have 
frequently visited Sonoita area from my home is Seattle, Washington, and I have co-
facilitated workshops at the Epona Center at the Apache Springs Ranch. I am 
disturbed to hear that a mine is even being considered in this beautiful historic area, 
which would be forever marred by the irreparable damage a mine would cause to the 
landscape, the wildlife, and the environment, much less the rare peace and quiet I 
have experienced there, which is so unique and such a contrast to the now urbanized 
desert cities of Phoenix and Tucson.

Individual

7224 4 I am not in favor of such a mine.Individual
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7225 1 Do you have a beautiful area that you love? Do you have a picturesque view out of 
your backyard that brings you a moment of serenity and peace after a long day of 
work? This scenario could apply to any place you have ever visited that made you 
stop and wonder how incredibly beautiful and magical life really is when creations of 
nature make you stop and take a deep breath of relaxation and appreciation. Now 
…….picture the same landscapes that you love…… being torn apart. The peace 
disturbed by huge trucks rolling around your neighborhood with their profit laden 
beds filled with the spoils (pun intended) of your paradise being torn apart. Imagine, 
your backyard or special place, light up all night while the land that you loved was 
raped for the profit of a few. Noise, dust, and destruction all around. What's funny is 
that you don't profit at all while your homeland is torn apart. You just live with it 
while a few out of country investors plunder your beautiful area. You get all the 
negative's and they get all the profits. Sorry ……probably the US Gov. and the 
Forest Service do share in the profits. How naïve of me.  NOT!

While that land was being plundered, your friends, your family, and perhaps yourself 
economically impacted so that with the drop in your income you can't make your 
hose payments. You can't make your car payments. Good by home. Good by car. 
How will you get to work. Oh…. There is limited work now. People are moving 
away as they can't afford to live here without the tourist economy and other 
economic sustaining business's. Housing prices are dropping even further than the 
current economy is experiencing now. Yes, miners are moving here and that helps 
the economy. They can live in the homes that residents had to leave behind. They 
don't care about the beauty or the lives that are impacted by their mine. They just 
need a pay check to make the house payments on the new home they acquired 
through foreclosure. They need to make the payment on the great deal they just got 
on a truck that someone else had to give back to the bank.

Hmmmmmmm….Ms. Everson…….have you ever been to Superior, AZ and 
witnessed first hand the blight that has happened to that town? Have you ever been 
to Globe and personally seen that strip mine? The ugliness that it does to the land 
and how it impacts the "heart" of the town. These, and all other mining towns I have 
seen are not pretty pictures. The homes, the people, the mine itself is a reflection of 
the "stripping" done to everyone. These towns have no soul. They are void, empty. 
Please don't allow that to happen to this beautiful area.

Please do the Santa Rita Mountains, the wildlife, and the people who live here a 
huge favor. Please allow their lives to go forward with peace and prosperity. Let the 
mine go to some remote area if it has to be done.

If you allow the mine to come in and spoil the beauty of the area……..perhaps you 
might consider Sedona as the next likely choice.

Individual

7227 1 I am strongly opposed to the construction of this mine.Business

7228 1 I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed mining in the Santa Rita 
Mountains. I believe that mining here will cause untold damage to this pristine area 
of our state. Please stop this mine before its too late.

Individual
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7229 1 I w ish to be on record for strongly opposing the potential mine in the Santa Ritas. 
This area is too close to Tucson at  this point  and it serves too many people who 
need wilderness in their life.

Individual

7236 1 I stongly oppose the open pit mining in the Santa Rita mountain community because 
of the huge change it would make in the ecosystem of the entire area.  Our sights 
need to be on the larger picture of protecting what we still have for the greater good 
of the planet instead of possible short term gain.

Individual

7238 1 I strongly object to the proposed Rosemont Mine Project in Arizona.  Please protect 
the natural beauty and habitat of this area that we, the citizenry, own.

Individual

7254 1 I recently moved to Sonoita from Maine, drawn by the beauty, serenity and natural 
wildlife of the high desert Santa Rita Mountain region and its long history of native 
peoples and ranch life.  There is so little of it left that it would be tragic to hand this 
unique area over to foreign investors who have no connection to the land, its 
wildlife, its people or its history - and all for their profit.  The environmental 
consequences would be devastating and irreplaceable.  It is beyond my 
comprehension that an organization such as the Forest Service, charged with the care 
of our nations's natural beauty and wildlife treasures, would even contemplate such a 
project.

Individual

7254 3 Please don't let this open pit mine happen.  Please protect us and the land from 
industrial intrusion, scaring of the landscape, and a derogated future - a terrible 
distortion of the region's natural history and beauty.  Please put an end to this 
travesty before it is too late.

Individual

7256 1 I'm writing to express my concerns about the proposed Rosemont Mine project and 
to ask the U.S. Government to oppose it and decline any permits for its operation.

Individual

7261 1 Bev, Ms.Francis Carter of Green Valley (520-648-1959) called me today at 11:30 
a.m. to complain about the proposed Rosemont Copper Project. She has already 
submitted a 4 page comment, so she simply wanted me to pass onto Jeanine her 
strong opposition to the proposal.

Individual

7263 1 The residents of Corona de Tucson, Vail, and Sahaurita are nearly 100% opposed to 
the destruction of the Santa Ritas.

Individual

7281 1 I wish to state my opposition to any approval of mining for the Rosemont Mine in 
the Santa Rita Mountains, whether now or at any other time.

Individual

7282 9 Contrary to what Augusta would have you believe, there is huge opposition to this 
mine. I urge you to consider the destruction of the Santa Ritas and Coronado 
National Forest by this open pit copper mine, as a travesty of the public trust and to 
reject the Rosemont Coppper proposal.

Government

7289 1 I am a resident of Tucson Arizona.  I am opposed to giving approval to mining in the 
Santa Rita mountains.  I find it obsurd that a beautiful part of Southern Arizona.  I 
have hiked in this area and know it is a wonderful area and a reason why;  people 
live and visit here.  The Natoinal Forest Service should not approve mining here.

Individual
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7298 1 I am a resident of Tucson Arizona. I am opposed to giving approval to mining in the 
Santa Rita mountains. I find it obsurd that a beautiful parta of Southern Arizona.  I 
have hiked in this area and know it is a wonderful area and a reason why; people live 
and visit here. The Natoinal Forest Service should not approve mining here.

Individual

7299 1 I wish to state my opposition to any approval of mining for the Rosemont Mine in 
the Santa Rita Mountains, whether now or at any other time. There may be some 
short term benefits economically, though even this is somewhat questionable given 
the eventual costs of reclamation and potential pollution. The loss of beauty in the 
short term, as well as use of the land for recreation, and the destruction of the land 
for unforseeable long-term are easily enough to outweigh any short-term gain.

Individual

7303 4 The Forest Service of this United States of America has the duty to deny this mine.Individual

7305 1 Send the carpet baggers packing! No to Rosemont Mine - and all who support it. A 
pox on them.

Individual

7305 2 I strongly opposed the mineIndividual

7306 1 THIS LETTER IS IN OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSED ROSEMONT COPPER 
PROJECT!

Individual

7308 1 The owners and managers of Circle Z Ranch (Arizona’s oldest guest ranch) are 
vehemently OPPOSED to any proposal for the construction and operation of a 
copper mine in the Rosemont area of the Coronado National Forest west of Highway 
83.

Business

7317 1 I was upset to learn about plans for an open pit copper mine in the Santa Rita Valley. 
I have always dreamed of traveling to the area, especially the Epona Center at 
Apache Springs Ranch. I can't believe that the Forest Service and the EPA would 
even consider a mine in this peaceful, beautiful valley.

Individual

7319 1 I'm writing to express my concerns about the proposed Rosemont Mine project. I 
think it goes without saying that ennergy obtained by extractive means in NOT the 
wave of the future and for that reason alone I oppose this project.

Individual

7320 1 What an atrocity! For the sake of money for foreign investors will we destroy the 
beauty and natural setting of a gorgeous piece of land.
No I say. There are alternatives.

Individual

7325 1 I am opposed to the pit mine and would like a reconsideration of the environmental 
impact on the wildlife, as well as, a second look at how this mine will economically 
impact tourism and ranching in this specific area.

Individual

7327 1 No, we do not need another ugly hole in southern Arizona. We already have ugly, 
useless holes that are no longer good for anything. We have the unsightly tailings 
pile at Green Valley and a pit that will scar the land forever. We already have an ugly 
scar on the mountain side at the marble mine in the Santa Ritas - it has bothered me 
most of my life. The entire town of Ajo is pinched and limited by a tailings pile, 
overburdened pile, and giant pit that will forever dominate and frustrate the town's 
future. Likewise, Bisbee.

Individual

7334 1 I am generally against the re-opening of the rosemont mine.Individual
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7335 1 I write as a resident of Sonoita who travels to Tucson for work. I love this beautiful 
area, I along with so many others love the beauty of the scenic Highway 83. These 
are some of the last open grasslands and rolling mountains left relatively in tact in 
Southern AZ. There are so many reasons not to place a mine in the middle of all of 
this.

Individual

7351 1 Just a quick message. This mine isn't necessary….and to completely ruin the natural 
resources and existing life would be a great waste. Please do not do this.
We have these type of mines in Florida, near me, and they are an atrocity as well as 
destructive.
Just to make a dollar….no.

Individual

7352 1 I would like to express my deepest wish that the Santa Rita mountains can be kept 
natural and beautiful as they are today. I have visited the region three times in 2008 
already and twice in 2007. I am drawn to the untouched beauty of the area as well as 
the wildlife, the incredible variety of birds, the quiet, the dark nights without light 
pollution and the stars, stars, stars. Whenever I travel there and I hope to return many 
more times I am awestruck and grateful to live in a country where I can freely visit a 
place of such pristine beauty. It is one of many wonders of our land. Please do not 
permit foreign interests to destroy another of our American natural wonders.

Individual

7364 1 I'm writing to express my concerns about the proposed Rosemont Mine project. As a 
current employee, and planned future clinician of the Epona Center at Apache 
Springs Ranch my livelihood and any future as a potential workshop leader is in 
jeopardy. The Epona Center is on the same side of Highway 83 as the proposed 
mine, and we've already heard and felt the effects of test blasting.

Individual

7364 8 Please don't sell out loyal tax-paying businesses and residents who will be seriously 
affected by this short-sighted project. The twenty-year plan to create this mine is 
nothing compared to the long-term ramifications of this entire community.

Individual

7370 1 I am writing to ask you to stop the idea of a mining landscape and business in the 
Highway 93 along Santa Rita Mountains. I come all the way from mid-Ohio nearly 
every year to spend time in the area at Sonoita and Patagonia and Gardner Mountain 
area.

Individual

7377 5 I urge you to look at the long-term damage and adverse effects of this proposal and 
do all that is in your power to put a stop to this travesty before it's too late.

Individual

7383 1 We are very much against destroying the beauty of our Santa Rita Mountains 
because Augusta Mining Co. wants to mine for copper.

Individual

7386 1 Please on open pit mining in the Santa Rita mountains.Individual

7393 1 I am very opposed to your open pit mine which would sacrifice the well being of so 
many creatures. Biodiversity is more important than the extra money to the American 
citizen.

Individual

7394 1 For the reasons that we can't allow an open pit mine in the pristine Santa Rita 
mountainside the most compelling are the destruction and permanent defacing of the 
land and the waste of our precious water, whether from the ground or added CAP 
water.

Individual

7394 6 Please take a difficult stand and deny all mining in the Santa Ritas.Individual
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7395 1 I am writing to express my extreme distress regarding the open pit mine proposal 
which would threaten the serenity and beauty of the entire Santa Rita mountains 
community. I have been fortunate to have spent time at the Apache Springs Ranch, 
which would be directly affected. It is a place of peace, inner healing, and serenity. It 
would be terribly unfortunate if such a destructive proposal were given any merit. 
Please consider.

Individual

7397 1 Though I do not live in your state, I feel very strongly about the mine not being 
opened.

Individual

7403 8 I urge you to put a stop to this before it’s too late.Individual

7404 1 Please stop the open pit mine in the Santa Rita mountain community. Its such a 
beautiful, sacred place that deserves all the respect we can give it. Please stop, find 
another way to accomplish your goal without disturbing the precious Earth and 
animals that live there. I hope you will listen to those who will be affected, and to 
your heart.

Organization

7406 7 I urge you to put a stop to this project.Individual

7407 3 I, for one, do not intend to invest any tourism dollars in this area if this mine project 
is approved, and I will ensure that all the people that I know all over the U.S. and 
abroad are aware of this terrible proposition.

Individual

7409 3 I urge you to put a stop to this travesty before it's too late. This is not something that 
can be taken back, or undone.

Individual

7417 1 I strongly oppose the Rosemont mine project.Individual

7417 4 Rosemont is a bad deal for us and a good one for the carpet baggers. Let's send them 
packing.

Individual

7418 1 I strongly oppose the proposed Rosemont mine.Individual

7420 5 Given the fiduciary responsibility of the Forest Service, the size and magnitude of 
the project and the billions of dollars in environmental cleanup costs to taxpayers 
associated with failed hard rock mining companies in recent years, it is my opinion 
that this project should have been rejected outright.

Individual

7427 1 I am writing to express muy opposition to the proposed Rosemont mine. I have many 
concerns about the possible negative impacts of this mine , which I feel greatly 
outweigh the possible benefits.

Individual

7427 9 There are too many unanswered questions and likely negative consequences from 
this proposed operation. Please do not allow it to happen.

Individual

7431 1 I am opposed to the mining that is planned for the Santa Rita Mts.Individual

7432 17 We can no longer afford to make these decisions allowing our environment and 
quality of life to degrade, let alone the global warming. It has to stop, and it has to 
stop with us, now, here is Patagonia. Make a stand now. Do not choose in favor of a 
mine with no redemptive quality, but an expensive quality.

Organization

7434 8 Please deny Augusta Resouces permission to begin dismantling the Santa Ritas.Individual
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7436 11 Please, I ask you not to permit the use of your land to deprive the inhabitants of the 
Davidson Canyon and Cienega watershed areas of clean water.

Individual

7448 11 The majority of Pima County residents are against this mine. Ignoring their desires, 
without very good justification, for foreign investors, who don't live here, could lead 
to much social unrest and political problems.

Individual

7451 39 We simply MUST stop the Rosemont/Augusta situation to undermine our Country 
this way…not just our community, but are National health, wealth and freedom. We 
MUST NOT SELL OUT!

Individual

7452 1 My family and I are greatly opposed to the proposed Rosemont Mine in the foothills 
of the Santa Rita Mountains.

Business

7452 8 The Rosemont Mine is not needed and plans for its development should be curtailed.Business

7456 3 We therefore do not support the development of the Rosemont Mine.Government

7456 20 Because the Arizona Game and Fish Department is charged with the management 
and protection of Arizona's wildlife, we cannot support any action that will mean the 
loss of a significant piece of wildlife habitat on public land.

Government

7456 48 Because of this management issue, if this mine is permitted, we believe one piece of 
the mitigation package should be the acquisition of a block of land (an ecosystem) 
contiguous to the Coronado National Forest equal in size and equal in wildlife values 
to all the Forest land north of Box Canyon. We would not support purchase of small 
inholdings for exchange for Santa Rita land. The Forest should require a large 
contiguous ecosystem to replace the public land that has been destroyed. Since we 
cannot imagine where that piece of land could be found and purchased, we do not 
believe it is in the best public interest to permit this mine.

Government

7461 1 I am contacting you to ask that you please help stop the Rosemont mine proposal.Individual

7461 9 Here is a Government report on the value of the Rosemont forest and its unique 
riparian plants and animals. Please do not allow this to be destroyed by an open pit 
mine.

Individual

7463 1 I am opposed to the development of this project at this time.Individual

7463 6 The value of preserving these resources, at least in the short term, outweighs the 
value of exploiting the copper in the ground.

Individual

7466 1 I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed Santa Rita copper mine.Individual

7469 12 I CHOOSE WATER NOT COPPER.Individual

7471 1 I am sending this email to object to the propsed Rosemont Copper Project in Pima 
County, Arizona which will use over 3,600 acres of National Forest land to dig an 
open-pit copper mine.

Individual

7471 2 I do not wish to see the Coronado National Forest and, in particular, the Santa Rita 
Mountains despoiled by the digging of an open-pit mine.

Individual
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7471 5 As a citizen who has an obligation in preserving our public lands, I once again object 
to the proposed Rosemont Copper Project in the Coronado National Forest. If copper 
is so vital to our national interest, it should be mined on private land.

Individual

7474 6 Please do not allow this mine to be dug.Individual

7475 13 "We the People" Object to the use of Forest Service Land for this project…Business

7477 1 Please do not allow th mine to open.Business

7478 8 I hope very much that the Rosemont project is rejected and that the Santa Ritas 
continue to enrich the lives of those of us here in the Tucson area.

Individual

7484 1 I have carefully followed the controvesy over the proposed Rosemont copper mine in 
the Santa Rita Mountains.

I add my strong opposition to it. I am a long time resident of the city of Tucson, and 
wish to formally lodge my opposition.

Individual

7484 11 I urge you to deny the necessary permits to Augusta Resources, therefore denying 
them the right to do copper mining (or any other mining) at the Rosemont mine site 
in the Santa Ritas.

Individual

7485 6 Please consider these comments with the many others we are sure you have received 
and do the right thing for our community  be telling them "no mine" instead of 
allowing the proposed devastation to occur.

Individual

7487 1 I am against this project as proposed or in any alternative form.Individual

7488 5 Although the results of a comprehensive EIS are expected some time in the distant 
future, we believe that the only option the Responsible Official of the Coronado 
National Forest can seriously consider for the Record of Decision is the "no-action 
alternative." We understand the "no-action alternative" to mean that the Rosemont 
proposal would not be approved. We most emphatically support such a 
recommendation.

Individual

7491 1 I am opposed to the Rosemont mine for a variety of reasons.Individual

7494 12 The NEPA process is an important and required part of the decision to be made and 
if for any reason there are justified concerns with regard to this proposed mine, I 
believe the U.S. Forest Service should deny or elect a "NO Action" alternative.

Individual

7495 1  I strongly urge the withdrawl of the Rosemont-Santa Rita area from mining 
activities.

Individual

7497 7 This mine is wrong and should not be allowed.Individual

7500 1 I have attended several meetings and presentations, after which I am only moved to 
OPPOSE the establishment of this project, and you, the Forest Service, whose 
mission should include preservation, should not grant the use of your protected lands.

Individual

7501 3 I could type for hours ranting about the reasons why this mine should be denied the 
right to mine.

Individual
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7503 1 As an informed citizen of Pima County, I feel the irreparable damage to the 
environment is far more important to avoid than are the relatively few jobs that 
would be gained by your approval of their request. Please, then, deny the applicants 
the use of four thousand acres of public lands, and deny the water and power 
easement across public lands.

Individual

7507 3 Please!!! Do not okay this mine to be built. We don't want it or need it.Individual

7508 7 Plan for mining, but not in our mountains. Help us to maintain this unique jewel in 
Southeastern Arizona, by stopping the copper project. We have a gem of greater 
value, than copper, which needs your protection. Thank you for preserving and 
stewarding in the care of our national forests.

Individual

7509 6 We say NO the the Rosemont Mine.Individual

7513 1 I am strongly opposed to the mining project for several reasons.Individual

7513 14 Please do not approve the Rosemont mine.Individual

7514 16 I believe we should preserve this area in its natural state for the enjoyment of 
generations to come, rather than rape the land and leave a mess for our children's 
children to clean up.

Individual

7516 1 Good morning, I want to state my opposition to the opening of the Rosemont mine in 
the Santa Rita mountains.

Individual

7518 1 Please Do Not allow this mine to go forward.Individual

7520 10 We beg of you, please do not let this mine destroy our future.Individual

7522 7 Do not allow mining in the Santa Rita Mountains.Individual

7523 1 Permission to proceed with the Rosemont Mining project would be a TRAVESTY in 
its effects on this part of the planet.

Individual

7523 13 There is a higher truth than the 19th century mining law. I sincerely ask you to 
invoke it and "JUST SAY 'NO'".

Individual

7524 9 To sum up, the Rosemont Project's harmful effects will far outweigh the short-term 
economic benefits (which will be primarily in private hands) and the Project should 
NOT go forward.

Business

7525 1 We strongly oppose allowing Augusta Resource Corp to mine the land at Rosemont.  
After 20 years they will walk away  from Southern Arizona with a tidy profit and 
Southern Arizona will be left with a monumental scar on the land, a lower water 
table, contaminated water, contaminated public land, and abused road infrastructure.

7525 6 Until mining technology improves dramatically, and it will, this mine should not be 
allowed.

7527 1 As residents of Green Valley, AZ we strongly oppose the proposed Rosmont Copper 
Project.

Individual

7527 3 Please add our names to the many who oppose this proposed mine.Individual
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7533 1 I live Green Valley and am strongly opposed to the mine.Individual

7533 8 You work for the people and must have th peoples best interest as your priority. The 
people, county government, and US representatives oppose this mine- SO SHOULD 
YOU!

Individual

7534 1 I am strongly opposed to the mine for numerous reasons most of which you have 
heard before - some you might have not!

Individual

7535 1 Please do not allow this to go through. I feel it is a grave mistake and a disaster on so 
many levels.

Individual

7536 1 it is a world economy and we need to preserve our resources for our 
children….please  save our mountains for the good of the people///……..

Individual

7537 5 Please don't let this happen!Individual

7539 3 Please reject the proposals of the mining interests. Protect the unique character of 
Southern Arizona. The Rosemont mine may produce some immediate and short-term 
economic advantages, but an undisturbed, pristine mountain environment will 
benefit this area for generations to come.

Individual

7540 1 I oppose the proposed Rosemont mine in southern Arizona.Individual

7541 5 And my last comment is that The National Forest Service is supposed to be a 
Guardian of the forest….not an enabler of for self-profit mining corporations. Please 
PLEASE guard our forests.

Individual

7543 1 We strongly oppose allowing Augusta Resource Corp to mine the land at Rosemont.Individual

7543 3 Until mining technology improves dramatically, and it will, this mine should not be 
allowed.

Individual

7544 1 I strongly oppose the Rosemont mine.Individual

7546 5 I oppose the proposed Rosemont mine because there will be negative impacts to 
social, economic, and recreational activity related to sportsmen like myself who hunt 
the Mearns quail and WR deer in the area. I do not believe the Forest Service has 
adequately studied these impacts, and no mitigation has been adequately considered 
or offered. The Forest Service should reject the application to mine here and should 
take the "no action" alternative.

Individual

7547 2 STOP THE ROSEMONT MINE!! It's the only right thing to do. It will create chaos 
in our (up until now) beautiful environment.

Individual

7550 1 Please do not allow the Rosemont Mine Project to move forward.Individual

7550 7 Please do not allow America's lands to be raped just so some Canadian Mining 
Company can make a buck.

Individual

7551 1 I am stongly opposed to Rosemont MineIndividual
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7552 7 Finally, I would like to find something saing there is a reason for this mine beyond 
the financial benefits to Augusta's shareholders. I really can't. I cannot even see 
where there is enough copper coming from this mine over 20 years to have an impact 
on the world market. I therefore would encourage the NFS to NOT ENDORSE this 
proposed mine. A decision favoring the operation of the mine on public lands would 
appear to be a benefit only to Augusta. It would not be beneficial to the surrounding 
communities, the State, the country or the world at large.

Individual

7553 3 In summation:
- I do not support air pollution
- I do not support water pollution
- I do not support light pollution
- I do not support noise pollution
- I do not support the destruction of the 'sky islands'
- I do not want to pay for new or the repair of existing ingrastructure that will benefit 
this proposal
- I do not support the federal government providing land that will support the 
Rosemont Mine (or any other mine in southern Arizona)

Please add my name and comments opposing the Rosemont Mine EIS.

Individual

7555 8 I urge you to put a stop to this travesty before it's too late.Individual

7557 9 I urge you to put a stop to this travesty before it's too late.Individual

7561 1 I write to express my huge concern about the impact of the proposed mine on the 
local environment and ecology. As a Canadian familiar with the American southwest 
I am embarrassed and ashamed by the damage done to the US by these mines, many 
of which are largely Canadian owned…it is astonishing that Canadian mining 
interests are able to treat the US like some third world country.. Exploit it, pollute it, 
and then get out. (they would never get away with it in Canada) Plase don’t let it 
happen in the southwest again.

Individual

7562 7 The casual waste of our public land and water for the expedience of the open pit 
mine should not be permitted.

Individual

7562 13 In summary, we request a no action decision on the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Mining Project.

Individual

7563 1 We are land owners near the proposed mine. This is a terrible idea. It will ruin the 
area and destroy the habitat. Mines can be placed further from city limits. Not near 
homes.

Individual

7565 8 Do the right thing and reject this application. You do not have to approve this 
application.

Individual

7566 1 Do not build the mine.Individual

7570 8 I urge you to put a stop to this travesty before it's too late.Individual

7571 2 I am strongly opposed to this mine and the impacts to our public lands and natural 
resources, and urge you to select the No Action Alternative in the EIS. I believe that 
if the EIS process is conducted fairly and objectively, this will be the only viable 
alternative.

Individual
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7572 1 I'm writing to express my dismay regarding the proposed Rosemont Mine project. I 
am distressed and angered by the news that a beautiful valley could become home to 
an open pit mine.

Individual

7572 5 Approving the construction of this mine would represent what I believe to be an 
unconscionable edict which will unquestionably betray local businessess and 
residents. I ask and urge you to firmly and emphatically reject the Rosemont Mine 
project.

Individual

7574 2 Fifty years ago if one said: "we affect creation" I don't think anyone would 
understand or pay attention. Today is a different story we have all seen and 
experienced the damage caused to nature and our environment. Once damaged, we 
cannot go back. Please, I respectfully urge you to stop this project before it's too late.

Individual

7575 8  I urge you to reconsider and put a stop to this travesty before it's too late.Individual

7576 1 Please do NOT allow mining interests to spoil our beautiful Santa Rita Mountains.Individual

7576 4 I sincerely hope that the opposition of people like me will make the decision makers 
stop and reconsider their positions. Copper mining will help a few today make a 
living, but what about the long-term affects?

Please do not let this company come in here…save our mountains.

Individual

7578 1 I'm writing to express my concerns about the proposed Rosemont Mine project. As a 
visitor to the Sonoita area, particularly the Epona Center at Apache Springs Ranch, I 
am disturbed by the news that this beautiful valley is set to be irreparably damaged 
by an open pit mine of such scale.

Individual

7578 9 I urge you to put a stop to this travesty before it's too late.Individual

7579 17 Please use common sense in this decision, there are a lot of reasons not to allow this 
to go thru. It should not have even gotten to this point. Do not let big companies 
with lots of money sway you. This will impact all of us for the rest of our lives and 
lives to come.

Individual

7580 1 I am writing to tell you that I DO NOT support the proposed mine near Sonoita. It 
will destroy the valley and in the process will destroy the character which enables 
people to make a living through natural resources. It is a mistake to support it.

Individual

7583 2 Deny Augusta their permit. If, in the future, copper is at a dangerous low, THEN 
grant them their permit.

Individual

7583 10 Deny Rosemont their permit. Preserve our water in Southern Arizona.Individual

7584 7 Deny Augusta their permit.Individual

7586 1 Please REJECT the Rosemont Mine Proposal from Augusta Resource Corporation.Individual

7588 10 I respectfully request that the U.S. Forest Service does what is right - deny Augusta 
their permit. Do not allow them to use any part of our forest property. It should be 
preserved for use by the citizens of the Country in the same manner it has in the past.

Individual

7591 1 This is to respectfully request that you do not mine in this pristine area. We need to 
find alternative methods for energy.

Individual
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7591 3 I do protest this action.Individual

7592 49 Despite agreements that may be difficult to enforce after the fact involving water that 
may or may not be available, the crux of this issue is this: "Rosemont copper has no 
legal obligation to replace any of the water it will produce for the operation of the 
mine."
In light of this fact, this proposal should be evaluated on the basis that every drop of 
water Rosemont pumps across the Santa Ritas for their operation is lost to the 
Tucson AMA basin. Considering the cnosequences of this potential loss, it would 
represent a grave risk to pursue this proposal any further.

Individual

7593 1 I have lived in Tucson for 48 years and have heard many claims that "we have a new 
method which minimizes enviromental impacts" only to have them fail. Augusta 
offers no alternative to its "dry-stack tailings" method and what they will do should it 
fail. 
They refer to CAP, but Arizona gave up its water rights in order to get CAP so it is 
the first in line to be cut off in time of shortage. Newspapers in CA, NV, and UT 
have run stories on well-regarded projections that due to climate change the 
Colorado River reservoirs will likely continue to empty, thereby making CAP an 
even less reliable water source. 
In this likely scenario, groundwater would have to be used and the valley is already 
seeing more and more subdivisions which are demanding more and more water.

Individual

7593 11 I understand the pressure on you from DC, but I urge you to stand up to it and keep 
southern Arizona worth visiting.

Individual

7595 1 It is so obvious that going forward with the mine is a huge mistake and one that we 
will pay for in so many ways for generations to come. The opposition to the mine is 
overwhelming and it is unfortunate that the foreign interests and money generate the 
power to overcome the local voice and doing the best and right thing.

Individual

7596 1 The potentially serious repercussions of this project have not been thoroughly 
evaluated, and the project should NOT be allowed. Please do not let this happen.

Individual

7598 1 We are against this project as proposed or in any alternative form.Individual

7605 2 I kindly ask you to make all the necessary diligences to stop the project of the open 
pit mine in the beautiful Santa Anita Mountains, California.

Individual

7608 1 Please accept my protest regarding the proposed Rosemont Mine project. As a visitor 
to the Sonoita area and the Epona Center at Apache Springs Ranch, I find this 
proposed mine to be another project of greed and no plan for the future generations 
to know the true beauty of our United States. We spend time in this area to escape 
the over crowded and poorly planned areas we currently reside… especially in CA 
where nature was destroyed to build homes or businesses that are now in foreclosure!

Individual

7611 1 I am against the Rosemont Open Pit Mine.
Thanks for considering my opinion.

Individual

7613 1 I strongly urge you to reject the Rosemont Mine proposal from the August Resource 
Corporation.

Individual
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7614 1 My name is Peter Bidegain. I am a retired federal firefighter. Of the 31 years I spent 
fighting wild land fires, almost 15 of them was when I was working for The 
Coronado National Forest on the Sierra Vista Ranger District. It was great in my 
career and I hold the Forest Service in high regards. I grew up in the Elgin & Sonoita 
area and have a home and some small land holding, (very small!) in those areas 
today. I have cowboy through out the area that will be mined as my brother-in-law 
John Gaylor, once owned the Rosemont Ranch years occasions. I state all of this for 
a reference of who I am and for back ground purposes as to where I am cominf from 
on this issue. Realizing that this makes no difference to the decision makers, I felt it 
important to include, if for no other reason it makes me feel better. I love the 
Coronado and the Sonoita area.
I am 100% OPPOSED to the Rosemont Mine. There are a lot of reasons, however, 
since most have been stated in the public meetings I will speak of only four.

Individual

7614 7 We can bank this copper, leave it where it lies, undisturbed and if a time ever comes 
when our nation REALLY needs it, it will be there for us as a nation, on our publicly 
owned land. I am not at all against mining or even open pit mining , but I am against 
THIS mine and THIS area at THIS time. I will be honest, if you were looking at a 
proposal to drill oil at Rosemont I don't think I would be against it because our 
nation needs it.

Individual

7615 1 I am opposed the proposed open pit mining in the Santa Rita Mountain area.Individual

7621 1 Enough mining opportunites exist in Cochise, Graham, and Greenlee Counties. We 
need no new mine in this pristine area.

Individual

7623 1 I am opposed to the proposed Rosemont mine for several reasons, environmentalIndividual

7625 1 It's totally absurd to have a mine in the Santa Ritas.Individual

7626 1 I am totally against this mine.Individual

7631 1 I am a native born Tucson Homeowner. I want the Forest Service to take no action 
that would allow this mine to be developed here.

Individual

7631 2 I am against this mine development.Individual

7632 1 Against mineIndividual

7636 1 Stop this mine! It has been better said by most of the speakers (the others must be 
blinded by the money)

Individual

7642 1 I am opposed to the mine.Individual

7643 1 No No No- No copper mine.Individual

7645 1 Reject Rosemont.Individual

7646 1 I am opposed to this mine in every way.Individual

7654 1 WE ARE HERE TODAY TO EXPRESS OUR OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSED 
MINE AND OUR CONCERN ABOUT THE NEPA PROCESS TO DATE.

Business
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7692 3 Our public lands should not be for sale or used to line the pockets of corporations.  
The Sierra Club opposes the Rosemont Mine and supports saving the scenic Santa 
Ritas.

Organization

7809 1 WE ARE HERE TODAY TO EXPRESS OUR OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSED 
MINE AND OUR CONCERN ABOUT THE NEPA PROCESS TO DATE.

Business

8591 1 I am decidedly against the Rosemont Mine. I want to go on record as being against it 
for all of the reasons that people have already stated. I just think it's a really bad idea. 
A poor use of our land.

Individual

8591 5 This is a very bad idea. I can't believe that it's even gotten considered or that the 
thought has even been entertained, uh, for so long.

Individual

8592 1 This is another no vote on Rosemont Copper Mine.Individual

8593 1 I'm calling to ask that you not mine, ah, in the Santa Rita Mountains. Um, I used to 
work at a mine in the early '80s at Duval, at a place called Esperanza. And I saw 
firsthand all of the pollution, um, that that mine created in that environment. And I 
was a part of that. And -- and I know how it just ruined that whole environment. And 
that's why I'm calling to ask that you leave that, um, that land alone, please.

Individual

8594 1 I want to strongly oppose the proposed copper mine in the Santa Rita Mountains area.Individual

8594 8 I wish to urge you to deny the permits for the Rosemont Mine.Individual

8597 2 I just hate to lose the place that I'v been going for 50 years. And the people that live 
there, they ought to raise cane, too.

Individual

8603 1 I believe that Rosemont Mine will do a lot of damage to our beautiful environment, 
and I hope that it will not go forward.

Individual

8606 1 Yes. Going through with this Rosemont deal makes about  -- reminds me of a man 
who sells his 12 year old vergin daughter to a local -- to a foreign power so he can 
buy a new cow. It makes just about as much sense, and it's about as moral.

Individual

8607 3 Please don't ruin that valley. They are a bunch of speculators.Individual

8608 1 I strongly oppose the development of a mine at the location designated.Individual

8610 1 Only one word says no.Individual

8614 1 I want to voice my opinion against the Rosemont Mining.Individual

8614 3 I think we need to find alternative, um, recycling methods and whatever. And I just 
do not think that Arizona needs to have this happen.

Individual

8616 1 I do not agree with the Rosemont Mine.Individual
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8617 1 I am calling about the Rosemont Mine proposal. I believe it is a bad idea because I 
came here at age 16 and the Santa Rita Mountains have been beautiful. And I've 
enjoyed them all these years. At one point I lived up in one cabin there. And I think 
it would be very devastating to have a mining company come in, not only to the 
people who live nearest to the Rosemont area, but to look upon it from where I now 
live in Green Valley and Sahuarita, the impact upon these two small, smaller little 
cities.

Individual

8617 4 I don't think it's a good idea at all, and I hope people will really consider this 
statement. And just take a look to the west or go up to one of the mines and get 
permission and look down into the earth and see what devastation it is. Copper can 
surely be found somewhere else, hopefully. And there are active mines in Arizona. 
So please consider not devastating our beautiful mountain range.

Individual

8619 1 Please don't allow this mining to go on. It's such a beautiful area in there, such a 
beautiful drive. Let's not make it look like Green Valley with those beautiful dirt hills 
behind it. Oh , we don't need this. We can so with one less mine. Open up the others.

Individual

8620 3 I ride annually on a horseback trip in the national forest there, and just think it's an 
awful idea, really vehemently are opposed to the mine proposal.

Individual

8622 5 I'm utterly opposed to this copper mine by Augusta Resource.Individual

8623 1 I oppose the mine. It is bad for ecology, the environment, socially and financially 
and spiritually.

Individual

8624 4 I hope you consider my request that the Rosemont Mine be denied. We have lived 
here for 23 years and have enjoyed the serenity of this area and the Santa Rita 
Mountains.

Individual

8626 1 I wish to say that this is insanity by any means.Individual

8626 3 you guys have been talking about this for what, 10 or 20 years, and it's always been 
shot down. And they'll do what they always been shot down. And they'll do what 
they always do, keep going at it untill they get it. I hope we can fight and stop these 
people. It's insanity. These people should be forced to stay there overnight during the 
hottest part of the day in this season just to see what a cooling affect it has on the 
whole southern Arizona area around there, maybe for a hundred miles, who knows, 
you know, but please, please, don't do this. It is insanity.

Individual

8627 1 I want to let you know that I am unalterably opposed to the Rosemont Mine.Individual

8627 3 I do not believe the United States should use government property for a foreign 
company selling assets to a foreign entity and no rewards reaped by the community.

Individual

8630 1 I'd like to comment on the purposed Rosemont Mine, open pit mine. I think it is a 
terrible idea to allow, even entertain the idea of an open pit mine in such a fragile 
area as the area we're speaking of in the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

8631 1 I think with the lack of wilderness area, you have encroaching mankind on all areas 
of southern Arizona, mining the beautiful Santa Rita Mountains is just totally 
ridiculous. For a short-term profit it makes no sense whatsoever. The land should be 
set aside exclusively for preservation and, uh, take the mining effort elsewhere.

Individual
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8632 1 I am adamant against Rosemont development.Individual

8632 3 I can't see any real economic upside. I can't see any real benefit. To me it's like;y to 
destroy an environment that is pristine, delicate and valuable. I'm adamant against it.

Individual

8633 5 I just think this whole thing is going to suck up our water table on top of making the 
scenery just look terrible. So I am against having this mine up here because of that -- 
those facts.

Individual

8635 1 I am calling to object vehemently to the Rosemont Mine proposal, not only to the 
environmental damage, but to the reclamation damage that they will never do in the 
future, the damage to the Santa Ritas. And, uh, I've been in the mining business for 
over 30 years. I know that they do not follow up on what they say they're going to do.

Individual

8635 4 I am opposed to this mine, not only to destroy -- it is destroying the beauty of the 
mountains and the environment, but using our water that we do not have.

Individual

8637 1 I would just like to voice my opposition to the mine. I love the Santa Rita 
Mountains, and I'ts a terrible thing. So yes, I'm very much against it.

Individual

8638 1 I don't like the idea.Individual

8638 3 I say no, I vote against that.Individual

8638 5 Mining, no, no. Waste of time. Waste of money. Waste of -- most of all wasting our 
precious resource water.

Individual

8640 1 I am very opposed to the Rosemont Mine coming in.Individual

8641 1 We're both against the Rosemont Copper Mine proposal. We feel that it uses water 
that we don't have.

Individual

8642 8 the main thing is what are we going to be doing to the people by allowing that in 
there, people that have lived there for most of their lives even, or new little divisions 
that opened up thinking this is God's place, and instead it's turning out to be a 
horrendous mistake. I would hope that you people will stop this mining. This whole 
state has got the same materials they want. Let them go out somewhere else where 
there are no people and dig there if they're that -- wanting to have this material that is 
in the dirt.

Individual

8642 9 I am strongly against it. I oppose it for environmental as well as human reasons. 
Please do not allow this mine to come in and ruin a beautiful area. How would they 
like it in Canada if we went up there and dug big holes right next to their cities or 
their little suburbs. This has got to stop. Please stop it, turn it down, tell them to get 
out of our state and go back to Canada and dig up there and get what they want. 
Please stop this.

Individual

8643 1 I am strictly opposed to the Rosemont Camp Mine location. I know that area. It's a 
pristine area. I've camped, I've hunted in and around it. It's beautiful. Why spoil it.

Individual

8643 4 Please do not let it happen.Individual
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8643 7 Strictly opposed to it. Do not let it happen. There's a few pristine areas left in this 
state. Why  ruin it? Why ruin it for somebody's gain. Please don't let it happen. Once 
again, my name is Julius Aguirre Regesser. Please do not let it happen. Vote no on 
the Rosemont Mine.

Individual

8647 5 hope you decide that you want to recocate the mine to some other area where there's 
no -- where there's -- human activity is not quite as evident as we have in the -- close 
to the Tucson area.

Individual

8648 2 I hope that -- and I live in Ranch Resort, and surely I will not experience anything 
except for the atmosphere.  And the atmosphere is tough enough already here in this 
part of the world.  So I hope you all really consider, uh, letting these people in,

Individual

8649 3 There's plenty of other mines that they can reopen, like Ajo or somewhere like that 
that's already been started, like Saskatoon or something like that they can reopen or 
something.  Why knock down that mountain out there, so.  That's my opinion and I 
hope you guys vote no against it.

Individual

8650 5 This is a pristine area.  It's been like this for hundreds and hundreds of years.  And I 
personally feel I'm against the mine and would like to see it somewhere else, but not 
in my backyard.

Individual

8654 1 Yes.  I am totally against the mine situation.  It is not a good thing for us.  It's not a 
good thing for the voters.  And we do not want to be involved with anything with the 
mine, and we don't want anything to be sold to China at any time.  I'm strongly 
against it.  I'm a voter in the area, and I wish that my comments will be taken, noted.

Individual

8655 2 Anybody that will -- that does not express their opinion to stop this, I can't 
understand.  Please stop it as much as you can.  Do whatever you can to stop 
defacing our Arizona.

Individual

8656 1 Yes, I'm a Pima Voter.  I've traveled that area many, many times.  It's a beautiful 
area.  To put a mine in there would be totally disastrous.  We have to protect what 
we have, the beauty of the state.  I'm strongly against any mining in that area.  
Especially to provide something for China.  But to take out area and tear it up for a 
mine like that, is totally uncalled for.  I'm opposed to it.  I would like you to do 
everything in your power to stop it.

Individual

8658 1 I tell you, I just can't think of anything worse than a copper mine in the national 
forest. The only person who stands to gain from it is Rosemont Copper Company.

Individual

8659 1 I'm calling in regards to the Rosemont Copper project. And I vehemently oppose the 
project going in.

Individual

8661 1 I'm calling about the article in the paper Sunday about the Rosemont Mine. I think 
it's a bad situation. It's going to pollute the water. They use millions of gallons of 
water, and I don't know where they're going to get it. Pollutes the air. And for them 
to have ruined that beautiful scenery in the Santa Rita Mountains, I think it's bad.

Individual

8661 7 I think it's a bad, bad situation. And I think the forest property should not go to that 
company in Canada.

Individual

8663 8 The preservation of our beautiful untamed, wide, open spaces of Arizona is at stake. 
We implore all agencies involved, please don't allow this travesty to occur in our 
unique state.

Individual
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8666 1 Our delicate ecosystem here in Arizona. No more mines. A very large no to your 
project.

Individual

8667 1 I would just like to go on record that I think that the Rosemont Mine is a big 
mistake.  I don't think that should be allowed.  I think it's very dangerous to our 
environment.  And Arizona's environment is so fragile already that the last thing we 
need is another mine.  And I think that there -- it's the only, the only people that that 
mine will really help is the mining company.  So I definitely am against it.

Individual

8668 1 The proposed Rosemont Copper mine I think is a really, really bad idea.Individual

8668 4 I urge everyone involved in this to oppose the Rosemont Mine in total.Individual

8669 2 As to the water coming into Green Valley, I could care less if you get to have water 
down to Green Valley so we can get it for free and then you can carry it over to the 
mountains.  Sorry, but I don't believe that our country should be disregarded as far as 
tearing it up blatantly for some money that a few people can make on this.

Individual

8670 1 I would like to comment about the negativity of this mine in our area.  I'm a long 
time Tucsonian.  And I've watched the community grow.  And it certainly is robust 
out south of -- in the southern part of the county.  And I cannot understand the logic 
of allowing a mine into the area, even though you certainly have the authority to do it.

Individual

8670 6 If you are Tucsonians and you are interested in the welfare of our town, Forest 
Service, how about you voting in favor of the people and stopping this nonsense 
about industry in an area that is absolutely unsuited for it.

Individual

8673 2 Nope, I don't think they should do it.Individual

8676 1 We wish to voice our opinion to the to opposition the Rosemont Mine.Individual

8676 3 Please vote no on the Rosemont MineIndividual

8677 1 I would like to express my opposition to the Rosemont Mine.Business

8679 1 I'm against the mine being put in.Individual

8680 2 I would like to voice my opposition to the proposed Rosemont Mine and to the 
potential risks that are involved for our water and our ecosystem.

Individual

8681 1 I would like to voice my opposition to the mining project.  I believe we're not being 
good stewards of the natural heritage that we've been entrusted with.

Individual

8686 1 I am definitely against it.  I -- from everything I've read, pro and con, it just sounds 
like it shouldn't be done.  So I just want everybody to know that I'm one of those 
people that don't feel that there's any good to come from it,. . .

Individual

8691 1 I strongly oppose any mining activities that might be proposed for the Santa Rita 
mountains.

Individual

8691 5 . . .myself and our family, which is four people that vote, are strongly opposed.Individual

8692 1 I would like to voice my very strong opposition to any more mining activities in the 
Santa Rita Mountains or anywhere else around Tucson, maybe even all over Arizona.

Individual
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8692 5 I strongly object to this mine and would like to see it defeated.Individual

8695 1 I believe that the copper mine is a bad idea because of environmental concerns in 
spite of the fact that they seem to feel differently.

Individual

8698 1 I'm calling to urge the Forest Service not to permit this Rosemont Mine to come 
about.  We have a beautiful place in the Santa Ritas, and I would hate to see it 
defaced and destroyed.  I don't know a lot about mining, but what I have heard, it 
would not be good.

Individual

8703 1 we are opposed to the copper mine.Individual

8704 1 we are opposed to the copper mine.Individual

8706 1 I want to voice my opposition to the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine.Individual

8709 2 I think this would be terrible, terrible injustice to that area. It would be a travesty to 
dig another mine there. It's such a beautiful area.

Individual

8709 4 This would be -- this would be ludicrous. It would be absolutely insane.Individual

8711 1 I strongly oppose the plan to construct an open pit copper mine.Individual

8712 1 I'm calling because I vehemently oppose the proposed Rosemont Mine. I am against 
it for many issues, many reasons. Scenic beauty of the area, environmental issues, the 
water issues,

Individual

8713 1 I am totally , totally aginst the proposed operations of Rosemont in the Catalinas and 
Santa Rita mountains in southern Arizona. This not only presents a dividing of 
mountains, which is inevitable, there's no way of escaping it, even under the most 
stringent precautions to be had, modern precautions to be had, but it will happen.

And I just wanted to state that I am totallt against this. My family is against it.

Individual

8713 3 I just feel very adamantly in opposition to the proposed development of the copper 
mine and the associated functions that are -- go along with it in this area,

Individual

8716 1 I would just like to register my opposition to the Rosemont Mining -- Mine going 
through in the -- in the --

Individual

8717 1 I'm making this call to let you know that I'm one of the people who don't think that 
we need a copper mine in the Santa Ritas.

Individual

8719 1 I wanted to comment on the Rosemont Mine situation. I personally think it would be 
a shame, because the area is quite nice.

Individual

8721 1 I would like to just say that I oppose the Rosemont Copper Project due to the 
environmental implications it may have.

Individual

8722 1 I'm very much opposed to the Rosemont Mine.Individual

8722 5 Green Valley and the surrounding area has suffered enough from mine pollution. Say 
no to the Rosemont Mine.

Individual
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8725 1 I just want to say that I'm against the open mining here in sahuarita because you guys 
have ruined Tucson as it is. And when is this going to stop. This just is getting 
bigger and bigger and the water, environment -- and the animals have no place to go. 
So I'm against open mining for copper in Sahuarita. That is ridiculous. So I am 
against it.

Individual

8725 4 I just want to say that I'm against the open mining here in sahuarita because you guys 
have ruined Tucson as it is. And when is this going to stop. This just is getting 
bigger and bigger and the water, environment -- and the animals have no place to go. 
So I'm against open mining for copper in Sahuarita. That is ridiculous. So I am 
against it.

Individual

8726 1 I'm not in favor of it.Individual

8726 5 I just hope they don't put it in, and that's my two bits.Individual

8729 1 I am strongly opposed to this mine development project.Individual

8729 6 I'm strongly opposed to this mining operation and wish to see the Forest Service 
decline the potential value of the mineral deposits underneath the ground.

Individual

8730 1 I'm against open pit mining for copper, and it's too close to Tucson, for one. And I 
don't like it. I'm not against it in the state, but I'm against being so close to Tucson, 
and mostly because of the way it affects the animals and the water.

Individual

8731 1 I want to go on record as being opposed to this Rosemont Mine.Individual

8732 1 I'm calling to voice my opposition to the proposed Rosemont Copper mine. My main 
concern is the restoration of the area.

Individual

8732 4 I am opposed. I think there will be great destruction.Individual

8734 1 I am completely, 100 percent against this Rosemont Mine proceeding, and I think on 
all levels it is a really negative project. And it will have an incredibly negative 
impact. And I really hope that the Forest Service and the government entities will 
listen to the public and od what's right. And I, you know, I don't know what it will 
take. I'm not completely totally educated on, you know, what could stop this 
powerful company from getting their way. But I -- I really hope that government, 
who is people's representatives, will prevent it from happening.

Individual

8735 2 I'm not in favor of this because that's a very pristine area.Individual

8739 1 I thank you for this opportunity to express my displeasure at having the proposed 
Rosemont Mine. I think it would be folly to allow this mine to be -- this property to 
be mined.

Individual

8739 5 I strongly urge this not to be -- to go forward.Individual

8740 3 I'm very much against the Rosemont Mine being approved.Individual

8745 1 I'd like to state that I'm highly opposed to the mine effort in Rosemont.  I do a lot of 
camping in that mountain range.  And I don't want to be looking at a mine when I'm 
looking for nature.

Individual
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8746 1 My comment regarding the Rosemont proposition are I feel that it's not a good idea.Individual

8752 1 My husband William and I believe that allowing the Rosemont Mine operation on 
US Forest land in the Santa Rita Mountains is an outrage and an afrontation to 
taxpayers and citizens of this state.

Individual

8754 1 I want to register opposition to the Rosemont Mine.  I think it would be a bad idea.  
And use too much water and too much transportation problems.

Individual

8756 1 My comment is against the permitting of the Rosemont Mine.Individual

8757 1 No, no, no, to the Rosemont Mine.Individual

8757 6 So no to the Rosemont Mine.Individual

8758 1 I object very strongly to this mining proposal in the Rosemont area.Individual

8758 3 I object strongly on environmental grounds.  And on the grounds that it is a poorly 
thought out.  Especially when the copper that they're talking about will probably end 
up being exported rather than used internally to the United States.

Individual

8760 1 I have objections to this Rosemont Mine.Individual

8764 5 But that area is irreplaceable.  Please protect it.  Please do not let the miners in to 
destroy that beautiful, beautiful area.  It is really a sacred area.

Individual

8765 1 My comment is I am opposed, against the Rosemont Copper Mine in the Santa Rita 
Mountains.  And I'm asking the Forest Service to -- the stickers they were handing at 
the June 30th public hearing respected and I'm asking the Forest Service, we respect 
it, would you please protect it.

Individual

8766 5 In addition, the citizens of Arizona and the US would receive very little in royalties 
for this mine.  And it would be extracting harmful, environmental thing and 
extracting resources that would be going elsewhere for little benefit from the citizens 
that live in the area.  So I would like to register my strong opposition to the mine.

Individual

8770 2 Won't you please -- I just now heard the signal, but won't you please just back off 
and let the public's will [unintelligible], all right.  I don't know if I've got time to say 
any more, but this is God's country here, not meant to be destroyed by money-
making concerns.  We want the mountains, and we want the water.  We don't want 
Canada and we don't want Japan.  And we don't want any foreign extract, Mexico 
included.

Individual

8771 1 I can't understand how anyone with any understanding of the consequences of 
approving the Rosemont Mine could live with themselves regardless of any old 
mining law written in the 1800s.

Individual

8772 1 I am very much against the Rosemont Mine.Individual

8772 4 And for that, you make a fortune selling to China.  Nothing in your proposal benefits 
southern Arizona.  The mine is a very poor idea.  I am definitely against it.

Individual
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8774 1 I just wanted to leave a comment to say that I am extremely opposed to the Augusta 
Corporation's mine. And I think it's a terrible, terrible idea. And I think that the 
people of Tucson think it's a terrible idea. And I hope that this doesn't go through. I 
think it's a really bad thing for us, for the city, and for the environment. And should 
not be happening.

Individual

8775 1 I want to voice my opposition to the development of the so called Rosemont Mine in 
the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

8775 4 I am totally opposed to using our protected land in such a fashion.  And to think that 
we are just willing to part with our national resources to a foreign country I think 
is -- well, it's just horrible.  And I can't too strongly say that I do not support this and 
I am strongly opposed to it.

Individual

8775 9 So put my name down as strongly opposed to the mine.Individual

8776 1 I'm voicing my opposition to this proposition of opening up another, yet another 
mine near us here in Santa Cruz Valley.

Individual

8777 1 I'm very opposed to the Rosemont Copper Mine.Individual

8781 1 Yes, I am very much against that Rosemont Mine.  The environment will be 
affected.  The country is going to be made a devastation.

Individual

8781 6 I am very much against it.  It can be put someplace else or just done away with.  
These companies can go to their own country or someplace.  But I am against that 
Rosemont Mine deal.

Individual

8784 8 I lend my entire strength against this proposed mine.Individual

8785 1 I'm calling to oppose, as strongly as I possibly can, the Rosemont Mine.Individual

8786 1 Yes, we are definitely against this Rosemont Mine project. It's environmentally a 
disaster.

Individual

8786 3 It's just the wrong situation. Hate to see it go through. Please don't pass this.Individual

8789 1 I want to register an extremely strong appeal not to allow this Rosemont Mine to be 
built. I'm strongly against it, as are so many people in Tucson.

Individual

8789 9 And I've been informed, I read a very good article in the Arizona Star Sunday July 6, 
Rosemont Mine may be hard to block, but I belive it can be blocked. I believe the 
National Forest Service can do something. I believe legally it can be done. And we 
may have to pay up some money to have their money back or even more so, but it's 
worth it, it's worth it to the taxpayer to be rid of this abomination. I t certainly will be 
a terrible blight on our community.

Individual

8790 1 I have continued to oppose the proposed mining in the Rosemont land since the 
1990's when ASARCO first proposed it.

Individual

8791 1 I oppose this destruction of our beautiful Arizona lands. Please do not let this happen.Individual

8792 2 I just think it's a bad idea all around.Individual
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8792 4 please don't open the Rosemont Mine. I don't think it's needed and it will do more 
harm than good.

Individual

8793 1 Let me say first that I'm not against mining. Mining is an important part of industry. 
However, I am completely against mining in the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

8793 5 I urge the US Forest Service to perform their duty and protect what was entrusted to 
themby the American public for now and future generations. Do not allow a foreign 
company to exploit national forest property.

Individual

8795 3 I would just like to add my voice to those who would very much oppose such a 
project.

Individual

8796 1 I wanted to have it be known the I am adamantly opposed to this copper mine.Individual

8799 3 Please stop Rosemont Mine.Individual

8802 6 Please do not approve of this mine.  Thank you very much.Individual

8803 2 This clearly is nothing but a greed action by a foreign company, and it should not be 
allowed in our areas, in our state, in our country.

Individual

8803 5 I strongly suggest and recommend this, that the powers that be eliminate the need 
and the scope of this mine coming into Arizona.

Individual

8804 1 I'm calling to leave a message about how much I'm against them opening the 
Rosemont Mine out here towards Vail.

Individual

8806 1 I am opposed to the Rosemont MineIndividual

8806 14 I think it's the worse thing the US Forest Service and the federal government could 
allow.

Individual

8807 1 I am very concerned about the idea of putting the Rosemont Mine in the Santa Ritas.  
I think it's the worse thing we could do.

Individual

8807 9 I think we are making a terrible mistake considering the open pit mine in the Santa 
Ritas.  I think there's plenty of other places not on US Forest Service land where 
mining could occur.  And I think that it is so hard to find open space

Individual

8808 1 I just wanted to let you all know that I am very much against this mine.  It is just a 
disaster for southeast Arizona.

Individual

8809 8 I urge the Forest Service in their scoping process to have the courage to say no, this 
should not be allowed to happen.  This is not 1872.  This is 2008.  We have plenty of 
copper mines in Arizona.

Individual

8810 6 I'm a coal miner's grandson, and I believe in mining.  But this mine is the wrong time 
and the wrong place.  It needs to be stopped at all costs.  There is serious risk to our 
community.

Individual

8813 8 It's just not a good thing for us.Individual

8814 7 I strongly object.  Please, please do not let them make a mine up there.Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 197 of 224



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Other

In opposition

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

8816 4 I, Richard Cruz, as an individual, strongly, strongly oppose and protest the Rosemont 
Mine and further destruction in the State of Arizona for the sake of our posterity.

Individual

8819 1 I got to understand about the mining project and the impact that it could have on the 
environment and on the animal wildlife living on the side, and I feel very sorry for 
that, and that's why I'm calling and hope that really this mine is not going to have 
such a big impact on the environment.

Individual

8820 1 I hope that they do not approve a mine.Individual

8820 6 I'm very much against it and I hope we do find a way to turn this down,Individual

8822 1 Yes, I'm calling in opposition to the Rosemont Mine on the basis of environmental 
reasons, economical -- economic reasons as well.  But the scope, I believe, of the 
EIS is more the environment.

Individual

8823 1 I am opposed to the mining operation beginning again in this area and would like 
that to be made public record.

Business

8826 1 Yes, this comment is about the Rosemont Mine.  It's a very bad situation.  The 
citizens do not want it, the taxpayers pay -- the good USA taxpayers pay for that 
property.  We do not want a Canadian company to come down here and mine 
copper.  If they want to mine copper, they can get the government, Canadian 
government and buy property up there and mine copper up there.

Individual

8826 5 It's a bad situation.  The people do not want it.  And the Forest Service should know 
that.  They should say no, ablsoutely no.

Individual

8828 1 I'm calling as a resident and mother to express my opposition to the use of public 
land for the proposed Rosemont Mine project.

Individual

8829 1 I just wanted to go on record as saying I'm against opening the mine up for this area.Individual

8830 1 If the Rosemont Mine is allowed.  The United States loses a mountain, a cherished 
part of Arizona and upsets all living creatures and the ecology of the entire area.

Individual

8832 1 I would like to speak out against the Rosemont Mine.Individual

8833 1 I whole heartedly agree with my family in that beginning to mine in that area will 
cause so many difficulties for the resident there not to mention what's going to 
happen to our beautiful desert and our landscape, and I think that people should be 
aware of the ecology and what is happening around us and not to destroy what God 
has given us.

Individual

8834 3 I would be very happy to see it go as quickly as possible.Individual

8835 1 I'm calling with personal comments to oppose giving any mining permission for the 
Rosemont Mine.

Individual

8835 6 I oppose any approval to give the mining company an opportunity to mine at the 
Rosemont plant.

Individual
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8837 1 I'm opposed to the Rosemont Mine project, because the history of the west is a 
repeated story of profiteers mining the earth until they become bankrupt, and then 
leave behind, you know, the environmental mess that never gets cleaned up, you 
know, like in Arizona, Bisbee, Jerome, Ajo, to name just a few.

Individual

8839 1 I am against the development of the Rosemont Mine, and that's all I have to say.  I 
won't take up a lot of your time, just put me down as against.

Individual

8840 1 I am 100 percent against this project.Individual

8840 4 I am against this.  I hope that every single sane citizen will stand up and voice their 
opinion that this is a travesty, that it is something that should not be happening.

Individual

8841 1 I was calling to say that I am against the Rosemont Mine.  And the reason for this is 
quite simple.  We need the water to drink.  That's it.

Individual

8846 1 I am opposed to the Rosemont Mine for several reasons.  One is water.  I think that 
we have a limited source and the fact that they're going to take ground water is 
extremely disturbing, if any water at that.  And the second is economic.  They say 
they're going to provide jobs, but in reality it's a country that's not our country 
coming in and taking our resources that will probably be shipped out of this country 
and made into something else, so the money doesn't say here.  It will provide a few 
amount of jobs for people who probably won't be taken care of as well as the 
regulated company.

Individual

8847 1 Um, from personal experience from my , uh, experience here in the community, I 
feel that the copper mine would be a drastic, a drastic, uh -- would mean some 
drastic changes and affect the community and the State of Arizona in a negative way.

I am against the copper mine.  I feel that, um, that, um, it would impact the 
environment in a negative way.  Just actually affecting, you know, everything in the 
grand scheme.  From the information I've read and the research that's been done and 
discussing with the community, I see there -- I find there's very few people -- 
actually, I haven't found anyone in favor of the copper mine.  If this goes forward it 
would be, literally it would be a crime against the community here and the state in 
general and a crime against democracy in general.

Individual

8848 1 I am a designer of sustainable systems and I am calling in to record my opposition to 
the mine for a multitude of reasons, which I'm sure you've heard over and over, but I 
will reiterate my part.  And that is the destruction of the fragile ecosystem, the 
pollution for relatively short-lived project.  Nineteen  years is not a long time, but a 
tremendous amount of damage can occur within that window.  And the affect of 
light, sound and just the disruption on that level of a -- an ecosystem is extraordinary.

Individual

8851 1 I am opposed to the opening of a mine at the Rosemont area.Individual

8851 4 I feel that it should be delayed if not completely forbidden at this time. I feel that 
there is sufficient copper available in other mines that are reopening, and I would ask 
that it either be denied or that it be delayed for some future time, because I believe 
that in the future it will be able to mine with less environmental destruction than 
current practices. And I most sincerely hope that you will deny or delay this project.

Individual

8853 1 I am very much opposed to the Rosemont Mine.Individual
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8853 6 I am definitely very much opposed to the Rosemont Mine.Individual

8856 1 I believe that the plans for the Rosemont Mine would be a tragedy to not only the 
City of Tucson, but for the Forest Service to allow this to be done.

Individual

8859 1 I am calling to voice my objection to the Rosemont -- proposed Rosemont Copper 
project for a number of reasons.

Individual

8862 1 I'd like to register my disapproval of the Rosemont Mine plan on several basis.Individual

8863 1 I think this is one of the worst ideas ever to come around in southern Arizona.Individual

8864 1 I'm appalled at the idea of a strip mine being developed at this stage and in this area.Individual

8864 7 I am very much not in favor of a mine as a physician and as a citizen and homeowner 
in the area.

Individual

8865 1 I am against the mine for five reasons that pertain to the natural environment and its 
impact, the shortage of water in Arizona. The aesthetic value of the Santa Ritas that 
should be preserved,

Individual

8866 1 I'm calling in opposition to the Rosemont Mine.Individual

8866 8 I'm strongly in opposition to the Rosemont Mine.Individual

8867 1 I'm calling to register my opposition to the Rosemont Mine project for the following 
reasons.  First reason being the importance to the environment of changing the 
landscaping and altering that and secondly the water situation in the Green Valley, 
Sahuarita area, where we already know that we've had a six inch decline in the water 
table as noted in the Ariz -- as noted in the Green Valley News and some newspaper.

Individual

8868 1 I am opposed to an open pit mine in our area.  I believe that the copper mining 
position is -- would behoove the copper mining to do it somewhere else.  It's not 
something that we really need to have done.

Individual

8869 1 I oppose the Rosemont Mine Copper project.Individual

8870 1 I am opposed to the open pit mine.Individual

8874 1 I would like to go on record strongly objecting to the Rosemont Mine project.  The 
reasons are inadequate water, and water contamination, air pollution, destruction of 
habitat and other safety issues.

Individual

8875 1 Very much against this proposal, given the environmental and community 
ramifications.

Individual

8875 8 And I hope the mine is -- the proposed mine is not successful.Individual

8876 1 I very much oppose it.Individual

8878 1 To allow a -- another mine to come in and -- and desecrate our mountains here is -- 
is ludicrous.

Individual

8879 8 I am against this Rosemont Mine.  It needs to stop.  You cannot put this through.Individual
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8880 1 I am totally against it.Individual

8882 8 So we are severely opposed to this operation and would like to see it halted.Individual

8889 1 Hello.  I wish to let you know that highly opposed to any mining in this particular 
area.

Individual

8889 4 Once again, I am highly opposed.  I can certainly give adequate reasons, I'm sure you 
already have the adequate reasons.

Individual

8890 1 Please do not let the ah…proposed mine deal go through.  Ah, that would be a great 
mistake for that area.

Individual

8890 4 So, please keep that mine from ah…happening.  Thank you.Individual

8895 1 My attendance at recent Rosemont hearings gives full indication that the parties are 
“talking past each other”. Rosemont, on the one hand, wants to build a producing 
copper mine for the purpose of providing critical minerals for the U.S. economy 
while making a profit in the process, and they have described how this all shall be 
done in an efficient manner within applicable Federal, State and County laws and 
regulations.

Individual

8918 1 I strongly oppose any mine opening at the Santa Rita mountains.Organization

8919 1 Save the Scenic Santa Ritas..No MiningOrganization

8939 1 As the President of the Santa Rita Foothills Community Association, the 
membership strongly opposes the mining initiative. There has been enough damage 
to the environment from mining and it is time to stop ruining our beautiful area.

Organization

8941 1 I am against the raping of the Santa Rita Mountains, 100\% aginst this.Organization

8944 1 The petition speaks for itself. Just say no!!Organization

8948 1 They must not do this!Organization

8949 1 leave the run open dont mess with itOrganization

8955 1 No mines in the Santa RitasOrganization

8958 1 What a shame - I oppose any use of this nature in this area.Organization

8964 1 I would like my grandchildren to enjoy the Santa Ritas as I and my children have.. 
We already have the Sierritas scared by mining.Our family members have been 
employed by the mining industry, but enough is enough.

Organization

8971 1 Do not allow this environmental tragedy to happen!Organization

8977 1 I strongly oppose any mining in this beautiful region..Organization

8988 1 Look to the future. Conservation and Recreation. Not mining.Organization

8989 1  We know well what mining does to the landscape and we appose this mine.Organization

8991 1 Please don't allow this!!!Organization
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8992 1 No way!Organization

8999 1 I strongly support this petition.Organization

9003 3 Urban and suburban sprawl are gobbling up huge tracts of Arizona's private lands 
every day.  As citizens and taxpayers, we have a right to expect that government 
agencies will protect our public lands from commercial and industrial exploitation.  
Enough is enough.  Stand up for conservation and say no to the copper mine.

Organization

9013 1 I am opposed to any form of mining in the Santa Rita Mountains!Organization

9018 1 I oppose this mineOrganization

9053 1 Please no mining in the Santa RitasOrganization

9076 1 completely opposed to this mining applicatonOrganization

9077 1 NO, a thousand times NOOrganization

9082 1 We have lived here five years. In that time we have watched as the limestone mine at 
Helvetia has stripped away the whole side of the mountain. Now three more have 
been targeted for the Empire-Fagan area north of Helvetia, plus this open-pit copper 
mine in the Rosemont Valley area west of Helvetia. Save the scenic Santa Ritas.  
Deny these permits.  Help Mother Nature defend these assaults on her beauty.

Organization

9124 2 We commend this organization for its past and present efforts. The Rosemont area 
lies adjacent to and immediately south of our ranch pasture.  Our reasons for 
opposition are similar to many of those specified in our objection letters filed in the 
pending application proceedings with the Arizona State Land Department regarding 
applications to reopen or open mining operations in the Empire-Fagan valley, the 
applications being by CalPortland and those of Seel and Henderson.

Organization

9180 1 As a landowner whose property is approximately 5 miles from the site of the 
proposed Rosemont open pit copper mine, I vehemently oppose mining development 
in this location.

Organization

9210 1 Stop it !!!Organization

9240 1 citizens have been opposed to mining in the Santa Ritas for years - nothing has 
changed that opposition

Organization

9244 1 opposed to copper mine in santa ritasOrganization

9256 1 To destroy or seriously scar this area would be unconscionable!Organization

9267 1 Please don't create "shell" mountains of the Santa Ritas as has happened at Morenci !!Organization

9284 1 Please do not allow with project to proceed.Organization

9309 1 we have opposed this in the past and continueOrganization

9310 1 Open pit 4000ft deep! Please stop thisOrganization

9327 1 No Mine!Organization
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9329 1 I oppose copper mining in the Santa Ritas-Rosemont areaOrganization

9339 1 I am a resident of Elgin AZ and srongly oppose the use of public resources of any 
kind to support this project

Organization

9387 1 This petition should be given the highest priority. Attempting to mine this area will 
stir up a hornet's nest of opposition and will put a black cloud over the region both 
socially and economically, everyone will lose in the end if they proceed with this 
project.

Organization

9389 1 Please do not allow this mine!!Organization

9392 1 Not ever!Organization

9394 1 I am opposed to a copper pit mine in the Santa Ritas.Organization

9399 1 Please, please, can't we leave most areas pristine. When copper prices fall, then 
what? Does the mine close and leave your anticipated revenue in limbo? Please do 
not allow this to happen.

Organization

9404 1 Just say no to copper!Organization

9429 1 Not this, not there, not ever.Organization

9461 1 I am sinecerely pleading with you all on this matter. Please save the mountains from 
the forces that might distroy me, signed by the Santa Ritas. I am the voice for them... 
And I would like to help

Organization

9479 1 We will be making a huge mistake if we allow this devastation of our lands.Organization

9488 1 I strongly oppose any mining activities in the Rosemont Ranch area of the Santa Rita 
Mountains.

Organization

9501 1 Save The Santa Ritas/NO MINEOrganization

9523 2 This proposal should be rejected out of hand.Organization

9534 1 Mining would be a tragedy for all !!!Organization

9546 1 Please do whatever it takes to keep the mines out of this area.Organization

9550 1 I love the Santa Ritas. No greedhead mine!Organization

9551 1 Forest Service, you can and must say no to Augusta's money grubbersOrganization

9584 1 NO MINING pleaseOrganization

9609 1 To let a greedy foreign corporation disfigure a natural treasure of this magnitude is 
unconscionable at best and criminal at worst. This is an utter disgrace and needs to 
be ended NOW!

Organization

9613 1 We really need to stop this thingOrganization

9623 1 Please stop raping the land for personal profit.Organization
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9624 1 No mining pleaseOrganization

9637 1 just say noOrganization

9639 1 I am opposed to any further developmentOrganization

9641 1 I oppose the loss of such a wonderful area to such a greedful and useless needOrganization

9641 4 I am a board member of the Friends and I am also a resident of the area that would 
have to see the car this company places on the BEAUTIFUL landscape on a daily 
basis. and that in it's self would be unjust and painful.  I hope more will see this as a 
HORRIBLE idea and vote to block it as well for the sake of the people and the 
animals which live in, and love the canyon.

Organization

9667 3 NO open-pit mine in the Santa Ritas!Organization

9670 1 I am definately opposed to the open mine that is proposed for Santa Rita.Organization

9672 1 Please DO NOT let the mining company into our BEAUTIFUL SANTA RITA 
MOUNTAINS. So much of the wonder of the Sonoran Desert has been destroyed. 
Please, please preserve the Santa Rita Mountains.

Organization

9676 1 As a citizen of the Tucson Area, I am strongly opposed to mining in the Santa RitasOrganization

9679 1 I'm ABSOLUTLY opposed to the mineOrganization

9691 1 Say no to Santa Rita MiningOrganization

9692 1 No to Santa Rita MineOrganization

9714 1 The mine is a lousy use of our land for someone else's profit. Stop it now.Organization

9717 1 No Mine in the Santa RitasOrganization

9723 1 I oppose the Rosemont mine.Organization

9724 1 We cannot let this happen! It is a disgrace.Organization

9725 1 I am strongly opposed to this mining proposition.Organization

9737 1 Stop this nowOrganization

9738 1 I am strongly opposed to this mining proposition.Organization

9751 1 I oppose the mineOrganization

9772 1 No mine garbage!!Organization

9785 1 This is a horrible idea. Please don't allow any mining in the Santa Ritas. It's one of 
my favorite places on earth.

Organization

9786 1 I strongly oppose thisOrganization

9794 1 The mine is a bad idea!Organization
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9818 1 We live near and absolutely do NOT want this mine!Organization

9839 1 I love this mountain range. Don't pollute and destroy it. Please!!Organization

9842 1 Support our congressmen, Gabrielle Giffords and Raul Grijalva, in their efforts 
opposing the destruction of our land.

Organization

9850 1 Just say no to mining destruction!!Organization

9859 1 Don't destroy our land with minesOrganization

9868 1 I do not support a mine. Do not disturb the land.!!!Organization

9873 1 Do not dig a pit!Organization

9874 1 PLEASE DON'T DO IT!Organization

9883 1 There is absolutely no justification for this toxic venture. It is unwarranted and 
clearly opposed by the community. Augusta Resources, what are you thinking? 
Obviously thinking Cu Cu Cu $ $ $ when you might consider thinking H2O O2 N. 
Wake up.

Organization

9897 1 I am opposed to this copper mine.Organization

9910 1 Just stop this right now! The impact of sprawl is bad enough without this potential 
abomination as well...and why is John McCain's ad all over this sight???

Organization

9911 1 Just stop this right now! The impact of sprawl is bad enough without this potential 
abomination as well...and why is John McCain's ad all over this sight???

Organization

9917 1 The U.S. Forest Service is to serve the forest , the mining operation will destroy the 
forest and the U.S. will not benefit in any way.

Organization

9922 1 Please do not let them mine this area !Organization

9933 1 no miningOrganization

9935 1 NO MININGOrganization

9942 1 Absolutely NO MORE miningOrganization

9943 1 No more miningOrganization

9952 1 Stop this rape of our landscapeOrganization

9955 1 Do not exploit.Organization

9966 1 Stop this outrageous venture!Organization

9969 1 NO to the exploitation of the Santa Ritas!!Organization

9977 1 A Biker who says No to any mining scheme that would destroy the beautiful Santa 
Ritas.

Organization

9987 1 Do Not allow the mining industry to desecrete this land!!!Organization
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9999 1 I'm absolutely against any mining.Organization

10005 1 DON'TOrganization

10006 1 All you need to do is look around the areas in AZ where mining has been allowed 
and you can see the destruction to the environment. Look at the mine tailings around 
the Green Valley area and the health hazards to the public due to the blowing dust. 
DON'T ALLOW MINING FIRMS TO FURTHER DAMAGE OUR 
ENVIRONMENT. THINK ABOUT THE FUTURE GENERATIONS AND WHAT 
OUR LEGACY WILL BE TO THEM!!!!

Organization

10037 1 What this country needs is a reassessment of it's values. Not another mine.Organization

10039 1 The mining industry has already polluted and destroyed enough of Arizona. Please 
stop them from ruining more of our beautiful state.

Organization

10068 1 NO mining in the Santa Ritas, EVEROrganization

10080 1 This beautiful mountain range to the south of Tucson needs to be preserved for today 
and future generations. Please do not allow this mining company to destroy 
something that can never be replaced.

Organization

10097 1 NO WAY!Organization

10113 1 Pls don't let them mine the Santa Rita'sOrganization

10132 1 no mines, please.Organization

10137 1 Stop this before it ends up like Benson areaOrganization

10169 1 I oppose the proposed copper mine in the Santa Rita area.Organization

10173 1 We can do without this mineOrganization

10177 1 Please stop the mine.Organization

10223 1 I have personally enjoyed these areas on many occations, and have taken members of 
my church youth group to this area to expole their spirituality and relationship with 
God in the wilds of the Santa Rita Mountains. This is worhip for us, these mountains 
are a part of our sanctuary, our cathedral, they are a place where young and old alike 
can draw near to God. Please do not let another mining opperation despoil these 
sacred places!

Organization

10236 1 These mountain ranges are a part of our community,part of our spirit and part of our 
pride. Do not allow this distruction. It belongs to all of us.

Organization

10239 1 Hoping it does NOT go!Organization

10242 1 No Mine!Organization
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10247 1 I am appaled at the possibilty that the Rosemont Minining will be allowed access to 
this most beautiful scenic area, I am disgusted by the already disgraceful raping of 
the desert. This is absolutely the last straw and one that has broke the camels back in 
my level of tolerance. Who in the hell has authorized this abomination? I want it 
stopped now!!!

Organization

10255 1 Please do not ruin the Santa Ritas and the land and air with this mine. I am strongly 
against it. It is definately not good for our area or any area to mine like this.

Organization

10257 1 I have enjoyed Rosemont with my family for many years, doing something like this 
mining project is totally asinine.

Organization

10265 1 NO MINES!!!!Organization

10287 1 Please stop the destruction of natural treasures.Organization

10290 1 I am not much good at writing letters or very good at talking, But I do not want this 
mine in my back yard.

Organization

10292 1 Keep this mine out of these mountains!Organization

10297 1 long time tucson resident who does not want to see a copper mine in the beloved 
santa ritas

Organization

10305 4 This is a horrible idea by a mining firm that's not even a US company!! For the 
future of the community, and generations to come it MUST be stopped!!

Organization

10309 1 Don't do it!!!!!!!!!Organization

10328 1 Stop the insanity...Organization

10340 1 I strongly appose the mine.Organization

10358 1 I oppose all mining in southern Arizona.Organization

10380 1 What they are proposing is a disgrace!Organization

10381 1 Stop this insanity.......preserve the land!Organization

10382 1 This has got to stop!!Organization

10386 1 They need to goOrganization

10390 1 Stop any and all mining in Pima CountyOrganization

10392 1 Save the Santa Ritas..no miningOrganization

10400 1 VEHEMENTLY OPPOSEDOrganization

10403 1 We DON'T want the Rosemont Mine in the Santa Ritas or anywhere else in the area 
around them!

Organization

10405 3 Mining would change the area forever. Please do not let this happen. Thanks.Organization

10410 1 STOP THIS INSANITY!!!!Organization
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10417 3 STOP THIS MINE!!!!Organization

10422 1 Let's make them take NO! for an answer. No Mine!Organization

10426 1 No Mine!!!!Organization

10444 1 Stop mining in the Santa Rita'sOrganization

10448 1 THEY MUST BE STOPPED FROM DESTROYING OUR BEAUTIFUL LANDOrganization

10473 1 STOP this MINE!Organization

10477 1 CREATION means NATURE: mountains, valleys, streams, wildlife, amazing 
beauty. Creation does not mean clawing into earth tissue for profit rocks, leaving a 
wasteland to despise. People need space to recreate, get quiet, plug into their 
spiritual nature. Community does not benefit from corporate doings. NO MINING!

Organization

10484 2 Stop the second rape of the west! Please move towards sustainability and cleaner 
resources.

Organization

10507 1 Stop This Mine!!!Organization

10509 1 Let us not let this happen There is no good reason for it but plenty of reasons to be 
against it !!!!!

Organization

10516 4 I urge a NO vote on the mine.Organization

10518 3 Stop the mine now!Organization

10523 1 This should not be allowed to procede!Organization

10524 1 This should not be allowed to proceed!Organization

10547 1 I oppose the development of the proposed Rosemont mine. It will destroy thousands 
of acres of land.

Organization

10552 1 Stop this now.Organization

10556 1 Stop this mineOrganization

10557 1 no stay off the land that is our natureOrganization

10559 8 Stop the mine.Organization

10568 1 We need to stop this madness. Save the Santa RitasOrganization

10608 1 Please, please do not make the huge mistake of permitting the permanent destruction 
of such a precious natural resource.

Organization

10621 1 DIPLORABLE, DISPICABLEOrganization

10623 4  I say no to the mines!Organization

10633 1 Do not allow this mine plan to become a realityOrganization
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10642 1 Stop this madness.........Organization

10662 1 Very stupid idea if it is going to a foregin country and not staying here where we 
really need it. Then i am against it

Organization

10674 1 Please leave the Santa Ritas alone.Organization

10693 4 This US Citizen says NO to unbridled capitalism and foreign exploitation of our 
natural resources and forest lands.

Organization

10697 1 leave the beautiful Santa Ritas alone!Organization

10706 1 We need to say NO to this!Organization

10706 4  I say NO To this! Make your money elsewhere!Organization

10709 1 Oppose this operationOrganization

10718 1 This must be stopped.Organization

10753 1 Stop this mine!!!!Organization

10762 1 It needs to stop!!!Organization

10763 1 It needs to stop!!!Organization

10767 1 STAY OUT!Organization

10775 1 No Way!Organization

10779 1 Having grown up in Butte, MT where half of the town is an open pit copper mine 
and the whole area is one of the largest superfund sites in the country, I am 
adamantly opposed to the proposed copper mine in the Santa Ritas. Please don't 
allow this destruction of one of the remaining beautiful wilderness areas in southern 
Arizona.

Organization

10782 1 Please do not allow an open pit mine in this beautiful areaOrganization

10787 1 The proposed mine disgusts me. Please save this beautiful land.Organization

10788 1 Please don't move forward with this.Organization

10804 1 Please stop this mine!!!Organization

10806 1 No Mines!Organization

10816 1 Mining is harmful to everyone, ugly and not needed.Organization

10819 1 I strongly oppose any mining activity in the Rosement Ranch area.Organization

10841 1 The proposed mine is ill-conceived, short-sighted, and in complete disregard for the 
environment. No amount of 'spin' can change that fact.

Organization

10856 1 NO to the Rosemont Mine! !!Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 209 of 224



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Other

In opposition

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

10869 1 This mine is simply ill conceived and has NO POSITIVE EFFECTS for the 
community, our children, or our environment.

Organization

10869 3  NO ROSEMONT MINE!Organization

10870 1 NO ROSEMONT MINE!Organization

10871 1 NO OPEN PIT MINES!Organization

10875 1 Keep the mine out of the Santa Ritas!Organization

10889 1 STOP THIS OUTRAGEOUS PROPOSAL INSTANTLY...the last thing we need is 
a big polluting mine sucking up our groundwater and ruining our fragile desert 
ecosystem.

Organization

10896 1 STOP THE INSTANITY! We should value nature over temporary monetary gainsOrganization

10917 1 terrible terrible proposal!Organization

10931 1 No Mining!!!Organization

10934 1 I am adamantly opposed to the Rosemont Copper Mine.Organization

10953 1 Why take more away from an environment that everyone enjoys and give it a few 
that will destroy it?

Organization

10955 1 Pleas stop this mining proposal now!!Organization

10966 1 NO WAYOrganization

10979 1 Mining the Santa ritas would be a traveshamockery (Travesty, Sham and a Mockery)Organization

10993 1 I have visited the Santa Rita mountains many years ago, they are a treasure that must 
not be spoiled by mining.

Organization

11006 1 We must use whatever peaceful means including legal action to stop this mining.Organization

11031 1 Enough is enough, no more raping the environment!Organization

11033 1 Keep mining out of the Santa Ritas!!Organization

11043 1 I just wanted to write to contest the proposed mine to be but almost right outside my 
door in Sahuarita. We already have a huge mine/eyesore that is nearby, and cannot 
believe that we are planning to give our National Forest over to someone to destroy 
and have poisons seep into our water. Is this the ONLY place in the world for that 
will work? How can we stop this?

Individual

11050 1 I was raised in Tucson and remember the copper boom-bust cycles of the past. I'm a 
pro-business Republican, but I am strongly AGAINST any open pit mining in the 
Coronado National Forest.

Individual
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11050 5 It's like Joe Schmo asking Miss America to marry him: it's obvious why he's asking, 
it's just not obvious why she should say "yes". I understand why Rosemont Copper 
wants to carve up OUR land, I just don't understand why we should say "yes". C'mon 
Tucson and Pima County: Aim Higher! Let's keep our National Forests pristine, and 
get our future jobs with industries that won't destroy the beauty of our area 
permanently.

Individual

11058 1 On behalf of my family, please put an end to this project to the Rosemont Valley 
Mining project to prevent the brutal destruction and raping of our forest by the 
mining industry.

Individual

11058 3 Please, please stop this proposal and put an end to it immediately.Individual

11059 1 please hear our plea to not allow operation of any mines in our beautiful area.Individual

11072 6 Please, please don't spoil our landscape! Say no to the mine.Individual

11074 1 On behalf of my family, please put an end to this project to the Rosemont Valley 
Mining project to prevent the brutal destruction and raping of our forest by the 
mining industry.

Individual

11074 3 Please, please stop this proposal and put an end to it immediately.Individual

11075 1 please hear our plea to not allow operation of any mines in our beautiful area.Individual
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4 1 I am in 100% support of this project and sincerely hope is goes forward. Keeping the 
US a superpower means industry and natural resource exploitation not retail sales 
and tourism.

Individual

4 1 Yes! I do support Rosemont Copper, Augusta Resource Corporation's Southern 
Arizona Project!

8 1 I think the mine is a good thing.Individual

9 1 The per capita consumption of Cu=>22 lbs/yr or >1500#'s in a person's lifetime. We 
need CU to survive. Today's technology allows us to develop our precious resources 
with little, if any, impacts to the environment. With modern reclamation, mined land 
can be returned to a future use comparable to or greater than what it was before. Cu 
is where you find it and we must use it where we find it to sustain out existance.

Individual

15 1 I think proposed Rosemont Copper porject is good because the people can working 
in this project and environmental impact statement to will controled.

Individual

17 1 With good conservation  help I think it would be a good deal for TucsonIndividual

18 1 I believe a mine would be good for Tucson.Individual

22 1 I am in favor of the mine.Individual

23 1 I am totally in favor of this new Copper mine.Individual
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24 1 May God Richly Bless Rosemont Copper Project and all her workers employees; all 
her efforts and all her intentions and may God be with us in all we do. Amen. May 
the love of God and the fellowship of the Holy Spirit be with us all.

Individual

26 1 I think it an awesome ideaIndividual

28 1 It’s a good thing to open the mine.Individual

29 1 The Rosemont Copper Project is a great idea .Individual

30 1 The copper mine project is a great thing.Individual

42 2 This is southern Arizona where ore copper comes from. That's the reason I have 
lived here 40+ years and that's why everyone I know lives here. Further, if this mine 
is not allowed to go into production it will send a negative message to investors and 
mining companies that could result in major job loss in the mineral's exploration 
community.

Individual

48 1 I think this would be a positive thing for Tucson.Individual

62 1 This is a great opportunity with me and my relatives. Am looking foward to this 
great plan.

Individual

64 1 I think the mine will be great for south tucson and the people of arizona.Individual

65 1 Overall I am in favor of this project.Individual

1569 1 If copper is a natural resource and must be mined to access it, we must allow the 
mining! Maybe those who do not want the mine can pay for importing it from other 
areas. 
For God sake it’s a natural resource!

Individual

1583 6 I highly in favor of this mine.Individual

1584 1 I think this mine will be an asset to our area.Individual

1608 2 We need this mine.Individual

1678 1 Mining is necessary in the world, but why alter scenic preserved areas & go in after 
home building has been started. Like putting the wagon B/4 the horse.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 212 of 224



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Other

In suport

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

1684 1 This statement is in favor of continuing an Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Rosemont Mine project. There is a need to produce more copper in the United 
States, as our domestic requirements are likely to increase in the future. It is a matter 
of national and homeland security to not become more dependent on foreign sources 
for minerals.
 
In 2007 the United States imported 100% of 19 minerals from other countries, up 
from 17 minerals in 2006. last year the United States imported 37% of the copper 
needed, in spite of the quantity of metal mined in Arizona. Domestic production of 
molybdenum dropped by 2% in 2007 compared to 2006. That meral was mined at 
only 9 mines in the country; only 4 of these were primary producers. The other 5 
obtained the molybdenum as a by-product of copper mining; 2 of these mines were 
in Arizona.

Every individual born in the United States uses ver 1,300 lbs. of copper during his or 
her lifetime. A 1600 sq. ft. house uses 250,000 lbs. of mineral, of which more than 
4000 lbs. is copper. Nearly everyone wants automobiles, refrigerators, television, but 
we do not want to mine the minerals used to make them. We favor clean energy, but 
many do not relize that windmills require 4.5 times he copper that a conventional 
power plant uses. Hybrid cars, which are becoming more popular for environmental 
reasons, will require more copper than those currently inuse.

Individual

1725 1 I want to say that this mine must be approved.Individual

1782 1 I my self am for the rosemont mine.Individual

1785 1 I support the Rosemont Copper Project.Individual

1789 1 Just say yes to the EIS!
Mines produce NEW revenue.

Individual

1796 2 When a project has such a strong magnitude to help the local economy and tax base 
is a move that I support.

Individual

1797 1 Im All For The mine project "Rosemont" Copper.Individual

1800 1 I support Rosemont copperIndividual

1801 1 I peronally champion the idea of an additional source of economic growth in our 
local area.

Individual

1838 4 If the Rosemont mine helps get water from the southern end of the CAP pipeline at I-
19 and Pima Mine Road to the Green Valley - Sahuarita area I am all in favor of the 
mine.

Individual

1905 1 This is a project that I support  for the State of Arizona and the Tucson area.  I know 
many of the Augusta/Rosemont personnel and their number one concern is the 
environment in and around the mine site.

Individual
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2100 1 Never in the history of mining in the state of Arizona has there been a mining 
company willing to go to the lengths this planof operations proposal goes to in order 
to protect the environment. Augusta has made their proposal and this entire process 
as transparent as glass and bent over backwards to provide a "different" type of plan 
only to meet up against the usual resistance. Make no mistake, this usual resistance is 
a very vocal MINORITY in the population surrounding this entire area; and it should 
not be considered the true voice of opinion for our community.

Individual

2100 5 Economic ore deposits can't be moved and can't be grown; they are where they are 
and unfortunately, involve impacting a significant acreage of land.  While the vocal 
minority whom may ranch, occasionally visit, or occasionally recreate in this area 
will be against it, the majority of people in this area want the economic stimulus and  
tax base that this mining venture will provide.

Individual

2100 8 This is a strategic and economically beneficial project that should move forward for 
the benefit of the citizens of greater Tucson and surrounding communities, Pima 
county, Arizona, and United States.

Individual

2258 1 We think that this is a great opportunity for a new begging for a lot of people.Individual

2313 1 I suspect most people are negative on the development of the Rosemont Mine. I feel 
contrary to that opinion and fully support its development. The negative view in 
many respects to me is NIMBY, uninformed, "go-with-the-crowd" and selfish.

Individual

2382 4  I will have to vote for the Rosemont Copper Project.Individual

2399 6 We need this mine, and it doesn't need to be the gloom & doom environmental 
disaster that some would have you believe. 
Thanks for approving this mine.

Individual

2435 4 Once again, its Win-Win for all!Individual

2436 1 I would like to express support for the proposed Rosemont Copper Project.Individual

2438 1 I am in favor of the mining and mine reclamation once mining is compleated.Individual

2445 1 I am 100% in favor mining copper at the Rosemont Copper Project. Pima County 
and Arizona are highly mineralized areas. Copper is an Element that modern society 
can not exist without.

Individual

2448 1 I feel the Rosemont Copper Project is a prudent investment for Pima County & the 
Sate of Arizona.

Individual

2453 1 I support the Rosemont Mine proposal, as appropriately mitigated to minimize 
environmental disturbances and effects on the human environment. I am familiar 
with the proposal submitted ~1996-97 and believe the mine can be operated to the 
benefit of all, especially our national security and being as light on the land as 
possible.

Individual

2474 1 I support the mining of the Rosemont Copper Deposit.Individual

2474 4 I strongly feel that the Rosemont Copper Deposit should be mined , and that the 
environmental concerns are secondary.

Individual
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2499 1 I am in favor of this mining project.Individual

2508 1 Asa resident 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.

Individual

2516 1 I am in favor of developing the Rosemont Copper Mine.Individual

2517 1 I support the Rosemont Copper Mine 100%.Individual

2518 1 I support the Rosemont Copper Mine 100%.Individual

2556 1 I am writing in support of mining at the Rosemont Project. Copper is a resource 
needed by our modern industrial society. The copper in the Rosemont vicinity should 
be extracted consistent with environmental regulation.

Individual

2590 1 I studied both the objectives raised and the overall plan Augusta Resources 
developed for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine in great detail and conclude the 
project should move forward.

Individual

2623 1 The Rosemont project should be allowed move forward as planned.Individual

2627 1 I strongly recommend opening the Rosemont Copper Mine.Individual

2636 1 I am in favor of the Rosemont Copper ProjectIndividual

2650 1 I am writing this letter to express my support for the Rosemont Copper Project.Individual

2650 14 For these reasons, I believe the Forest Service should approve the Rosemont Project.Individual

2657 1 I write to express my support for the Rosemont Project.Business

2733 14 It has been a long time in this country since a new grass roots mine has been 
developed. The technology being proposed meets all the EPA environmental 
standards. The benefits of the mine to the community and nation are often minimized 
and the environmental concerns over emphasized. Please give a balanced evaluation 
of the benefits for the project and the steps taken by Rosemont Copper to mitigate 
the environmental concerns for the project.

Individual

2762 1 I am in favor of the mine developmentIndividual

2764 1 A project that has taken the step to alter the mine plan to minimize the impact to only 
one drainage system rather than three drainage systems demonstrates the value 
Augusta has placed on providing a mine that will have as minimal an impact to the 
environment as practically possible.

Individual

2764 10 I would request the Forest Service approve the Rosemont project.Individual

2771 1 I write to express my support for the Rosemont Project.Business

2771 5 So please register my support for Rosemont.Business
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5274 1 I am all for the project.  It looks like it will be extremely well done, from a mining, 
engineering, & ecological stand point.

Individual

5275 2 First class world mineIndividual

5278 1 I am in favor of mining copper at the Rosemont copper project it will create jobs, 
make us less dependant on foreign countrys for our copper.

Individual

6731 2 On behalf of myself and my family, we feel that Rosemont Copper should be able to 
mine the Rosemont deposit.  It will bring good jobs and great opportunities to many 
people here and surrounding areas.

Individual

6745 2 Instead of debating such a valuable resource, perhaps we can support this resource 
and help Rosemont Copper do it right.

Individual

6746 2 I believe that the mine should open.Individual

6758 1 I need to urge you to let this mine go through.Individual

6760 1 The United States needs the resources.  We need to build this mine.  And I'm sure 
Rosemont is doing everything state of the art to take care of the water problems, and 
the leaching problems, and these problems that are coming up.  They would not be 
starting this mine unless everything was covered and everything was taken care.

Individual

6760 3 And I urge everybody to rethink this and to back Rosemont, and to back this mine 
100 percent.  Thank you very much.

Individual

6813 1 To the issue about the mine, just so there's no mistake, I am for the mine.Individual

6813 4 We can mine responsibly and this corporation has put good proposals on the ground 
and if you listen to them,it is amazing that they are taking the environment and the 
neighbors into consideration. They have answers for you guys, and people 
misrepresent, misspeak --

Individual

6814 1 I've always loved the site down in the Sonoita area. I'm free of concern, however, I'm 
a supporter of this mine, and I work for Empire Machinery, and our company is 
involved with mining direct by selling equipment.

Individual

6814 4 This mine is good for our state, our town, and our families. And I support this mine.Individual

6828 2 I understand what you folks are saying; I've been here my whole life. I know the 
Santa Ritas, but I think we have issues here that are far more reaching than this 
attitude of not in my back yard.

Individual

6839 1 This is I have a dream for the Rosemont area. Arizona needs this mining company 
and they need us right now. This is a dream coming true.

Individual

6843 3 I'd like to see the project move forward and hopefully we can work together to make 
sure that we protect the environment.

Individual

6844 5 I support this project.Individual

6845 2 This project is well planned and it serves as a new model for mining in the future. 
Therefore, I believe this mine operation is needed and should be approved.

Individual

6861 1 I have to say that I feel I have to approve of the mine.Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 216 of 224



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Other

In suport

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

6862 6 Tucson Audubon does not support this mine and we reckon that the no-action option 
makes the most sense.

Organization

6958 1 My husband and I got to attend the BBQ dinner and mine tour by the Rosemont 
Copper Mine.  We are impressed with their presentation and their sensitivity to the 
State of Arizona, environment and the opportunity to provide jobs.

Individual

6958 3 This is a win win situation and encourage all who are in charge of approving the 
commencement of this mine to do so as quickly as possible.

There always seem to be people who oppose and fight for progress.  That only shows 
lack of knowledge in their part.  I am a 64 year old woman who knows about 
mining.  I have worked at the mine and vested.  I am thankful for the opportunity I 
had to be a part of such a great, interesting and rewarding career.

Individual

7004 1 Yes on Rosemont
We simply must not stop all development because of the always available fears about 
the environment. Apply good management practices to prevent excess impact but:
Please do develop the mine.

Individual

7009 1 my comment is that the Rosemont mine should get the go ahead to open the mineIndividual

7027 1 We support the development of the Rosemont Mine on the basis of fairness and rule 
of law in the United States.

Individual

7040 1 I am writing to express my support for the development of the Rosemont Mine.  
Copper must be mined where the ore reserves exist and there are only a few 
economic deposits such as Rosemontin the United States.  We cannot continue to 
depend on foreign countries to provide our critical commodities.

Individual

7054 1 I am in favor of allowing this open pit mine to move forward.Individual

7064 1 I would like to voice my support for the Rosemont mine.
First of all, I'm speaking on my own behalf, not on that of the company I work for, 
Tucson Electric Power. I only mention them and my job position to give a reference 
to my professional opinion.

Individual

7065 1 A review of the plan of operations for the Rosemont project by Augusta Resource 
suggests this is a project the Forest Service should approve.

Business

7066 1 I write in support of Rosemont's proposed development. Copper is a strategic metal. 
We need addition reserves to be developed or the situation with copper will become 
like that of oil - dependency on largess of foreign cartels.

Individual

7069 9 Please support the local production of Commodities that our country needs to enjoy 
a modern lifestyle.

Individual

7076 1 As a local Tucson business and a supplier to the mining industry, I would like to 
express my support for the Rosemont Project.

Business
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7084 1 Every one has a right to oppose the new mine in southern Arizona. However, the US 
remains the world's greatest per-capita consumer of copper, and to avoid hypocrisy, 
that opposition must be on the basis of valid site-specific issues, not on opposition 
motivated by a ideological opposition mining.

There is a clear trend in the US to condemn all mining, and that tend is driving the 
benefits of production and jobs out of the country. I know this from a personal 
standpoint.

I am the VP of Exploration for Augusta. I was born and raised in southern Arizona, 
as was my father and all of my children. I received my BS and PHD from the U of A 
and started my mining career in Arizona. In a reflection of the trend in the mining 
industry , I eventually spent the better part of my career working abroad. When I 
chose to come to Augusta, I was working in the copper industry at a remote and 
difficult location in Africa. The choice to return to the US was an obvious one for me 
and I think parallels the history and future of mineral production in the US.

For the general good of our country, the USFS permitting process does well in its 
avoidance of simple anti-mining ideology and its maintenance of a global view of 
our country's role in mineral production and consumption.

Business

7124 1 Please consider Rosemont's Mining Plan of Operation and its goal to create a mine 
with one of the smallest environmental footprints anywhere.

Business

7158 1 I encourage you to approve the Rosemont mine project.Individual

7159 1 Rosemont Copper is a good project and should be allowed to move forward.Individual

7160 1 Copper is too important to fueling America's economy to reject the Rosemont Mine. 
Please approve the project.

Individual

7165 1 I am a supporter of the Rosemont mine because it will generate much needed jobs.Individual

7168 1 I am sending this message in support of the Rosemont Mining Project in southern 
Arizona and am certain that stimulation of our economy and job availability will 
benefit our community.

Individual

7172 1 I support Rosemont mine. It is good for the economy and for jobs in southern az.Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 218 of 224



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Other

In suport

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

7198 1 This letter sets forth the comments of the Northwest Mining Association on 
Rosemont Copper Company's proposed mine Plan of Operations in response to the 
Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement.

The Northwest Mining Association (NWMA) is a 113 year old non-profit mining 
industry association based in Spokane, Washington. NWMA has 1,600 members 
residing in 36 states, inlcuding Arizona. Our membership represents every facet of 
the mining industry, including geology, exploration, mining, engineering, equipment 
manufacturing, technical services, legal services, and sales of equipment and 
supplies.

NWMA members have extensive experience in exploring, developing and mining 
locatable minerals such as copper, silver and molybdenum on public and private land 
in the Western United States. NWMA members are familiar with the General Mining 
Laws of the United States, the USFS Organic Act, The Multiple Use and Sustainable 
Yield Act, The Surface Resources Use Act of 1955 (30 USC 612), the extensive lists 
of environmental laws and regulations that govern hardrock mining on federal lands 
and the USFS 36 CFR 228 Regulations.

NWMA fully supports the development of the Rosemont Copper Project. The 
proposed Plan of Operations indicates it will be a state-of-the-art, environmentally 
responsible mine that will protect the environment while supplying the United States 
and its citizens with important mineral resources.

Organization

7357 1 I would like to voice my support for the proposed Rosemont copper mining project.Individual

7396 1 I got this email address from a newspaper article in reference to the proposed 
Rosemont Mine project. I would like to express my opinion in wupport if the 
Rosemont Mine. This country needs to produce its own raw materals, rather than 
buying them from other countries. Also, we cannot control where God put the metals 
we need, so we have to extract them where they are. If we make every area off limits 
to mining just because of a few tree hugers, we are going to be in big trouble in not 
too many years.

Individual

7398 1 My name is Norman Harris and I am definitly in favor of the proposed mine.Individual

7455 3 Therefore, I support this mine.Individual

7457 5 I support this mine.Individual

7506 1 I am in favor of the mine.Individual

7512 1 I am very much in favor of the Rosemont project.Individual

7521 1 Please accept my comments today in favor of the proposed Rosemont Copper 
project. I am fully supportive of the responsible development of our Nations natural 
resources, the Environmental Impact process as well as the multiple-use concept of 
public lands.

Individual

7521 4 I am fully supportive of responsible development of our Nations natural resources, 
the Environmental Impact process as well as the multiple-use concept of public lands.

Individual
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7529 1 I want to record my support for the development of the Rosemont Mine.Individual

7532 1 Regarding the mining in the Santa Ritas. I support the mining. I believe that modern 
mining technices can prevent any problems.

Individual

7538 4  Let us pull back from the narrow point of view and do the smart thing for everyone 
involved. Allow Rosemont Copper to mine in the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

7617 1 I am in favor to Rosemont Copper being allowed to go forward with the mine.Individual

7617 12 Mining is a reputable occupation and I wholeheartedly support the Rosemont Mine.Individual

7628 1 Rosemont Copper Co. has and continues to prepare an excellent plan to extract 
copper and other minerals from their project with acceptable environmental impacts.

Individual

7629 1 The Rosemont Mine, like every metal source on earth, is in someone's "back yard." 
We all use metals every day of our life. It would be hypocritical to say no to this 
mine and say yes to hybrid cars, solar power, electric power, and other options to 
increasing oil/gas production. We need to practice conservation. We need to produce 
copper.

Individual

8591 3 I and my entire family of long-time Arizonians are against this proposal.Individual

8596 1 I think that mine would be great.Individual

8598 3 I know that our government rules and regulations and our folks in charge will keep a 
tight rein on those -- on the copper mine and everything will be okay. So I am much 
in favor for that copper mine.

Individual

8599 1 Yes, I think they should allow the mine to go in. I think we need to tap our own 
resources. I think that they just occupy such a small part of the land and -- and 
they're held to such high standards that they can't mess up. So I would say let the 
mine go in.

Individual

8601 4 I think that the mining should be allowed to progress.Individual

8602 2 Open the mine, we need the jobs, we need to the copper. Hold their feet on the fire 
on the environmental end.

Individual

8611 1 I'm fully in favor of this mine. I believe it would be to the ben -- my benefit to have 
more copper available in the United States, in the world.

Individual

8625 1 I'm all for the copper mine to be allowed to take part in the forest service, and I 
would like to talk to the committee. I have a dream. And I think the copper mines 
have had a lot to offer Arizona in the past and I think this will be a chance to have a 
big beautiful recreation area in the southern part of Arizona.

Individual

8634 5 I believe the mine can operate effectively providing good jobs for our area and not 
interfere with national security, i.e., flight patterns that are necessary for David 
Monthan Air force Base to be sustained here in Tucson. I am a military retiree, so 
obviously keeping the base here in Tucson is also near and dear to my heart. And I 
think as long as we can strike a compromise between environment and national 
defense and a successful mine operation, that, a, Rosemont should be given the 
opportunity to open up shop and create some good jobs for our area.

Individual
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8653 1 Yes.  We need the work for the people of this state.  I suggest the Forest Service get 
with Rosemont and okay it and let them begin the work.

Individual

8657 5 I am 100 percent for this project.Individual

8660 1 I think we should take the copper. We need the copper. And everyone else is being 
selfish. I happen to live in Vail, Arizona, 85641. Name is Kevin (unintelligible). We 
need the copper. We need jobs. That's what we need. We need to not be worried 
about slightly (unitelligible) to the people that have to live around it, but we need the 
copper. So I'm completely for the copper mine. I say let's open up similar mines all 
over the state, if possible. Let's do what we can when we can. The consequances are, 
you know, some ugly terrain, we'll deal with it. But, so those are my two things. As a 
conservative voter, I think that we should have the copper mine.

Individual

8671 1 Mining is a very important part of the American economy.  So Rosemont should be 
developed.

Individual

8672 2 So I'm all for the project and it's ridiculous when they cannot make copper, 
especially when when the need for copper is so great.

Individual

8690 1 Yes, I'm against this project, number one, it does not compliment the environment.  
It's not something we need.  If it was, it would be different.

Individual

8696 1 Oh, I'm in favor of the Rosemont Copper project.  As long as the copper company 
posts a bond that covers the reclamation of the area when they are through mining.

Individual

8697 1 I'm calling about the -- the concern about the copper mine in Sonoita, in the 
mountains.  I am for it.

Individual

8700 1 I've lived in Tucson my entire life and I strongly oppose building the mine, Please 
don't do it.

Individual

8707 1 Yes, I am for the Rosemont project. It will create jobs and help the economy in the 
area. It's -- you know, which all the jobs going overseas, we need to keep as many 
jobs here as possible.

Individual

8715 5 as far as I'm concerned, the Rosemont Mine is a big plus for Arizona and the country.Individual

8720 1 I'm in favor of that mine.Individual

8723 1 I wish to commend you to -- or ask you to go ahead with the Rosemont Copper 
Mine. I am for the construction of the mine. And I just wanted to make this 
comment. I feel that it is good for the community, for the area and for the state. And 
for the country.

Individual

8733 1 This is supposed to be a free market economy. I say lift all restrictions. Let the mine 
go ahead.

Individual

8733 4 I say lift  all restrictions. Let the mine go ahead.Individual

8749 1 I'm calling to express my support for the Rosemont project.Individual

8749 3 . . .we should all recognize the necessity of developing our domestic mining 
industry, even when the developers are Canadians.  So please register my support for 
Rosemont.

Individual
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8753 1 I'm calling to say that I am in favor of the Rosemont Mine.Individual

8755 1 People understand the need for housing development, roads, power lines, even with 
the knowledge that these requirements of modern living diminish their environment.  
Yet they fail to understand the need for the minerals of the earth, such as copper, 
even though they could not live a modern life without them.
Without copper we would not have automobiles as we know them, air conditioning, 
washing machines, nothing that requires non-battery electric power.  Roads and the 
housing developments can be built about anywhere.  But minerals such as copper 
must be developed where nature put them.  I understand the concern of people when 
their environment is threatened, but have difficulty understanding their failure to 
realize that if they want the benefits of the material it would be as fair for it to come 
from their backyards as from someone else's.

Individual

8763 1 Yes, I do have a comment about the Rosemont Mine.  I think it should be a good 
deal for the State of Arizona and for its employment.

Individual

8763 3 I think we can get a lot done with it.  I think there's a lot of people that will agree 
with me, and mostly mining community people, which I am.  And I prefer to see the 
Rosemont Copper Mine have a go ahead.

Individual

8768 1 I'm very much in favor of the Rosemont Mine getting permitted.Individual

8768 3 I'm very much in favor of having the Rosemont Mine being permitted.Individual

8769 1 I'm in favor of the Rosemont Mine being permitted for its operation.Individual

8778 1 I'm just going to show my support for the mine.  I think it's just a real healthy thing 
for the community.  And I know firsthand that the environmental impacts on the 
mine is probably going to be outstanding, I mean, so there's no real concerns of mine 
anywheres.  Just show my support.

Individual

8782 1 I am in favor of the Rosemont Mine.  Because America does not have enough 
copper, and we are now paying the Chinese $20 a pound for copper when we've got 
seven mines in Arizona that are not even in production.  I think that this would be a 
great boom for Arizona, even though the environmentalists say it's uh, they have 
quite a few objections to it and most of them are inconsequential.  They just don't 
want it, uh, to be done.

Individual

8782 4 So I would very much be in favor of you going with the Rosemont Mine.  I don't see 
as anything that they would be doing that would cause any problems in the future.  
I've been at the site, I've been toured on the site, and I don't see it being a problem.

Individual

8788 1 I think the Rosemont Copper Mine is a great idea.Individual

8788 6 I hope that the officials in the city and the county will support this. Also, I hope that 
the officials for the Rosemont Copper Mine will fight the environmentalists who 
don't want anything to happen ever. They have already bought up -- the county is 
buying up tons of land, I believe that we certainly have enough that we can have the 
copper mine. I believe it's a great idea. I hope that the mine officials will fight on and 
on to get this done and get this accomplished. I support it 100 percent. I own 
property in Tucson. I believe it's a great idea. And I say go for it.

Individual
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8805 1 I've got a comment about the Rosemont Mine.  Let it go.  We need it.Individual

8811 1 I am absolutely in favor of the Rosemont Copper Mine project proceeding.Individual

8831 1 I support all the mining operations.  The miners are good conservationists.  I support 
the proposed project for using of the lands for mining, forestry, any kind of 
recreation.  Lands should not be locked up to prevent people from using them as is 
happening now.  I support the miners.

Individual

8834 1 I am very much in favor of the Rosemont project.Individual

8856 5 I think people tend to forget what it's done to Green Valley area and you look at that 
and what that looks like. And I think having it on both sides of the valley would be a 
tragedy.

Individual

8916 1 Sorry about sending a .docx document. I had to buy a new Word Office 2007 
document and it is sometimes difficult to open. I did send the same message by fax 
on the date that I sent the message. Might have even set it by mail as well. So you 
should have al least ome comment from me supportive of the mine.

Individual

11073 6 This mine should be opened and celebrated by all who benefit from the copper 
produced there, which should be everyone who uses a cell phone, car, electricity…

Individual
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1857 12 I would like to receive a Hard Copy of the draft SEIS.Individual

2656 5 Where do we get these trained and talented professional people and craftsmen, if, in 
the future, we shut down all of the mining activities in the US and drive all of our 
manufacturing operations overseas?  Will we then need to import foreign professions 
to help us take care our internal needs?

Individual

2665 3 I would like to receive a copy of the Draft SEIS – Hard copyIndividual

2689 11 I would like to receive a copy of the Draft SEIS - Hard copyIndividual

2760 77 Please send a copy of the Draft EIS to this office when it is officially filed with our 
Washington, D.C., office.

Government

7163 84 Defenders appreciates the opportunity to submit comments and looks forward to 
receiving a thorough Draft Environmental Impact Statement addressing the concerns 
and questions raised in these comments?

Organization

7198 21 Please put our organization on the mailing list to receive all Notices, DEIS, etc. 
when they are made available. We look forward to working with you on this project.

Organization

7620 5 I would like to receive a copy of the Draft SEIS (Circle one): Hard CopyIndividual

7623 9 I would like to receive a copy of the Draft SEIS (Circle one) : CDIndividual

7624 4 I would like to receive a copy of the Draft SEIS (CD)Individual
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7625 6 I would like to receive a copy of the Draft SEIS (Hard Copy)Individual

7626 4 I would like to receive a copy of the Draft SEIS (hard copy)Individual

7631 6 I would like to receive a copy of the Draft SEIS (Hard Copy)Individual

7632 13 I would like to receive a copy of the Draft SEIS (CD)Individual

7644 5 I would like to receive a copy of the Draft SEIS: Hard Copy and CD.Individual
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7257 4 First they came for the Jews
and I did not speak out
because I was not a Jew.
Then they came for the Communists
and I did not speak out
because I was not a Communist.
Then they came for the trade unionists
and I did not speak out
because I was not a trade unionist.
Then they came for me
and there was no one left
to speak out for me.

Pastor Martin Miemoller

Individual
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1 6 My resume is attached.Individual

5 1 My only objection is to the fact that no United States Co is able to mine Rosemont - 
laws and regulations have been skeeved dramatically to favor foreign companies 
exploitation of our mineral resources.

Individual

24 2 I here by apply for a position in your Rosemont Copper Project in the mines as a 
worker please consider me. [signed]

Individual

315 1 Is it possible to incorporate a sanitary landfill with the waste rock landfill that is 
proposed for the Rosemont Copper Project? This may help solve the issue of future 
landfills.

Individual

1582 1 I am concerned that our area is being exploited like a 3rd world country.Individual

1592 5 The forest service should not be a conduit for United States mineral profit to be 
shuttled to Canada.

Individual

1606 1 I was concerned about water until I found out that Green Valley irrigates golf 
courses with tap water, hot water pumps, and dual gray water systems are not part of 
the Green Valley, or Pima County codes.  Why not?  Water conservation must not 
really be an issue here.

Individual

1665 1 The Forest Service seem to have forgotten just who they work for and who owns the 
land that they take care of. You do not work for the mining companies.

Individual

1684 3 The current oil situation has made us all painfully aware of what happens when we 
become dependent on foreign sources for minerals. In the future the country will be 
competing for these with a number of other nations- China, India, Russia, Southeast 
Asia, Latin America, and Africa- as their standard of living improves.

Individual

1697 1 After our wells are runied + we can no longer live along Rt 83, will 
Sumitomo/Augusta buy out our properties @ market value?

Individual
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1707 13 In order to fund this CAP pipeline that is so vital to the future needs of the citizens 
of Green Valley, we ask that you take the following actions:

1. Request for Congress targeted project funds- an earmark- in the amount of $20 
million to build the seven to nine mile CAP pipeline from the present terminus at 
Pima Mine Road to an area near the southern boundary of Sahuarita with Green 
Valley. Such a successful earmark would provide additional water resources in the 
Santa Cruz Valley.

2. Explore the possibilities of brining water to the Santa Cruz Valley that are 
inherent in federal bill H.B.1495, the Water Resources and Development Act, a $15 
billion appropriation that has passed both the house and senate and is now in 
conference committee.

3. Exploregrants and/or loans to fund water improvement projects from the Rural 
Development Division of the U.S. Department of Agriculture. This agency has funds 
available and Green Valley is eligible as a rural area.

4. Explore the possibility of using federal Land and Water Conservation funds or 
other federal programs designed to alleviate the stress of existing or potential water 
shortages on communities.

Organization

1711 1 Approx. 6 weeks ago I took my part in the killing of a mother mountain Lion on the 
ocatillo Ranch just north of my house located on the Helvetia Ranch. The kill was 
funded by Augusta Research ($500) and an additional $500 was offered if we would 
break the law and maintain the lion in the tree for the suppervisor to come shoot. 
This is the first time in my 19 years @ the Helvetia that we have had a calf kill lion 
and the reason just might ? be the activity on her Resident side of Rosemont.

Individual

1769 4 The people from Rosemont are trying to make less impact than the nasty mines, 
Tailings in Green Valley.

Individual

1805 9 I am the only medical provider in Patagonia.  We have been unable to recruit another 
physician in the last 2 years. Who do you expect to provide medical services for the 
influx of mine employees?

Individual

1838 1 The United States and the rest of the world need copper.Individual

1902 2 First of all I think you should change your name to Forest "Dis"service.
If you continue to allow the Rosemont Project to unfold it will be a great disservice 
to the Forest, the environment and residents of the surrounding area.

Individual

2022 1 Improve hiking trails out of Madera Canyon.Individual

2024 1 Thank you for your efforts to conserve and care for the remaining wilderness area of 
our planet.

Individual

2089 2 we would do well with a park in that area and less energy, resource wasting behavior.Individual
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2110 4 I know that the Forest Service has been made aware that Arizona State Trust Land 
has issued a lease for Cal Portland to mine north of the proposed Rosemont Project 
in the Davidson Canyon area and is negotions for the Seel Mine in Davidson Canyon 
as well. Both Kinder Morgan (petroleum) and El Paso (natural gas) bladed a pseudo-
highway wide enough to serve as the cross town freeway while installing new pipes. 
I have not even spoken of the aggregated clay and gravel mines north of Interstate 
Ten. The Sahuarita area is suffering from subsidence. There are proposed mines 
south of the proposed Rosemon Project. This region is being and has been raped by a 
vast number of environmental polluters.

Individual

2124 3 The Tucson area will benefit from having the open space forever much more than 
having a mine for a period.

Individual

2128 3 Last item, The mine has developed local advertising on the merits of the mine and 
one is they will provide money to develop or create or help create areas to preserve 
the natural habitat of a area. It seems to me they could do that by not destroying land 
that is now in it"s natural state and it would create more good will than developing a 
mine and then trying to pacify residents by giving a dollar or two to create a park or a 
few acres of natural growth land that is already in its natural state.

Individual

2142 3 The citizens of this area voted to have the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan buy up 
lands like that to protect them but cannot compete with greedy land speculators like 
the former owner of the Rosemont mine site. He should be ashamed!

Individual

2142 4 I am saddened that a state such as Arizona, my home for nearly 40 years, with its 
many natural wonders and places of great beauty like the Santa Ritas must fall prey 
to greed especially when the citizens of the area have worked so hard, not once but 
twice, over many months to protect that area. I guess I should not be too surprised 
that under the Bush Administration the Forest Service which is supposed to serve the 
people of the United States is more likely to cave in to a greedy foreign industrial 
giant before protecting its special wild areas for the people of the United States 
whose tax dollars pay their salaries.

Individual

2146 1 Arizona is being subjected to companies and organizations that would despoil the 
land in a rush to garner uranium for supposed nuclear energy projects, as well as 
other quick products from the land.

Individual

2146 5 We can find ways to develop clean and efficient fuels without destroying the very 
lands and forests the FOrest Service is supposed to protect. Perhaps the company 
could open mines in front of the homes of Forest Service personnel who are so eager 
to approve this.

Individual

2149 10 Furthermore, the huge copper deposit located deep underground in the Globe area 
should be exploited first before additional open pit mines are allowed in this state.

Individual

2183 3 Is there a way to divert the the energies of the company to do reconstruction instead 
of destruction. That way the company won't go out of business, and will not go 
somewhere else in the world to destruct the landscape.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 3 of 24



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Out of Scope

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2185 4 I live north of the town of Benson on Ocotillo Road which used to be a 
residential/ranching area and there now is a sand, gravel and concrete operation five 
miles north of the town that has totally destroyed our quality of life with heavy 
overloaded trucks ruining the road as well as causing a major safety issue due to the 
speeding of these trucks on this two lane road. At different times the noisy pit 
operation begins at 1:30 AM and the truck traffic shortly after that. The size of the 
pit is constantly getting larger and the dust from it is not controlled at all times. The 
first mile of the road was rebuilt in early 2007 and then had to be done over later due 
to the damage caused by the heavy trucks. Costs to the Cochise County taxpayers 
now sits at over a half a million dollars for that incident alone. The County hasn't 
even begun to replace the next four miles as promised in 2005, So the residents are 
forced to drive on a washboard and potholed road. The presentation to the Cochise 
County Board of Supervisors by a representative of the Huachuca Concrete 
Company in April 2005 to remove the weight limit from the road to allow heavy 
trucks to operate was nothing but lies and more lies regarding the operating times 
and number of trucks operating and their handling of the pit dust problems. Also it 
should be noted that the promises of water conservation by the pit is not happening 
as they dug a well to use as much water as they want and not be accountable for it.

Needless to say the community was "sold out" by its Supervisor who voted to allow 
the weight limit to be removed and the operation to start and the destruction of our 
community to begin.

Individual

2188 1 I would also like to state that I think it is a travesty and an insult to allow Sumitomo 
to come in here and destroy our land.  This is the same company that forced our 
soldiers and sailors into slave labor, taking them prisoner in the Philipines and 
forcing them to work in Japan until the end of World War II.  This company is doing 
business with Augusta Resources, I believe, in order to cover up the true ownership.

Individual

2210 2 As for Augusta; May I suggest they capitalize on massive known mineral reserves in 
western Canada and Yukon Territory.

Individual

2226 6 Is our government still of by and for the people or has it become of by and for the 
corporation to ensure profit for investors even if it needs to subsidized by the people 
through personal sacrifice and taxation in support of those all important profit for 
investors.

Individual

2262 13 If you're not convinced of the harm take a look at strip mining pictures or read 
Abbey's "Desert Solitare". Thank you for your consideration.

Individual

2265 8 Currently the Helvetia site is an example of mining of the old days. Daily the mine is 
a source of air pollution and a dust bowl. The dirt road leading from and into the site 
is always visible from the valley and heavy trucks are driving at reckless speeds 
spreading the dust all over.

Individual

2268 6 Agriculture restores and beautifies, mining destroys and devastates, turning the earth 
inside out, making it hideous and blighting every green thing. As it usually blights 
man's heart and soul.

Individual
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2274 1 Considering that the ore deposit has an estimated usefulness of 19 years for mining, 
it made sense to me to place it in a strategic reserve of some sort. If it is put into 
production soon, the product will probably be exported to China, or some other 
developing county, rather than find use in the US economy. There may come a time 
when the product will be needed here. Chances are that in the future, advancing 
mining and refining techniques will be developed that have less impact on the 
environment of the surrounding area.

Individual

2285 4 it isn't right for industry to be prioritized over people just because they have money 
to line pockets- the government should support the people not the industry because if 
industry wins and there are no more people who is going to be in the future 
government? government should be responsible and accountable for creating and 
promoting sustainable solutions that benefit the people AND the land not a mine

Individual

2303 6 Instead of permitting an open-pit copper mine to operate in an areaof outstanding 
natural beauty, may I suggest instead a copper recycling plant in the Tucson area, 
thus avoiding the permanent devastation caused by open-pit mining?

Individual

2313 3 We are now seeing the results of eliminating, or inhibiting at best, our resource 
development with much higher costs. Our per capita consumption of copper in the 
US is 20 lbs, in China it is around 2 lbs. To merely double their consumption, and 
there's no reason to believe they won't, there is not enough copper being mined today 
to satisfy that need. Of course, that demand is much greater considering India, 
Indonesia, Brazil and other fast developing countries. The potential result will be 
shortages, high costs and, ultimately, strong competition in lifestyle.

Individual

2327 3 I watched a show on prostitution last week on TV, this mine is much the same. Like 
pimps they throw a few $ around rape the land in hiding (behind the dirt brims) 
abuse the water supply, molest the roads and leave when the value is gone taking 
their profits. This leaves a wounded soul (big hole in the ground) that no matter how 
many furs or cars are given (reclamation) the damage is never restored. Remains is a 
broken economy (100s out of work) damaged roads for the tax payers to rebuild and 
home values that are devalued with a water supply (my neighborhood range from 
300K to 1 m+.

Individual

2335 5 High levels of sulfate and other non-toxic salts have entered groundwater in Green 
Valley from the Sierrita Mine. There is no enforceable health standard for sulfate, 
but it can cause problems with taste and digestion. As a result of concern expressed 
by Green Valley residents, Phelps-Dodge is providing temporary replacement for 
two wells in the sulfate contaminant plume owned by Communtiy Water in June 
2005 until a permanent solution is developed and implemented.

Individual
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2335 8 Pima County has been interested in acquiring BLM's surplus 540-acre Saginaw Hill 
property for park purposes since the 1980's because of its excellent location in a 
growing region of the County, but has been unable to do so because the property 
includes the toxic remnants of mining activities that began in the late 19th Century 
and continued into the 1950's. A limited environmental assessment conducted for 
Pima County in 1988 found problematic levels of a number of metals on the Saginaw 
Hill propoerty, including aluminum, cadmium, copper, lead, and zinc. Acidic vapors 
were also noted on the site, and a variety of physical hazards were also present 
including adits, shafts, test pits, tailings piles, and slag dumps. 
A 2005 sutdy conducted by BLM at Saginaw Hill detected several chemicals of 
concern on the property, including arsenic, lead, antimony, copper, mercury and 
thallium. The study found that "Concentrations of these metals in waste material 
significantly exceed all risk-based guidelines and therefore pose a potential threat to 
human health and the environment." In addition, groundwater is contaminated in the 
direct vicinity of one of the property's mining sites, raising concerns about impacts to 
the surrounding area's drinking water. BLM is actively pursuing the remediation of 
the site, but even the most bare-bones solution is expected to cost more than $2 
million, and its ultimately efficacy remains in question."

Individual

2346 3 Instead of bringing on a new mine, now that it is cost effective, reopen the old mines 
claim copper that was not cost effective.

Individual

2352 9 Here in Maryland where I live, we recently has a deal with a Wind Turbine Company 
that wanted to use about 400 acres of Maryland State Forest on a mountaintop in 
Western Maryland for the installation of a multi turbine wind farm. About halk of the 
forested area would need to be cleared to make way. After some debate, our 
Governor decided against using State Forest for this purpose. The multi use 
designation had a lot to do with his decision. Although he, and most Marylanders 
need and want alternative energy sources, it was felt that the State should not foster 
these efforts to the extent of giving up vital State lands for this purpose.

Individual

2367 3 It would be a shame to have such a pristine area be wrecked from another mine that 
will eventually close down. My grandfathers, uncle, father, stepfather, and brothers 
all worked for Magma, which was bought out by BHP. I come from a family of 
miners. BHP, as you know closed their doors at the plight of the workers and town 
of San Manuel. Will you let this happen again?

Individual

2375 3 Last item, The mine has developed local advertising on the merits of the mine and 
one is they will provide money to develop or create or help create areas to preserve 
the natural habitat of a area. It seems to me they could do that by not destroying land 
that is now in it"s natural state and it would create more good will than developing a 
mine and then trying to pacify residents by giving a dollar or two to create a park or a 
few acres of natural growth land that is already in its natural state.

Individual

2382 1 Plate tectonics cause land masses to sink below the sea or mountains to form. During 
and after the mountain building process, hydro and mesothermal waters carry 
important metals and minerals into the faults, cracks and joints of these raised land 
masses called mountains. At the same time, the climate is wearing away the 
mountain areas through the processes mentioned above. It is all these processes 
together that bring important metal and minerals close to the surface as well as 
produce beautiful vistas and landscapes. Mineralization and scenic areas 
unfortunately occur together, hand in hand due to natural processes.

Individual
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2382 2 American citizens are always complaining that our jobs are lost to countries 
oversees. We no longer produce or manufacture very much in the U.S. Then when a 
lumber company wants to cut lumber, power plants want to build coal or nuclear 
power plants, oil companies want to drill for oil or build much needed refineries, and 
mining companies want to mine for minerals or metals, hoards of well meaning 
citizen protest, complain and file untold number of law suits. 
I am sorry my fellow citizens, but you can not have it both ways. We can not have 
good jobs and produce products without using the land and resources in this country 
which mother earth provided for us.

Individual

2391 2 In order to satisfy your greed you attempt to steal our treasures, namely, this precious 
environment which has been held in trust by some of the people in our community 
for generations.
Many of us have made great sacrifices to come here, choosing this area to live in 
harmony and peace with nature.

Individual

2400 1 DIVIDE AND CONQUER--this has been a successful tactic in confrontation since 
beginning of mankind AND IT WORKS. It's working with the Rosemont Mine right 
now. We have water associations And company's making agreements with Augusta 
Corporation and leaving their neighbors out to deal with it individually. DIVIDE 
AND CONQUER. We will only succeed it we band together.

Individual

2400 6 Look across the valley, that started with 1 mine at one time. The domino effect will 
happen again.

Individual

2418 5 I under stand that the copper that is mined from Rosemont will go to Japan and 
China, is this true?

Individual

2432 1 I live on S. Camino del Sol just south of Continental Rd. and a lot of nights I can 
smell chemicals when the wind is blowing just right from the mines just west of us. I 
have blood clots in my lungs (unknown cause) discovered a year ago & don't smoke- 
never have… we are in the area where wells were contaminate by these same mines 
in the past few years.

Individual

2438 2 It is vital that the United States continues the exploration and accumulation of 
minerals. A program of denunciation or condemnation of mineral resourcing will 
promote the dependency of this country. this is contrary to the beliefs of the 
"founding fathers" and not in the best interests of Americans.

Individual

2445 2 It is important to the security of our nation that we do not become dependant upon 
foreign sources for our natural resources. (Case in point oil)

Individual
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2525 1 Stop "chaining" attractive pinon-juniper forests, leaving ugly desolation. "Thinning" 
ponderosa forests allows sunlight to get in which permits thick, inferior growth for a 
greater future fire danger. 
Draining Pena Blanca Lake to remove mercury from mines upstream would be very 
harmful to plants + animals-- birds, especially during nesting season, fish, frogs + 
other wildlife. Future rains might bring down more mercury. Possibly could you 
suck up the mercury or cover it with dirt? At Pena Blanca boat ramp, repair the fine 
bridge Rudy built several years ago, not block access to the lake trail + 10 table 
picnic area there. Pyromaniacs in the F.S. set "controlled burns" that tend to get 
away. (Los Alamos + many others) The huge 2007 fire south of Alpine along Route 
191 detroyed many miles of once handsome fir + spruce that with global warming 
may never recover. Allowing fires to get a strong start before spending millions on a 
mostly futile effort to control them. Example: the "Florida" fire. Several neighbors 
saw lightning strike a pine on top of Florida Peak. Slurry bombers + helicopters were 
nearby at Sonoita but nothing was done until much later after the fire had spread 
dangerously, much destruction + waste of money followed-then serious floods which 
came after heavy rains put out the fire. Quick action should have stopped this.

Individual

2526 3 A recent Colorado visitor who once manned a F.S. fire tower summers in the 
Cascades in Oregon thought the 5 piles of ugly concrete beside the trail above 
Whitehouse in Madera Canyon were disgusting. They have been there for many 
months. Get rid of them NOW. 
Fire breaks here are destructive where rapidly growing scrub oak thickets increase 
the future fire danger compared 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 
forest, seem to predominate in the Forest Service.

Individual

2545 1 In the last 5 years 3 Arizona rivers have been placed on the endangered river list. In 
2008 the Gila river, made the list. CAP is fed off of the 2004 placement on the list. 
CAP cannot currently keep up with the needs of the needs of the growth of all the 
Tucson and surrounding area.

Individual

2582 1 I was born and raised in Arizona, as was my father before me. My uncle was a 
copper miner in Bisbee, so I know all too well what a copper mine can do to an area. 
None of it is good!!!! It pollutes water (as is still evident in Bisbee, kills the 
environment within many miles and it kills people. Just ask my uncle who died of 
pancreatic cancer or my dad who died of bone cancer or my sister who died of 
leukemia.

Individual
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2599 29 Alternative use of the 3,500 or so acres of CNF lands that Rosemont Copper Co. 
proposes to use for dumping waste rock and mine tailings produced during the 
operation of Rosemont Mine, and for the 950 or so acres of private land Augusta 
Resource Corp.  currently owns at Rosemont Ranch:

Federal acquisition of the lands privately held by Augusta Resource Corp. and 
combining the adjacent and surrounding CNF and formerly private lands to form the 
Santa Rita National Conservation Area.  A continuous area of protected and closely-
managed public lands would thus extend from the Santa Rita Experimental Range in 
the west to the Mt. Wrightson Wilderness Area to the south, across the newly-created 
Santa Rita National Conservation Area to the Las Cienegas National Conservation 
Area in the east.  This alternative would satisfy many of the goals of the Sonoran 
Desert Conservation Plan as well as provide benefits far exceeding its cost.

Individual

2599 30 Alternative use of the 3,500 or so acres of CNF lands that Rosemont Copper Co. 
proposes to use for dumping waste rock and mine tailings produced during the 
operation of Rosemont Mine:

Develop appropriate areas of this land as a wind farm.  This alternative would help 
meet the growing need for clean energy production in the county and the State of 
Arizona, and would help reduce greenhouse gas emissions worldwide.  While this 
alternative would involve some impacts to the local environment (roadbuilding, 
trenching, installation of electrical lines, etc.), they would be minimal compared with 
the devastating impacts of open pit mining, and would result in substantial benefits 
(jobs, clean energy, etc.)

Individual

2599 31 In addition to considering the above alternatives, the Forest Service should 
commission a study to establish the potential for recycled copper to meet or exceed 
the quantity of copper that is expected to be produced by Rosemont Mine.  
According to the International Copper Study Group, 37% of copper consumption 
came from recycled copper in 1997.  According to estimates from the U.S. 
Geological Survey's 2006 Minerals Yearbook, 32% of copper used worldwide came 
fro recycled material during that year.  These figures contrast with the potentially 
attainable 85% recycle rate claimed by the International Copper Study Group.  This 
is a low-impact alternative that merits serious, thorough investigation.

Individual

2610 23 How often does the decision-maker drive on Scenic Highway 83? Does the decision-
maker live in the Area? If so, for how long?

Individual

2614 13 A full vetting of the pending ASARCO Lawsuit should have been provided by 
Augusta Resources including the resulting possible impacts if ASARCO wins

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 9 of 24



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Out of Scope

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2614 18 Who is running the Company?  What is their background, longevity and 
demonstrated level of commitment to the Company?  Full biographies, including 
detailed job descriptions, acheivements, reasons for leaving previous jobs, 
compensation, other corporate affiliations and potential conflicts of interest should 
have been provided to the Forest Service along with the Mining Plan of Operations 
for review.  Extensive research discovered the following:  According to Augusta 's 
Annual Information Form dated March 1, 2007, the Company's success depends in 
large part on its five key executives and many of these individuals are running the 
company on a part-time basis while managing other business interests, which may 
result in certain conflicts of interests.   Augusta goes on to state that while the laws 
of Canada require directors and officers to act in good faith and in the best interest of 
its shareholders, in conflict of interest situation, they may owe the same duty to 
another company and need to balance competing obligations and liabilities of their 
actions.  There is no assurance that our company will receive priority in all cases.  
For example, Mr. Gil Clausen, CEO, Augusta Resources, is also a director of Jaguar 
Mining.  Furthermore, although an article in Forbes Magazine reported that he has 
broad experience working in the mining industry, it also showed how he has changed 
companies three times in the past nine years.  No statements were made regarding his 
accomplishments at any of these companies or why he left.  But it is reasonable to 
conclude that this track record does not demonstrate corporate commitment or 
longevity.

Individual

2614 19 Next there is the question of corporate governance.  Although the Forest Service 
requested a copy of the Articles of Incorporation, it is not clear that they received 
copies of the Bylaws.  For instance, the Bylaws of Augusta provide that only two 
persons need be present to vote representing only 5% of the outstanding shares 
constitute a quorum for a general meeting of shareholders.

Individual

2634 22 There are many copper deposits around the world and many old mines which can 
yield additional copper with new extraction techniques.

Business

2656 2 This does not take into consideration that more Americans are entitled to better 
paying jobs in order to provide for their families and give them the financial ability 
to provide better educations for their children.  That same situation includes "out of 
the country mines" where Americans should be given the opportunity to design, 
specify materials and equipment, and furnish personnel to steer a foreign project into 
completion.  This results, where possible, in the purchase of mining equipment, 
supplies, and services from the US.

Individual

2656 6 Whether we like it, or not, we are in a global economic war; we do not have the time, 
or luxury, to wait for the global economic situation to swing in our direction.  In fact, 
it never will swing our way again since the world no longer needs us to supply any of 
their needs; those days are gone forever.  We must currently use all of our resources 
and talented citizens to economically survive, or we die; it is as simple as that.

Individual
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2657 4 Last week I noticed an ad in the Financial Times where the Russian Norilsk mining 
company was touting the fact they now own mines from Siberia to Montana. 

My wife read in the internet of other Russian companies preparing to buy into our 
American mining and other primary industries.

Combine this with the knowledge that the Chinese government hold a trillion and a 
half dollar sword of Damocles over our nation's collective head, and one sees that we 
are really "in a pickle".

Business

2662 7 If the mining will be anything like the Pima Mine run by Asarco, we are in for a 
tremendously hideous site ahead.  I live close to Pima Mine and see their efforts of 
mining on a daily basis.  What will happen to Pima Mine when it is depleted of its 
natural minerals?

Individual

2696 4 Now is a time to preserve our society, rebuild, sustain, and support that already 
established. It is sad how our corporate exuberence kills so many honest, hard 
working individuals and families. Lets work with what've got.

Individual

2738 1 If the Rosemont Mine were being proposed in China or the old Soviet Union, one 
might understand how it could get approved due to their well known disregard for 
environmental and social impacts.  But that it is proposed and seriously considered 
in  2008 for one of the fastest growing regions in the USA with over a million 
population is almost surreal.

Individual

2744 3 Please see the enclosed cover article in Arizona Horse Connection for an idea of 
what we currently offer here, before Phase II expansion of this guest ranch.  And 
take a look at the photo essay of Apache Springs Ranch that was created by one of 
our Canadian visitors.  We are just getting ready to launch an extensive international 
publicity campaign with the goal of tripling our business, drawing many more guests 
to the area and expanding awareness of Southern Arizona's unique history and 
natural beauty.

Business

2744 9 It was a multi-million dollar investment on our part to purchase and sensitively 
remodel this historic ranch, originally settled by Tom Gardner, who is generally 
considered to be the first Caucasion settler Southern Arizona.  After over 100 years 
private ownership, Apache Springs Ranch is now open for public enjoyment as a 
retreat and conference center.

Our plans for expansion to create additonal guest rooms and cottages are seriously 
undermined by what we've seen of the Rosemont Mine plans. During our pre-
purchase investigations of the aera, we knew that a certain amount of private 
property at Rosemont was being considered for a mining operation.  However, until 
the public meetins on the mine project were held recently, we had no idea that 
thousands of acres of Forest Service land would be extended to that project

Business

2744 23 The Rex Ranch near Green Valley is no longer a peaceful place.  The freeway noise 
disrupts any sense of the Wild West at this historic site.  The same with a number of 
guest ranches in the Tucson area that must now deal with airplanes, fighter jets, 
construction noise and light pollution, as well as nearby freeways.

Business
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2744 32 Our federal government is spending billions of dollars to put up a fence to prevent 
our Mexican neighbors from walking across our land to look for jobs that most of 
our own citizens don't even want.  And at the same time, we are planning to let 
companies from Canada and Japan line their pockets with money reaped from 
decimating the last stretch of scenic, peaceful land Southern Arizona?

Business

2757 4 Imagine such beautiful tourist cities as Santa Fe, Santa Barbara, and Jackson Hole, 
Wyoming letting a Copper Mining Company carve up their pristine hillsides. They 
wouldn't allow it, and neither should Tucson.

Individual

5273 3 The opponents of the mine - which will increase U.S. Copper Production by 10% - 
are the supporters of unfriendly copper producers in politically unstable countries.

Individual

5276 5 ALSO, THE PROTESTS AS OF LATE HAVE KEPT ME FROM ENJOYING THE 
ROSEMONT AREA, INCLUDING THE HUGE R.V. PARKED ON ROSEMONT 
ROAD.

Individual

5278 4 Copper is used in about every electrical appliance, cars, trains, airplanes etc.  

If the environmentalists had their way we would be at the mercy of the foreign 
countrys for everything.  As we are for oil.

Individual

6740 2 And here we are right at home talking about 5,000 acre-feet a year.  Can you imagine 
how much our agriculture communities could raise in food with that much water? 
Somehow I feel that is more important that our global trafficking of food.  

We also must consider what we buy.  Inside a lot of things that we buy because 
they're new and wonderful is copper.  Be less consumers, be more concious.

Think local, think food.

Individual

6765 7 I am concerned nobody is telling me what is going to happen to the stuff, to the 
molybdenum, the silver, and the copper when it goes out of here and it's put in 
something that is obsolescent.  Where is all of the molybdenum, the copper, and the 
silver that we human beings have already mined on this planet that is not in current 
use that went into the waste stream and it's sitting somewhere in a landfill, bottom of 
the ocean, or some place else?

Individual
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6793 1 I wanted to read about the water wars with the U.S. in our future.

And these experts, Toronto, Canada says parts -- "U.S. states could start water wars 
in the years ahead, and fight for access to Great Lakes resources as they become 
more desperate to meet growing needs, Canadian and American experts said 
yesterday at a water conference.

Southwestern U.S. states are already concerned about dwindling water resources, and 
the impacts of climate change are exacerbating their problems and environment, 
Canada's Linda said who worked on -- sorry about that -- United Nations 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change reports.

Water issues that are currently emerging will develop into bitter conflicts in the not 
too distant future when those dry states become increasingly desperate.  We will, in 
fact, get into major water wars, Clark said.  You will see water wars coming in every 
way, shape, or form.

In the U.S. there are some leading politicians who have said the Great Lakes do, in 
fact, belong to everyone, and all water should be nationalized.  And this certainly is a 
concern.

Earlier this month Ohio Lieutenant Governor Lee Fisher made headlines when he 
told an economic development summit the Great Lake regions may be less than a 
decade away from selling water to other U.S. states in need.  I think it's fair to say 
that we're going to see, in the next decade, states and other countries looking for 
ways to get access to our fresh water supply, and we're going to have to make some 
tough decisions about wether we want that to happen, and if so how".

Individual

6796 1 I want to address the past legacy for a minute, and then the legacy we leave for the 
future.  Picher, Oklahoma, a town that was leveled by the tornados in the last month.  
Unlike other towns leveled by the tornados will not be rebuilt because the ground is 
so contaminated from the runoff from tailings that loom behind the town that the 
federal government, with your money and my money, hss been depopulating that 
town for seveal years, and will continue to depopulate that town with your money 
and my money.  That's legacy that mine left to you and me, not just to Picher, 
Oklahoma.

I had reason recently to go to Arivaca and see the Arivaca Lake, which I have 
learned is not considered to be only a catch and throw back lake because the fish are 
so contaminated that they can't be eaten.  You and I know that Pina Blanca Lake, 
from the news, is being drained and dredged.  And who's paying for that?  You and I.

I asked why these chemicals came to be in these water ways, and I learned that they 
are from old mines.  They're from up in the watershed, and continue to be leached 
into the lakes, making them uninhabitalbe and unusable until we spend a lot of 
money to fix it.

Individual
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6808 1 If current attempts to ban, limit, or limit development of mines in southeastern 
Arizona are successful, the unprecedented tactics could be used to halt all proposed 
natural resource projects throughout the western United States. It would send a 
chilling message to the natural resource industry, persuading them to cease all 
domestic exploration, reallocate limited financial resources to developing foreign 
projects, and an export in technical expertise and hundreds of thousandsof high-
paying jobs to overseas.

Our nation's dependence on copper imports has climbed from zero percent in 2000 to 
approximately 40 percent over the last five years. Over the same period, mining 
operations located in Arizona and southwestern New Mexico have accounted for 69 
to 78 percent  of all domestic copper production. This region also contains most of 
our nation's undeveloped copper resources, access to federal land is essential to 
maintaining a healthy natural resources industry in the United States.

If America is going to effectively resolve these problems, government, industry, and 
public must work together to develop a strategy of how to become more self-
sufficient. The prosperity of our children's future depends on decisions that we make 
today.

Individual

6817 5 Currently, the U.S. imports 40 percent of its copper needs. Copper shortages have 
caused the price of copper to incrase froma buck 55 years ago to over 350 currently, 
and we're not going to see an end to that unless we start producing more copper and 
the U.S. can control our own destiny.

Individual

6827 4 And, further, not only the Safford mine is -- has come into action, it's going to be a 
hugemine, Mineral Park by Kingmanis opening up. Bisbee, they're able to mine the 
waste at Bisbee and produce more copper, and they're probably going to expand that 
mine. 

And I think it's really strange that only the copper mining business is the only one 
that is not going to outsource to foreign countries.

Individual

6828 1 The United States has become a nation of importers. If you don't believe me, go out 
there and buy a gallon of gas. 

If we don't do something here to help ourselves, it's just going to get worse. And I've 
said it before, I'll say it again, if we can mine it, manufacture it, or grow it in the 
United States, we need to do it. If not, we'll end up at the mercy of third rate 
countries, a bunch of terrorist, and we've got no one to blame but ourselves.

You know, we don't drill for oil in North Dakota, we don’t mine uranium in northern 
Arizona, so we can't -- we can't use the oil, we can't use the nuclear power, and now 
we're going to import copper.

Individual

6839 5 In this mine, I would call it the Rosemont City Copper Mine City, and here they 
should plant the city down at the bottom of the pit and have cable TV -- cable going 
back and forth for transportation. Let's dream. The property sold from this 3,000 
parts of land would go to, again, to develop recreation in that area. For gosh sakes, 
let's start dreaming the next hundred years and get our head out of the sand.

Individual
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6879 25 Augusta states their intent of re-vegetating the tailings.  Perhaps they can share some 
this information with the Green Valley area pit operators on how they plan to do 
this.  Hopefully, it's a bit more creative and successful than putting out a small herd 
of cattle or several horses to "fertilize" the crushed, contaminated, material that will 
be making up the huge tailings stack.

Individual

6881 12 There may be several other ore bodies in the region that the Forest Service could 
support development of, that have fewer impacts than this mine proposed in the 
Santa Rita Mountains.

Government

6889 3 Too often corporations make decisions based on profits, not on the public's interest.Individual

6896 1 As an observation, I find the suggested objections listed on the below site to be very 
unhelpful to a fair and impartial process.  People should not be coached on how to 
tie up a procedure in red tape.

Individual

6949 8 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying noise, vibration, lights, hazardous 
materials, back-up beepers, large truck traffic, excessive wear and tear to publicly 
supported roads and assorted health conditions 24/7, would seem to give some pause.

Individual

6973 1 I called TNI, one of the sponsors (or participators?) for the 'Natural Resources 
Career Fair" On June 28th at Rincon High School and here are some of the 
participating companies. (see below) URS might not be the correct company, but I 
believe it is. The gentleman from Tucson Newspapers only had a logo with the 
initials URS. I believe the rest are correct from the names he gave me. There was no 
press release.

As we know, we are not necessarily against all mining, but this is absurd. If the Fair 
was scheduled  AFTER the Forest Service hearing at the same location, then it 
smells bad for Rosemont Copper. If it was scheduled at the same location before the 
Forest Service hearing was, it smells bad for the Forest Service.

Organization

7009 4 I personally know a lot of the people that are opposed to the mine.  they are not 
natives.  they are not economically disadvantaged.  they are independantly wealthily 
people that came and bout areas of ranches that were subdivided in the Sonoita area.  
Where was there environmental concerns when the got their homes.  the had no 
qualms about building million dollar homes in the once pristine canyons.  they had 
no concerns when they dug wells to supply their swimming pools.  These are people 
with too much time on their hands.  too much time to complain and the money to do 
it with.  they don't have to worry about where their next paycheck is coming form.  
They take the NIMBY (no in my back yard) approach but they go on their merry way 
using copper, that has to come from "somewhere", but not from by back yard, for all 
their fancy appliances and toys.

Individual

7009 9 one big mine has less environmental impact than all the housing developments in the 
are that have sprung form old ranches.  in the end they and their homes will use up 
more water than the mine.  where is their reclamation plans for the water they use?

Individual

7016 1 In our changing economy once again we are reminded that dependency on Foreign 
commodities such as oil, copper, iron has lead to very high prices and loss of 
American jobs to over seas countries as well as a declining dollar.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 15 of 24



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Out of Scope

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7025 1 Current debate over the Rosemont mine brings to the front the issue of reasonable 
environmental concern.  I say "reasonable" because environmental extremism can 
severely limit economic growth.  We have seen much evidence of this extremism, 
from anthropogenic global warming to governmental roadblocks preventing the 
development of our petroleum reserves.

The arguments advanced by the extremists are often devoid of truth.  Witness the 
listing of polar bears as potentially endangered, in spite of the fact that their 
population has doubled over the past five decades.  The same dire warnings were 
made vis-à-vis the caribou when Alaska pipeline was first proposed.  Their 
population is also thriving.  And now we are worried about carbon dioxide,  so much 
so that we spend millions of dollars each year on the biggest scam in history: carbon 
offsets.

So how do we separate reasonable concerns from zealotry?  How do we decide if we 
should preserve the "scenic beauty" of an area in lieu of providing employment?  If 
we are truly concerned about the pristine beauty of the area in which we live, then 
the houses in which we live should never have been built, and we should not even be 
here to complain about further development!

Individual

7031 14 Now this, a Mining Career fair at the EXACT SAME LOCATION  as the last Forest 
Service Hearing.  Not a thing wrong with that.  Nope, not a thing.

Individual

7049 2 A second point on employment is that the mines in general and the Phelps Dodge 
mine in particular are not very good employers.  I am a psychiatrist who often works 
with physically injured patients.  The mines still function as nineteenth century 
corporations.  When someone is injured they do not inform them of their rights 
under the Arizona Industrial Commission and they quickly terminate them for 
various inapproriate reasons.  I have had many patients who could have been easily 
reabilitated, but instead were dismissed and often forced into poverty.

Individual

7050 1 I am concerned that continued emphasis on the reduction of the opening of metals 
mining facilities in the United States due to some percieved impact on environmental 
damage here will continue to force businesses to look for properties in other 
countries. Other countries without the environmental regulations or restrictions we in 
the United States have allowed businesses to fall under. Other 
countries/states/provinces outside of the U.S. encourage businesses to open over 
there because of job creation, investment, training and education. Their tax bases 
increase while those in the U.S.A continue to decrease. We must wake up to the fact 
that environmental damage will occur somewhere around the world as business 
opens there.

Individual

7053 2 Just 2 years ago, I got a flyer in with my water bill stating ways of saving our water. 
One I remember well is to turn off the water when brushing teeth. Now, that right 
there tells us how precious our water is here. Also, about 9 years ago, we had a 
draught, & I was instructed, I could only water my outside plants on Wed. & Thurs. 
Those were my designated days. This was for the whole summer.

Individual
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7067 1 Over the last four decades, there has been an unfounded myth that a clean 
environment and industrial development are incompatible. This has resulted in strict, 
rigid laws that have lead in a steady decline of our nation's industrial base, forcing 
many industries, which once employed millions of Americans to close their U.S. 
plants and relocate their operations overseas. Similarly, extensive areas within the 
United States have been placed off limits to natural resources development, 
including approximately 9.1 million acres or 31% of available federal lands in 
Arizona (see Table 3 - excludes Departmnet of Defense and Indian Reservations).   
These policies have made our nation ever more dependent on foreign sources for the 
raw materials we require to maintain our high standard of living.  They have also 
resulted in our nation's ever expanding trade deficit, which combined with the 
federal government's inability to live within a budget, has resulted in the falling 
value of the U.S. dollar on International money markets, producing the most serious 
threat to our nation's economy since the Great Depression.

If current attempts to ban or limit development of new mines in southeastern Arizona 
are succesful, these unpecidented tactics could be used to halt all proposed natural 
resource projects throughout the western United States.  It would send a chilling 
message to the natural resource industry, persuading them to cease all domestic 
exploration and development activities, rellocate their limited financial resources to 
developing foreign projects and exporting technical expertise and hundreds of 
thousands of high paying jobs overseas.

Individual

7114 6 * The 1872 mining law says that land will be sold to Americans or those who will be 
applying for citizenship. Have all of those in leadership in the two companies 
decided to apply for citizenship?

Individual

7267 3 Rosemont official have done everything in their power to continue to give the 
impression that they want to be good neighbors to those of us living close to the 
Proposed mine site, while behinde the scenes it is a different story. Buying up URL's 
that would opose the mine such as " no rosemont mine" " stop rosemont mine" Save 
the Scenic Santa Rita's", distorting the numbers as far as the approval of Arizona 
citizens with their survey results of 64.5% by asking FAIRYTALE questions, and 
then the job fair held just 2 days prior to the last scoping meeting at the Rincon high 
school. Spouting to all the world that the United States needs the copper that they 
would be mining, when in reality it is only the fact that the price of copper has 
reached an all time high that has prompted this venture. Again it is GREED rather 
than NEED that has put our land in jeopardy.

Individual

7268 12 -What sort of outreach has the Coronado National Forest done for potential 
employees of Rosemont copper? When I stood in line at the Natural Resources 
Mining Career Fair it was quite apparent that the people I spoke with that they 
thought the mine would be up and running in two years. (The Fair date was June 
28th 2008). Obviously given legal requirements with the NEPA process this could 
not be true, so again, I ask.
-What outreach was done for potential employes of Rosemont Copper mine?
-Did the CNF visit existing mines and educate the employees on the process and how 
long these things can take?
-What other methods were used to let people know about the process?
-Did the CNF visit employee agencies and head hunters to let them know how long 
these processes can take?

Individual
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7310 2 Remember the contamination caused by Hughes Aircraft which required $ million of 
superfund to clean up our town’s water supply.

Individual

7425 1 I hereby propose the designation of this area as The Rosemont Ranch Recreation 
And Conservation Area.  This area would forever be set aside as a combination of 
State, Federal and BLM land for the integrated multi-use purposes of hiking, bird-
watching, horeseback riding, mountain biking, ATV use, camping and cattle 
ranching.  It will further be protected as a wildlife habitat and corridor, valuable 
watershed and historic landscape.  The deeded acerage and mining claims in the 
Rosemont sector have increased in commercial value substantially over a short 
period of time and have possibly surpassed the States' means to obtain these 
properties, but other mechanisms such as land exchange, fee simple purchase, 
conservation easements or other land use techniques could be employed.  If we fail 
to act, an open pit mine or something equally absurd could once again hold this 
valuable resource hostage and the required ransom will be greater still in the future.

Individual

7432 12 This investment by a foreign corporation that, obviously, aside from the nice words, 
has no interest or care for the living planet, particularly for our Sourthern Arizona 
community, reflects a form of corporate colonialism that is no longer socially or 
politically acceptable, particularly in America. It reflects the antiquated, culture-of-
death thinking in which the Earth and its People are seen as a store in liquidation.

Organization

7438 1 I never thought when we decided to move here, less than two years ago, that I would 
become involved in a battle with corporate America. It is simply a case of GREED 
that has now put this beautiful area of the west in such peril. I am so tired of 
watching the way a corporation can come in and spin so called facts to suit their 
needs and reduce the concerns of the unsuspecting public as nothing but the 
ramblings of those crazy environmentals, nimbys, senior citizens, and college kids.

Individual

7481 2 Augusta Resource Corporation is not a mining company and if they gain approval for 
the Rosemont Mine they will end up selling the mining rights to a mining company, 
probaby from a foreign country.

Individual

7497 3 The copper will be sold on the open market to the highest bidder. China and their 
slave labor market combied with their lack of environmental protections will likely 
be the higgest bidder. After all, our corporations prefer to exploit people and pollute 
the earth in favor of profits. That's why all the manufacturing and chemical 
production has left our country. Their greed for profits is held high above all else! 
Including the wellbeing of people or the earth.

Individual

7521 2 The main topic of conversation today is the price of gasoline. The price is 
somewhere around $4.00/gallon and could easily go higher in the Tucson area. We 
all know the reason gasoline is so high. American has become dependent on foreign 
oil supplies. We are literally at the mercy of those countries that control the oil. My 
point of all of this is that we can easily be placed in the same situation in the United 
States if we continue to thwart the development of our mineral resources (such as the 
Rosemont deposit). Not in my backyard they say. Well, alright, then we will have to 
import the materials if we wish to continue at our present consumption rate. We all 
drive cars, use appliances, computers and televisions that all use copper along with a 
multitude of other metals and minerals. If we aren't allowed to develop the accessible 
mineral deposits today and provide our own raw materials, the other countries such 
as Chile, Peru and Mexico will be more than happy to provide them for us. Again, 
we will risk the very possibility of inflated prices of metals and other minerals.

Individual
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7523 9 While I am not a scientist, I am a 26-year resident of the area and a 22-year real 
estate agent here, I have long considered the very land proposed for mining 
development to be THE MOST BEAUTIFUL AND SACRED part of the entire area 
and have always considered it to be OFF-LIMITS FOR DEVELOPMENT. 

Is it the charge of the National Forest Service to LET ANYONE DO ANYthing? I 
DON'T THINK SO! Look at the former town of Harshaw. When it came into Forest 
Service ownership, the buildings were torn down so that the area could once again 
become uninhabited and returned to its natural state. Does the NFS permit any cattle 
rancher to overgraze their lands however they want to and trample saplings alongside 
a fragile stream? I DON'T THINK SO, and I have examples, but so do you. Just ask 
your grazing lease people.

Individual

7537 4 It has been my experience that for a project like this to be approved, there has always 
got to be the question of money exchange between those applying and those 
approving of such projects that the majority do not want. Why does this seem to be 
the case now?

Individual

7564 5 I am very concerned that the investors and operators are predominately foreign - And 
I am especially concerned that more of our precious US lands are being sold off to 
foreign interests. For short term "gain" without regard to permanent scarring and 
unsustainable practices.

Individual

7569 4 I believe Southern Arizona's return comes to about $20 per public school a year --of 
which I'm sure our educators already know what they will spend it on. The picture I 
see is a Canadian company profiting from some of our archaic post-Civil War laws 
for Chinese interest.

Individual

7581 2 I would also like to see the salaries of the CEOs, board members, and all officers of 
the companies associated with the Rosemont project made public. I am guessing that 
they are selling the American public a sorry "bill of goods" in order to expand their 
profits just as Exxon-Mobile and other conglomerates are going with their push to 
mine the earth for the money maker.

Individual

7597 1 If you flew over this state or taken an aerial view via goggle you will see a state that 
has suffered greatly due to mining. You and I have seen mines go from boom to bust. 
I experienced this ECONOMIC CYCLE personally in the 1960's, being a Millwright 
for ANACONDA at TWIN BUTTES. I decided to leave that occupation, due to 
Potential Health issues and Hazards of the job. We would lose two to three 
employees a year to fatal injuries; sometimes finding only enough of their remains to 
fill a grocery bag. That's when I decided a career in law enforcement would put the 
odds ,back in my favor. I've noticed with recent fatalities figures on open pit mines 
they are still averaging two lives a year at the average open pit hard rock mine. 
Unfortunately ,MINING hasn't used the AGE OF TECHNOLOGY to substantially 
eliminate their impact on the environment and their employees, this how NEPA can 
be used to drag into the 21st century.

Individual

7630 9 Tucson does need jobs- how about this being the birth place of solar energy- after all 
we do have what it takes- 365 days of sunshine.

Individual

7631 5 The prime benefits will not be to Arizona, but into the corp. pockets.Individual
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7633 2 I only wish our elected officials and public would formulate options based on the 
facts rather than push their liberal agenda.

Individual

7636 2 For sure we the US must make new lifestyle choices. For sure it's not going to be 
easy or comfortable. We have to get real about our choices. We can’t be fat cats 
forever. The earth matters more.

Individual

7649 2 Will the Augusta Investors be satisfied? No Why? The Business Plan has been sold 
to the investment bankers.

Individual

7649 4 Politicians need to represent citizens-taxpayers 80% not 20%. This is an issue of 
taxation with our citizen taxpayers are representing themselves.

Individual

8613 3 I'm tired of my car being so dusty you have to wash it all the time. And there's this 
white stuff all over it. And I'm tired of my house every once in a while shaking 
because they're dynamiting and stuff like that.

Individual

8628 1 Surely the hideous mine tailings that have destroyed the natural beauty around Green 
Valley and the resultant threat to that community's water supply should sound an 
alarm to every decision maker in Arizona.

Individual

8639 1 I need to find information about the whereabouts, located, where you're located at. 
I'm a truck driver needing information to find out where -- how to get to your plant. 
And that's the only problem that I got. And it's not a real comment about something I 
need to do. (Unintelligble.) Other hoopla ain't necessary.

Individual

8648 1 I used to -- I'm from east Tennessee and I used to live next door to a limestone pit 
quarry.  Um, they came in with very little notice, uh, anyway, to our town, except for 
the town council new about it.  One notice was in the paper.  
Anyway, we're all surprised becasuse I lived in a subdivision, and the quarry was 
really on, um -- they didn’t have -- east Tennessee did not have any charges that 
were regulated.  So the quarry blasted so hard that I got 37 cracks around my stucco 
foundation, rip aways in my ceiling, open pits in my land, around my house, and I 
owned about six acres.  
When they came in, they were 800 yards away, and then they moved in to 500 yards 
away.  My next door neighbor got a crack in the swimming pool.  The other one for a 
rock thrown into her -- that missiled into her laundry room kitchen.  And she'd just 
walked out of the kitchen.  Other people had damages.  Stones went out onto the 
highway sometimes, Highway 321, and it happened often.
We tried like everything with the State Fire Marshal to get these people out, and they 
didn't -- uh, uh, only -- they changed hands.  Um, finally even the town council was 
trying to get rid of these people and they couldn't.  Now they're in there I guess 
forever.  They've even got an asphalt plant in there.  
Well, they did a lot of damage.  And, um, once you get those people in, you're going 
to have problems, because they can blast so hard it can effect anybody that's within a 
one mile radius of an open pit quarry, and, um, maybe beyond.  It did horrible things 
to the atmosphere.  Um, so -- also, I don't even believe these people covered their 
stuff.  They just blasted.  
There was a comment by one of the vice presidents who ran this quarry that he didn't 
care about out homes and our land, in a very rough language.  This all happened in 
Frenchville, Tennessee.

Individual
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8649 1 I -- in the early '70s I worked at Cyprus Pima, and then after that I worked at 
ASARCO Mission.  And over the years of working at both mines, it's just the way 
they destroyed it, you know, like fuel leaks and hydrolic leaks, they would just bury, 
you know they wouldn't try to clean them up.  They would just cover them up with 
more dirt.  You know, it would go in the water table.  And actually destroying down 
the hills and the mountains behind the mine, you know, you can't replace that at all.
And then, you know, of course, the burial of the big mine tires.  You know, that 
takes thousands to millions of years to deteriorate, you know, they just bury that 
stuff, too.  You know, and I've seen other stuff that they would bury, you know, like 
old refrigerators so they wouldn't have to worry about the Freon and stuff like that, 
you know, you see this stuff happening over the years, you know, you just keep your 
mouth shut.

Individual

8670 2 We look at what's happened in the Navajo Nation and we see that they have been 
mislead and they are suffering the consequences of all kinds of contaminants in their 
soil.  These are threatning to the water table.

Individual

8671 2 Southern Arizona has some extreme people who want to get rid of Davis Monthan 
Air Base.  They worked against Mount -- they worked against, uh, Mount Graham, 
the observatory.  And now they're working against the railroad and its marshalling 
yard.  They're working against  the Tucson Electric Power Company transmission 
line from Tucson to Nogales.  Now, my God, even -- they don't even have a problem 
with the government and they don't want some way to stop the people on the border, 
halfway between Nogales and Arizona -- Tucson.

Individual

8685 1 I really think that we have enough plastic in this world.  We don't need any more 
copper mines or any more of any other thing.  I wish you would stop tearing up the 
desert.  Like I said, we can use plastic tubing and things like this.  I just think it's a 
total waste of our beautiful, beautiful desert and our animals that just don't have 
enough room to -- to do what the animals do.

Individual

8731 2 I worked for ASARCO. Worked for the chief geologist. First Kenyon Richards and 
next, John Courtwright. I know -- as much as I love these men. As much as I loved 
my workers, my fellow workers, I know that they are not. They do not care for the 
environment, they never have. They do not believe in global warming. They are 
strictly geologists, miners, men of the -- they're just -- they're different. I know this.

Individual

8733 3 the objection to the environmentalists are ridiculous because there's not and 
environmentalist on earth that doesn't live in a house made of wood that 's cut down 
from trees and whose house is not on a piece of property that formerly was pristine 
nature in character.

Individual

8787 5 All things considered, I think that the Forest Service should very carefully weigh this 
option and not be steam rolled into very short-term perspective of creating jobs and 
cowering before the mining interest . The day is coming when these kinds of 
balances will be changed. And I think if the Forest Service spends a little time 
considering this. There's a very good chance that in the next administration congress 
there will be a better balance provided as to the use of the west for extraction of 
minerals. And I think we'll make it much harder for the Rosemont Mine proposal to 
be approved.

Individual

8800 1 I think I got the wrong number.Individual
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8816 3 Right now the destruction of not only our individual cities and the State of Arizona 
are receiving a backlash by nature itself in the form of massive fires we're having in 
the country, massive flooding, massive tornados and massive earthquakes around the 
world.

Nature is screaming for humanity to stop the destruction of the world.  The polar 
caps are receding, along with the third polar cap, which is the Himalayas, and 
basically humanity is destroying this world, by our own greed and for the sake of so 
called development and progress.  Man has got to reverse the trend for the welfare of 
future generations.

This can no longer continue, whether it be a Rosemont Mine, super highways and 
just total degradation of our environment and wildlife.

God is watching over this and I am sure that as keepers of the world and the earth 
that he is totally displeased by what has taken place to all the animals of the earth 
and those that have no voice on behalf of not having the resources or monetary 
means to protest what's taken place.

Individual

8818 1 I worked at one of the mines out on the south end of town for 15 years.  I worked in 
the chemical department and as a foreman.  I got fired because I was raising some 
heck -- so much heck over the pollution and stuff for the men that worked out here.  I 
know thousands of gallons of cyanide that has been leaked in the -- down through 
the tailings dams.  They buried it.  And the asbestos was very very heavy.   At nights 
we would turn off the air cleaners for the pollution and you couldn't even see Tucson 
with it, it would be so thick, the pollution and so forth.
It's -- I think many people have been sick and even worse from working out there.  
And I just wanted to mention it to the people that are going in for that.  I would hate 
to live out in Green Valley now because fo the pollution out there, whether they 
know they're getting it or not.

Individual

8863 2 I know this is the copper state, but if we needed the copper, I'd think a different way. 
But we don't need the copper, we don't need another copper mine. It's simply a way 
for a few to get rich at the expense of the taxpayer and the citizen.

Individual

8865 4 my opposition to other countries continuing to purchase items and take over the 
United States. Today you probably heard that they're being the beer company and 
another country has just purchased the Chrysler building in New York. And I'm also 
against exploiting our resources to provide materials for the growth of other 
countries, such as growths in China.

Individual

9132 1 In a state where copper mines are being shut down, it makes absolutely no sense to 
create a new mine site; especially in an area which is notable for its stunning natural 
beauty. A more common sense approach would be to reopen or re-outfit the 
established mining operations in the state.  Towns like Douglas, Arizona are on the 
verge of economic disaster because the mines were closed; why not utilize what 
currently exists instead of creatig a new blight on the landscape?

Organization

9272 1 nothing can be regarded as "mine"Organization

9318 1 Greed KillsOrganization
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9321 1 Copper is cheap enough already.Organization

9648 1 How about an investment in bio-diesel or an ivestment in a wind farm instead of a 
hole in the ground? Might be cheaper in the long run, and certainly better p. r.. 
Probably benefit more people in the long run too.

Organization

9855 1 Mines west of Green Valley are an eyesore and threatening the safety of the water 
supply

Organization

10049 1 I wish this Organization all the luck in the world. I do hope you are sucessful. I live 
in Benson and across the road from a PIT that our neighborhood was unable to stop. 
We (the residents) pleaded with our County Supervisor to not allow this and he 
voted for the PIT anyway.  He doesn't have to listen to the noise, see and feel the 
dust coming from the PIT,or be bothered with the large trucks coming and going. 
This was a RU4 zoned area,peaceful,prestine,and QUIET. Now we have trucks 
coming and going on a narrow 2 lane road as early as 2:00 in the A.M.. Our road has 
been tore up because of the heavy traffic. The road has been patched and repatched 
at the cost to our county. Keep fighting, we still are and don't believe them. Thanks 
for being involved. I have lots of mining law and BLM laws as well as Forest 
Service info. Please contact me if you wish.

Organization

10087 1 I believe I may have signed a petition during Patagonia's Fall Festival -- please check.Organization

10162 1 I don't believe in giving only receiving I only pretend I believe in santa but it works 
out in my best interest

Organization

10163 1 Let's heer it for the paleeolithic!Organization

10227 1 I am deeply saddened that Diamond Ventures is more concerned about money than 
the community they live within. Shame on Don Diamond and Yoham Levy. They 
rape the land for their own personal gain.

Organization

10602 3 Alternatives: let's all use recycled metals instead of newly mined ones!Organization

10644 1 Moved to Tucson to get away from Phoenix, not to watch how it was built.Organization

10686 1 You should be looking for oil not copper!Organization

11004 1 !!!!!Organization

11016 1 I haven't been here yet, but I hope to some day...Organization

11050 4 Imagine such beautiful tourist cities as Santa Fe, Santa Barbara, and Jackson Hole, 
Wyoming letting a Copper Mining Company carve up their pristine hillsides. They 
wouldn't allow it, and neither should Tucson.

Individual
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11082 14 I find the name Rosemont Ridge so horribly offensive for the waste rock/tailings 
landform that I cannot even begin to tell you. As a resident in the affected area I 
would like to suggest "Coronado Reject" or "We Were Bought" as names that would 
be more apropos. If that is not acceptable, my second suggestion would be to do 
what the school district does when it names school, have THE PEOPLE OF THE 
AFFECTED AREA CHOSE THE NAME! Or put out a contest on the Coronado 
National Forest wesite and let the people make the choice. Rosemont Ranch and 
Rosemont Junction have historical significance that is important to our culture. I 
would like to think those places without wanting to vomit.

Individual

11082 15 The estimated base price for copper at 1.50 per pound might need to be readjusted.Individual

11082 24 I have not even mentioned the possibility of the illegal prostitution that could spring 
up in the area. What sort of STD prevention classes will Rosemont Copper offer? 
With the now closed down Andrada Limestone Quarry just north of the project, and 
the old Titan Two Missile Silo north and east of the project plus other old abandoned 
buildings I am probably not aware of there are plenty of areas that could serve as 
temporary brothels.

Individual
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2079 5 There is also a real possibility of archeological interest and finds in that area since 
the Mammoth was found not too far from that area.

Individual

2440 5 Additionally, it is likely that significant paleontological findings will continue to be 
made, if the area is not decimated by the mine, as the Sonoitasaures dinosaur bones 
found in the nearby empires across the valley. These will contribute to our 
knowledge and heritage of pre-human times ( Department of Paleontology, 
University of Arizona).

Individual
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2284 23 I know they want to limit our questions to what they are doing today at Rosemont, 
but they were very clear in their desire to "explore" Peach-Elgin, Broadtop Butte, 
and Copper World prospects in the future. If they don't plan to develop these mine in 
the future then will they donate the Peach-Elgin mine, Broadtop Butte mine, and 
Copper World mine properties to Pima County for conservation before the Rosemont 
mine proceeds?

Individual

2324 1 I object to the fact that Augusta Resurce Corporation has not yet completed the 
studies and documentation requested when the Forest Service rejected their second 
Mining Plan of Operation. For example, the hydrologic studies are not yet complete, 
therefore the hydrologic impacts cannot yet be determined.

Individual

2324 2 I demand that the Forest Service STOP all activity at Rosemont by Augusta until the 
NEPA process is complete. Demand that the Forest Service not let Augusta piece-
meal this mine, thereby avoiding REAL and meaningful environmental analysis of 
the impacts.

Individual

2324 3 I request that the CUMULATIVE IMPACTS of all the new mining proposals in the 
area be considered in the EIS, Currently, in additon to the Rosemont Mine, there are 
sveral calcium carbonate/limestone mine proposals in the Davidson Canyon area, 
and several copper/silver mine proposals in the Patagonia Mountains, Canelo Hills 
and San Rafael Valley. All of these mines would use Highway 83 to transport their 
chemicals and explosives.

Individual

2324 4 I demand that there be NO revision to the Forest Plan to accommodate Augusta! The 
Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining. If 
Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation (MPO) cannot meet the current standards and 
requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must deny the mine.

Individual

2324 5 I ask that the process be fair! Make the mining plan and additional materials 
submitted by Augusta easily available to the public review. Not everyone has 
internet, so make sure that hard copies are distributed throughout Southern Arizona.

Individual

2324 6 I demand that Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, 
Arizona Game and Fish, and the Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation be 
included as "cooperating agencies," at a minimum in the EIS process.

Individual

2324 7 I demand that the Forest Service conduct a validity exam on all mining claims 
Augusta wants to use for their mine waste, tailings, and other facilities. Unless these 
claims are valid, Augusta has no real legal right to use our public land for their dump.

Individual

2324 8 Media must be at all public meetings to record all sides of issues raised and the FS 
itself must provide a general presentation to the public and media at these hearings. 
Federal political leaders recognize the importance of town hall-type meetings, and 
the FS must again remember and implement the intent of democratic public 
meetings: the opportunity for open and fair debate.

Individual

2324 9 Extend the comment period to 60 days AFTER Augusta submits ALL information 
and data the Forest Service requested in their letter dated Oct. 19, 2007, rejecting 
Augusta's mining plan last July 2007.

Individual
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157 5 The threat that the proposed mine will pose to our region's rural economy, property 
values, and lifestyle is of such significance, complexity, and scale that the 
development of effective mitigation measures will necessarily require an independent 
and comprehensive study of these adverse impacts by a multidiscipline team of 
recognized experts in their respective fields.

1515 1 The bias of SWCA in favor of their client, Phelps Dodge, is revealed in their 
referring to the land that Phelps Dodge traded as being "environmentally sensitive", 
but they do not call any of the BLM land, which is four times the size, 
environmentally sensitive.
To Phelps Dodge, "the very best", SWCA, is the one who delivers the goods for the 
applicant, not for the Federal agency who is charged with protecting land in the 
public domain. I stongly object to the conflict of interest that the Federal agencies 
have tolerated in this NEPA process. Unless these conflicts and SWCA are removed 
from the process, this EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Project has no 
credibility.

Individual

1563 2 would like to see "gealogists and economists" not hired by Augusta to have input 
into Forest Dept decisions

Individual

1570 3 Earlier presentations had Rosemont requesting that the USFS conduct extensive 
hydrogeologic studies and model(s). Is that still the case? If so, who are you ARD 
people?

Individual

1656 14 What was the protocol for selecting SWCA as the NEPA/EIS consultant?Individual

1658 4 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 premit 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 abouth the transparency 
and openness of government processes.  The Forest Service already has received 
considerable bad publicity about its handling of all public actions on this project, and 
that does not bode well for citizen oversight or for that matter for Congressional 
oversight of the Forest Service.

Individual

1666 2 There was a "Consultants" sign. Additionally, I suggest signs so that each company 
is in context. For example, "SWCA. The environmental consulting company selected 
by the Forest Service to do the EIS. SWCA is paid by the mining company. The 
Forest Service does not control the amount of their contract. The Forest Service is 
reponsible for the scope and accuracy of the EIS."

The local communities want the Forest Service to protect the environment. If an 
environmental consultant is doing the EIS, they want someone who is putting the 
environment's interest before the mining company's. The public should be given this 
information and decide for themselves if there's a conflict of interest. I feel there is.

Individual

1922 18 What was the protocol for selecting SWCA as the NEPA/EIS consultant?Individual
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1969 6 We should have been advised of the selection process of the consultant: with the 
criteria for that process and with full disclosure of any relationship between the 
consultant selected and any person representing the applicant or any Forest Service 
employee involved in this process. Even now, we should be advised of all aspects of 
the decisional process that have occurred from the beginning to the present date and 
any changes that are made on a continuing basis. Failure to do this will only raise 
concerns, suspicions and doubts as to the propriety of the process. That is important 
to your best interest and as well as to our right to know.

Individual

2114 1 When talking with them at the meeting in Green Valley, none of the SWCA staff 
knew what ARD (acid rock drainage) was. Taking them up on the "check our website 
to see our qualifications" statement leads one to a corporate web page that suggests 
little or no metal mining experience.
What in the world was the USFS thinking when this firm was hired?

Individual

2116 2 For the Phelps Doge project, SWCA prepared the EIS and coordinated the NEPA 
process, responded to more than 1,000 public comments on the EIS draft, and 
completed the Record of Decision. Basically the whole NEPA process was done by 
someone working for the applicant.

The bias of SWCA in favor of their client, Phelps Dodge, is revealed in their 
referring to the land that Phelp Dodge traded as being "environmentally sensitive", 
but they do not call any of the BLM land, which is four times the size, 
environmentally sensitive.

Individual

2116 3 To Phelps Dodge, "the very best", SWCA, is one who delivers the goods for the 
applicant, not for the Federal agency who is charged with protecting land in the 
public domain.

Individual

2116 4 I strongly object to the conflict of interest hat the Federal agencies have tolerated in 
this NEPA process. Unless these conflicts and SWCA are removed from the process, 
this EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Project has no credibility

Individual

2217 6 Ensure the FS "independent" EIS Contractor is and remains "independent". The EIS 
Contractor appeared to be presenting the Applicant's view instead of being neutral 
and acting as a fact gatherer during this meeting. Should the EIS Contractor speak to 
the public as the Applicant's representative? (Never, in my view, is the correct 
answer, but when deliberating with the FS writing the EIS, always consider the 
Applicant's point of view).

Individual

2237 3 Instead the consulting firm employed by Rosemont to handle evaluation of the 
archeoligy of the area, characterize its biology, and the hazard to the environment 
stated at the Sahuarita meeting when questioned, they have standard conventional 
protocols which do not include more detailed investigations until something is found 
by Rosemont or the Forest Service archaeologists.

Individual

2246 2 There was a "Consultants" sign. Additional, I suggest signs so that each company is 
in context. For example: "SWCA. The environmental consulting company selected 
by the Forest Service does not control the amount of their contract. The Forest 
Service is responsible for the scope and accuracy of the EIS."

Individual
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2246 3 The local communities want the Forest Service to protect the environment. If an 
environmental consultant is doing the EIS, they want someone who is putting the 
environment's interest before the mining company's. The public should be given this 
information and decide for themselves if there's a conflict of interest. I feel there is.

Individual

2475 4 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 premit 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 abouth the transparency 
and openness of government processes.  The Forest Service already has received 
considerable bad publicity about its handling of all public actions on this project, and 
that does not bode well for citizen oversight or for that matter for Congressional 
oversight of the Forest Service.

Individual

2527 4 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 premit 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 abouth the transparency 
and openness of government processes.  The Forest Service already has received 
considerable bad publicity about its handling of all public actions on this project, and 
that does not bode well for citizen oversight or for that matter for Congressional 
oversight of the Forest Service.

Individual

2571 5 The selection process for the EIS contractor will be reviewed. As we discussed, 
concerns have been raised about the process employed by the Forest Service to select 
SWCA as the primary contractor to perform the EIS, and that firm's ability to 
evaluate the Rosemont proposal objectively. To address these concerns, the Forest 
Service has agreed to conduct a review of the selection process.

Government

2593 4 The process of selecting consultant organizations was totally unclear.Organization

2675 5 Management officials of the proposing company have made public statements to the 
effect that the proposal was a "done deal". This perception has not been effectively 
countered by the Forest Service, who even accepted the proposer's recommendation 
in selecting the Environmental Consultant to perform the project's Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS).

Individual

2675 7 To mitigate this perception, the selection process for an EIS Environmental 
Contractor should be reopened and, in a trasnparent competition, another firm should 
be selected. In addition to requiring a statement that no conflict of interest for this 
firm exists, there should be a provision barring any employees of the selected firm 
who work on this project from accepting future employment with Rosemont or their 
subcontractors.

Individual

2675 35 Much, if not all, of the environmental data upon which a decision will be made to 
allow this proposal to proceed has been collected by the proposer or sub-contractors 
working for the proposer.

Individual
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2675 37 Much, if not all, of the environmental data upon which a decision will be made to 
allow this proposal to proceed has been collected by the proposer or sub-contractors 
working for the proposer. Environmental measurements must be collected and 
analyzed by parties contractually and financially independent of those who can 
benefit from this proposal being successful.

Individual

2683 3 I believe that a thorough, impartial and credible (i.e. done by neither those involved 
in any way with the mine nor by anyone in the U.S. Forest Service) environmental 
assessment must be undertaken to determine the effect that this mine would have on 
the environment and on the people living in Southern Arizona.

Individual

6754 1 I'm a little dismayed that a private contractor is core to this process.  When I was a 
regulations officer we did this process internally by federal officials rather than 
contract officials.  I'm also dismayed that public lands will be used potentially for 
private purposes.

Individual

6777 3 I want to -- I'm not sure that they'll get that good science form the consultant that was 
hired, this SWCA.  They were awarded praise by Phelps Dodge on a project that they 
consulted on.  And they were the grantor of the award to SWCA.  It's on their 
website.  It said we hire the best and they delivered.  And that's why Phelps Dodge 
convinced -- that was a BLM project -- that it was environmentally okay to put that 
mine in.  So I'm not sure that the Forest Service made a valid selection in that 
environment.  They don't tell you that this environmental impact study is going to be 
done by a consultant who is paid by Augusta.  So there's really a conflict of interest.  
And that's why people think this is a flawed process and it should start over.  I agree 
with that.

Organization

6916 1 What were the protocols for selecting the NEPA consultant (SWCA)?

Were there any previous relationships between SWCA and Augusta Resource?  Who 
made the selection?

Individual

7086 1 This comment is in regard to SWCA, the environmental consultant chosen to the 
Forest Service to prepare the EIS.  I wish to bring your attention to the following 
which appears on the SWCA website: http://swca.com/projectsample/31.

Individual
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7086 2 It is very clear from the above that the choice of SWCA by the Forest Service to 
prepare the Rosemont Project EIS is stacking the deck in favor of Augusta 
Resource.  It violates the spirit and the intent of the NEPA process.  When I brought 
this conflict of interest with SWCA to the attention of Jeanine Derby, who is the 
Forest Service decision maker in this EIS, at the open house in Green Valley on 
March 19, my answer was "They do good science."

The good science is a hoax.  Augusta Resource pays for the EIS, and therefore pays 
for the services of SWCA to prepare the EIS.  There is no limit to the amount SWCA 
can receive from Augusta Resource.   As with Phelps Dodge, they can expect SWCA 
to deliver for them.  It makes no difference whether the lead agency is the BLM or 
the USFS.  The attitude is the same: "That's why we hired SWCA, and they 
delivered."

SWCA will deliver the "good science" that the Forest Service needs to decide in 
favor of Augusta Resource.  Who will deliver the food science that will allow the 
Forest Service to decide in favor of the environment, and of the local community, 
which is overwhelmingly opposed the this proposed Rosemont Project for all the 
good reasons that Jeanine Derby and colleagues have been hearing since the first 
open house in Tucson on March 18, 2008?  There is no question that the good 
science is there for the Forest Service to decide no action in this EIS, and deny the 
use of 3,600 acres of the public's land, entrusted to the care of the Forest Service, 
that Augusta Resource has requested for their mine taillings. 

It is also clear that the Forest Service will not get that kind of good science from 
SWCA, and the Forest Service knows it.  If the Forest Service want to obey the spirit 
and intent of the NEPA, they will acknowledge their choice of SWCA to be a 
conflict of interest.  They will declare this EIS to be flawed.  They will start the EIS 
process again, beginning with the choice of an environmental consultant to prepare 
the EIS.  They will choose an environmental consultant that does not give the Forest 
Service hoax of mitigation and reclamation measures, but the truth of the irreparable 
damage to the ecology of the Rosemont Valley and the beautiful scenic Santa Ritas, 
and to the local community, that would be done by this proposed Rosemont Project 
for all time.

Individual
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7175 18 I was disturbed to hear that SWCA received the contract for conducting 
environmental surveys for the Rosemont Copper Project an will be preparing the 
EIS. I served as Point of Contact for work conducted by SWCA for a federal agency. 
For presence/ absence surveys for a single bird species, for which there is a simple 
and clearly-stated protocol, and for which surveyors must receive training, I found 
SWCA's work, and their documentation of the work, to be sloppy, incomplete, and 
frankly, unacceptable. I do not have confidence that the result of their work, the EIS, 
on the Rosemont Copper Project will be valid or defensible in general, much less the 
sections on subjects for which specialized knowledge is essential, such as bats. None 
of their employees, past or present, have the expertise necessary to conduct valid 
surveys for lesser long-nosed bats, or any other bat species. SWCA does not possess 
the equipment of the knowledge to collect data on use of the project area by foraging 
bats. Even if SWCA subcontracts data collection for bat work to qualified 
individuals, I do not believe anyone at SWCA has the expertise to interpret the data 
collected on bats or objectively and adequately prepare a Biological Assessment for 
bats. The fact that the EIS is expected to be completed by March, 2009 clearly 
illustrates that neither the Forest Service nor SWCA understands the questions that 
need to be asked, or the methods and timeline needed to get answers to address how 
bats will be affected by the proposed project.

Individual

7199 7 It is understood by the Proponent and the Forest Service that an EIS will be prepared 
by a Prime Consultant who will be selected from a list of Forest Service contractors 
and compensated by the Proponent. The Prime Consultant will be chosen solely by 
and serve under the direct supervision and control of the Forest Service.
Question
Who else was on the list and who supplied the list? Was it Rosemont or Augusta?

Individual

7253 4 The process of selecting consultant organizations was totally unclear.Organization

7270 1 When I was at the public forum of the Forest Service at Pima Community College, I 
was told that the EIS for the Rosemont Mine Project was being prepared by the 
SWCA company. I asked how they were selected, and I was told they were selected 
because of past work. I was surprised that the EIS was being prepared by a 
government contractor rather than the agency itself, but I have since learned that 
costs of the EIS are to be borne by Augusta Mining. Questions: Is this a government 
contract, or a private contract? If it is a government contract, I want to see a copy of 
this document -- it as a public document. If it is a private contract, I want an 
explanation of the outsourcing.

Individual

7283 2 The local communities want the Forest Service to protect the environment.  If an 
environmental consultant is doing the EIS, they want someone who is putting the 
environment's interest before the mining company's.  The public should be given this 
information and decide for themselves if there's a conflict of interest.  I feel there is.

Individual
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7297 8 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 serous 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. 

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 immediatlely 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.

Individual

7297 10 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.

Individual
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7297 12 The listing of consulant 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 credential 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.

Individual

7592 5 Management officials of the proposing company have made public statements to the 
effect that the proposal was a "done deal". This perception has not been effectively 
countered by the Forest Service, who even accepted the proposer's recommendation 
in slecting the Environmental Consultat to perform the poject's Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS).

Individual

7592 7 To mitigate this perception, the selection process for an EIS Environmental 
Contractor should be reopened and, in a trasnparent competition, another firm should 
be selected. In addition to requiring a statement that no conflict of interest for this 
firm exists, there should be a provision barring any employees of the selected firm 
who work on this project from accepting future employment with Rosemont or their 
subcontractors.

Individual

7592 36 Much, if not all, of the environmental data upon which a decision will be made to 
allow this proposal to proceed has been collected by the proposer or sub-contractors 
working for the proposer. Environmental measurements must be collected and 
analyzed by parties contractually and financially independent of those who can 
benefit from this proposal being successful.

Individual

11068 5 Management officials of the proposing company have made public statements to the 
effect that the proposal was a "done deal". This perception has not been effectively 
countered by the Forest Service, who even accepted the proposer's recommendation 
in slecting the Environmental Consultat to perform the poject's Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS).

Individual

11068 7 To mitigate this perception, the selection process for an EIS Environmental 
Contractor should be reopened and, in a trasnparent competition, another firm should 
be selected. In addition to requiring a statement that no conflict of interest for this 
firm exists, there should be a provision barring any employees of the selected firm 
who work on this project from accepting future employment with Rosemont or their 
subcontractos.

Individual
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11068 37 Much, if not all, of the environmental data upon which a decision will be made to 
allow this proposal to proceed has been collected by the proposer or sub-contractors 
working for the proposer. Environmental measurements must be collected and 
analyzed by parties contractually and financially independent of those who can 
benefit from this proposal being successful.

Individual
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3 2 I believe the following agencies should be given invitation as cooperating agencies 
throughout this process if they have not already been asked
1. ADOT - Sonoita Highway 83 is an ADOT road and will be severaly impacted by 
this project and other cumulative impacts in the area. To exclude ADOT as a 
cooperating agency would be sheer negligence. 
2. Border Patrol Sonoita Highway and the outlying feeders are frequented by 
undocumented workers
3. The Arizona Corporation Commission - As stated in the Forest Service NOIS 
"Projected related activities to be addressed in the EIS include, but are not limited to, 
the following:…Construction and operation of infrastructure such as their corridors 
on NFS lands". The CEC process for these facilities is long and arduous and it is 
appropriate to invite the ACC. 
4. The incon Institute - This not for profit agency is the closest local agency with 
expertise on the Cienega Watershed/Cienega Corridor which will experience direct 
impacts if the proposed project is approved.

This list is not comprehensive.

Individual

3 6 As a community voluteer, I welcome the opportunity to work with the lead agency to 
identify areas of concern.  I am one of many team leaders in our diverse region and 
hope the process will work more efficiently in the future.

Individual

24 5 Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and the Arizona 
State Office of Historic Preservation should bei ncluded as "cooperating agencies,' at 
a minimum in the EIS process.

33 6 I demand that Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, 
Arizona Game and Fish, and the Arizona State Historic Preservation be included as 
"cooperating agencies," at a minimum in the EIS process.

134 13 It would be very important to have additional governmental bodies and agencies 
involved in the NEPA process. It truly is essential that Pima County Supervisors and 
Pima County governmental agencies should be involved, as well as Arizona Fish and 
Wildlife, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and Historic Preservation 
should at the very least be among those from whom input is sought tto be part of the 
NEPA process. Adequate time should be given for fuller participation and response 
by the community.
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160 90 COMMENT 11: THE U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY, THE 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY, THE U.S. BUREAU OF 
LAND MANAGEMENT, THE U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERING, THE 
STATE OF ARIZONA, AND PIMA COUNTY MUST BE INVITED TO 
PARTICIPATE MORE DIRECTLY AS COOPERATING AGENCIES IN THE 
NEPA REVIEW PROCESS. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency possesses 
valuable experience and environmental technical expertise relevant to the proposed 
project. The U.S. Department of Homeland Security has valuable experience and 
national security expertise relevant to the proposed project. The U.S, Army Corps of 
Engineering possesses valuable experience and engineering expertise relevant to the 
proposed project. The U.S. Bureau of Land Management and the State of Arizona 
are stakeholders and possess valuable experience and resource management and 
technical expertise relevant to the proposed project. In addition, the State of Arizona 
possesses valuable experience and state highway/transportation expertise relevant to 
the proposed project. Pima County is a stakeholder and a national leader in regional 
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. The involvement of these key governmental 
agencies in the NEPA review process will not only provide useful knowledge and 
expertise on the important national security, engineering, state 
highway/transportation, and ecological aspects of the Mine area, it will also increase 
public confidence that the NEPA process will be as thorough, inclusive, and 
transparent as possible.

1563 1 would like to see county supervisors on board with Forest Dept.Individual

1647 7 Pima County, AZ Dept of Environmental Quality, AZG&F and AZ State Office of 
Historic Preservation should be included in the EIS Process as Cooperating agencies.

Individual

1649 12 Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, Arizona Game and 
Fish, and the Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation need to be included as 
"cooperating agencies," at a minimum in the EIS process. These are agencies that are 
and should be part of the process.

Individual

1653 7 We demand that Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, 
Arizona Game and Fish, and the Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation be 
included as "cooperating agencies," at a minimum in the EIS process.

Individual

1666 9 In the oral explanation of the EIS process it was stated that during the projected one 
year to do the draft EIS the Forest Service will work with cooperating agencies. In 
the spirit of this agreement, why not invite them into the discussion now during this 
scoping process?

Individual

1685 2 Just received an interesting call from the Civil Engineering Squadron at D-M. Karen 
Odin called for the lat/long of the proposed mine. Turns out they have a military 
training route right over Rosemont, with flight levels as low as 300 ft above ground. 
They are concerned that blasting in the area may require this route to be changed. 
Also, military aircraft emit a lot of electromagnetic (EM) radiation that is not 
desirable near a radio controlled blasting cap. So, Karen is coming to the hearing 
tonight and I'll get her card. The Air Force may be a candidate for a letter of interest.

Individual

1722 3 In regards to the EIS - Pima County, ADEQ, Arizona Game + Fish, and the Arizona 
State Office of Historic Preservation are must be included as cooperating agencies at 
a minimum!

Individual
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1828 2 How will the proposed mine operations affect wildlife and vegetation in the area? 
Has the US Game and Fish been involved in making that determination? If so, what 
has been determined and will this be made public? If US Game & Fish has not been 
involved, then what is the reason for this?

Individual

1851 7 Who are the agencies who have been asked to be Cooperating Agencies? Who has 
accepted and who has declined and what were the reasons cited?

Individual

1880 1 I was surprised to hear that the Forest Service has sent out a press release 
announcing the beginning of the Environmental Impact Statement process for 
evaluation of the Rosemont Mine project. I expected that you or your staff would 
have notified the County of our agreed upon Cooperative Agency Representative 
prior to sending out a press release.  I assume this was just an oversight since I know 
you know how much of an important issue this is to Pima County,

Government

1891 7 I also ask that Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and 
the Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation be included as " cooperating 
agencies," at a minimum in the EIS process.

Individual

1895 8 Make the process of drafting the Environmental Impact Statement fair by extending 
the time for comments an additional 60 days, scheduling additional meetings in Vail 
and Sonoita, and involving Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental 
Quality, and the Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation as "Cooperating 
agencies."

Individual

1898 5 The entities of pima County, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (they 
have epidemiology data, as one example) and the Arizona State Office of Historic 
Preservation should be incorporated as "Cooperating agencies", a a minimum, in the 
Environmental Impact Statement process.

Individual

1904 4 Ask that Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and the 
Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation be included as "cooperating agencies," 
at a minimum in the EIS process.

Individual

1913 2 ALL COMMUNITIES AND WATER COMPANIES AFFECTED BY THE DRAW 
DOWN OF WATER BY THE MINE SHOULD BE INVOLVED IN THE 
DECISION AS ALL WILL BE EFFECTED IN SOME WAY.

Individual

1924 12 Allow Pima County, AZ Dept. of Environmental quality and AZ state office of 
historic preservation to be included as "co-operating" agencies in process

Individual

1930 12 Allow Pima County, AZ Dept. of Environmental quality and AZ state office of 
historic preservation to be included as "co-operating" agencies in process

Individual

1957 4 Please include, as cooperating agencies in the EIS process, at least Pima County, the 
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and the Arizona State Office of 
Historical Preservation.  These agencies/organizations are important stakeholders.

Individual
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2099 2 The Lead Agency, the Forest Service, has been the only federal agency with 
jurisdiction visibly present at these Open Houses. There are other federal agencies 
whose input will carry significant weight in the DEIS and EIS that appear to have 
been excluded from the initial scoping meetings. As a member of the public I would 
like to see informational charts presented by other federal and cooperating agencies 
to help me formulate appropriate questions and comments. This is not a new 
concern. CEQ guidelines have made the allowance for a lead agency to assume 
spervisory responsibility for preparation of the statement. Supervisory responsibility 
would assume fair representation of other agencies. I would like to see other federal 
and cooperating agencies' information presented at these meetings.

Individual

2112 3 Include as "cooperating agencies" in the EIS process Pima County, the AZ 
Department of Environmental Quality, the federal Bureau of Land Management, the 
AZ State Office of Historic Preservation and the towns and communities who will be 
directly affected by the proposed mine, such as Sahuarita, Green Valley, Vail, 
Corona de Tucson, Sonoita and Patagonia.

Individual

2141 5 Ask that Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and the 
Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation should bei ncluded as "cooperating 
agencies,' at a minimum in the EIS process.

Individual

2144 7 I request that Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and 
the Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation be included as "cooperating 
agencies,' at a minimum in the EIS process.

Individual

2148 3 Include Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and the 
Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation, at a minimum in the EIS process.

Individual

2151 1 The Arizona State Land Development is interested in becoming a cooperating agency 
in the Rosemont Copper Project. To whom should I direct the Land Department's 
request?

Individual

2156 5 Ask that Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and the 
Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation be included as "cooperating agencies,' 
at a minimum in the EIS process.

Individual

2174 5 Ask that Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and the 
Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation should be included as "cooperating 
agencies,' at a minimum in the EIS process.

Individual

2233 2  The EPA data needs to be used by Rosemont to produce a computer map or 
projection of that the result of their water pumping will be. Also, the water 
authorities of AZ need to be consulted as reviewers of Rosemont's water use 
projections.

Individual

2255 11 Increase of traffic in the last few years, growth in the Vail area compunded by ADOT 
and AZDPS allowing OVERSIZE LOADS to stage and some being parked overnite 
in this area to Bypass Marsh Station interchange, that has been on hold for various 
reasons to numerous to mention!! You also have Sonoita hwy., I-10 e/b frontage rd., 
intersecting and School bus stops, with a large amount of US mail boxes. This is 
why we need ADOT involved in this Process!

Individual

2266 4 Include Pima County, AZ Dept of Environmental Quality, AZ Game and Fish, AZ 
Historic Preservation as cooperating agencies in the EIS process.

Individual
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2274 3 You should be including your Canadian and Mexican counter parts in your 
deliberations for the EIS.

Individual

2280 2 Arizona State Highway 83 was designated an Arizona Scenic Highway on September 
20, 1985 and is a destination for tourists and area residents. Has the Arizona 
Department of Transportation been consulted to assist with a determination as to the 
impact on the proposed mine on this designation? If not, then what is the reason for 
this?

Individual

2284 20 Is the Arizona Department of Transportation involved in the mine approval process 
to ensure proper planning to account for the increased SR83 use and safety issues?

Individual

2284 24 The Arizona Department of Transportation has spent a great deal of taxpayer money 
to perform a Corridor Management Plan for the Sonoita/Patagonia Scenic route on 
SR83 and SR82. A vast amount of information is available in this report. Is the 
ADOT consulted during the approval process and the information they have 
complied considered in the approval?

Individual

2299 2 The ADOT yearly maintenance buget for damage from trucks under normal 
circumstances is about $20,000,000; and, so far we have not been told if SR 83 will 
have special inspections or if there will be increases in the ADOT budget to 
supplement repair of this route due to extraordinary use by Rosemont's trucks or the 
trucks of Rosemont's suppliers. ADOT needs to answer this issue and that answer 
needs to be part of the NEPA process.

Individual

2314 7 We demand that Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, 
Arizona Game and Fish, and the Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation be 
included as "cooperating agencies," at a minimum in the EIS process.

Individual

2337 4 Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and the Arizona 
State Office of Historic Preservation should bei ncluded as "cooperating agencies,' at 
a minimum in the EIS process.

Individual

2338 4 Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and the Arizona 
State Office of Historic Preservation should bei ncluded as "cooperating agencies,' at 
a minimum in the EIS process.

Individual

2385 7 ADOT must be a planing partner.Individual

2407 5 I'm sending a copy of the Rosemont Mine Plan in which they reference they will 
employ a single private contractor to see that no sites of interest are destroyed. I 
would think the State Museum would want a say in who gets hired in ensuring the 
qualifications of such an individual.

Individual

2407 6 The Rosemont Mine proposed project is in the NEPA EIS information gathering 
stage; a stage that will be over 19 May 2008, at which time the FEIS will be 
prepared. I would think that the State Museum would also want a say in the review 
of the FEIS, a document that will be out for comment for just 45 days when it is 
finished. The State Forest Service is the action agency for Rosemont Mine EIS.

Individual

2458 18 It is critical that Pima County government agencies such as Fish and Wildlife and 
Dept of Environmental Quality be incolced in the analysis of decisions regarding 
environmental impact.

Individual
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2468 10 Cooperating agencies such as Pima County, AZ Department of Environmental 
Quality and Arizona Game and Fish should be included in the EIS process - and 
even the Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation. I feel there should also be a 
citizens committee …let's be fair!

Individual

2542 12 Santa Curz County, along with Pima County the Arizona Dept. of Environmental 
Quality, Arizona Game and Fish and the Arizona State Office of Historic 
Preservation should be included as "cooperating agencies" at a minimum in the EIS 
process.

Individual

2571 4 Three public hearings will be scheduled. In addition to the open-house meetings 
mentioned above, the Forest Service will also schedule three (3) public hearings 
during the 120 day comment period to allow Southern Arizonans to express their 
views in an open public forum. As we discussed, these three hearings will be held in 
Central Tucson, the Green Valley/Sahuarita area, and the Sonoita/Patagonia area.

Government

2572 8 Because such data are highly technical and past experience has shown that the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process consistently underestimates 
water-related impacts of mining, the Forest Service should also require that any 
studies funded by Rosemont Copper, are reviewed by independent subject matter 
experts. Pima County can assist the Forest Service by drafting scopes of work for 
such studies. In particular, our Flood Control District is preparing a scope of work 
specifying the type of investigations needed to quantify the likely effects of the mine 
upon flood frequency, travel time, magnitude, infiltration rates, natural overbank 
storage, and streambed recharge in downstream areas.

Government

2572 11 We look forward to continuing to work with the Forest Service and developing a 
cooperative agreement soon so that we can be of greater assistance in the EIS 
scoping process.

Government

2573 1 As you know, Pima County wishes to be actively involved to the fullest extent 
possible in the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process for the Rosemont 
Copper Project. We have previously requested, and you have previously agreed to 
grant Pima County cooperator status (Attachment 1).

Government

2573 2 While we are pleased to hear of the extension of comment period and addition of 
meetings, we are concerned by the Forest Service's intention to delay designating 
cooperators until after you have drafted the summary report of the public scoping 
period. We understand you believe that public scoping comments will allow you to 
determine which public agencies need to be invited. We had previously understood 
that the County would be a cooperator with the Service in this matter.

Government

2573 3 A successful scoping process needs as many interested stakeholders participating as 
possible. Getting obvious and identifiable cooperating agencies involved as soon as 
possible would allow us, and others to have an effective role. An early commitment 
of resources from other agencies can help the Forest Service succeed.

Government
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2573 4 The cooperator status delay also has acted to preclude meaningful involvement by 
Pima County in other aspects of NEPA. Because of the delay in designating 
cooperating agencies, neither Pima County nor any other agency was afforded an 
opportunity to help the Forest Service define the proposed action and need, select the 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) consultant, or develop the schedule. All of 
these are currently viewed as collaborative opportunities under NEPA (excerpt in 
Attachment 2).

Government

2575 1 On behalf of the Town of Shuarita, this letter will serve to request the opportunity to 
become a "cooperating agency" with the United Stats Forest Service., with respect to 
the Rosemont Copper Project, Coronado National Forest, Pima County, Arizona.

The Town believes this is in the best interest of the Town and surrounding 
communities, as well as the Forest Services, and understands there is a variety of 
levels of responsibility as a cooperating agency, should the United States Forest 
Service, through The Council for Environmental Quality, deem the Town an 
appropriate designation to assist in the preparation of the Environmental Impact 
Statement for the Rosemont Copper Project.

It is our understanding that if chosed to participate as a cooperating agency, a 
Memorandum of Understanding, letter, or other agreement or document will be 
prepared to set forth the working relationship between the United States Forest 
Service and the Town of Sahuarita. Futher, the Town understands this agreement 
will formally establish the expectations, roles, and responsibilites of the parties 
involved and is committed to fulfilling the Town's role.

Organization

2591 36 Has there been, or is there planned to be, consultation with meteorologists and 
weather experts? Has there been consultation with the directors of each of the 
distinguished observatories that could be impacted?

Individual

2591 37 Has there been, or is there planned to be, consultation with health experts in Pima 
County Health Department, Santa Cruz County Health Department, Center for 
Disease Control in Atlanta, Georgia, local medical experts on Valley Fever, 
Pharmacological experts, Specialists with expertise in Mining Chemistry, Arizona 
Fish Game & Wildlife, Arizona Dept of Environmenal Quality, to determine 
possibility and likelihood of significant health and safety impacts for people and for 
wildlife? These should be done before decisions are made.

Individual

2592 11 The BLM should be a consulting agency give the use of BLM land and the close 
proximity of the BLM Las Cienegas Preserve.

Individual

2592 81 The BLM and Pima County should be as experts in the scope development and 
evaluation of the biological assessment because of their expertise in the area through 
the Las Cienega National Conservation Area (BLM) and the Sonoran Desert 
Conservation Plan (Pima County).

Individual

2592 90 Pima County, BLM, Congressional representatives Grijalva and Giffords, and 
stakeholders such as Save the Scenic Santa Ritas should be involved in developing a 
strategy for compensating ARC while preserving the resources of the northern Santa 
Rita Mountains.

Individual

2593 3 Community groups and potential cooperating government agencies were not 
involved in planning the scoping process.

Organization
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2615 9 Finally, since we sent our last letter on May 22, we have become concerned about 
the process of involving cooperating agencies in the EIS process.  We are glad to 
hear that you are now reaching out to appropriate federal, state, and local 
government agencies, but again we feel this should have been done prior to 
completion - or better, prior to starting - the scoping process.  In our view, the 
exclusion of these agencies from the scoping process in any formal capacity 
undermines the validity of that process.

Individual

2677 1 The Arizona Game and Fish Department is responsible for the management of the 
wildlife on all lands in Arizona, and thus we request cooperating agency status so 
that we can provide expert advice throughout the evaluation process as to the 
impacts to wildlife, habitat, and recreation. The Department also requests to work 
with the Forest  as a member of the ID team as the EIS is developed and analyzed.

Government

2678 1 The Arizona Geological Survey (AZGS) is the State of Arizona's primary agency for 
providing objective scientific information on the geology and mineral resources of 
Arizona, and as such, requests to be considered as a cooperating agency in the 
proposed Rosemont Copper project scoping process.

Government

2687 7 I think that Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental quality and 
Arizona Fish and Game all need to be involved in the Rosemont Mine decision 
process as cooperating agencies.

Individual

2724 43 I demand that Pima County, the AZ Dept of Environmental Quality, AZ Game and 
Fish, and the AZ state officials of Historic Preservation be included as "cooperating 
agencies", at a minimum in the EIS process.

Individual

2736 1 Even though the Town of Sahuarita has received no formal communication from the 
US Forest Service regarding its request to act as a cooperating agency, by virtue of 
its being a cooperative agency, the the Town inends to fulfill expectations and 
assumptions on the Council on Environmental Quality's approach to using such 
cooperative agencies in the NEPA process, mainly:

To provide peer review of the NEPA activities with regard to the needs and 
operations of the local systems within the purview of the cooperating agency;

To provide for public input at all levels on how a NEPA activity affects local needs 
and operations;

To provide input to the "cumulative impact" assesment which is an integral part of 
the NEPA activity, and which is the most difficult to produce and usually the least 
authoritative because the NEPA agency cannot effectively judge these impacts on the 
local systems which cooperative agencies routinely do.

Government

2736 2 The town also takes note of the fact that the US Corps of Engineers has has a similar 
lack of response on th epart of Forest Service to what its role as a cooperating agency 
might be, although it has some jurisdiction of "navigable water bodies" and their 
tributaries, the Santa Cruz River, when it is flowing, is one of those tributaries.

Government

2736 64 Radio transmissions or other electronic devices, which might direct the flow of 
electricity, water or  ore slurry, might have th potential to interfere with bandwidths 
and communication systems currently used by the military. The Forest Service 
should consult with the Defense Department to investigate these potential impacts.

Government
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2760 56 We also recommend the Forest Service coordinate with the Pima County Department 
of Environmental Quality regarding other fugative dust and DPM control measures.

Government

2760 60 The Forest Service should work closely with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) and the Arizona Game and Fish Department to determine potential 
impacts of the project on plant and wildlife species, especially species classified as 
rare, threatened, or endangered on either state or federal lists.

Government

2760 72 We recommend the EIS discuss the Forest Services's consultaion with all Native 
American tribal governments that could be potentially affected by the proposed 
project or may have resources (e.g., traditional cultural properties, groundwater 
resources) that could be affected. The principles for interactions with tribal 
governments are outlined in an April 29, 1994, presidential memorandumand 
Executive Order 13175, dated November 6, 2000. It is important that formal 
government-to-government consultation take place early in the scoping phase of the 
project to ensure that all issues are adequately addressed in the EIS.

Government

2763 4 We have attended meetings held by the United Sahuarita Well Owners seeking the 
protection of our water rights. Our property is not located in the “test zone” as per a 
map we received from your organization, but between that zone and the east Santa 
Rita Mountains. Due to this, we don’t believe we are eligible to be included in the 
intervention measures that group are seeking.

Individual

5284 29 As local residents we are asking you to make all of the proposals, studies, and 
documents provided by Augusta Resource Corporation available to the public for 
review before you make a decision.  We would also hope that you would use some of 
these other agencies to help you make the appropriate decision:  Pima County 
Department of Environmental Quality, Arizona Department of Game and Fish, 
Arizona State of Historic Preservation, and the Arizona Department of 
Transportation.

Individual

6780 2 Section 106 of the Nationa Historic Preservation Act directs federal agencies to take 
into account the effects  of projects on historic properties that are listed on the 
national register, and to consult with the state historic preservation officer and the 
advisory counsel on historic preservation.

As part of the NHPA assessment the Forest Service must engage qualified experts to 
determine  the potential impact of the mine's continuous blasting on the Empire 
Ranch buildings.  An agreement between these federal and state agencies must be 
reached on how this project can be carried out without harm to the Empire Ranch 
historic structures and incorporated into the mine Plan of Operations.

Organization
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6810 6 The following are just a few issues raised as a result of community research that 
merit investigation and might even result in one of those coveted media awards.

Investigating why, if it is true, that Forest Service supervisors back in May were 
voicing opinions that implied that the mine is a done deal; determining if and when 
the Forest Service will appoint the community work group they promised 
Congresswoman Giffords; doing research on the expertise of the Coronado National 
Forest staff who are doing the evaluation; monitoring whether the Forest Service 
brings in necessary expertise; determining that appropriate cooperating agencies are 
involved in the NEPA process; analyzing the ability of Augusta, a young company 
that has never operated a mine, to do what it's proposing, seems like a thorough 
investigation of professional, financial, and legal histories of Augusta and Augusta's 
directors and officers is in order.

Individual

6881 3 Cooperative agencies should have been invited to participate early on in the scoping 
process such that they could inform the scoping process and the selection of the EIS 
consultant.

Government

6881 15 The sooner the County and others are invited into this process as cooperting 
agencies, the sooner these scopes of work and others can be finalized and the studies 
can begin.

Government

6881 18 In summary, the scoping process for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine is a 
flawed process.  Scoping should be halted and started agan when a complete mine 
plan of operations is available so that direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts can be 
assessed, and when cooperative agencies have been invited into the process to 
contributed needed expertise.

Government

6899 4 I also think it is very important that Pima County, the Arizona Department of 
Environmental Quality, Arizona Game & Fish, and the Arizona State Office of 
Historic Preservation be included as cooperating agencies in the EIS process.

Individual

6901 35 The Forest Service has the option of inviting other agencies to participate in the 
NEPA review process as a "cooperating agency."  The Coalition supports the 
inclusion of Pima County as a cooperating agency in the NEPA review process for 
the Rosemont Copper project.  The entire project area occurs within Pima County.  
In addition, Pima County staff has a wealth of knowledge and experience related to 
the rich biological assets of the project area.  In 2004, Pima County completed a 
biological assessment of the Rosemont Ranch as part of their due-diligence in 
considering purchase of the 2,960-acre ranch.  While the land sale did not ultimately 
come to fruition, the information gathered as part of this report (Pima County 2004) 
remains relevant to the area.  As the Forest Service drafts the EIS and ultimately 
issues a Record of Decision, Pima County's input will be invaluable in the effort to 
thoroughly consider all of the potential environmental impacts of this project.

Organization
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6910 1 A number of state and federal agencies should be asked to participate in the NEPA 
process through the Community Working Group or to review the entire mining plan 
and all the additional documents and comments on all of this: 

Arizona Department of Water Resources

Arizona Game and Fish

US Fish and Wildlife

Arizona State Lands Department

Bureau of Land Management

Arizona Department of Transportation

Federal Highways Administratrion

Individual

7048 4 At a minimum, Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, 
Arizona Game and Fish, and the Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation need 
to be included as "cooperating agencise" in the EIS process.  These agencies have 
very significant interests in the area that Rosemont is planning to cover with tailing 
piles.

Individual

7134 12 The scoping process to date has also been incomplete procedurally. For example, as 
stated in the Forest Service Handbook, "scoping includes …determining the 
responsible official and lead and cooperating agencies" FSH 1090.15, ss 11. When it 
is the lead agency, the Forest Service is to "promptly request in writing that all other 
Federal agencies with jurisdiction by law or special expertise …become cooperating 
agencies. Also, promptly request in writing the cooperation of potentially affected 
State and local government agencies." Id. At ss 11.31b. In this case, there are several 
obvious federal, state, and local agencies who qualify for and in some cases have 
solicitated involvement as a cooperating agency. Compliance with Forest Service 
direction to "promptly" request their involvement and to involve them in the various 
scoping activities in an official capacity would benefit both the public at large and 
the Forest Service. Government-to-government consultation with affected tribes 
should also be initiated during scoping.

A particularly egregious example regarding the failure to solicit cooperating agency 
status is Pima County, which requested cooperating agency status much earlier this 
year and has yet to be involved in any sort of meaningful way as a cooperating 
agency. In the Forest Service's announcement of "Next Steps in the Scoping 
Process," dated July 11, 2008, there is reference to four federal agencies believed to 
meet the criteria for cooperating agency status, but no reference to Pima County. It is 
virtually inconceivable that Pima County, which has and continues to devote highly 
significant resources to planning, conservation, and analysis of growth in the affected 
areas, does not have special expertise to contribute to the NEPA process. Should 
there by any doubt, surely the County's 221-page scoping letter should put them to 
rest. See http:pima.gov/cob/e-agenda/07012012008/AD%202E%/20bd-
rosemont.mine.scoping.comments.pdf.

Business
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7150 20 ADEQ has no record of receiving an invitation to participate in the scoping of this 
EIS. Please ensure future notices regarding the EIS for this project are sent to my 
attention at the following address:    
Joan Card, Director
Water Quality Division
Arizona Departmnet of Environmental Quality
1110 W. Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Government

7155 23 We expect all these issues and more to be thoroughly addressed in the process of this 
NEPA analysis, and we suggest that such entities as Pima County, the Arizona 
Department of Environmental Quality, Arizona Game and Fish Department, and 
other relevant entities be added as cooperating agencies to the process to ensure a 
thorough and objective analysis.

Organization

7162 11 Similar to the other issues outlined above, the Forest Service should seek the input of 
the relevant regulatory agencies on this issue including the Arizona Department of 
Environmental Quality as well as the Environmental Protection agency.

Individual

7199 9 Supervise preparation of the EIS in compliance with applicable policy and legal 
requirements including, but not limited to, public review of the EIS, analysis of 
public comments, and decision documentation. In exercising this responsibility, the 
Forest Service will endeavor to foster cooperation among other relevant agencies and 
to integrate NEPA requirements with other environmental review and consultation 
requirements in order to avoid, to the fullest extent possible, duplication of efforts by 
such agencies (40 CFR 1500.5(g)(h), 1501.2(d)(2), 1506.2) However, the Forest 
Service will not delegate to any other agency its authority over the scope and content 
of the EIS or its approval of the Project.
Question
What right did the Forest Service have in agreeing that no other agency had the right 
to either approve or disapprove of the proposal? When did the BLM agree to this in 
the MOU? Why did the Forest service accept the MOU when they cannot even verify 
the mining claims? How do we force the mining claims to be verified?

Individual

7253 3 Community groups and potential cooperating government agencies were not 
involved in planning the scoping process.

Organization

7266 2 We also respectfully request that the Bureau of Land Management, Pima County, the 
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, the Arizona State Office of Historic 
Preservation and all communities who may be directly affected by the proposed mine 
(Sahuarita, Green Valley, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, and Patagonia) are 
included as "cooperating agencies" in the EIS process.

Organization
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7269 1 As you know, Pima County wishes to be actively involved to the fullest extent 
possible in the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process for the Rosemont 
Copper Project. We have previously requestd, and you have previously agreed to 
grant Pima County cooperator status (Attachment 1).

While we are pleased to hear of the extension of comment period and addition of 
meetings, we are concerned by the Forest Service's intention to delay designating 
cooperators until after you have drafted the summary report of the public scoping 
period. We understand you believe that public scoping comments will allow you to 
determine which public agencies need to be invited. We had previously understood 
the the County would be a cooperator with the Service in this matter. 

A successful scoping process needs as many interested stakeholders participating as 
possible. Getting obvious and identifiable cooperating agencies involved as soon as 
possible would allow us, and others to have an effective role. An early commitment 
of resources from other agencies can help the Forest Service succeed.

The cooperator status delay also has acted to preclude meaningful involvement by 
Pima County in other aspects of NEPA. Because of the delay in designating 
cooperating agencies, neither Pima County nor any other agency was afforded an 
opportunity to help the Forest Service define the proposed action and need, select the 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) consultant, or develop the schedule. All of 
these are currently viewed as collaborative opportunities under NEPA (excerpt in 
Attachment 2).

Government

7269 3 In conclusion, we continue to request greater involvement in the planning process. 
We offer these additional comments as constructive advice, and look forward to 
establishing an agreement with you concerning planning on public and private lands.

Government

7415 12 Is it not telling that local jurisdictions are unanimous in their opposition to the 
Rosemont Mine? When the Pima County Board of Supervisors, the Santa Cruz 
County Board of Supervisors, the towns of Marana, Oro Valley, Sahuarita, and 
Patagonia, the community of Green Valley, the City of Tucson, the US 
Congressional Representatives from both districts in the affected area, the President 
of the Arizona State Senate, and both Representatives of State Congressional District 
30 have all come out against the mine, their conclusions about the impact of the mine 
on the local economy seem clear. These are the bodies that have the most experience 
in assessing regional costs and benefits; these are the bodies that will have to deal 
with the mine's after-effects. I urge the Forest Service to consult their expertise and 
include them as active participants in the NEPA process.

Individual

7429 7 The impact of this unusual traffic on the highway itself is a matter for ADOT to 
determine.

The USFS must also review the impact of this traffic on persons seeking to access to 
this entire unit of the Coronado, not just the Rosemont area. This section of roadway 
is the access point for significant areas of the Coronado. If travel along the road is 
difficult and/or dangerous, it would constitute a barrier to access to a much larger 
area of the Forest.

Individual

7444 2 The US Army Corps of Engineers needs to be involved with this NEPA process 
before the draft EIS is published.

Individual
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7456 1 The Arizona Game and Fish Department is responsible for the management of the 
wildlife on all lands in Arizona, and thus we request cooperating agency status so 
that we can provide expert advice throughout the evaluation process as to the 
impacts to wildlife, habitat, and recreation. The Department also requests to work 
with the Forest  as a member of the ID team as the EIS is developed and analyzed.

Government

7472 5 Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, Arizona Game and 
Fish, and the Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation must be included as 
"cooperating agencies," in the EIS process.

Individual

7530 3 Where are the promised work groups? That was 3 months ago. Where are the co-
operating agencies?

Individual

7568 4 I request that PIMA COUNTY GOVT, FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT AND 
THEIR HYDROLOGISTS ,on staff and contracted hydrology experts to work within 
this NEPA process. ADDITIONALLY I request the ARMY CORP OF 
ENGINEERS AND THEIR EXPERTISE be used during NEPA PROCESS      
QUESTION #1 WILL YOU INCLUDE PIMA COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL , 
ARMY CORP OF ENGINEERS AND THEIR REPRESENTATIVES?

Individual

7582 5 We requent that Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, 
Arizona Game and Fish, and the Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation be 
included as "cooperating agencies," at a minimum in the EIS process.

Individual

7656 5 I look around and ask-where are the cooperating agencies?Individual
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7812 28 The Pima County Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan identifies the area proposed for 
the open-pit mine as "Existing Reserves", a land use category integral to the Ranch 
Conservation element of that plan. Clearly Pima County has juristicition over the 
privately held property within the boundary of the proposed project, although it is 
my understanding that fedral and state law provides the primary juristiction and 
permitting authority over mining operations. The Priority Ranch Conservation 
Resources identified in the Plan include Altar Valley, Empire-Cienega Valley, Upper 
Santa Cruz Valley, San Pedro Valley, and the Ironwood Forest National Monument 
area of the Avra Valley. These are the areas where ranching comprises a significsnt 
land use, and where grazing capacity and stability suggests the best potential for 
future sustainable ranch use. Ranches in these valleys have the best potential to 
define the urban boundary, where developing lands give way to natural open space.

The proposed project is literally surrounded by areas explicity identified for 
"concervation" by other public entities: Santa Rita Experimental Range and Wildlife 
Refuge (State of Arizona) immediately to the west; Coronado National Forest (USFS 
Federal) and Las Cienegas National Concervation Area (BLM) one mile to the east; 
the Cienega-Rincon Ranch Conservation District (Pima County) one mile to the east; 
and the Cienega Creek Natural Reserve to the northeast. The project area is part of or 
adjacent to three potential wildlife linkage zones identified in the Arizona Wildlife 
Linkages Assessment, completed by the Arizona Game and Fish Department and 
Arizona Depatment of Transportation in 2007. Open-pit mining, disposal of waste 
rock and spoiuls, and processing at the proposed mine site would jeprodize all three 
of these primary corridors linking the Santa Rita, Rincon, and Whetstone Mountains.

Since the basic mission of these public entities may be jeopardized and seriously 
compromised by the proposed project, these public agencies should be included as 
cooperating agencies in the oversight and preperation of the Draft EIS.

Individual

7812 30 Cooperating Agencies with authority and expertise are an integral part of the NEPA 
process. It is with some regret that I cannot find any reference to "cooperating 
agencies" posed on the US Forest Service Proposed Rosemont Copper Project 
website. The NEPA regulations are very clear with respect to identifying 
Cooperating Agencies early in the process and their invovement in the scoping 
process. Thus a question: have you identified such agencies? If so, please list them 
on the website along with their contact person. Have these cooperating agency 
personnel been attending the public open houses and scoping hearings? If not, when 
do you intend to identify Cooperating Agencies and involve them directly in the 
process?

Individual

11047 25 I would like to know why ADEQ, Army Corps of Engineers and ADWR have not 
been available for the public to question more in depth about these issues and have 
not been asked to be cooperating agencies. It is difficult for the lay person who is not 
educated in these things to formulate questions when the cooperating agencies are 
not there.

Individual
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2291 23 I write today as a parent, resident and constituent in Southeastern Pima county who 
is dismayed and literally outraged at the State Land Department's decision to tender 
mineral leases in Davidson Canyon (renewal of the Seel and Cal-Portland leases) 
against the will of the community. I would request/demand transparency at the State 
Land Department level. Our position here in the Empire-Fagan Valley, your 
constituents; WE OPPOSE ALL MINING IN OUR COMMUNITY!!!

How many environmental polluters can be crammed into our district? Do you 
understand that there could be 4 operating mines within 15/20 miles of our home. 3 
on state land, Seel, Cal-Portland, and Andrada, 1 shared on federal lands, Rosemont.

Individual

2589 5 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others: 
Cumulative impact of Proposed Mine since there are other Proposed Mines in the 
area (Cal-Port, Seel ,and Andrada),

Individual

2589 28 I hereby request a 'No Action' decision by the Forest Service for this project due to 
the cumulative effects due to three other mines Proposals in the general area (Cal-
Portland, Andrada, and Seel on BLM/ AZSLD)

Individual

2591 42 The Forest Service can act with courage and independence and use the NEPA stated 
philosophy as its basis for preserving the wildlife, being a guardian against negative 
cumulative impacts on health, safety, and degradtion of water resources in purity and 
quantity, and prevent ravaging of a beautiful and treasured natural environment.

Individual

2593 42 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS
In addition to the Rosemont Mine, there are many projects being considered in this 
watershed. For example, current proposals or potential projects include the sand and 
gravel mine in Davidson Canyon (Cal-Portland Cement), the Seel calcium carbonate 
mine in the Empire Mountains, and the TEP substation in Vail. The EIS for the 
Rosemont Mine must list all current and future planned projects that would be 
located in the watershed or in the vicinity, and must consider cumulative impacts. 
The analysis must be conducted on a watershed scale, using a watershed approach.

Organization

2724 50 I request that the cumulative impacts of all the new mining proposals in the area be 
considered in the EIS. Currently, in addition to the Rosemont mine, there are several 
calcium carbonate/limestone mine proposals in the Davidson Canyon area, and 
several copper/silver mine proposals in the Patagonia Mountains, Canelo Hills, and 
San Rafael Valley

Individual

2742 7 My husband and I have read the pros and cons of the project. We came to the 
conclusion that water needs, forest land protection, pollution (air and water), 
subsidence, truck traffic are serious concerns and we don’t have the answers to these 
problems. Just because copper is at an all-time high should not make us nervous and 
antsy to jump into un-researched other potential problems for the sake of jobs or 
revenue. These decisions have long-term ramifications in themselves… some of 
which there is no turning back.

Individual

5284 30 Lastly, we are asking you to consider how this project will affect residents, future 
generations, and most of all, the environment.  Is the short term gain worth the long 
term affect?

Individual
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6753 4 The Forest Service must fully understand the mine's impacts to our life-style, our 
environment, and our culture for the benefit of us, our children, and our 
grandchildren.

This effect of these concerns would impact not just the Farmers Investment 
Company and is employees, but all of the tens of thousands of residents and land 
owners in the Santa Cruz Valley.

Business

6838 1 Assessment of cumulative facts requires a deep analysis. Determination of these 
effects presents challenging and iffy issues. Many NEPA documents are seriously 
deficient in terms of this requirement. And this is a serious concern of which the 
courts have been increasinly attentive. We, the public, expect nothing less than a 
comprehensive assessment of the cumulative effects.

The geographic effect of the mine must decide about the boundaries of impacted 
large scale systems in nature, such as hydrologic and groundwater basis, or human 
constructed, such as the circulation system. 

Just for example, to account for cumulative impacts of mining in the region, the area 
of analysis must extend at least 30 miles to include the Patagonia Range and the 
southern Santa Rita Mountains. And since the proposed mine has a project lifespan 
of 20 years, the analysis of cumulative effects should cover the same time period.

Individual

6873 20 Cumulative effects really need to be looked at here. This is not the only mine 
proposed in the region and so we need to be looking at all of them in concert.

Organization

6880 19 Finally, all of these and other legitimate concerns that have been raised about this 
mine proposal should be analyzed for their cumulative impacts on surrounding 
communities, wildlife, water quality, water quantity, and air pollution.

Government

6946 12 13.  What is the long term projected value of this public nature preserve land in to us 
as citizens?

Individual

7031 12 Cumulative impacts to include:
The Charles Seel Limestone Mine
The Andrada Quarry
The AZ Portland/Empire Mountains Quarry
100's of abandoned and unmitigated historic workings.

Individual

7102 6 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others:
1) Use of groundwater,
2) Potential for groundwater contamination / containment dam / etc,
3) Safety concerns for heavy commercial truck use of State Highway 83, (wide load, 
bus stops, Undersized road, mine traffic, etc
4) Containment of tailings, especially due to the heavy winds that are in this area in 
Spring, Fall, and Winter,
5) Cumulative impact of Proposed Mine since there are other Proposed Mines in the 
area (Cal-Port, Seel, and Andrada),

Individual
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7102 29 I hereby request a 'No Action' decision by the Forest Service for this Project due to 
the (1) Points made by the document made in the June 23, 2008 handout at the 
Augusta Shareholders meeting, it seems that they have no confidence in the project, 
(2) the incompatibility of this Project on FS land vs. the FS mission, (3) the 
cumulative effects that this action would have on the Davidson Canyon / Cienega 
Creek, and Watershed, (4) Safety Issues, (5) cumulative effects due to three other 
mines Proposals in the general area (Cal - Portland, Andrada, and Seel on BLM/ 
AZSLD), (6) Scoping flaws, and (7) the lack of a Public Hearing in the Vail / 
Corona areas.

Individual

7125 23 I write today as a parent, resident and constituent in Southeastern Pima county who 
is dismayed and literally outraged at the State Land Department's decision to tender 
mineral leases in Davidson Canyon (renewal of the Seel and Cal-Portland leases) 
against the will of the community. I would request/demand transparency at the State 
Land Department level. Our position here in the Empire-Fagan Valley, your 
constituents; WE OPPOSE ALL MINING IN OUR COMMUNITY!!!

How many environmental polluters can be crammed into our district? Do you 
understand that there could be 4 operating mines within 15/20 miles of our home. 3 
on state land, Seel, Cal-Portland, and Andrada, 1 shared on federal lands, Rosemont.

Individual

7126 12 As a resident of the Empire Mountains who lives very close to areas where calcium 
carbonate/limestone minerals are being proposed on State Trust/BLM lease land (i.e. 
Cal Portland Cement and Charles P. Seel), I strongly urge you to consider the 
cumulative impacts of all the new mining proposals in the area be considered  in the 
EIS. I believe the consequences of all three mines becoming operational 
consecutively would be devastating for the quality of life for all residents in the area 
for decades if not centuries to come.

Individual

7129 14 e. Extension of the mine

Approval of this mine may lead to a larger mine in the future and longer mine 
operation if more ore is found. For instance, the west side of the ridge just West of 
the proposed pit is part of the Tucson skyline. It may be defaced for Tucson to look 
at if the mining crosses the ridge. It is unfair to make a decision on behalf of the 
public that the Forest Service represents in its current role based on data that will 
likely become invalid in the future.

Individual
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7134 26 7. Considering the history of copper mining in the region, mines continue operating 
for decades; the impact of Rosemont operating beyond its stated 19-year life span 
must be considered.

Prior to the consultants commencing preparation of the DEIS, it is important that the 
Forest Service give direction on the spatial and temporal scope of analysis. We 
realize that the analysis in the DEIS may, in turn, result in the need for adjustments 
to the scope. But we specifically ask that the Forest Service not take at face value 
Rosemont Copper Company's statement that the mine will operate for only twenty 
years. We have had long experience in this same area with mines that underestimate 
their lifespan. Three mines on the west side of our valley have been active for over 
fifty-five years. Due to improved technologies and the cost of minerals, many believe 
that one hundred years is a more realistic life span for the mine. Obviously, the 
analyses of the long list of potential impacts from this proposed mine need to be 
carried out to the reasonably foreseeable lifetime of the operations of the mine, as 
well as the proposed reclamation plan.

Business

7155 21 All of the above impacts need to be considered in the context of the potential 
cumulative effects of a spate of recent mining proposals in the region, including but 
not limited to proposals in Davidson Canyon, Canelo Hills, San Rafael Valley, and 
the Patagonia Mountains.

Organization

7163 4 Due to a spike in the price of copper and other precious metals, speculation and 
associatedexploration impacts, and various hardrock mining proposals have 
proliferated on CNF in recent years. The Nogales and Sierra Vista Ranger districts of 
the CNF currently has numerous hardrock mining proposals approved and pending. 
Accordingly, we suggest it is in the best interest of the public and the public's 
collective resource base that the Environmental Impact Statement properly assess the 
cumulative and synergistic impacts of numerous mining projects proposed on the 
CNF (see Cumulative Impacts Section). Because the impacts of mining have 
landscape and regional impacts, not only on the terrestrial surface, but also 
subsurface to aquifers below ground, it is increasingly important that planning, 
analyses and modeling be conducted at a scales commensurate to their true collective 
impact to the arid environment and potable water sources for future generations.

Organization

7163 75 In addition to the economic and social concerns discussed above, these proposals 
raise significant environmental concerns. If the mines are developed, they would 
destroy extensive areas of habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the 
endangered jaguar; degrade air quality; produce significant amounts of greenhouse 
gas emissions; drawdown aquifers, contaminate ground and surface water supplies; 
negatively impact scenic views; increase traffic on scenic and commuter highways; 
and eliminate current recreational use by a broad-cross section of local residents and 
visitors alike. Additionally, each mine would likely occupy thousands of acres of 
public land, precluding all other potential uses of this public land. In short, the 
development of new hardrock mines will fundamentally and irreversibly alter the 
character and environmental health of the Patagonia Mountains and surrounding 
areas, and as such a regional programmatic Environmental Impact Statement is 
required to analyze cumulative and synergistic impacts.

Organization
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7253 42 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS
In addition to the Rosemont Mine, there are many projects being considered in this 
watershed. For example, current proposals or potential projects include the sand and 
gravel mine in Davidson Canyon (Cal-Portland Cement), the Seel calcium carbonate 
mine in the Empire Mountains, and the TEP substation in Vail. The EIS for the 
Rosemont Mine must list all current and future planned projects that would be 
located in the watershed or in the vicinity, and must consider cumulative impacts. 
The analysis must be conducted on a watershed scale, using a watershed approach.

Organization

7416 3 The Department holds in trust, for the benefit of public schools and other state 
institutions, hundreds of thousands of acres of land in the vicinity of the proposed 
Rosemont project.  As noted in the Forest Services' Notice, some of that land may be 
needed for infrastructure to support the proposed project should it receive approval.  
At the same time, a significant amount of that land to the north and west of the 
proposed project is being planned for future, near- and long-term development.  
Because of the proposed project's proximity to existing urban development (and even 
greater proximity to future urban development), the environmental and social 
impacts of the mine are intertwined with a broad variety of issues.  These impacts 
will evolve and require evaluation of not only existing conditions, but also future 
growth.  The impact of the proposed project on water resources within the Tucson 
Active Management Area is only the most obvious example.

Government

7451 36 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
45. The Three Proposed limestone mines, one of which has had leased signed with 
the state of AZ already and all of those issues associated with it, not to include the 
traffic I already mentioned above.

Individual

7472 2 The EIS should evaluate the cumulative impacts of all the new mining proposals in 
the area. Currently, in addition to the Rosemont mine, there are several calcium 
carbonate/limestone mine proposals in the Davidson Canyon area, and several 
copper/silver mine proposals in the Patagonia Mountains, Canelo Hills and San 
Rafael Valley. All of these mines would use Highway 83 to transport mining 
equipment, chemicals and explosives, as well as adding considerable traffic of 
commuting workers.

Individual

7556 7 include cumulative impactsIndividual

7558 8 There seem to be several mining type operations currently planned in the Santa 
Ritas. Is someone looking at the environmental interactions from the various sites? It 
doesnot seem as if looking at each site individually meets the intent of the 
environmental statutes. What is the overall master plan?

Individual

7571 37 The cumulative impacts from this mine and all the other projects being planned or 
proposed in this watershed must be considered. There are several other mining 
proposals, in addition to other types of projects. The EIS should list all current and 
future planned projects that would be located in the watershed or in the vicinity, and 
must consider the cumulative impacts from all of these projects. The analysis must 
be conducted on a watershed scale, using a watershed approach.

Individual
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7597 6 The ACCUMULATIVE EFFECTS of future open pit mines in southern Arizona are 
fact and must be considered, to do anything else would be MALEFICENCE and 
NON-FAIENCE
IF NOT, THEN OUR AND YOUR CORONADO NATL FOREST WILL GO THE 
WAY OF OBSOLETE MINING PRACTICES, AND ANOTHER NAIL IN THE 
COFFIN OF THE CAREERS of dedicated Foresters like yourselves.

Individual

7650 31 Cumulative Effects in this NEPA analysis is a very critical area and time to complete 
cumulative effect studies will make or break public confidence.  Original research 
might be required.

Individual

7805 2 Augusta is not making it clear to the public what their future intentions are in the 
Santa Rita's, nor can the cumulative impact of exploiting all of these deposits be 
considered.

Organization

7812 5 In recognition of the evidence that many significant adverse environmental effects 
may result from the combination of individually  minor effects of multiple 
independent actions over time (e.g., vehicular emissions), the Council on 
Environmental Quality's (CEQ) regulations for implementing NEPA include the 
determination of such cumulative effects. CEQ defines cumulative effects as 

"the impact on the environment which results from the incremental impact of the 
action when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions 
regardless of what agency (Federal or non-federal) or person undertakes such other 
actions" (40 CFR ss 1508.7).

Note that such effects include actions of both public and private sector entities. 
Cumulative effects of the proposed Rosemont Copper project are particularly 
important since the location of the proposed project falls within a rapidly urbanizing 
major metropolitan region. According to the Western Mining Action Network,

"Roughly 500,000 closed or abandoned mines dot the nation, with the majority 
found here in the West. And Arizona has the most, with approximately 100,000. 
According to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, these mines have 
contaminated about 40 percent of all Western river headwaters and polluted plenty of 
groundwater. In many cases, they seep poisons such as mercury and cyanide, capable 
of wiping out wildlife ranging from plants and insects to fish."

The greater Tucson region already contains three major copper mining operations 
and innumerable other mining operations, thus the potential risk from cumulative 
effects of mining alone are clearly higher.

Individual

7812 8 In addition, the proposed mine site is situated in the headwaters of the primary water 
source recharging the aquifer for the City of Tucson domestic water supply. 
Moreover, the proposed project would be served by a Scenic State Highway which 
provides a critical transportation link between Tucson and outlying towns and 
communities which are themselves experiencing urban and suburban growth. 
Finally, the southern portion of the region contains a historic mining area where a 
number of mines are in various stages of reopening and expanding

Individual
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7812 9 As stated in the previous section on "Segmenting the Rosemont Area Plan", the 
extent and magnitude of environmental impacts from the total mining operations 
envisioned by Augusta for the Rosemont Area would be significantly greater -- 
perhaps several times greater -- than the impacts for the project described in the 
current MPO. If the Forest Service should fail to recognize the current application as 
"segmenting" or piece-mealing" the Draft EIS must at a minimum include in the 
analysis of cumulative impacts, a detailed assessment of all mining activities planned 
by Augusta for the entire Rosemont Area as generally described earlier in this letter 
and more specifically know by the Applicant.

Individual

7812 21 The spatial boundaries for cumulative impact assessment are a function of the 
different resources and environmental medium through which impacts are diffused 
(e.g., watersheds; groundwater basins; air quality regions; wildlife, vegetation and 
wild life habitat -- including all relevant considerations regarding species ranges, 
migration, etc.; commuter sheds; recreation service areas; socioeconomic boundaries 
such as employment area, etc.)

Individual

7812 24 In sum, the area of analysis of cumulative effects should extend from the easten 
boundary of Pima and Santa Cruz Counties, south to include Patagonia, west to 
include Green Valley anf the I10/Highway 19 interchange, and north to include the 
southern and southeastern portions of the Tucson urban area, including the entire 
East/West I-10 corridor. This geographic "impact zone" represents a logical 
composite area for the analyses of air quality, water quality, biological resources, 
historic resources, socio-cultural and socioeconomic resources, recreation, land use, 
and transportation.

Individual
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7812 25 The analyses of cumulative effects should incorporate all existing, planned, and 
reasonaly foreseeable actions within this area, including, but no limited to mining, 
land development (urban, suburban & exurban uses -- housing, commercial, 
industrial), agriculture, tourism and recreation, along with the required supporting 
infastructure (circulation, water supply, watershed disposal, storm-water, energy) 
with particular attention to all effects on both surface and groundwater resources. 
Accoring tot the CEQ "[I]n determining how far into the future nto anayze 
cumulative effects, the analyst should first consider the time frame of the project". 
The CEQ alos notes that the time frame of the proposed action may be the most 
appropriate for the cumulative effects analyses. As such, the time-frame for the 
analysis of cumulative effects for the proposed Rosemont Copper Project should at a 
mininmum extend 20 -years into the fututre since the applicant has projected 
activities (and the corresponding impacts) over a 20 - year period.

Whereas a twenty-year period may be reasonable for evaluating many cumulative 
impacts, experience indicates that it is inadequate for evaluating the cumulative long-
term impacts, of environmental pollution from hard-rock mining. Pollutants such as 
heavy metals, reagents, sulfuric acid, and radioactive elements from century-old 
mines, many of them long since closed and abandoned, continue to accumulate in 
groundwater. Thus a "reasonably foreseeable" timeframe of a hundred years is not 
unreasonable for the assessment of the cumulative impacts of such environmental 
pollutants.

The Draft EIS should address the full range of cumulative effects, including but not 
limited to time-lags and delayed effects, cross-boundary effects, compounding 
effects, indirect effects, thresholds. In addition, the environmental consequences of 
cumulative impacts also need to be explicity stated in terms of resource capabilities, 
thresholds, standards, guidelines, and planning goals.

Individual

10936 1 We cannot do more to the environment. We need to stop destroying what we have 
until our planet comes back to life.

Organization
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24 1 We wish to state that the Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to 
accommodate mining.  The 1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to 
revise the plan to accommodate mining.  If Augusta's Mining Plan Operation (MPO) 
cannot meet the current standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, then the 
Forest Service must deny the plan.

33 4 I demand that there be NO revision to the Forest Plan to accommodate Augusta! The 
Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining. The 1872 
Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise this plan to accommodate 
mining. If Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation (MPO) cannot meet the current 
standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must deny the 
mine.
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134 14 The principle of Multiple Use should not be allowed to become Multiple Abuse. The 
ultimate mission of the Forest Service should be stewardship of the land, not to 
enable despoilment. The Forest Service should not change its plan to accommodate 
mining interests.

160 61 Finally, although the Forest Plan is currently undergoing revision, it is imperative 
that mitigation measures must be consistent with the policies and objectives, and 
other provisions of the Forest Plan for the Coronado National Forest as pertains to 
visual and scenic resources.

160 83 COMMENT 8A: THE CORONADO NATIONAL FOREST LAND AND 
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN MUST NOT BE REVISED OF WAIVED IN 
PART OR IN WHOLE TO ACCOMMODATE ANY DEFICIENCY IN 
AUGUSTA, ITS MPO, OR ITS SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS.   Discussion: The 
Coronado National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan in its introduction-
Purpose of the Plan states in part the following:  "The planning principles in the 
NFMA regulations (36 CFR 219.1(b)) were integrated throughout the process. These 
principles are:  …. (12) Establishment of quantitative and qualitative standards and 
guidelines for land and resource planning and management …"                 The 
established quantitative and qualitative standards and guidelines for land and 
resource planning and management were developed by the Forest Service to set a 
high bar for all who seek to use public lands in the Coronado National Forest. It is 
necessary, therefore, that any proposed use of these public lands rise to the level of 
the established Forest Service standards and guidelines, not that the standards and 
guidelines be lowered to accommodate a deficient public land use proposal.

1592 1 The rosemont mine will not fit in with "multiple use"  National Forest land. Mining 
ensures that there will be only one use-extractive mining.

Individual

1611 2 I wish to express my strong opposition to the Rosemont Copper Project and to any 
revision of the Forest Plan to accommodate the Rosemont Copper Project.

Individual

1647 2 The Current Forest Plan in accordance with the Nat'l Forrest Mgt Act should not be 
ammended to accommodate the new mine's plan of operation.

Individual

1649 10 The Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining. The 
1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise this plan to 
accommodate mining. If Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation (MPO) cannot meet the 
current standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must 
deny the mine. There should be NO revision to the Forest Plan to specifically 
accommodate Augusta!

Individual

1653 6 We demand that there be NO revision to the Forest Plan to accommodate August! 
The Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining. the 
1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise this plan to 
accommodate mining. If Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation (MPO) cannot meet the 
current standards ad requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service MUST 
deny the mine.

Individual

1660 3 The 1872 mining law does NOT require the Forest Service to revise the Forest Plan 
to accommodate mining. NO revision.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 33 of 309



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Process and Procedure

FS Plan Revision

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

10

1722 1 There must be NO revision to the Forest Plan to accomodate Augusta. The Forest 
Service should not revise the Forest Plan to accomodate mining. The 1872 Mining 
Law does not require the Forest Service to revise this plan to accomodate mining, If 
Augusta Mining Plan of Operations cannot meet the current standards and 
requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must deny the mine.

Individual

1731 16 My understanding of the 1872 Mining Law, antiquated though it may be, does not 
require revisions by the Forest Service to accommadate mining. Augusta's plan of 
operation must meet the current standards of the Forest Service plan. If not, the 
Forest Service must deny Augusta Resources their request to use our public lands for 
their profit.

Organization

1775 3 We demand that there be NO revision to the Forest Service Plan to accomidate 
Augusta! The Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommidate 
mining. The 1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise this plan 
to accomidate mining. If Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation (MPO) cannot meet 
the current standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service 
must deny the mine.

Individual

1833 2 Why should we even consider changing the Coronado National Forest management 
plan to facilitate destruction?

Individual

1856 3 We demand that there be NO revision to the Forest Service Plan to accomidate 
Augusta! The Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommidate 
mining. The 1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise this plan 
to accomidate mining. If Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation (MPO) cannot meet 
the current standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service 
must deny the mine.

Individual

1885 1 I oppose the revision of the Forest Plan to accomidate mining.Individual

1891 5 I urge you not to revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining, and request that you 
extend the time period for comments another 60 days.

Individual

1891 33 I urge you to not to revise the Forest Plan regarding mining and to extend the period 
for comments another 60 days.

Individual

1895 9 The Forest Service should not revise the Forest Plan to accommodate Augusta's 
desire to conduct mining in the Santa Ritas. If the company's Mining Plan Operation 
cannot meet the current standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, then NFS 
should deny Augusta's proposal.

Individual

1898 6 Modification of the existing forest plan to accommidate Augusta or mining per se, as 
represented by Augusta, should not be permitted. If Augusta's  Mining plan does not 
meet current standards and/or requirements, then the Forest Service should deny the 
plan. It also appears that the 1872 mining law doesn't require the Forest Service to 
revise any plan mearly to accommodate mining interests.

Individual

1904 2 The Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining  The 
1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise the plan to 
accommodate mining
If Augusta's Mining Plan Operation cannot meet the current standards and 
requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must deny the plan

Individual
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1957 6 Make No Revision To The Forest Plan.  The 1872 General Mining Ac does not 
require the Forest Service to revise its Forest Plan, and there is no good reason for 
you to do so, simple to accomdate this, or any other, mine.  If Rosemont's Mining 
Plan (Plan) cannot meet the Forest Plan's current standarrds and requirements, then 
you must deny their Plan.

Individual

2075 2 The Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining.  The 
1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise the plan to 
accommodate mining.

Individual

2085 1 The Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining.  The 
1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise the plan to 
accommodate mining.  If Augusta's Mining Plan Operation (MPO) cannot meet the 
current standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must 
deny the plan.

Individual

2122 5 The Forest Service should not consider revising the Forest Plan to accommodate this 
narrow special interest to the detriment of the rest of us, especially those who live 
close to and cherish this area.

Individual

2130 4 Deny them their request for the 3,670 acres of our public National Forest land they 
want for their tailings.

Individual

2141 1 The Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining. The 
1872 Mining Laws does not require the Forest Service to revise the plan to 
accommodate mining. If Augusta Mining Plan Operation (MPO) cannot meet the 
current standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must 
deny the plan.

Individual

2143 3 I understand that there has been discussion about changing the present Forest Plan to 
accommodate mining plans. This is not required by the 1872 Mining Act, and should 
not be done. If Augusta does not comply with the present requirements of the Forest 
Plan with NO REVISIONS, their plans should be turned down.

Individual

2144 1 There should be NO revision to the Forest Plan to accommodate Augusta!Individual

2144 2 the Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining. These 
mountains are TOO fragile! The 1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest 
Service to revise the plan to accommodate mining.  If Augusta's Mining Plan 
Operation (MPO) cannot meet the current standards and requirements of the Forest 
Plan, then the Forest Service must deny the plan, period!

Individual

2148 1 The Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining.  The 
1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise the plan to 
accommodate mining.  If Augusta's Mining Plan Operation (MPO) cannot meet the 
current standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must 
deny the plan.

Individual

2149 1 We are writing to comment on the proposed revision by the Forest Service to allow 
for ore development. We have read that the 1872 Mining Law does not require the 
Forest Service to make revision to accommodate mining.

Individual
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2153 2 I do not believe the NFS should be amending its current forest plan to accommodate 
a mining project which when all told, will contribute to the decline in the health of 
the wildlife and ecosystems in the Rosemont valley area.

Individual

2156 1 The Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining.  The 
1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise the plan to 
accommodate mining.  If Augusta's Mining Plan Operation (MPO) cannot meet the 
current standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must 
deny the plan.

Individual

2164 1 Please do not revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining!Individual

2174 1 The Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining.  The 
1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise the plan to 
accommodate mining.  If Augusta's Mining Plan Operation (MPO) cannot meet the 
current standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must 
deny the plan.

Individual

2266 2 Do not revise the Forest Plan to accommodate Augusta Resource Corporation.Individual

2288 11 The USFS should not modify the Forest Plan to accommodate Augusta. My 
understanding is that they are under no obligation to do so.

Individual

2314 6 We demand that there be NO revision to the Forest Plan to accommodate August! 
The Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining. the 
1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise this plan to 
accommodate mining. If Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation (MPO) cannot meet the 
current standards ad requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service MUST 
deny the mine.

Individual

2337 1 The Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining.  The 
1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise the plan to 
accommodate mining.  If Augusta's Mining Plan Operation (MPO) cannot meet the 
current standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must 
deny the plan.

Individual

2338 1 The Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining   The 
1872 Mining Law does NOT REQUIRE THE FOREST SERVICE TO REVISE 
THE PLAN TO ACCOMMODATE MINING
If Augusta's Mining Plan Operation  cannot meet the current standards and 
requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must deny the plan.

Individual

2380 13 Do no revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining for Augusta Resource Corp.Individual

2383 15 The existing forest plan must not be revised simply to accommodate Rosemont 
Copper and allow the Coronado National Forest to be used as a tailings dump.

Individual

2451 2 I also demand there be no revision to the Forest Plan to accommodate Augusta. The 
Forest Service should Not revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining at all. If 
Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation (MPO) cannot meet the current standards and 
requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must deny the mine.

Individual
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2468 6 Please do NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate Augusta or mining of any 
sort. I am a docent in Madera Canyon and cannot even imagine how ugly our lovely 
mountains would become if mining is allowed purely for financial concerns! I feel 
the EIS should look at how the Rosemont mine (and the others I have mentioned) fit 
in the CURRENT Forest Management Plan!

Individual

2468 8 Please do NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate Augusta or mining of any 
sort. I am a docent in Madera Canyon and cannot even imagine how ugly our lovely 
mountains would become if mining is allowed purely for financial concerns! I feel 
the EIS should look at how the Rosemont mine (and the others I have mentioned) fit 
in the CURRENT Forest Management Plan!

Individual

2542 11 The Forest Service should never revise or compromise their plan to accommodate 
mining. The 1872 Mining Law does NOT require that the Forest Service revise this 
plan to accommodate mining. The Forest Service should stand up and protect our 
environment. If Augusta Corporation's Mining Plan of Operation does not meet the 
current requirements and standards of the Forest Plan, the Forest Service must deny 
the mine.

Individual

2564 10 Do not revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining for Augusta Resource Corp.Individual

2688 36 Our understanding of the 1872 Mining Law, antiquated through it may be, does not 
require revisions by the Forest Service to accommodate mining. Augusta's plan of 
operation must meet the current standards of the Forest Service plan. If not, the 
Forest Service must deny August Resources their request to use our public lands for 
their profit.

Organization

2724 52 I demand that there be no revision to the forest plan to accommodate Augusta. The 
forest service should not revise the forest plan to accommodate mining.

Individual

2729 36 Our understanding of the 1872 Mining Law, antiquated through it may be, does not 
require revisions by the Forest Service to accommodate mining.

Organization

5284 27 We would ask that you have an independent company do the Economic Feasability 
Study and not accept the one done by Augusta Resource Corporation.  We would 
also like for you to have all of these studies done before you make a decision, and 
that you don't change any Forest Plans to accommodate this company.

Individual

6899 8 I demand that there be no revision to the Forest Plan to accommodate Augusta!  The 
Forest Service should not revise the forest plan to accommodate mining.  The 1872 
Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise this plan to accommodate 
mining.  If Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation cannot meet the current standards 
and requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must deny the mine.

Individual

6933 9 What specific amendments to the Coronado Forest plan are anticipated to allow this 
mine to use our Forest Service land as a dump/contamination site.  These 
amendments are alluded to in the Federal Register's announcemnet of this project.  I 
have not seen any mention of them in any publication or public announcement.

Individual
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7048 3 There should be NO revision to the Forest Plan to accommodate Augusta!  The 
Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining.  The 
1872 Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise this plan to 
accommodate mining.  If Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation (MPO) cannot meet 
the current standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service 
must deny the mine.

Individual

7155 22 Also, we strongly oppose amending the Forest Plan to accommodate Augusta's 
proposal, which is not required by law. Simply because mineral commodity prices 
are experiencing yet another temporary peak in a historical boom-bust cycle should 
not mean that the public lands of southern Arizona necessarily become a sacrifice 
zone for mineral extraction and exploration. If Augusta's Mining Plan of Operations 
cannot meet the strictures of the Forest Plan, then it should be denied permission to 
conduct its activities in the Coronado.

Organization

7462 6 The US Forest Service's decisionmaking regarding the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project should have the benefit of advances in conservation science and natural 
resource planning that have occurred since implementation in 1986 of the existing 
Coronado National Forest Plan. Therefore, we ask that a decision on this project and 
other proposed mining operations on the CNF be deferred until the forthcoming plan 
revision is completed.

Organization

7470 7 Demand that the Forest Service STOP all activity at Rosemont by Augusta until the 
NEPA process is complete and that that be NO revision to the Forest Plan to 
accommodate Augusta. Also the Forest Service should conduct a valid exam on all 
mining claims August want to use for their mine wast, tailing, and other facilities.

Individual

7472 3 The Forest Plan must not be revised to accommodate mining. This is not required by 
the 1872 Mining Law. If Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation cannot meet the 
current standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, then the Forest Service must 
deny the mine.

Individual

7558 15 I understand that forest plan must be revised if this mine is to be built. With the 
current world wide emphasis in conservation, why do that?

Individual

7582 3 We insist that there be NO revision to the Forest Plan to accommodate August! The 
Forest Service should NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining. The 1872 
Mining Law does not require the Forest Service to revise this plan to accommodate 
mining. If Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation (MPO) cannot meet the current 
standards and requirements of the Forest Plan, the the Forest Service must deny the 
mine.

Individual

7686 1 We do not feel that it is appropriate to make changes in the Colorado National 
Forest's land management plan that would make a proposed copper mine the 
dominant use of our pulbic lands in the Santa Rita's.

Organization
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7812 26 The existing Forest Plan for the Coronado National Forest does not envision, 
anticipate, or otherwise "plan" for a major open-pit copper mine on National Forest 
lands. In its current unrevised form the Forest plan is thus inadequate in terms of 
serving as the policy basis for taking any action on the proposed project. Revision of 
the Forest Plan should be completed and adopted prior to completion of the Draft 
EIS on the proposed Rosemont Copper Project.

The NOI reference to an amendment of the Forest Plan to allow specific mining 
activities to be undertaken on NFS land is particularly troubling. This statemnet 
suggests that the Draft EIS on the proposed open-pit mine could trigger an 
amendment to  the Coronado Forest Plan; implying that such amendment would be 
favorable to the Applicant.  Moreover, the projected completion date for the Draft 
EIS occurs much sooner than the projected date for completion and adoptation of the 
Revised Forest Plan. I would be wholly inappropriate to amend a Forest Plan 
undergoing revision soley to the benefit of a single, interested party, particularly 
since the Revised Forest Plan will involve public consultation and a series of public 
hearings as well. It would therefore be prudent to complete the revision of the 
Coronado National Forest Land and Resource Mangement Plan prior to completion 
of the Draft EIS on the proposed project. This sequence will permit review of the 
proposed project for consistency with the Forest Plan, rather than revising the Forest 
Plan to be consitent with the proposed project -- a most troubling prospect.

Individual
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3 1 It is my belief that out of fairness to all of the surrounding communities who will be 
impacted by this project, to include those of Santa Cruz, Pima and Cochise Counties, 
more specifically the communities who would be immediately and directly impacted 
by the proposed project (Vail, Sonoita) that the Coronado National Forest should be 
excused as the lead agency on this process, ask another lead agency to be named and 
ask to be names as a cooperating agency.

Individual

3 6 Rosemont should be made to pay for a hydrologic stufy for the environmental impact 
of transporting groundwater away from Sahuarita heights and how this will affect the 
land subsidence.

33 1 I object to the fact that Augusta Resource Corporation has not yet completed the 
studies and documentation requested when the Forest Service rejected their second 
Mining Plan of Operation. For example, the hydrologic studies are not yet complete, 
therefore the hydrologic impacts cannot yet be determined.

33 5 I ask that the process be fair! Make the mining plan and additional materials 
submitted by Augusta easily available to the public for review. Not everyone has 
internet, so make sure that hard copies are distributed throughout Southern Arizona.

33 7 I demand that the Forest Service conduct a validity exam on all mining claims 
Augusta wants to use for their mine waste, tailings, and other facilities. Unless these 
claims are valid, Augusta has no real legal right to use our public land for their dump.
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35 1 I am concerned that the roads required for this project will not be considered or 
analyzed as part of the travel management plan that is currently occuring in the 
Coronado National Forest. Any routes or roads that will be necessary must be 
included as part of the Travel Management Plan process.

Individual

43 7 How come the mines are allowed to light the area at night, cause great disturbance to 
the ground and area around the mine, clearing large areas of the ground. This is 
completely inconsistent with the rules that we had to adhere to building a single 
family residential home! Why are they allowed to violate the rules that preserve the 
beauty of the area. This is clearly a double standard!

Individual

45 1 You all need to write dimensions of open pit (6000' N-S 6900' E to W) Give more 
detail that shows the scope of this project!

Individual

57 1 Why is it that Augusta Resource Corp does not pay for many of the impact studies 
under NEPA? Why should tax payers, via the CNF, pay for Augusta's studies? 
Augusta should pay for all their needed NEPA studies.

Individual

159 17 We the undersigned to do hereby urge the U.S. Forest Service to reject any Mining 
Plan of Operations submitted by Augusta Resource Corporation for mining in the 
Santa Ritas.

159 18 We the undersigned to do hereby urge the U.S. Forest Service to withdraw these 
lands from  Mineral Entry to ensure their permanent protection from mining.

160 23 THESE ADVERSE EFFECTS ARE UNDERESTIMATED BY AUGUSTA AND 
MUST BE FURTHER AND INDEPENDENTLY STUDIED TO BE 
SUFFICIENTLY UNDERSTOOD AND AVOIDED OR FULLY MITIGATED.

160 28 These are unacceptable risks under any circumstance, but all the more given the rural 
values and unspoiled environment in the region. When any pollutant released by the 
Mine rises to a level exceeding Federal Environmental Protection Agency standards 
or the standards of any other governmental agency with jurisdiction, the Mine 
operator must be penalized and required to comply in accordance with all applicable 
law(s). And, in the event of failure to comply, the Mine must be compelled to cease 
operations and pay all expenses for environmental pollution remediation, land 
reclamation, and mine closure.

160 33 This study underscores the urgent need not only to prepare MPOs which go beyond 
current industry standards, but also to require that mitigation measures be subjected 
to greater scientific rigor; that predictions of impacts be based in part on performance 
in past predictions and experiences at other mines; changes in procedures for 
selecting consultants to avoid the present conflict of interests present in the industry; 
and increased government expertise to ensure that staff has the technical expertise to 
provide analysis and oversight of the mine permitting process.
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160 104 Applicant's Failure to Identify 
Alternatives                                                                                     The Applicant 
fails to consider any meaningful alternatives in the proposed MPO. In fact, the term 
"alternative" or "alternatives" appears only seven times in the entire report, and only 
once in terms of a substantive alternative (reference made to "dry stacking" as the 
preferable alternative). Moreover, the MPO contains no references to USFS policy 
documents or published regulations, CEQ or NEPA documents, or within the text, 
no reference to any form of explicit environmental assessment conducted by 
Applicant or the MPO authors. The entire MPO makes only one generic reference to 
reducing the environmental impacts of mine operations, and only mentions 
generalized approaches to mitigation seven times.           In brief, then, the proposed 
MPO fails to demonstrate any serious consideration of alternatives which would 
reduce adverse environmental impacts, or even to provide a gesture toward meeting 
the spirit and letter of the National Environmental Policy Act, and is an affront to our 
nation's policy on the environment. Since the Applicant fails to consider alternatives 
in their application it remains unclear how the Forest Service, in its capacity of Lead 
Agency, could make a determination of MPO adequacy for federal agency action 
under NEPA.

1534 4 Additionally, I believe the 1872 Mining Act has outlived its time.Individual

1536 2 Your maps purposely do not show all the developments on the vicinity of this mine 
including Corona de Tucson, Green Valley, Sahaurita.

Individual

1581 5 Augusta isn't even a U.S. Company, so why should the Forest Service be required to 
assist a foreign company when all of profits will go overseas?

Individual

1592 6 the usfs should stand up and fight to protect preserve the very land that they have 
been charded by the people of the united states of america to mange for the highest 
use

Individual

1593 9 how will forst service carry our the residents concerns and demands. If 1000 peopl 
eare against the mine, does the forest service (of 1000 more employees) decide what 
goes or doesn't go

Individual

1597 1 I am very disturbed that we can have non United States companies taking our 
minerals out of our ground and making a profit.  Only U.S. Companies should be the 
only ones allowed to do theis with permission.

Individual

1603 3 "Will the preservation of the landscape and water resources honor the legitimate 
wishes of the public or those intent on advancing the profit motive?

Individual

1604 9 Drilling of new test production well for Rosemont Mine on a 50 acre site in 
Sahuarita Heights resulted in objections from Pima County, ADEQ, Farmers 
Investment Co. (FICO), and local residents.

Individual

1649 11 The process needs to be equitable - Please make the mining plan and additional 
materials submitted by Augusta easily available to the public for review. Not 
everyone has internet, so make sure that hard copies are distributed throughout 
Southern Arizona.

Individual
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1655 2 Will the two documents I submitted to you need to be resubmitted? Are they part of 
the comment record? These are the letters I submitted on November 12 and 
December 30, 2007 under the subject of File Code 2810 Rosemont Plan of 
Operation.

Individual

1658 3 The Reading Room and Its Documents:  You have indicated that delays is 
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 ws 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.

Individual

1658 7 I want copies of the credentials of those persons who were appointed to produce the 
EIS, suitably redacted to avoid any compromising personal information (specifically 
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.

Individual

1658 8 Notably absent from the list are the following:  human health specialists in 
epidemiology, cancer risk assessment, pulmonary physiology, occupational safety 
and health, exposure analysis, advanced statistics.  Since the geochemistry of the 
region shows that airborne carcinogens will be emitted from the mining project, the 
absence of these specialists in the EIS committee is immediate grounds to reject any 
acceptance of the EIS and any decision approving the project.
Notably absent is a chemical engineer, GS-13 or equivalent, to review the material 
and energy balance calculations for all the mining processes, and point out the points 
of emission and loss of materials, pollution discharge opportunities, process 
limitations for closed loop technologies, and evaluation of their effects.  Further such 
a specialist is probably better able to communicate with the other team members with 
respect to air quality issues.  For reasons I have never understood, air quality is 
primarily in chemical engineering, and water quality is primarily in civil 
engineering.  I make no comments about modern curricula in "environmental 
engineering."

Individual

1658 9 Public Documents Available at the Green Valley Branch of the Pima County 
Library:  On April 11, 2008, I reviewed the Plan of Operation document for the 
proposed Rosemont Mine prepared by the Westland Resources Company, dated July 
31, 2006.  This was the only document on the project deposited with the library.  If 
there are others, they were missing.

Individual
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1672 8 Do your Job.  Stand up for the rights of the people you work for.  Do Not give away 
our water.

Individual

1700 4 I am concerned that another country can come to America and take our drinking 
water and pollute our land with little to no regard for our future water resources and 
environmental impact.

Individual

1708 11 Bee, Paton, and McClure are asking the Coronado National Forest supervisor to 
recommend that an independent mining and geological consulting firm be allowed to 
analyze all the current data relevant to the proposed mine.

Organization

1712 1 It looks like the Forest Service is in support of this mine, as their logo is on all the 
Rosemont Signs and info.

Individual

1775 2 The proposed Rosemont Canyon mine consists of 4,755 acre; 995 acres of private 
lands,3,670 of National Forest lands, which the Forest Service is supposed to protect 
and administer for us! These properties DO NOT belong to the U.S. Forest Service, 
but to the US, the individual taxpayer.

Individual

1776 1 First of all I'm no expert on your process, However, one would think that theus 
Forest Service, The custodian of our Forests, Would Have major problems with any 
attempt or program thet would permanently (forever and ever) alter the landscape of 
said forest. A big hole in the ground far future Generations…….what a gift from the 
forest service.

Individual

1812 2 This entire process has started too soon! Wee should do it again after the MPO is 
available.

Individual

1829 1 The general mission of the USDA Forest Service in its national website states: 
"Mission: The mission of the USDA Forest Service is to sustain the health, diversity, 
and productivity of the Nation's forests and grasslands to meet the needs of present 
and future generations." Will allowing mining activities on Forest Land continue its 
mission? If the response to this question is "yes" please identify the needs of present 
and future generations and demonstrate how the health, diversity and productivity of 
the Forestland will be sustained if Augusta is allowed to operate the mine in the 
Rosemont area. If the answer to the question is "no" then the Forest Service need go 
no further than to adopt a plan of "no action" with regard to the proposed Rosemont 
mine.

Individual

1832 1 Has Augusta fully explained hydrological impacts of the proposed Rosemont mine to 
the satisfaction of the of the US Forest Service?

Individual

1841 3 The proposal needs to be radically sized down even if accepted.Individual

1851 8 Where can we get a list of people who attended the public meetings?Individual

1851 9 When and where can we get a copy of the comments?Individual

1856 2 The proposed Rosemont Canyon mine consists of 4,755 acre; 995 acres of private 
lands,3,670 of National Forest lands, which the Forest Service is supposed to protect 
and administer for us! These properties DO NOT belong to the U.S. Forest Service, 
but to US, the individual taxpayer.

Individual
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1857 11 The Forest Service is an agency of the United State government and is supposed to 
represent the people of the United States. Augusta is a foreign company and, worse, 
has never even operated a mine before. It is ludicrous to think that a foreign 
corporation would be given preference over the will of the people.

Individual

1864 1 That is the whole point--these are public lands, they belong to the people of the 
United States and you are simply the stewards of those lands.  By allowing 
Rosemont Copper to mine the Santa Ritas, you are ignoring the will of the people 
you work for--US!!!  You're not dong what we want you to do!!!  If you have read 
the letters in the newspapers, attended the meetings, and listened to the people in 
Southern Arizona, you would come to the conclusion that approving Rosemont 
Copper's request is a bad idea--for the area and for your credibility.

Individual

1866 9 The National Forest Service, and our elected officials, need to think about the lives 
of the people who already reside out here.  Our needs and rights should take 
precedence over foreign corporations whose plan is to send profits overseas while 
they destroy our beautiful area.  This is patently wrong, and un-American.

Individual

1888 3 The recently issued permit by the Arizona Department of Water Resources that will 
allow the Rosemont mine to extract an additional 6000 acre-feet each year is insane 
and must be stopped.

Individual

1899 5 According testimony before the Senate Committee on Energy and Natural Resources 
Sept. 27, 2007, "there is no payment, no royalty, no rental, no direct financial return 
to the Treasury from hard-rock mining on public lands.  It is a glaring because we are 
all charged to camp on public lands, cattle ranchers pay grazing fees, energy 
companies, timber companies, just about everybody pays something to use and 
exploit public lands.  Usually something like fair market value.  The hard rock 
mining industry is one very big exception.  The Federal lands of the United States 
are practically the only place on earth that this industry operates without making a 
direct payment to the owners of the minerals.  If they operate on State lands they pay 
a royalty, Federal lands they do not.  The question of whether a royalty should be 
imposed on the rock mining industry has been settled since at least 1995, when  the 
mining industry supported legislation contained in the Budget Reconciliation Act 
which would have imposed a 5% net proceeds royalty on new claims.  The debate 
now focuses almost entirely on the structure of the royalty.
The statement of Rosemont Mine executives that the mine will produce a total of 
$1.8 billion of income taxes during the project's 20 year life is speculative and 
obscures the real issues. The public is receiving no direct compensation for the 
taking of valuable resources for private gain.  This is a ridiculous argument.  All 
profitable companies pay federal incom taxes.  If one wereto consistently apply the 
Rosemont Mine Executive's example, they should also be getting all of their raw 
material for free!  How absurd!

Individual
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1899 6 Apply a fair market value payment for the leasing of Forest Service Land based on 
the value of minerals ($500 Million last April) extracted regardless if the actual pit is 
located on private or NFS land, it is all part of the same project.  The project-related 
activities located on NFS land are a necessary and integral part of the overall 
Rosemont Copper Project.  United States v. Locke, 471 U.S. 84, 104-5 
(1985):opinion makes clear that the government retains the right to require a 
payment (whether labeled a tax, royalty, fee, or something else) from a holder of a 
mining claim on federal lands, even one with discovery and a property right as part 
of its continuing redistribution of the benefits and burdens of econonmic life.  In 
general, the Supreme Court has never given credence to arguments that federal taxes 
and fees constitute takings of private property.  See, Cole v. La Grange, 113 U.S. 1.8 
(1885)" the taking of property by taxation requires no other compensation than the 
taxpayers receives in being protected by the government to the support of which he 
contributes."

Individual

1931 3 Under existing laws taxpayers subsidize mining by and through the loss of natural 
resources. How is corporation to repay the debt?

Individual

1939 4 Rosemont should pay for an UNBIASED hydrolic study for environmental impactIndividual

1958 5 Due diligence by the forest service will most certainly, prove the point!Individual

1960 11 With the threat of less CAP water and the drought continuing for maybe 15 years, 
proper planning must begin today, not years from now for a sustainable water 
supply.  It is totally unfair to lure retirees into this area, knowing our water dilemma, 
and where they (retirees) may lose their home and have a financial disaster, just 
because of powerful lobbyist, a very outdated mining law that most politicians are 
afraid to address because of the money for their war chest.

Individual

1961 1 I was unable to access the website given so am sending my comments via USPS. The 
form provided was inadequate for what we wanted to say.

Individual
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1963 5 According testimony before the Senate Committee on Energy and Natural Resources 
Sept. 27, 2007, "there is no payment, no royalty, no rental, no direct financial return 
to the Treasury from hard-rock mining on public lands.  It is a glaring because we are 
all charged to camp on public lands, cattle ranchers pay grazing fees, energy 
companies, timber companies, just about everybody pays something to use and 
exploit public lands.  Usually something like fair market value.  The hard rock 
mining industry is one very big exception.  The Federal lands of the United States 
are practically the only place on earth that this industry operates without making a 
direct payment to the owners of the minerals.  If they operate on State lands they pay 
a royalty, Federal lands they do not.  The question of whether a royalty should be 
imposed on the rock mining industry has been settled since at least 1995, when  the 
mining industry supported legislation contained in the Budget Reconciliation Act 
which would have imposed a 5% net proceeds royalty on new claims.  The debate 
now focuses almost entirely on the structure of the royalty.
The statement of Rosemont Mine executives that the mine will produce a total of 
$1.8 billion of income taxes during the project's 20 year life is speculative and 
obscures the real issues. The public is receiving no direct compensation for the 
taking of valuable resources for private gain.  This is a ridiculous argument.  All 
profitable companies pay federal incom taxes.  If one wereto consistently apply the 
Rosemont Mine Executive's example, they should also be getting all of their raw 
material for free!  How absurd!

Individual

1963 6 Apply a fair market value payment for the leasing of Forest Service Land based on 
the value of minerals ($500 Million last April) extracted regardless if the actual pit is 
located on private or NFS land, it is all part of the same project.  The project-related 
activities located on NFS land are a necessary and integral part of the overall 
Rosemont Copper Project.  United States v. Locke, 471 U.S. 84, 104-5 
(1985):opinion makes clear that the government retains the right to require a 
payment (whether labeled a tax, royalty, fee, or something else) from a holder of a 
mining claim on federal lands, even one with discovery and a property right as part 
of its continuing redistribution of the benefits and burdens of econonmic life.  In 
general, the Supreme Court has never given credence to arguments that federal taxes 
and fees constitute takings of private property.  See, Cole v. La Grange, 113 U.S. 1.8 
(1885)" the taking of property by taxation requires no other compensation than the 
taxpayers receives in being protected by the government to the support of which he 
contributes."

Individual

1969 19 So far the the Forest Service has caused us to believe that it is the advocate for the 
mining operation and not an advocate for those of us who live in the area or for 
others who benefit or can benefit in the future from visiting and using the resources 
of the area which will be adcersely impacted from the proposed operation, even if it 
is conducted with meticulous care and subjected to necessary and reasonable 
governmentally imposed restrictions.

Individual

1973 2 Forest Service people have put out a 16-page agreement with Rosemont. Please note 
it was not on their website until Sunday after I notified them that the link was dead. 
Http://www.fs.fed.us/r3/coronado/rosemont/documents/fs-rosemont-mou-
03052008.pdf

Individual
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2078 3 The existing data for wells and geology within the Rosemont Mine plan cited is 
1980's data. I'd like to know how such old out of date data can be accepted for a 
Mining plan. Looking at the plans comments it appears Rosemonts concern regards 
their test well (the only up to data data) is how much water it can produce now, not 
the sustainability of the aquifer.

Individual

2081 1 How can anybody allow a company to ruin a scenic area for mining interests and 
forget the residents who have lived there for so many years!!!

Individual

2090 6 We feel that there are many valid reasons to not approving this project:
3. The wrongful application of outdated mining laws created years ago and being 
applied to a completely different environment for that of the past.

Individual

2095 21 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 environmental justice 
executive order. I request a meeting be held in Sahuarita to inform the community of 
Rosemont's activities and how it will affect our community.

Individual

2099 9 I did these informal maps in little under a half hour from three different GIS maps 
online. These are my copies which only show a small portion of the project area and 
are for demonstration/discussion purposes only-they are not for widespread public 
distribution and should be independantly verified. Use of these types of charts to 
present a fair and balanced picture would be appropriate. 
One source was from the Pima County Map Guide, one was from the Arizona Map 
Guide and one was from the SDCP Map Guide.
From the comments I have heard at the Open House meetings, people are interested 
in the Geology, Water, Land Owning Jurisdictions, Habitats of Birds, Reptiles, 
Mammals, Invertebrates, Historic/Cultural Sites, Astronomy Concerns, Traffic 
patterns, and utility infrastructure among other things. If you treat people with 
respect, you are more likely to receive it in return. If I can make up these maps in 
less than a half hour then I am sure people with experience, education and 
knowledge in these fields can do it right in no time at all.

Individual

2100 6 I impore you to work with August to come up with the most socially and 
environmentally acceptable plan to the majority of citizens in this area and not fall in 
to the trap of sensationalism that is currently running rampant in the local press 
outlets.

Individual

2104 3 Has the forest service conducted a recent benefit-cost analysis for the proposed 
rosemont copper project? If not, why not? When the benfit-cost study is avaiable will 
the results be made public in a timely fashion?

Individual

2105 7 Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation, accepted by the Forest Service, is inadequate 
because it does not detail adequate mitigations and adequate funding for mitigations. 
It should not have been accepted by the Forest Service.

Individual

2105 9 Because the process was so poorly designed, it suggests the Forest Service is 
favoring the ming company's interests above those of the public, who own the lands 
in question. The Forest Service must disclose all lobbying by mining interests and 
any influences that could possibly affect the noted overdue accelleration of this 
process, including any memos or conversations from the Executive branch of the 
Federal government to the Department of Argiculture and/or Forest Service 
personnel.

Individual
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2106 8 I have already touched on the subject of the required smelter, the nearest of which is 
many miles from the proposed Rosemont area. What is to prevent the building and 
firing of a smelter complex,including the many pre-smelting procedures,on or near 
the proposed area of this mine?

Individual

2109 1 I would comment that the Rosemont people with whom I had discussions were 
apparently only knowledgeable about pieces of the project and so often I would get 
unsatifactory answers to the "big picture". My cynical mind wondered if this was 
deliberate.

Individual

2110 6 I would also like to request map boards which show the following:
1. The proposed project area with each specific land owning jurisdiction shown 
beneath-including those land jurisdictions needed for utility infrastructure.
2. The geology of the underlying area
3. All of the existing and proposed well types as per ADWR, including those in both 
the Rosemont and Augusta corporation names and the grandfathered surface water 
rights.
4. The names of the canyons and streams that will be affected by the dry dam 
structures as shown in the current map boards.

Individual

2113 2 I find it hard to believe that the mine is proceeding with grading and roads.The plat 
survey must have been completed long ago and it seems that no matter what the mine 
is moving forward. How can this be stopped at this point.

Individual

2118 7 I remember many pleasant picnics and aimless rambles in the Rosemont area. My 
father-in-law often hunted in the region. It remains a special place in my memory. I 
can't believe you are rushing to see it destroyed with an open-pit mine!

Individual

2123 1 How can destroying entire canyons by filling them even been considered?Individual

2126 11 With the threat of less CAP water and the drought continuing for maybe 15 years, 
proper planning must begin today, not years from now for a sustainable water 
supply.  It is totally unfair to lure retirees into this area, knowing our water dilemma, 
and where they (retirees) may lose their home and have a financial disaster, just 
because of powerful lobbyist, a very outdated mining law that most politicians are 
afraid to address because of the money for their war chest.

Individual

2127 1 I sent a letter to Mr. Ahern too.
He responded to me and also indicated that for my letters, etc. to be recognized, I 
need to include a mailing address.  Therefore, I have modified my attached letter to 
include my mailing address and I will include it in this E-mail, as well.

Individual

2134 2 I my letter of November 12, I requested that Rosemont be requesterd to make a 
comprehensive hydrological study of our aquifer to determine the exact impact that 
Rosemont pumping will have on our community. Has Rosemont been requested to 
do this?

Individual

2135 2 It was appalling to see that Rosemont bussed people in, after having treated them to a 
dinner, made them sign petitions in support of the mine and make them wear 
Rosemont badges I spoke to several of these individuals they clearly had no idea of 
the issues at hand and simply enjoyed an evening of "wining and dining".
I would expect a US government agency to disallow such obvious manipulation of 
the hearing process.

Individual
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2137 7 I ask the Forest Service to do a complete environmental analysis of the long term 
effects on the ecosyste, and to deny a mining permit if damages are sustained.

Individual

2137 10 I will insist that you have the company report to Augusta released, and verfiy that the 
report is authentic. I have reported this to the Pima County supervisor Carroll and to 
the County Supervisor, but I believe they have not asked Augusta for a copy, or 
Augusta has not given them. I am assuming that you permit process will ask for this 
document, and that it be verified by the company who did the geology report.

Individual

2140 1 I have been to quite a few meetings with local people who are opposed to this cloak 
and dagger operation and don't feel that the government, the BLM, the USFS or te 
State Land Department really care one bit about the residents of the area that will 
have their homes and property adversely affected by this.

Individual

2146 7 I encourage a strong showing of opposition to the fast approval approach and ask: 
surely there are some persons in the Forest Service with more sense and 
responsibility than this, that would LISTEN to public concerns?

Individual

2150 6 The mine tailing will cause the aquifer to become poisioned with minerals leaching 
from the tailings. The mining process will alter the geography of the land and allow 
water to leach quickly though rock that it would normally go thru slowly or not at all. 
This will add additional minerals which could significantly reduce our water quality 
or become poisonous. We will have to be testing our water continuously to detect 
this. We have to go to court to prove they affected it and who will bear the cost of 
that lawsuit?

Individual

2150 17 The Davidson Canyon area is a natural riparian area and Highway 83 is designated 
as a scenic byway by the state of Arizona. All of this will be affected and endangered 
by allowing mines in the area. Why is this being allowed? These types of areas are 
rare in SE Arizona, I would think they are protected from any kind of development 
that threatens their existence.

Individual

2171 8 Added to the negative side is the allegation that this company has a terrible record of 
"environmental responsibility".

Individual

2179 2 There are way too many questions that still need to be answered honestly before we 
create another blight on our beautiful desert.

Individual

2181 6 None of this makes ANY sense to us at all. What are you thinking! How can you 
justify allowing a foreign company to dump tailings on our National Forest property 
and ending up costing US, the American Taxpayer monies to rectify the messes they 
will make the habitats forever destroyed, water table depletion, and just destroying 
our beautiful countryside? Its insane!

Individual

2184 1 How can you allow this mining to happen.  Rosemont paid 12 million dollars for the 
private land they want to mine.  And you are going to give this rich company our 
public land at 1872 prices this is criminal.

Individual

2184 4 Would China sell us lands at 1872 prices? Or Japan? Yet our national forest are 
unprotected and the ore will be going to Japan. How can you let this happen. If we 
need the money so bad why not sell the land at market value which should be 36 
million dollars.

Individual
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2184 5 If we cannot stop Rosemont from mining the 995 acres this should be the only 
acreage they are allowed to destroy. Don't let them get the other land to destroy also. 
It also has been brought to my attention that the are going to destroy the west side of 
the Santa Rita's also. Green Valley is also going to see the open pit and the ridges of 
the mountain tops are going to be destroyed also.

Individual

2186 4 I know what it means to have an open pit mine in the middle of the most scenic and 
inspiring view we have in this part of the country, it will be a constant reminder of 
how our government allows foreign companies to come onto our piece of earth to 
plunder our resources and then leave with a fistful of dollars.

Individual

2189 1 I have been to quite a few meetings with local people who are opposed to this cloak 
and dagger operation and don't feel that the government, the BLM, the USFS or te 
State Land Department really care one bit about the residents of the area that will 
have their homes and property adversely affected by this.

Individual

2192 3 It is a shame that the BLM, National Forest Service and private property owner's lack 
the wisdom, foresight and hindsight necessary to know that this is all wrong.

Individual

2192 4 Environmental Impact reports are a formality. We have all seen so many alleged 
reports that are simply documents to placate the public-so the companies can say 
they conformed.

Individual

2195 3 What sickens me even more is that the US Forest Service seems to be supportive of 
this mine. Instead of fighting to protect our natural resources you seem to be 
supporting their destruction. I guess I had miss-judged you guys, I thought you were 
protectors of the environment, but it turns out you are just puppets for big money 
FOREIGN corporations to control and help them sell their environmentally 
destructive projects to the public.

Individual

2197 11 The idea that the Federal government would even think of allowing MY land to be 
used in this scheme is appalling.

Individual

2204 1 In various conversations with others, I think people have a difficult time visualizing 
out this mine will affect the landscape and in future meetings, "before" and "after" 
slides should be presented.

Individual

2208 12 A tour of the mining pits and the mine tailings west of I-19 (take a look at a map of 
this area on Google) should be required of all who vote on this horrible proposal to 
allow a Canadian company to rape our lands and pollute our air.

Individual

2211 4 Several questions should be answered ib the name of the residential water customers 
who in good faith supported the building of the Pima Road CAP recharge facility 
and who may be asked to subsidize expansion of recharge due to scarce water and 
the plans of the Rosemont Mine (Rosemont Plan of Operations.pdf)

Individual

2211 5 Several questions should be answered ib the name of the residential water customers 
who in good faith supported the building of the Pima Road CAP recharge facility 
and who may be asked to subsidize expansion of recharge due to scarce water and 
the plans of the Rosemont Mine (Rosemont Plan of Operations.pdf) 

If Tucson didn't need the recharge facility, why did they build it?

Individual
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2213 9 I urge the U.S. Forest Service to withdraw these lands from Mineral Entry to ensure 
their permanent protection from mining.

Individual

2216 1 Since I live very close to the huge Sierrita Mine Pond I am very conscious of that 
aspect of the proposed Rosemont operation. I was happy to see that they are 
intending to dry the slag material, so they will be building a giant Mesa, rather than a 
contained lake as looms above our home. But I happen to know that the Sierrita 
construction behind my house is only 350 or 400 feet high, while the Rosemont 
edifce will be 700 feet high in 19 years. It is also going to be very long. I would like 
to see a mock up of how it will appear from Route 83, one of the most scenic 
highways in this part of the state. In fact seeing a model of the proposed mine after 
operations are complete would be very informative.

Individual

2216 4 Another question I have concerns whether the Rosemont mine could conceivably 
have it's license renewed and continue mining long after the 19 years are up. Are 
these licenses generally renewed, and should we expect yet another plan to be 
submitted to continue mining in the Rosemont beyond the 19 years proposed?

Individual

2220 3 Could it be that the US Forest Service has been bribed and is firmly in the "Pants 
pocket of Big Money"?

Individual

2222 2 1.  Code is not specified.  (What code).

2.  An architectural rendering of the building is not supplied.

3.  No evidence of any steel reinforcing, locking, or other-wise securing of the 
facility is included.

Individual

2231 2 What criteria will be used to determine when the Rosemont mine is closed?Individual

2235 6 If Augusta agrees to address our water issues and makes guarantees to us, what 
happens to the guarantees if Augusta should sell to someone new?

Individual

2236 8 The ultimate questions in any public policy issue are who benefits, who pays and 
who loses.

Individual

2236 9 The Forest Service century of service to the Nation knows it's mission and reputation 
are at stake here and that is a value worth protecting.

Individual

2237 1 GIS is currently a state of the art tool for evaluation of water supplies, computer 
modeling of mineral formations, use in forecasting weather and forest fires, and use 
in archelogy. This tool is in such common use in the general public, engineers, 
biologists, academics, and others that not to use the tool in such a complex project as 
the Rosemont Mine project NEPA evaluation would be to use 1970's science in 2008

Individual

2237 2 The Forest Service has a GIS system already in use; and Rosemont Mines (Augusta 
Resources) has already flown aerial surveys, done magnetometer, and ground 
penetration surveys of the proposed mine area; yet neither, Rosemont nor the Forest 
Service will discuss using GIS to evaluate this project. This is despite being familiar 
with the GIS tools and having in both employ scientists familiar with its use.

Individual
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2237 4 Listing the 130 or so known ancient sites on GIS coordinates and demanding that 
Rosemont do full investigation of these sites in at least as much detail as they have 
already used to charcterize the mineral deposits they plan to mine is the least one 
might expect for GiS usage in this project. Personally, I would expect much more 
than that. I would expect a good detailed use of the available science commonly used 
in the scientific community.

Individual

2238 1 I have studied the Rosemont Mine plan, visited the websites of the Rosemont 
consulting engineers, and attended two F.S. Scoping meetings so far. I have come 
away from the meetings and have become distressed regards the information given 
regards to water use by the mine.

Individual

2239 1 I am concerned that the Rosemont Mine meetings I have attended so far and the 
research I have done suggest that Rosemont is not concerned with the water shed and 
has not done adequate planning regards protecting its operation from flash-flood 
runoff.

Individual

2239 5 The information I was told at the Vail meeting stated the water path would be to the 
South-east though the mine facility; at the Sahuarita meeting I was told the water 
path would be away from the mine facility to the North-east. Since the information 
given was directly opposite I am confused, unless no one at Rosemont actually 
knows where the water will go or has actually planned for flash-flooding to occur.

Individual

2240 10 I ask you who are going to be the voices for these species that stand to lose the mostt 
with this poorly planed and soley for investor profit venture that stands to destroy 
ecosystem. The voice of the investors is load and overwhelming but where is the 
voice for those that can not raise their voice? Like the land the plants and the 
animals. I thought that it was the United States Forestry service, are you beaten down 
and useless? Who then will replace you if you can't be effective in protecting our 
public lands?

Individual

2244 8 Their purpose is to generate profits through destruction of natural habitat and 
reliance on State, Federal and local subsidized land, transport roads and water use at 
the expense and detriment of the citizens who rely on local State and national 
government to protect us from the ravages of corporate greed.

Individual

2247 2 I am a little puzzled at the need to collect a fee, given that this project has the 
potential to affect everyone in the school district whether positively or negatively, 
but that would not have been insurmountable if the details had been given to us by 
the Forest Service when the contract was signed in the beginning.

Individual

2249 1 Why are the folks in these areas being denied access to educational material in a 
respectful manner such as groups had at Desert Vista Campus, Patagonia Union 
High School, especially given that there was an alternate location picked out prior to 
the Sahuarita School that did give permission? We were under the impression that 
the Forest Service was open to Free Speech but now we find out the day of the event 
from the school that is not the case. Very perplexing. My neighbor sent the email 
discourse below my information.

Individual

2260 1 Has the Forest Service ever denied a mining application? Try this one.Individual
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2265 1 Subcontractors are current drilling a well at the very eastern site of the Rosemont 
property. Did they obtain a permit and was removal of water from that site not 
excluded from their operation?

Individual

2265 7 As Augusta also owns the Helvetia mine will they be held to the same standards as 
the proposed for the Rosemont site?

Individual

2265 14 Is the Forest Service familiar with all the plans of Augusta and if so will it consider 
the total impact of all mining plans in the area?

Individual

2265 15 Will the Forest Service disclose all agreements currently in study or contemplated 
between Augusta and the Forest Service?

Individual

2265 29 Will the Forest Service wait making any decisions until all impact studies are 
completed and have been subject to proper public input?

Individual

2265 30 Volunteer organizations working with the Forest Service in many different capacities 
have expressed their concern about the Rosemont mine project. Will their concern be 
considered and no pressure be exercised when voicing their opinion?

Individual

2266 1 Studies and documentation have not been completed.Individual

2266 3 Make the plans easily available to the general public.Individual

2266 5 Conduct a validity exam on all mining claims--waste, tailings and other facilitiesIndividual

2267 3 I agree that a hydrological study is definitely warranted, but an IMPARTIAL study, 
not one obtained by Augusta Resources as this most definitely represents a conflict 
of interest.

Individual

2283 5 There is a Hugh Fault Line that runs along the West side of The Santa Rita's, What if 
the culmative blasting from all the mines causes an Earthquake. What is your 
Emergency Plan?

Individual

2283 6 Who is in charge of the Emergencies?Individual

2284 1 According to an article in World Mining Stocks from Sept 2007, issue 11 Gil 
Clausen, president and CEO of Augusta Resources noted that although developing 
Rosemont is the companies primary focus, three other properties in Augusta's land 
holdings offered opportunities for further exploration. These properties are the Peach-
Elgin, Broadtop Butte, and Copper World prospects. The article makes it clear that 
Augusta has no intentions of stopping with the Rosemont Mine. Rosemont may be 
where they plan to start but it looks like they intend on pursuing several future mines 
along the Sonoita-Patagonia Scenic route, and one on the west side of the Santa 
Rita's, which will be visible from Green Valley. Augusta is not making it clear to the 
public what their future intentions are in the Santa Rita's.

Individual
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2288 1 After reading, and being briefed on the plan from providing water for the mine 
operation by Augusta's consultant, it is stull unclear who will be deprived of the 
approx. 5000 ac. ft/yr of water that will be purchased from CAP. Obviously someone 
in the Colorado River chain will not have access to that quantity of water. When I 
asked the consultant, he dismissed the question with a reference to "Nevada being 
the ones that will do without" (paraphrased). When I asked about a report that Lake 
Mead may be dry in 15 years (less than the life span of the mine), my comment was 
dismissed as being based on an "unreliable report". I was told that "there are better 
reports available on that subject". No doubt, reports more favorable to Augusta's 
agenda. Despite the recharge effort, clearly there will be net consumption of 100,000 
ac. ft. of water over 20 years. The fact that it comes from CAP does not make the 
consumption go away. The way the plan as advertised is misleading.

Individual

2288 3 If CAP water is to be recharged into the Santa Cruz watershed, it seems as though 
there is some uncertainty where the wate will end up and what aquifers will be 
recharged. It is common knowledge that underground water moves much like a river. 
It appears that the impact on local wells, in the area where Agusuta plans to pump, is 
not well understood. The consultant I spoke to did not address this with enough 
confidence or clarity to convince me that there isn't a substantial amount of guess 
work going on.

Individual

2288 5  The concept of purchasing CAP water and the overall impact is not well understood 
or explained.

Individual

2288 7 The transportation/trip data listed in Table 6 of the MPO was incorrect. The 
consultant admitted that an errata was to be issued.

Individual

2288 9 With respect to employee trips, the MPO states "At times the traffic will be under 10 
trips per hour". This statement is vague and provides no context. It's useless and 
misleading. If there is a point to be made, it needs to be better explained.

Individual

2288 15 The Rosemont Copper Mine is in direct conflict with the Pima County Sonoran 
Desert Conservation Plan.

Individual

2297 2 In addition, I am mightily distrubed by the 19th century eagerness of the Forest 
Service to approve mining projects that are harmful to our fragile 21st century 
environment and wildlife, especially for a mining company that isn't even owned by 
U.S. interests.

Individual

2297 3 I urge slow and deliberate efforts to study all aspects of this foreign application, and, 
most importantly to listen to public input.at well-publicized public hearings.

Individual

2298 3 Our National forests belong to the citizens of the United States not Corporations that 
hole sway in Washington and a Congress that has not changed mining laws to reflect 
the wishes of the citizens of this country. I don't know one public entity in Arizona 
that has come out in favor of this mine.

Individual

2301 1 I believe the USFS has an obligation to protect public lands from the damage 
rendered by mining.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 54 of 309



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Process and Procedure

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2305 7 There is no doubt that the quantity and quality of our water is diminishing year by 
year. U.S. Geological Survey continues to do extensive measuring and reporting on 
the water issue. However, they have no authority to do anything about what they 
conclude, neither are they able to express their opinions in any public forum or 
called on to testify in Government hearing. One report will suffice for your present 
understanding:
Ground-Water Depletion Across the Nation: U.S Geological Survey Fact Sheet 103-
03, November 2003

Individual

2305 19 Asarco LLC a complaint against Augusta resource with regard to the property in 
Pima County (Rosemont Copper Project). No mining should be granted until the 
legalities are settled and ownership is secured.

Individual

2308 1 I am the Publisher of Forestweb, a service that aggregates news, data, and opinion 
for persons in the forest products sector. I have read your Guest Commentary "The 
Forest Service needs to let the people speak out at true public hearings" online at the 
Tucson Weekly and feel that the viewpoints presented in this article would be of 
interest to our readership.
(http://tucsonweekly.com/gbase/Opinion/Content?oid=oid%3A108883)
I am requesting permission to distribute this editorial to the users of our information 
service. If you were to agree, please be assured that I will cite and give credit to you 
and the USDA Forest Service.
Please e-mail me back at your earliest convenience. I am looking forward to hearing 
from you.

Individual

2310 4 Given your Vision, it hard to believe you are even considering Rosemont's proposal.Individual

2312 1 The first Chief of the US Forest Service, Giffor Pinchot in 1905 stated the following: 
"to provide the greatest amount of good for the greatest amount of people in the long 
run". 
This mission statement of the US Forest Service is: "Sustain the health, diversity, 
and productivity of the Nation's forests and grasslands to meet the needs of present 
and future genertions."
The values of the US Forest Service are as follows:
         Care for the Nation's forest and grassland ecosystems.
         Values the varied skills and contributions of a diverse workforce.
         Strives for accountability by every employee for the efficient management of 
the capital resources her or she uses.
         Is responsive to national and local interests.
         Is focused on the needs of the future generations.
Somehow the values and mission statement of the US Forest Service are not being 
fulfilled by the open arms policy of the Service toRosemont Mining. As stewards of 
our Nations forests and grasslands the proposal to allow mining in the Santa Rita 
Mountains is incomprehensible. The US Forest Service has certainly not been 
responsive to local interests.

Individual

2315 2 Why should a foreign (or domestic) company be allowed to make lots of money by 
dumping its wastes on public land?

Individual
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2316 1 As I understand it, Rosemont Copper plans to use some of its unpatented mining 
claims for dumping waste or tailings. Technically, an unpatented minine claim is not 
valid unless a discovery of valuable minerals in made on it. This issue could present 
legal problems which should be addressed.

Individual

2317 1 My neighbors in the Stant Rita Foothills S-E of Cornoa de Tucson and I would like 
to know the coordinates of the proposed Rosemont Mine Project. The details we 
have seen only give a vague location within several square miles.

Individual

2325 1 I believe there has not been enough research done on the issue of water 
contamination, and wildlife protection. Also the overall environmental impact on the 
area need to be addressed.

Individual

2328 2 I have noticed this new tendency to having USFS officials only briefly answer 
questions from the audience but not allowing the audience, the American Public, to 
express their views. This is a move in a new direction, certainly not what I have seen 
in Arizona in past decades. Is it the Bush Administration closing the door to public 
input? Or is it the USFS just not wanting to bother to hear from the public? I don't 
know but either way it seems so un-American-more like a Soviet style solution-
definitely not the open process NEPA WOULD IMPLY.

Individual

2333 5 I was also assured that these e-mail comments will carry as much weight as a hand-
written letter. (Otherwise, I would have gladly provided these comments via mail and 
in handwriting).

Individual

2336 1 I have been participating in the NEPA process ref Proposed Rosemont mine. The 
learning curve has been really steep for myself. I've been attempting to offer 
alternatives in the process and to miniumize questions all ready asked. I noticed at 
the meeting in Elgin that mine officials were aware of our proposals and 
recommendations made, during the scoping process. I am asking for a list of the 
already proposed alternative ,inorder to reduce duplication of effort by all parties.

2343 1 I have attended most of the meetings ref Proposed rosemont mine ,including the last 
on in Elgin, which went very good . Due to the nature of the Scoping process which 
is to avoid repetive Alternatives. During the meetings it became clear a lot of ideas 
are heavily repeated. My question to you is it possible to make a list to obtain at least 
a synopsis of alternatives already submitted inorder to make the process more 
efficient and produce NEW alternatives rather than RERUNS ! This would be 
especially helpful for those of us who work full time and do not have a degree in 
mining or civil engineering. I would appreciate a reply on way or another.

2346 5 If you haven't started the study yet, why is the heavy equipment moving in 
now!!!???? Let your study have an effect. Stop the activity until it is done.

Individual

2348 17 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 
selling us out.  Shameful!

Individual
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2352 10 I am very concerned with the change in Government from democracy to what I now 
see as Capitalism. Over the past 25 years the Government has made many changes 
that at first seemed to relieve Government interference with business; only to now 
see business coming back with it's new found freedom and taking from the 
Government. And they bring an army of lobbyists to help them achieve their goals. I 
see this as one of the biggest threats to our society, where the middle class is now 
paying corporate welfare for the benefit of the wealthy few. This Rosemont project 
should not be yet another example of this. It should be entirely on the backs of the 
corporation to finance all aspects of their operation. That is what free enterprise is all 
about.

Individual

2352 11 I am asking the Forest service to take control of the use of the National land in the 
vicinity of the proposed mine. They must ensure that the citizens rights are respected 
and protected if this venture is approved.

Individual

2354 12 We don't pay taxes to support the Forest Service to have that agency turn around and 
make decisions that fly in the face of what preservation of wilderness areas is all 
about.

Individual

2358 2 As a representative of the interests of the citizens of America, the U.S. Forest Service 
should act as advocates for saving this unique area of our country and not be so 
"radically neutral".

Individual

2364 2 It also seems peculiar to me that the National Forest Service is advocating 
construction of the mine. The Coronado National Forest is owned by the constituents 
of the United States of America- the National Forest Service is simply the agency 
assigned the duty of administering the use of the land and I do not believe 
exploitation is (or should be) one of their goals. The thought of the National Forest 
Service approving construction of a mine against the will of the people most directly 
and adversely affected by it, is absurd. As the mine implies, the Forest Service is 
charged with the task of servicing forest lands, not foreign investment companies or 
foreign countries.

Individual

2364 4 The Tucson NBC affiliate television station recently reported that Augusta Resource 
Corporation has already sold $150 million in silver futures from the proposed mine. 
This seems a bit premature since the forums were only recently completed and, 
according to the Coronado National Forest Service spokesperson present at the Elgin 
Forum, there is still a rather lengthy process that must be completed before the 
National Forest Service will render its final decision.

Individual

2364 5 At the Elgin forum, I heard several people ask a ranking Rosemont Mining Company 
employee where the ore from the mine was going and their response was that it really 
did not matter as it had nothing to do with the mine or its operation. However, it 
does matter to some of us. The thought of a foreign investment company exploiting 
our country's natural resources is appalling, especially if the final destination for the 
minerals extracted from the mine is another foreign country.

Individual
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2364 16 It seems rather obvious to everyone who will be directly affected by the mine that the 
people involved in the initial planning have their own agenda and are concerned 
primarily with their personal selfish interests. Apparently the Rosemont Mine and 
Coronado National Forest management teams believe they are dealing with a group 
of complacent and illiterate locals, which is rather insulting in itself. They have 
certainly neglected to take the needs, concerns, and well-being of the people living in 
the area into consideration.

Individual

2366 6 I read once that lumbering companies paid pennies on the dollar to the government 
compared to what they paid private land owners. I fear this may be true also for 
minerals. I forgot to ask that when I attended your meeting. If all of the money goes 
to Canadian countries, and the copper is sent to China for smelting, and while there 
presumably manufactured into tubing and wire, does the US even get pennies per 
pound? I wish I had asked about this at the meeting. Royalties for the mineral rights? 
Or were they sold with the land?

Individual

2370 1 I am a longtime resident of Tucson and have great love for our beautiful lands. I 
have watched the news reports on the Rosemont Mine and have written letters to my 
Senators and Representatives in opposition to the mine. If I can add my signature to 
any petitions, or write letters of opposition, I would be happy to do so. 
Unfortunately, I can not at this time, donate money. I would appreciate any important 
information that you could send to me to keep me updated.

Individual

2371 11 With the threat of less CAP water and the drought continuing for maybe 15 years, 
proper planning must begin today, not years from now for a sustainable water 
supply.  It is totally unfair to lure retirees into this area, knowing our water dilemma, 
and where they (retirees) may lose their home and have a financial disaster, just 
because of powerful lobbyist, a very outdated mining law that most politicians are 
afraid to address because of the money for their war chest.

Individual

2373 2 It was appalling to see that Rosemont bussed people in, after having treated them to a 
dinner, made them sign petitions in support of the mine and make them wear 
Rosemont badges I spoke to several of these individuals they clearly had no idea of 
the issues at hand and simply enjoyed an evening of "wining and dining". I would 
expect a US government agency to disallow such obvious manipulation of the 
hearing process.

Individual

2379 6 This purpose statement as it is currenly written is inadequate, misleading, and 
unfairly constrains alternatives. Pima County requests that the purpose be modified 
to state what the project is intended to accomplish, such as "to provide copper from 
the mineral estate of the United States and to ensure compliance with all state, local 
and federal laws during and after operation of any activities relating to mining.

Government
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2379 7 This EIS would clearly benefit from a Tiering Process. We are concerned with the 
development of our limited national resources. Alternatives to the proposed action 
are too limited or not adequately described. In the alternatives analysis, alternatives 
should be included that indicate the benefits derived from exploitation of the mineral 
estate of the nation could be accomplished at different locations and in different 
manners such that the adverse environmental impacts are significantly less than the 
Rosemont alternative. Producing copper at another location must be a real 
alternative. The Forest Service decision should be reviewed at the national level 
among competing alternatives requiring the preparation of a programmatic EIS 
(PEIS). At this time there are multiple proposals to develop copper from state, 
federal and private mineral estates in Arizona (see Attachment 1). At a minimum 
there should be a regional EIS, which at a regional level evaluates regional 
considerations. There should be completed before the site specific EIS. This process 
has been used by the Federal Aviation Administration to evaluate choices and 
alternatives to providing national aviation services.

Government

2379 14 We would suggest that the Service institute an independent peer review process. The 
County benefitted significantly from a scientifically valid and independent peer 
review process when developing the sometimes contoversial Sonoran Desert 
Conservation Plan. We believe that the scientific and technical studies necessary for 
defining the environmental imapcts of the Rosemont proposal would also benefit 
from a valid and independent expert peer review process. Will the Forest Service 
establish such a process to validate the studies and other information provided by 
Rosemont? Anything less will be inadequate.

Government

2379 15 Perhaps the most important component of the public review process for EIS 
development is related to information development control and release. As 
previously mentioned, 40 CFR section 1501.7 mandates that the scoping process 
bring about meaningful dialogue with affected parties. This process must be honest 
and completely transparent. To date, release of techincal information to the general 
public has been largely controlled by Rosemont. The Forest Service receives 
documents months before they have been made available to the public. One 
document cited in the Plan of Operations, Westland (2007) Biological Resources and 
Mitigation Concept: Rosemont Project still has not been released to the public. Nor 
has the public has access to the Forest Service record of correspondence. This is not 
acceptable.

Government

2381 2 The U.S. Forest Service is the administrator of public lands, it does not own them, 
the public does. The U.S. Forest Service is supported by public funds to provide 
protection and well being to the lands entrusted to them by the public. The Forest 
Service mandate is to administer the lands for the benefit of the public, not a junior 
mining company from Canada or any other company or private entity for that matter.

Individual

2381 10 At the same time that the United States Forest Service is considering allowing 
Augusta to dump millions of waste rock on public lands, they are also considering 
spending thousands of dollars on cleaning up a small dump at the Flux mine. (See 
attachments.) Is there logic to this?

Individual
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2381 14 In lieu of a land exchange, barring an out right purchase, I would suggest the Forest 
Service approach Augusta with a proposal for fair compensation to the public for the 
loss of these lands. This would test Augusta's good intentions and public 
conciousness. If Augusta refuses to even consider such a proposal, then the reader is 
referred back to item under facts.

Individual

2381 27 It would be my suggestion that the Forest Service investigate the recently closed 
Galore Creek project in B.C. Canada. Subject of a flawed feasibility study. 
(December, 2007 Engineering and Mining Journal.)
I would also like to suggest that the Forest Service retain the services of AMEC 
Americas, an independent engineering firm to review the Rosemont project and that 
AMEC report directly to the Forest Service, with copies sent to the County, State 
and Federal Legislators. Augusta should not be involved in this final, independent 
analysis.

Individual

2381 28 I would also like to suggest that the Forest Service retain the services of AMEC 
Americas, an independent engineering firm to review the Rosemont project and that 
AMEC report directly to the Forest Service, with copies sent to the County, State 
and Federal Legislators.
One example of why I think this should be done . Augustas states in their operating 
plan that they have a plus or minus ore mining reserve of 492,727K/tons averaging 
.47/cu. (.20T/cu cutoff).
Anamax, in 1977, reports similar pit design, 316,865K/tons at .58T/cu. (.20T/cu 
cutoff). This is amazing! Where did this additional 175, 862K/tons come from? This 
would be critical to anybody financing this project and something the Forest Service 
needs to be aware of. Having built many ore reserve block models myself, I know 
how easy they can be manipulated.

Individual

2383 1 First, I am aware that the Forest Service has limited resources to take care of ongoing 
needs in managing our National Forest. It appears that considerable time and money 
is already being spent by the Forest Service to deal with this proposed mine, and that 
considerably more will be required if this project is allowed to continue. I do not 
believe that limited Forest Services resources should be used to support a private, for-
profit operation by a foreign-owned company, particularly given the huge adverse 
impact this project will have on our National Forest.

Individual

2383 7 Rosemont Copper has no record of adequately protecting the environment at all.Individual

2383 12 Sixth, the proposed mine is not consistent with either the existing Coronado National 
Forest Plan or the Pima County Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Individual

2383 14 The Coronado National Forest Plan states that, "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." This clearly applies to the proposed 
Rosemont mine.

Individual

2387 7 My further question and concern is to ask why the Forest Service would actually 
agree to review this mining proposal. The Forest Service mission is to protect our 
forest lands against such abusive use.

Individual
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2392 2 It also seems peculiar to me that the National Forest Service is advocating 
construction of the mine. The Coronado National Forest is owned by the constituents 
of the United States of America- the National Forest Service is simply the agency 
assigned the duty of administering the use of the land and I do not believe 
exploitation is (or should be) one of their goals. The thought of the National Forest 
Service approving construction of a mine against the will of the people most directly 
and adversely affected by it, is absurd. As the mine implies, the Forest Service is 
charged with the task of servicing forest lands, not foreign investment companies or 
foreign countries.

Individual

2392 4 The Tucson NBC affiliate television station recently reported that Augusta Resource 
Corporation has already sold $150 million in silver futures from the proposed mine. 
This seems a bit premature since the forums were only recently completed and, 
according to the Coronado National Forest Service spokesperson present at the Elgin 
Forum, there is still a rather lengthy process that must be completed before the 
National Forest Service will render its final decision.

Individual

2392 5 At the Elgin forum, I heard several people ask a ranking Rosemont Mining Company 
employee where the ore from the mine was going and their response was that it really 
did not matter as it had nothing to do with the mine or its operation. However, it 
does matter to some of us. The thought of a foreign investment company exploiting 
our country's natural resources is appalling, especially if the final destination for the 
minerals extracted from the mine is another foreign country.

Individual

2392 16 It seems rather obvious to everyone who will be directly affected by the mine that the 
people involved in the initial planning have their own agenda and are concerned 
primarily with their personal selfish interests. Apparently the Rosemont Mine and 
Coronado National Forest management teams believe they are dealing with a group 
of complacent and illiterate locals, which is rather insulting in itself. They have 
certainly neglected to take the needs, concerns, and well-being of the people living in 
the area into consideration.

Individual

2393 4 The Forrest Service is charged with the responsibilty of protecting public land from 
corporate assaults. Protecting the environment, is mandatory and you cannot allow a 
foreign corporation to destroy this area for the American citzens, who live here.

Individual

2395 1 We fully concur with the May 22, 2008 letter from Representatives Gifford and 
Grijalva to Jeanine Derby in its entirety, and especially their request that the current 
EIS scoping process to be suspended pending a complete Mine Plan of Operation.

Organization

2396 14 Public involvement is essential. Only then can thoughtful and knowledgeable 
decisions be made regarding the mine.

Individual

2403 1 Why?
What will it take for the Forest to see us?

Individual

2403 5 It is our fire departments who will have to respond to accidents at our cost, it is our 
schools, it is our roads, it is our air, it is our right to quiet enjoyment, it is our water 
which will be blocked. Let me ask you again. What will it take to get the Forest to 
see us?

Individual

2403 6 To quote something that was used at a zoning hearing I recently attended- WHAT 
ARE YOU AFRAID OF?
Do you believe if you ignore us long enough, we will go away?

Individual
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2403 7 I brought these visual aids today because I want the Forest to see that we are people, 
that there are people who live in the area who will be directly impacted by the 
proposed action. There are people who travel and work the area who will be 
impacted by the proposed action.
I want the Forest to see that when it makes comments such as "It is not as beautiful 
as say Madera Canyon on the west side of the Santa Ritas" it shows bias and it 
affects the people who live on, and visit the east side.

Individual

2403 8 I will close with this question- when did the Forest lose it self so badly that it can not 
engage the 60 thousand or so people who live within the Vail Unified School 
District who will be directly impacted by this proposed project should it be 
permitted. Thank you.

Individual

2404 6 Additionally, the Forest Service must require Rosemont to provide accurate data as 
to the true life of this mine. I moved to this Valley before open pit mining. In the 
1970s, when Fico sued the mines over their use of groundwater and prevailed in the 
courts, the mines testified that they had a 20-year life span. That was 35 years ago.
Today, those same mines on the west side of our Valley publicly state that they have 
a 25 year life. [We all know that improved technology and recovery methods over 
time can extend the life of a mine.] Realistically, a mine life is probably 100 years.

Business

2408 2 Will the two documents I submitted to you need to be resubmitted? Are they part of 
the comment record? 
These are the letters I submitted on November 12 and December 30, 2007 under the 
subject of File Code 2810 Rosemont Plan of Operation.

2410 1 The Town of Sahuarita municipal operations have moved. Please update your 
mailing list to reflect the following changes:
Sahuarita Town Hall
375 W. Sahuarita Center Way 
Sahuarita, AZ 85629

Sahuarita Police Department
315 W.  W. Sahuarita Center Way 
Sahuarita, AZ 85629

Sahuarita Municipal Court
360 W.  W. Sahuarita Center Way 
Sahuarita, AZ 85629

Government

2415 3 focus on how the mine, mining and processing will be done now and in the future 
not on what was done 100 years ago.

Individual

2427 2 Stop preliminary drilling, sampling, road improvements now!Individual

2441 2 I fail to understand why the CNF has positioned itself to take the hits for Augusta 
Resource and therefore has created the perception that the Forest is an advocate for 
the mine.

Individual

2441 3 To demonstrate the CNF's stated position of neutrality I urge you to take a genuine 
neutral position and act accordingly.

Individual
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2441 5 Again I urge you to repostions the Coronado National Forest during this scoping to 
one of indisputable neutrality by acting as moderator to facilitate a dialogue for the 
common benefit of all southern Arizona citizens.

Individual

2442 2 This project clearly jeopardizes water in the area, water that is essential for humans, 
wildlife and flora. Your role as a member of the government should be to protect the 
interests of the many against the interests of the few, in this case those who plan to 
gain from the project.

Individual

2443 2 Your website has fine and noble phrases such as "…to meet the needs of present and 
future generations…", "…Caring for the Land and Serving People…", 
"…Advocating a conservation ethic in promoting the health, productivity, diversity, 
and beauty of forests and associated land."
How is allowing a Canadian company to dig an open pit copper mine (the most 
devastating kind of rape of the land), extract copper, and sell it to China only to 
leave a scar on the land which will last for years in an area of natural beauty foster 
your goals? Not to mention the affect on the water table in the area.

Individual

2444 2 I also appreciate the extra steps you are taking to insure that the public understands 
the EIS process. In deciding to review the SWCA report with a senior member of 
Congresswoman Gifford's staff and a representative of the public you have again 
shown a desire for cooperation and fairness. And finally, in creating a community 
working group to assure that all specific public concerns relevant to the project are 
addressed in the EIS you are creating a model format for conducting controversial 
EIS reports. Because there is such a tremendously impassioned concern about 
protecting the rapidly shrinking wilderness areas in Southern Arizona I commend 
you for acknowledging and accepting as partners the people who want to be involved 
in this momentous decision.

Individual

2452 1 Surely the Coronado Nat'l Forest staff are fighting development of a mine in the 
Santa Rita Mts.

Individual

2466 3 I can not believe that the Forest Service could think of permitting this Rosemont 
Copper project.

Individual

2468 9 I want to be assured that ALL  of the documentation submitted by Augusta is made 
available for public review --- in hard copy because not everyone has internet access, 
strange as that may seem!

Individual

2473 9 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:
National land is not intended for tailings & mining, it is your job to protect it, us

Individual

2473 17 Please protect our National Forest as you were charged to do.Individual
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2475 3 The Reading Room and Its Documents:  You have indicated that delays is 
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 ws 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.

Individual

2475 7 I want copies of the credentials of those persons who were appointed to produce the 
EIS, suitably redacted to avoid any compromising personal information (specifically 
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.

Individual

2475 8 Notably absent from the list are the following:  human health specialists in 
epidemiology, cancer risk assessment, pulmonary physiology, occupational safety 
and health, exposure analysis, advanced statistics.  Since the geochemistry of the 
region shows that airborne carcinogens will be emitted from the mining project, the 
absence of these specialists in the EIS committee is immediate grounds to reject any 
acceptance of the EIS and any decision approving the project.
Notably absent is a chemical engineer, GS-13 or equivalent, to review the material 
and energy balance calculations for all the mining processes, and point out the points 
of emission and loss of materials, pollution discharge opportunities, process 
limitations for closed loop technologies, and evaluation of their effects.  Further such 
a specialist is probably better able to communicate with the other team members with 
respect to air quality issues.  For reasons I have never understood, air quality is 
primarily in chemical engineering, and water quality is primarily in civil 
engineering.  I make no comments about modern curricula in "environmental 
engineering."

Individual

2475 9 Public Documents Available at the Green Valley Branch of the Pima County 
Library:  On April 11, 2008, I reviewed the Plan of Operation document for the 
proposed Rosemont Mine prepared by the Westland Resources Company, dated July 
31, 2006.  This was the only document on the project deposited with the library.  If 
there are others, they were missing.

Individual

2484 18 Also, I request that Rosemont not be allowed to continue with any activity at the 
proposed site until the environmental and public hearing  process is complete.  
Rosemont needs to make all materials available for easy public access so that 
Arizonans have a fair opportunity to evaluate them.

Individual
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2489 11 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.

Organization

2490 1 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 "Applicant") as set forth in your letter to 
Mr. Jamie Sturgess, VP Projects and Environment, dated October 19, 2007, you 
request specific information concerning water in and around the project area, 
information about land status in the project area, advise the Applicant to improve the 
readibility of maps and diagrams 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 request 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."

Individual

2490 2 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 Register 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 availability of this additional 
information, as a number of individuals with whom I have spoken are unaware that 
links to this information are available in the "Reading 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 public to this portion of the website or at least a 
notice on the website directing the public to the Reading Room.

Individual
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2490 3 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 a revised 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 July 2007, how can this 10-month-old document 
possibly serve as the "MPO of record" and thus procide the statuary 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 
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.

Individual

2490 5 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.  I 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.

Individual

2503 1 The average citizen, which we are, has not yet been supplied with enough 
information to make an intelligent decision.

Individual

2505 2 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.

Individual

2509 1 Please change my address to: 
Robert Oldfield 188129
South Unit
ASPC-Florence BX 8400
Florence, AZ 85232-8400
I have sent comments and assume you have received them.

Individual

2513 7 What obligation does the U.S.F.S. have to the local residents to manage the PUBLIC 
lands???

Individual

2520 17 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 
selling us out.  Shameful!

Individual
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2527 3 The Reading Room and Its Documents:  You have indicated that delays is 
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 ws 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.

Individual

2527 7 I want copies of the credentials of those persons who were appointed to produce the 
EIS, suitably redacted to avoid any compromising personal information (specifically 
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.

Individual

2527 8 Notably absent from the list are the following:  human health specialists in 
epidemiology, cancer risk assessment, pulmonary physiology, occupational safety 
and health, exposure analysis, advanced statistics.  Since the geochemistry of the 
region shows that airborne carcinogens will be emitted from the mining project, the 
absence of these specialists in the EIS committee is immediate grounds to reject any 
acceptance of the EIS and any decision approving the project.
Notably absent is a chemical engineer, GS-13 or equivalent, to review the material 
and energy balance calculations for all the mining processes, and point out the points 
of emission and loss of materials, pollution discharge opportunities, process 
limitations for closed loop technologies, and evaluation of their effects.  Further such 
a specialist is probably better able to communicate with the other team members with 
respect to air quality issues.  For reasons I have never understood, air quality is 
primarily in chemical engineering, and water quality is primarily in civil 
engineering.  I make no comments about modern curricula in "environmental 
engineering."

Individual

2527 9 Public Documents Available at the Green Valley Branch of the Pima County 
Library:  On April 11, 2008, I reviewed the Plan of Operation document for the 
proposed Rosemont Mine prepared by the Westland Resources Company, dated July 
31, 2006.  This was the only document on the project deposited with the library.  If 
there are others, they were missing.

Individual

2572 10 In addition, effects of mine-related pumping and recharge in the Tucson basin also 
need to be explored and we will be providing a specific request to the Forest Service 
for an independent study of potential pumping and recharge effects in the Green 
Valley-Sahuarita area.

Government
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2573 7 We reiterate our concerns that the community is not receiving adequate information 
about this proposed mining action from the proponents or Forest Service. Question 
and answer sessions are a respectful way to foster group learning and better issue 
identification for the scoping. Multiple methods of accessing information are needed. 
The communities of interest also need better access to more detailed information 
than is available on Rosemont Copper's website.

Government

2577 6 This purpose statement as it is currenly written is inadequate, misleading, and 
unfairly constrains alternatives. Pima County requests that the purpose be modified 
to state what the project is intended to accomplish, such as "to provide copper from 
the mineral estate of the United States and to ensure compliance with all state, local 
and federal laws during and after operation of any activities relating to mining.

Government

2577 7 This EIS would clearly benefit from a Tiering Process. We are concerned with the 
development of our limited national resources. Alternatives to the proposed action 
are too limited or not adequately described. In the alternatives analysis, alternatives 
should be included that indicate the benefits derived from exploitation of the mineral 
estate of the nation could be accomplished at different locations and in different 
manners such that the adverse environmental impacts are significantly less than the 
Rosemont alternative. Producing copper at another location must be a real 
alternative. The Forest Service decision should be reviewed at the national level 
among competing alternatives requiring the preparation of a programmatic EIS 
(PEIS). At this time there are multiple proposals to develop copper from state, 
federal and private mineral estates in Arizona (see Attachment 1). At a minimum 
there should be a regional EIS, which at a regional level evaluates regional 
considerations. There should be completed before the site specific EIS. This process 
has been used by the Federal Aviation Administration to evaluate choices and 
alternatives to providing national aviation services.

Government

2577 14 We would suggest that the Service institute an independent peer review process.  The 
County benefitted significantly from a scientifically valid and independent peer 
review process when developing the sometimes contoversial Sonoran Desert 
Conservation Plan. We believe that the scientific and technical studies necessary for 
defining the environmental imapcts of the Rosemont proposal would also benefit 
from a valid and independent expert peer review process. Will the Forest Service 
establish such a process to validate the studies and other information provided by 
Rosemont? Anything less will be inadequate.

Government

2577 15 Perhaps the most important component of the public review process for EIS 
development is related to information development control and release. As 
previously mentioned, 40 CFR section 1501.7 mandates that the scoping process 
bring about meaningful dialogue with affected parties. This process must be honest 
and completely transparent. To date, release of techincal information to the general 
public has been largely controlled by Rosemont. The Forest Service receives 
documents months before they have been made available to the public. One 
document cited in the Plan of Operations, Westland (2007) Biological Resources and 
Mitigation Concept: Rosemont Project still has not been released to the public. Nor 
has the public has access to the Forest Service record of correspondence. This is not 
acceptable.

Government
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2583 2 Do you have a plan for a peer review process? Because of the technical issues 
associated with this mining proposal, it seems advisable to incorporate review by 
trained, outside professionals. We understand you are considering such a process but 
have not heard details about how you intend to proceed. Can you provide us with 
that information?

Organization

2589 16 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attachment #2.
(A2, P4, L23-25) Author denotes that the first 2 Plan of Operations (POO) was 
incomplete and the third is viewed as incomplete. My question is, if the POO is 
incomplete, how can anyone make informed comments and raise poignant questions?

Individual

2589 24 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attachment #3.
1) 'MISSION STATEMENT
Our Forest mission is to sustain the unique biodiversity of the sky island ecosystems 
and provide a variety of high quality visitor opportunities and services within the 
capabilities of these ecosystems. We promote the use of prescribed fire as an 
important tool in maintaining healthy ecosystems. We will continue to enhance our 
organizational effectiveness and community partnerships.'

2) 'VISION 
The sky islands of the Coronado National Forest are healthy ecosystems with an 
abundant and diverse flora and fauna. They provide an array of high quality outdoor 
recreation opportunities with an emphasis on enhancing visitor understanding and 
enjoyment of the Forest's special natural and cultural resources. Rural communities 
and urban residents collaborate with the Forest Service. Our employees are highly 
valued as conservation leaders.' 

3) 'PRIORITIES 
Biological diversity 
Quality outdoor recreation opportunities
Fire protection and management
Public relations and collaboration
Organizational effectiveness' 

The Proposal for this Project contradicts the Forest Service (FS) Mission Statement 
and Vision. This Project has also brought forth issues regarding the FS public 
relations and collaboration and Organizational effectiveness issues that have been 
acknowledged by Ms. Derby as 'mis-steps' when pressed by Rep. Giffords and the 
Pubic.

Individual

2590 9 The Forest Service has a duty to enforce uniform approval standards and not allow 
the process to become emotionally or politically driven.

Individual

2591 15 How can this project be allowed to begin in even preliminary stages until all 
hydrological, chemical and pharmacological studies are completed?

Individual

2592 1 The address and nationality of the parent company of Augusta Resource (Arizona) 
Corporation should be provided.

Individual

2592 6 Figures 1-1, 1-6, 2-9, 2-10, 3-2, 3-3, 3-4, 3-5 should show the Tucson city limits  
with reference to the proposed project area.

Individual
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2592 15 Technical references (e.g., various reports by Tetra Tech, Westland Resources, 
Hargis and Montgomery, Harshbarger and Associates, Montgomery and Associates, 
etc.) that would provide the public foundational information pertinent to the 
understanding and evaluation of the proposed project are cited in this and succeeding 
sections of the MPO, but have not been made readily accessible for review. These 
referenced should be available in pdf format via the USFS website. Because the 
inability of the public to access the technical references makes it impossible to 
develop informed comments, the public comment process should be restarted once 
USFS makes technical information on the process readily available (USFS personnel 
indicated to me at public meetings that they were looking into developing an e-
library of technical references, but this has not occurred.

Individual

2592 53 The MPO indicated that investigations of the hydrology and geochemistry of the 
open pit area are incomplete. Essentially, the MPO provides almost o information on 
the dewatering of the pit during operation, the impact of the dewatering on perennial 
and intermittent streamflow, the impact of lowered groundwater levels on private 
wells, the impact of dewatering on recharge to the Tucson Basin, and the impact of 
cyclic wetting and drying on the high sulfide rock typical of skarn deposits when it is 
left in the abandoned pit at the end of the mine life. Given the dearth of information 
on these matters, scoping this portion of the EIS is premature because there's not 
enough information to identify issue or alternatives.

Individual

2593 21 The public should be actively involved in this process and kept informed every step 
of the way before, during and after mining.

Organization

2593 67 This project would be largely located on land managed by the Coronado National 
Forest. This also raises questions:
-How would the Coronado National Forest manage this land?
-What existing Forest resources, staff time, etc., would be required and how would 
this affect effective management of the rest of the Forest?

Organization

2593 82 It is possible that the mine may not operate continuously.
-What would happen to the mine facilities in the event of a temporary shut down in 
operations?

Organization

2600 2 If the state has to alter SR 83 who paysIndividual

2605 9 Until the problems are addressed openly and honestly and viable solutions are 
offered, I will remain opposed to the mining project of August Resource Corporation.

Individual

2608 1 I am writing to request that the Forest Service consider the financial risks involved in 
this project.

Individual

2610 9 What recourse will the Area residents have in the event of any negative impacts on 
the water resources?

Individual

2610 10 If the USDA Forest Service (the "Forest Service") cannot ensure that the Area 
residents will have enough groundwater of the quality and quantity they enjoy today 
(7/11/08), or a mechanism to ensure that any unforseen negative impacts can be 
satisfactorily corrected then the Forest Service need go no further in this process and 
the Rosemont Mine should be denied their request to use Forest Service land.

Individual

2610 13 How will the mine operations affect wildlife and vegetation? Has US Game & Fish 
been involved in making that determination? If not, why not?

Individual
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2610 15 What is planned for any protected or endangered plants and animals? Who will 
ensure that the plans are carried out?

Individual

2610 20  What recourse will those people affected by the noise have?Individual

2610 28 Will rosemont be allowed to transfer those claims? If so, will the transferee be 
obligated to perform under agreements made by Rosemont?

Individual

2610 51  If the impact is negative in any way, are the trade-offs of the mine worth what will 
be lost?  Who will make that determination and will that study be available for public 
inspection?

Individual

2610 53 In the event the Forest Service is not qualified to address these issues, it is important 
to enlist the expertise of a qualified individual to do so.

Individual

2614 7 SIGNIFICANT OTHER INFORMATION PERTAINING TO THE ECONOMIC 
ENVIRONMENT SHOULD HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED BY THE COMPANY 
FOR THE FOREST SERVICE TO REVIEW:

Individual

2614 10 Therefore, it is all the more incumbent upon the Forest Service when granting 
permits to mining companies, to make sure that they are dealing with companies that 
have a track record of responsible mining  and the financial strength to carry them 
through the up and down cycles.

Individual

2614 11 The Forest Service  in its fiduciary capacity, can and should mitigate the risk to the 
taxpayers by choosing to only permit companies with proven track records, well 
established, diversified markets, and financial sustainabliity.  Rosemont Copper 
Company, i.e. Augusta Resources, does not qualify.

Individual

2614 22 Now that we are at this stage in the process, and the issue of financial feasability and 
corporate integrity have not been adequately addressed, I am worried that the final 
decision may be prejudiced against the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE.  This 
concern is validated by comments made by an upper-level official in the Forest 
Service, Mr. Michael Doran who was quoted a follows from in the Arizona Daily 
Star, July 6, 2008 : if the Forest Service is negotiating over the details of a mining 
plan, the Agency is essentially admitting the proposed operation is reasonably and 
feasable.  In such cases, a NO ACTION choice doesn't make any sense.  Given this 
stated position by a ranking Forest service personnel, how can the public possibly 
have any confidence in the forthcoming Draft EIS if one of the NEPA mandated 
alternatives is considered as nonsense?

Individual

2614 26 As a taxpayer, I urge the Forest Service to suspend the NEPA process until the many 
serious issues and questions set forth in this letter have been fully and satisfactorily 
addressed.

Individual

2615 7 Your letter failed to respond to our request for a peer review process to review 
technical documents submitted by Rosemont or outside experts.  Are there any plans 
to create such a process?  If not, why not?

Individual

2617 40 How does Augusta plan to keep the skies dark at night?Individual
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2620 2 Fact: Rosemont Copper does not have sufficient surface area in its patented and 
unpatented claims to place and store the amount of waste rock and tailings which 
would be generated under its plan of operation unless the U.S. Forest Service leases 
them additional area. It is the duty and use by the general public. To lease national 
forest land to a Canadian based resource company is clearly not in the best interests 
of the public at large and is contrary to the designated responsibilibty assigned to the 
U.S. Forest Service. Should it do so a law suit will be initiated immediately vs. The 
U.S. Forest Service and the management personnel responsible for its action.

Business

2621 2 The implementation of the Rosemont proposal, based on incomplete, if not faulty, 
geological and hydrological studies would do untold damage to the Santa Ritas and 
that range's watershed.

Individual

2621 8 As stake holders in the United States and as one who treasures our natural beauty, we 
urge the Forest Service to be a good steward of our land. This is you mission.

Individual

2622 1 We read in the newspaper a couple of weeks ago that you denied a request from 
Congresswoman Gabrielle Giffords and Congressman Raul Grijalva to continue the 
"scoping" process for the proposed Rosemont Mine, since there was confusion 
among concerned residents during the initial process. Why?

Individual

2622 2 A growing number of citizens and tax payers in this area, has gone on record 
opposing this mine. Pima County Supervisors have voted against it. Green Valley 
Coordinating Council, have voted against it.

Individual

2622 8 You are chartered to protect our National Forests from being used as a dumping 
ground for mine tailings.

Individual

2622 10 You are a public servant paid by us citizens and we beg you to listen to reason. We 
know that you report to your superiors, but they cannot be controlled by lobbyists 
and foreign corporations.

Individual

2622 12 But you must be very thorough on researching the items that have been submitted. 
Please do not hide behind rules and regulations, but take a stand and protect us from 
this assault!!! We are not against business development, but it has to be done in the 
proper location, instead of in the middle of communities.

Individual

2634 16 Past policy has allowed these companies have never been called to account for the 
long term damage they leave behind.

Business

2638 5 I do want to convey, as strongly as possible my concerns about this project. These 
include the need for Forest Service intervention.

Individual

2640 21 A public (illegible) can then be reinstated. Anything short of this would appear to be 
in violation of federal regulations.

Individual

2645 4 We believe Forest Service at this time should be doing the following activities 
without delay. Follow the guidelines in 36 CFR 228A Part C by using it as a 
checklist to identify which are applicable and to what extent. The results should be 
published for the public.

Business

2649 2 The company should be required to submit a proposal for constructing and 
maintaining a road that will have minimum impact on the forest service and nearby 
residents.

Individual
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2649 6 By the way, neither the email address nor the internet address given in the paper was 
functional. Please see that this is corrected.

Individual

2655 18 My message to the US Forest Service and to Augusta Resources is clear:  Leave the 
Rosemont district as natural open space, and look elsewhere for suitable ore deposits.

Individual

2659 1 Please separate the hysterical comments from the facts and complete the review of 
the project based on valid information.

Individual

2662 8 What will happen to Rosemont after its proposed lifespan of 19 years?  Will the 
owners be removing all the piles of debris and filling in the hole that it has caused.

Individual

2662 9 If Augusta is granted the right to mine thre should be a caveat clause that requries 
them to fill in the 3,000 deep, milewide hole with the debris that they have removed, 
bring back the area of mining to its natural state, as well as the area of "dump" back 
to its natural state.

Individual

2662 11 A company this large, or small, it doesn’t really matter, should also be required to 
replace what it destroys.

Individual

2664 10 The technology being proposed meets all the EPA environmental standardsIndividual

2664 12 Please give a balanced evaluation of the benefits for the project and the steps taken 
by Rosemont Copper to mitigate the environmental concerns for the project.

Individual

2666 3 If no jurisdiction can enforce compliance with good outdoor lighting practice, then 
what is the point of the plan? Who decides if the plan is being met? What recourse 
would the Observatory or anyone else have?

Organization

2666 6 If an environmental assessment seeks to keep incompatible uses apart, then the 
process should respect the environmental elements that create a rare and valuable 
research site and protect the environmental asset of dark skies.

Organization

2666 7 The Memorandum of Understanding requires various experts for the consulting staff. 
We suggest that a lighting engineer or designer be added to the list.

Organization

2666 11 The mining proponent has filed an Outdoor Lighting Plan as part of the Plan of 
Operations. We have inserted comments on a copy of the plan as an attachment. We 
are unable to meaningfully evaluate the lighting because 1) the operator is not bound 
to follow it, 2) it cites unspecified Federal and State laws that may come in to play, 
and 3) gives no description of typical lighting practice for this type of mining 
operation

Organization

2667 5 It is disheartening to hear that with so many adverse effects  caused by this mining 
and discused at the open meetings you seem to still be considering giving Augusta a 
mining permit.

Individual

2668 1 I appreciate the Forest Service providing everyone an opportunity to air their 
comments on the Rosemont mine project.  While I imagine that you have goals to 
weigh that may differ from the general, local consensus I hope the voices of the 
people most affected by the long term consequences of your decision will have some 
influence on that decision.

Individual
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2668 2 Were the criteria solely based on environmental grounds it is hard to believe that 
Coronado National Forest woud even consider this project.  The proposal is in the 
backyard of a major metropolitan area.  Many of the harmful aspects are permanent 
and difficult  to mitigate and even, possibly, to foresee.

Individual

2668 4 And should the price of the minerals decline, or the operating expenses increase over 
that period and Augusta no longer finds mining to be economically satisfying the 
taxpayer and the Forest Service will be left to remedy a blight on what was as scenic 
and well enjoyed area.

Individual

2668 31 The technical aspects of this project require professional expertise.  Under NEPA 
Augusta will be paying for their expertise, in essence hiring them - how independent 
could they possibly be?  And are they motivated to provide ameliorations?

Individual

2668 33 How could you possibly think of or address everything?  I worry that a decision 
could be made without looking at the long term expenses for us, the residents, the 
taxpayers.  In the end, aren't you also accountable to us?

Individual

2671 2 I am also against the current ongoing activities such as exploratory drilling on public 
lands without public review, comment or recourse.

Individual

2671 20 I believe the value of my property has been and will be further affected from this 
proposed mine operation.
How will I be compensated for this reduction in value?

How will the economic analysis take this into account?

Will the PIMA County tax assessor's office take this into account for valuations?

Is the PIMA County assessor's office being consulted to obtain these economic 
imputs?

Individual

2671 39 Given the ultimate responsibility for the ROD, I ask the USDA Forest Service, what 
will be the weighting criteria (ranking of importance) of all input considerations by 
which the decision will be made?  And furthermore, what level of consideration will 
given to risks and uncertainties in the input data?

Individual

2671 40 In Summary, I wish to thank the USDA Forest Service the opportunity to participate 
in the public hearings and to make written comments into the EIS and NEPA 
process.  As can be seen by the nature of my questions, I wish to highlight the 
importance of off-nominal error analysis and assessment of the variability of 
assumptions.  If the uncertainty in the answer is large enough, then the answer is 
suspect to begin with.  All good analysis and decision making should take this into 
account.

Individual

2672 22 One of the meeting speakers mentioned that Safford recently approved a new copper 
mine. Oro Valley residents voted for a big shopping mall. Local residents should get  
a powerful say in the process, not just lip service.

Individual

2675 30 An example of the preliminary nature of information supplied to stakeholders is 
found in this area as well: The Pollutant Management Area (PMA) is essentially the 
perimeter circumscribing potentially discharging facilities. From the Plan of 
Operations - "It is anticipated that the PMA boundary depicted may be modified as 
plans become better defined."

Individual
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2677 5 The mine plan of operations states that a biological report has been completed, called 
the Biological Resources and Mitigation Concept. We request a copy of this 
document for our review.

We know that Pima County has recommended that the Forest should require peer 
review of scientific studies written to evaluate the impacts of the mine. We concur 
that this is a reasonable request, given that we disagree so completely with the report 
on biological resources. The Forest must insure that the scientific analysis upon 
which they base their decisions is sound.

Government

2677 9 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Should the Forest allow acid leaching of mineralized rock on Forest land?

Government

2677 10 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Could the Forest require the operator to place all mineralize rock and mining waste 
off Forest land (on private and patented claims)?

Government

2677 58 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Funding for scientific monitoring for the life of the mine and beyond

Government

2682 11 According to the newspaper Augusta Resources already placed orders for the mills 
and mining equipment - which indicates that they already greased the wheels in 
Washington - please advise me and the public of who these politicians and lobbyists 
are.

Individual

2682 14 It is time that the Forest Service takes a stand and cooperates with the taxpayers that 
pay them to protect our environment.

Individual

2682 17 Please note:
1. The email address you listed in the mail notification is not valid and is rejected by 
the server. July 9, 2008
2. I tried to call your office #388-8304 no answer
3. I tried to call your office in Sabino Canyon - no answer
Question: Is that deliverate to derail the opposition to this project? That kind of 
service is not acceptable any longer.

Individual

2683 4 All work on this mine should cease until the envrionmental impact study has been 
completed and the public given a chance to respond.

Individual

2683 37 What will happen if the company goes bankrupt halfway through the operation? 
What will happen if the owners decide to sell? Will the buyers be required to abide 
by agreements made specifically with Augusta?

Individual

2683 41 It seems as though the Augusta corporation may be trying to rush their plan through 
while the current administration, indifferent at best to the environment but very 
supportive of industry, is still in power.

Individual

2683 45 This is not a study that can happen in a few weeks; it will require months. If not 
years.

Individual
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2683 46 I have to say that I've been disappointed in the way the U.S. Forest Service has 
conducted the project thus far.

Individual

2687 4 It seems that the Forest Service is rushing into the Rosemont Copper Project without 
better studies

Individual

2698 21 Just the costs of widening and repairing the roads in question might cause Augusta to 
abandon the project if they had to cover them.

Business

2703 5 Why, just because there is a foolish law still on the books, can we just put the a 
mine. Why can't we use good thought about our beautiful perishable state and protect 
it?

Individual

2711 1 We believe that Forest Service approval of this project would be a major policy 
blunder

Individual

2711 12 Does the submitted proposal suggest that "the company" is intending to provide the 
funds to the state and county to upgrade these roads to accommodate industrial 
traffic?

Individual

2719 2 This process should not go forward until Augusta Resource Corp provides a final 
plan, as requested by USFS.

Individual

2721 2 Water: By state statute (Title 45, Article 7-415) mines can use as much water as 
needed for their operations so a mine can not be denied on the basis of ground water 
pumping.
Though not required Augusta has contracted with Central Arizona Water 
Replenishment District to recharge more water than they will use. Further Augusta 
will apparently sign an agreement with well owners that might be effected by their 
pumping to ensure they will always have domestic water. In their concern over water 
and the drawdown of the water table the people of Sahuarita and Green Valley 
ignore the fact that they are not only presently drawing it down themselves but are 
increasing the drawdown by continuing to build new homes.

Individual

2724 38 The forest service should require Rosemont to perform an economic analysis using 
community acceptable consultants to establish the economic impacts of its activities 
as they may affect landowners, businesses and the beautiful vista of the Santa Rita 
Ridgeline.

Individual

2724 40 Additionally, the forest service must require Rosemont to provide accurate data as to 
the true life of the mine.

Individual

2724 42 Make the mining plan and additional materials submitted by Augusta easily available 
to the public for review. Not everyone has internet, so make sure that hard copies are 
distributed throughout Southern Arizona.

Individual

2724 45 Unless these claims are valid, Augusta has no real legal right to use our public land 
for their dump.

Individual

2724 46 Media must be at all public meetings to record all sides of issues raised and the 
Forest Service itself must provide a general presentation to the public and media at 
these hearings.

Individual
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2724 47 The Augusta Resource Corporation has not yet completed the studies and 
documentation requested by the forest service after the second mining plan of 
operation was rejected. For example the hydrologic studies are not yet complete, 
therefore the hydrologic impacts cannot yet be determined.

Individual

2724 49 I demand that the Forest Service not let Augusta piece-meal-this mine, thereby 
avoiding real and meaningful environmental analysis fo the impacts.

Individual

2724 54 If Augusta's mining plan of operation (MPO) cannot meet the current standards and 
requirements of the forest plan, then the forest service must deny the mine.

Individual

2724 61 There is no money to be made at $5.00 an acre.Individual

2724 65 Because Arizona is so "out of date" with its laws Arizona will loose billions in 
revenue to a foreign company.

Individual

2726 21 Just the costs of widening and repairing the roads in question might cause Augusta to 
abandon the project if they had to cover them.

Business

2727 6 What right does any user have to put everyone else's water at risk in a growing desert 
area where water can only become more scarce in the future.

Individual

2727 9 what right does one user have to threaten  the superior air quality conditions that 
exist and have led to numerous observatories in the surrounding peaks?

Individual

2730 7 I have read the Forest Service Mission, Motto, Vision and Guiding Principles. If the 
Forest Service lived by those words, especially, "caring for the land and serving 
people" the mine project can not be allowed to go through.

Individual

2732 2 Augusta Resource Corp. still has not submitted a completed Mining Plan of 
Operations, despite multiple requests. A thorough, rational analysis of their proposal 
cannot proceed without a detailed written plan.

Individual

2732 9 The Forest Service needs to halt all activity by Augusta at Rosemont until 
completion of the NEPA process, and not let Augusta proceed to construct the mine 
piecemeal, thus avoiding meaningful environmental analysis.

Individual

2736 34 Augusta Resources/Rosemont Copper has requested an easement from the State 
Land Department;  what is the location of the easement?  The State Land Department 
may decide the easement is located so as to service future growth; will Augusta 
Resources/Rosemont Copper be willing to accommodate the State Land Department 
requirement?

Government

2736 35 What is Augusta Resources/Rosemont Copper's backup plan if the State Land 
Department or other land owners say no to the easement request?  What are the 
alternative easement options? Could private property be used or forced to be used?

Government

2736 51 What are the consequences if Augusta Resources simply entitles the land and another 
entity purchases the  rights operates the mine?  Or the mine is operated by more than 
one company?  Or a foreign company?

Government
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2741 5 As much information as possible should be provided to the public. Specifically:
*It is common practice to generate G.I.S. displays for planning large land-use 
projects. G.I.S. displays should be made available to the public that overlay the 
following:
a) hydrologic & geologic data of proposed project areas
b) proposed mining, extraction & tailings area
c) current land use in project areas (forests, parks, state and federal natural areas, 
tourist sites, etc)?

Individual

2750 5 There are numerous other issues that should be analyzed and studied thoroughly and 
presented to the public so the peoples voices would be heard.

Individual

2759 1 Thank you for your correspondence dated June 13, 2008, regarding the Forest 
Service developing an Environmental Impact Statement for Rosemont Copper's plans 
to develop a large open pit mine on 995 acres of private land and 3,670 acres of 
Forest land in the Santa Rita Mountains south of Tucson.  Because the Hopi Tribe 
claims cultural affiliation to prehistoric cultural groups in Coronado National Forest 
and Hopi Cultural Preservation Office supports the identification and avoidance of 
archaeological sites and Traditional Cultural Properties, we appreciate your 
continuing solicitation of our input and your efforts to address our concerns.

Government

2770 7 Finaly as a condition of Forest Service approval of Augusta's Mine Plan of 
Operation, Augusta and any sucessors in ownership of the mine, must be held to a 
carefully constructed, fair and responsible negoitaited plan of compensation for lost 
income or lost property values due to the mine.

Business

3931 3 The Authority of CWC to make a final pipeline decision is being challenged without 
a "ratifying" vote of the CWC membership as described below.  Members are 
preparing to petition for such a vote if necessary.  A major concern is that CWC will 
lose rights of control and water resources.

Organization

3931 4 CWC should make no legal or contractual obligations with ARC without a complete 
disclosure of the terms and a fair ratifying vote by the membership.  This is necessary 
because the CWC power structure appears fixed on course of action that ignores the 
broader implications important to its members and to the Larger Community.  
Indeed, they have stated publicly that they are bound by and restricted as a utility to 
avoid considerations outside the narrow aspects of their business.  The members of 
the CWC cooperative are not bound by a narrow viewpoint and better able to make 
evaluations for themselves and for the Larger Community.

Organization

4474 19 On March 5, 2008, the Forest Service signed a Memorandum of Understanding with 
Rosemont Copper Company (aka Augusta Resource).  The Forest Service's proposed 
action, which is administrative in nature, is "to approve the MPO [Mine Plan of 
Operations], which would, in turn grant permission to the Proponent to build and 
operate specific mine-related facilities on NFS land."

I challenge the Forest Service.  You have outlined 16 pages of commitments to the 
mining company.  What is your responsibility to the public who are the owners of 
the forest and the taxpayers who maintain these lands and pay your salaries?

Individual
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5012 11 IS THIS MINE A DONE DEAL?
-Although, Augusta is operating as if all is approved, this mine is NOT a done deal!  
Permitting alone is a two-year process at the very least and requires more than 20 
permits.

Organization

5012 12 IS THIS MINE A DONE DEAL?
-Santa Cruz and Pima Counties, the Town of Sahuarita, City of Tucson, the Towns 
of Marana and Oro Valley and the Green Valley Community Coordinating Council 
are officially opposed to this mine.

Organization

5012 18 HOW ARE ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS BEING ADDRESSED?
-Staying within the goals of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan would include not 
putting a mine in these biologically sensitive areas.  Impact is not irreversible.

Organization

5272 5 Based on these concerns, the project should be examined extremely closely, by an 
independent, non-biased entity.

Organization

5281 5 Once the study is completed, an agreement between BLM, SHPO, ACHP and ERF 
must be reached on how the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine project can be 
carrried out without harm to Empire Ranch historic structures and incorporated into 
the Mine Plan of Operations.

Organization

5284 26 We would ask that you have an independent company do the Economic Feasability 
Study and not accept the one done by Augusta Resource Corporation.  We would 
also like for you to have all of these studies done before you make a decision, and 
that you don't change any Forest Plans to accommodate this company.

Individual

5284 28 As local residents we are asking you to make all of the proposals, studies, and 
documents provided by Augusta Resource Corporation available to the public for 
review before you make a decision.  We would also hope that you would use some of 
these other agencies to help you make the appropriate decision:  Pima County 
Department of Environmental Quality, Arizona Department of Game and Fish, 
Arizona State of Historic Preservation, and the Arizona Department of 
Transportation.

Individual

5285 12 Who will be responsible for this research?  Will the studies take into account the 
most recent technology and data?  When will decisions about mitigation be made?  
Who will make these decisions?  If the Rosemont Copper Project is allowed to 
continue, it is imperative that these comprehensive studies (and other legally-
required studies) are accomplished in a professional manner.

Individual

6712 1 This is a technically, very complex issue, and it's an emotionally charged issue. So 
it's critical that the review process be transparent and fully open to public input.

Government

6712 4 Additionally, it's important that the community and every relevant agency be 
included in the review of all aspects of the impact this Proposed Mine will have on 
the area and on its residents.

Government

6717 9 We also ask that the monitoring reports that are committed to in the current 
Coronado National Forst plan for cultural, recreation, wildlife, riparian resources, 
and other reports, be made available to the public on the website and in reading 
rooms in local libraries.

Individual
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6736 3 That's just the short -- the short answer to this problem is basically not to have the 
mine.  But it's not going to be that simple, and that's why everybody needs to be 
involved, writing, and calling, talking to our Congressmen, no matter what side of 
the aisle they are on.

Individual

6738 2 The more money Rosemont spends on that ranch, the more impregnable they believe 
they are.

I was out there Sunday morning, Mother's Day.  I went to visit my mother, Mother 
Nature.  It was so rewarding.  And what did I see? I saw some jack drill riggers.

I saw guys that looked like they were on a 24/7 roundabout clock from Salt Lake 
City, Utah.  They were real friendly.  I'm sure they didn't recognize me.  They were 
real helpful in giving me a lot of information.  I had a great conversation with them.  
They were on their second drill well, and they've got six more to go.  All these wells 
digging on the Forest Service land.

Individual

6744 11 The specific questions that we'd like to raise, one that Gayle Hartmann raised before, 
and it's a simple question.  We don't have a complete Plan of Operation to review.  
So I think it's essential for us to have additional time to provide input as the Plan of 
Operations becomes -- after the Plan of Operations become final.  It cannot -- it's not 
possible for us to provide a complete set of questions to the Forest Service absent a 
complete plan.

Individual

6767 2 My next two questions are these.  Being that our community is the one that will be 
the one that will have to deal with all of the problems associated with the proposed 
mine, what kinds of educational outreach has the Coronado National Forest been 
doing to reach school age people?  It has not been in our area before, but has it been 
in any other school districts?

Individual

6768 2 Rosemont copper is trying to make a buck.  That's the American way.  What is the 
Forest trying to do?  It is our fire departments who will have to respond to these 
accidents.  There is not a fire district there.  Who will pay for those accidents?  It is 
our roads, it is our air.  It is our right to quiet enjoyment.  It is our water that will be 
blocked.  Let me ask you again, what will it take to get the forest to see us?

To quote something that was recently used at a zoning hearing I attended, what are 
you afraid of?  Do you believe that if you ignore us long enough we'll go away?  I 
brought these visual aids today because I want the Forest to see that we are people.  
That there are people who live in our area who will be directly impacted by the 
proposed action.  There are people who would travel and visit the area who will be 
impacted by the proposed action.

Individual

6768 3 I want the forest to see that when it makes comments such as, "It is not as beautiful 
as, say Madera Canyon on the west side of the Santa Ritas", it shows bias, and it 
affects the people who live on, and visit the east side.

Individual

6781 10 There will be no peace for anyone in the Sonoita Valley or surrounding 
communities, nor for the wildlife if this mine is approved by the Forest Service. And 
the Forest Service will have failed to honor its motto, caring for the land and serving 
people.

Individual
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6792 1 I'm one of the Sahuarita well owners that did not sign.  Out of 280 of us he stated 
that 50 signed.  We were told we would not be allowed to sign the agreement until 
the hydrological impact study of Sahuarita, to determine the water that they're going 
to transport 15 miles up to their mine, was completed.

So how, Jamie Sturgess, if you're here, how can we sign an agreement that has not 
been completed yet?  We want to know why the hydrological impact study that you 
promised has not been done.  And we hope that the forestry will also review this 
information.  We also would like an independent hydrological impact team to view 
this study to see how accurate it really is.

Individual

6798 1 my concern stems with my personal experience when I went to the open house in 
Vail.  I didn't know much about what was going on.  I had been hearing, so I went to 
learn.

And I asked a lot of questions of the representatives of the mine.  And I sincerely 
wanted to know, you know, what this project meant from their perspective.  I wanted 
to gather information so I could make an informed decision about where I stand.

The answers to my questions were vague in almost all cases, and contradictory in 
others.  It was a pretty poor sales job, in my opinion.

Individual

6804 5 Repeatedly the location of the mine has been referenced as 30 miles southeast of 
Tucson. This is true if you're measuring from the city center, but in reality, the 
proposed location of the mine is 18 miles from Tucson city limits, 13 miles from the 
center of Green Valley, nine miles from the center of Corona de Tucson, 10 miles 
from the Sonoita cross road, 16 miles from the center of Vail, 18 miles from the 
center of Patagonia, 21 miles from Tubac, 32 miles from Nogales, 32 miles from 
Sierra Vista, and 39 miles from Tombstone. One would think that the public should 
have been more informed of the distance of this project and the other areas that could 
be impacted.

Individual

6805 3 The public's lack of understanding of the NEPA process has been facilitated by 
comments made by both the Forest Service representatives and Augusta 
representatives, repeated comments which lead the public to believe the opposition 
of the mine is limited. 

For example, an article in the Arizona Daily Star published 4-6-2008 about the Vail 
open house said the following about comments from Jamie Sturgess, here is a quote: 
He bristled at the statement that nearly everyone at the forum was against the mine --
oh, 30 seconds, just lost my place. He referred to the group as a mixture of yuppies, 
college kids, and senior citizens who have time to come to such a forum. Anyone 
working and presumably supporting the mine would be with the family, he said. He 
then acknowledged that he was biased for the mine because he works for the firm. I 
do some work as a consultant for Rosemont, he said. Obviously I've a vested interest 
in seeing the mine go in.

Individual
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6807 1 I'm concerned because information has not been readily available and has been 
consistently inaccurately presented to the public. Since April of 2006, Augusta 
Resources and/or their public relations firm, Strongpoint, have been the registered 
owners of the following domain names: www.StopRosemont.com, 
NoRosemontMine.com and SaveTheScenicSantaRitas.com, org, and all the other 
extensions. The only rational purpose for them to own those domain names would be 
to try to suppress information from the public.

Individual

6807 4 The numbers presented throughout the process have been confusing, the amount of 
land being considered is not clear, the proposed water consumption is not clear, the 
number os jobs the mine would create is not clear, the amount of traffic the mine will 
generate or when it will travel on State Route 83 is not clear, the actual distance from 
municipalities, national preserves and sensitive areas in not clear, the end of the 
commenting period is not clear.

Individual

6812 5 Does the will of the people count? How can you say it doesn’t with opposition like 
this?

Organization

6821 3 Let me remind you that the whole purpose of the Forest Service is, and I quote: To 
conserve the scenery and the national and historic objects and the wildlife therein, 
and to provide for the enjoyment of the same in such a manner and such means as 
will leave them unimpaired for the future generations. Ladies and gentlemen of the 
Forest Service, your approval of this project will turn this pristine land into a garbage 
dump for the benefit of Rosemont mine.

I believe any unbiased and reasonable person would believe that the approval of this 
proposal would be a violation of your oath of office and a violation of the Forest 
Service for which you have sworn to uphold.

Individual

6824 3 The amount of water Rosemont plans on using is three -- 31,870 gallons a minute. 
They claim they can recycle 89 percent of that, and they only need the 6,000 acre-
feet a year. 6,000 acre-feet is 1,955,226,000 gallons of water a year for the next 20 
years. We cannot afford to waste that much water. 

Now, Jamie Sturgess stood up and spoke last time about a contract that they've 
negotiated with the Sahuarita well owners and that he was getting 50 people to sign 
that. Today I'm carrying a letter from a lawyer, Huge Hollup (phonetic), the attorney 
that represents the United Sahuarita Well Owners that states the Rosemont Mine, 
Jamie A. Sturgess, who it negotiated with, has agreed to do a comprehensive 
hydrological study to identify any impacts Rosemont's proposed puming of 
groundwater would have on the neighborhood wells in Sahuarita. Proposed impact? 
There will be an impact.

When they did their well testing, several wells went dry, and they were only testing. 
They weren't pumping this 5,000 gallons a minute of water they plan on pumping.It's 
ridiculous. Jamie A. Sturgess stated on that date at the Sahuarita High School Forest 
Service hearing about these 50 people who signed: I'd like to know if the Forest 
Service has those 50 signatures? Do you have a contract that states that they're going 
to take care of the Sahuarita well owners? Do you have a contract that they're going 
to bring CAP water and replenish the water that they're mining out of Sahuarita?

Individual
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6841 5 Augusta certifies that it will support the conservation plan in developing the 
Rosemont Mine. I am familiar with the SDCP and have read the Rosemont Plan of 
Operations and find each an anathema to the other. I briefly describe some of the 
activities that will be ongoing at Rosemont Mine and you can draw your own 
conclusions as to whether they could in any way construe to support the role of the 
SDCP.

The figures I quote come straight from during times of peak mind activity. 36 24-ton 
trucks will enter or leave the mine every hour. Each day for five days a week up to 
56 tons of blasting agent will be used to pulverize the ore body and surrounding 
rock. Three gargantuan electric shovels will operate continuously, eventually 
gouging a pit a mile wide, a mile long, and almost 3,000 feet deep. 31 260-ton haul 
trucks, a 200-ton transporter trailer, and an unspecified number of haul trucks will 
shuttle copper or waste rock and tailings around the mine.

Individual

6879 9 Will Rosemont close the mine because their water allotment along with other 
entities, is reduced?  If so, who would enforce the scaling back of the mining 
operation?

Individual

6887 2 My concern is that Rosemont will reduce operations to a skeleton crew when copper 
prices are low thereby extending the life of the mine and the exposure of the waste 
rock and tailing piles  to the elements thereby increasing the potential for 
contamination.

Individual

6893 3 Please take appropriate action to deny or prevent this activity.Individual

6900 7 Please STOP the mine.  Do NOT agree to the mine.  Do NOT ACCEPT the copper 
project proposal.

Individual

6901 20 The Coalition expects that the Forest Service will make a concerted effort to weigh 
the full range of impacts associated with this project in the EIS.

Organization

6902 6 I ask you, how can a community that has and follows such strict desert protection 
laws and environmental protection ordinances governing its citizens be forced to 
allow an environmentally disastrous project such as a strip mine to assault their 
community?

Individual

6918 4 What can you do to stop Rosemont form using all this water which is needed for the 
aquifers and the wildlife in the area?

Individual

6919 9 What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the 
Coronado National Forest from the impacts of daily blasting?

Individual

6921 2 4,000 acres will be torn up by direct mining.  What can be done to stop Rosemont 
from rippping up 4000 acres of beautiful scenic mountains which are now full of 
wildlife and native plants?

Individual

6924 6 Stop the Rosemont Mine from opening and destroying the Santa Rita Mountains and 
endangering the lives of those of us who call the area home.  As the U.S. Forest 
Service, it seems to me that your duty is to PROTECT our forests and land, not to 
allow it to be destroyed by foreign companies.  The tax payers pay for the U.S. 
Forest Service to exist.  Please hear the voice of the taxpayers who are saying "NO 
MINING IN THE SANTA RITA MOUNTAINS".

Individual
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6946 5 2.  Who will ultimately pay for mine inspection and enforcement?Individual

6946 9 10.  Will the mine be required to prove that their activities did not cause any 
damages to the wells?  Or will we poor homeowners be required to enter lengthy and 
costly legal battles to prove that they did cause the damages to wells in the area?

Individual

6946 10 11.  Will the areas waterways both above and under ground be mapped out to show 
potential problems before the mine starts?  Will the maps be made public 
information?

Individual

6947 4 I read the mining company's proposed plan and I paid particular attention to the 
reclamation section and how most buildings will be removed and the area will be 
fenced off to protect citizens.  This does not sound like much effort will be made to 
restore the area to its pre-mining state.

Individual

6955 8 I maintain that the Augusta plan of operations, section 3.5 "Public Access and 
Recreation Mitigation" is deficient and cannot reasonably be made sufficient, due to 
the extreme impact of an open-pit mine and associated workings on recreational 
lands.

Individual

6956 8 I maintain that the Augusta plan of operations, section 3.5 "Public Access and 
Recreation Mitigation" is deficient and cannot reasonably be made sufficient, due to 
the extreme impact of an open-pit mine and associated workings on recreational 
lands.

Individual

6966 12 What will the compensation be for my personal losses caused by this mines 
activities?

Individual

6969 3 I would be most appreciative of your reply to this inquiry and any guidence you 
could offer as to where I could reserch this vital concern further.

Individual

6972 1 Will you require the Rosemont Mine to line its ponds?

If not, why not?

Individual

6979 1 We appreciate this opportunity to comment on the PROPOSED Rosemont Mine and 
the DRY STACKING/ TAILINGS. This is a relative new process that has been done 
a LESSER scale around the world, usually in arid areas. Rosemont's plan of 
operation indicates there will be NO provision of lining the dry tailings, which the 
leaching pads have a plastic liner. New process's always have a learning curve and 
the residents of ARID area can ill afford mistakes , no matter how GOOD their 
intenetions.

Individual

6985 2 I am disturbed that Rosemont Copper is already advertising jobs--which makes me 
wonder if this isn't already a done deal and this public comment period is only a way 
to make the public believe that they had their say.  DO NOT give permission for this 
copper mine.

Individual

7003 5 So, I urge you to reject this mining project and protect our land.Individual

7009 5 I think the mine should be allowed to open and operate .  our government has strict 
regulations in place and we should trust the agencies responsible for enforcing those 
regulations.

Individual
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7023 7 3. AND YOU INTEND TO RUSH THIS THROUGH WITHOUT A VOTE FROM 
THE PUBLIC…

Individual

7027 2 The Rosemont mining claims were probably filed in the 1960's and kept valid since 
as required by Federal and Arizzona laws and regulations. The successive owners of 
the mining property have made large investments in the form of exploration drilling 
projects, metallurgical testing, and bankable feasibility studies.  For the first time, in 
the opinions of the claim owners, the project has become viable and development of 
a large mine employing many people is planned. A rule of thumb is that each new 
mining job generates five new service jobs in the community, and the net result is 
many jobs and large tax revenue.

Individual

7034 3 -Is the state of Arizona going to make this company responsible for pollution?Individual

7038 2 I am concerned about several issues pertaining to the Rosemont mine.  I have often 
driven route 83 and consider it one of our more dangerous highways.  Huge mining 
trucks etc. will make it even more dangerous.  Are there any plans to widen this road 
or at least straighten out the many curves? Who would pay for this construction - I 
hope it will be the mine.

Individual

7040 3 I urge you to grant the necessary permits to allow this very important project to 
proceed promptly.

Individual

7048 1 I object that the Augusta Resource Corporation / Rosemont Copper has not yet 
completed the studies and documentation requested when the Forest Service rejected 
their second Mining Plan of Operation.  The hydrological studies are not yet 
complete, so how can we determine the hydrological impacts.

Individual

7051 4 Simple decency says that this is not right. I believe the requirement to compensate 
the homeowners in the vicinity of the mine for loss of water and thus loss of property 
value must be protected. I believe this protection must be written into the plan.

Individual

7056 4 I feel it it only right and prudent to require the mining company to pay for and 
respect an Environmental Impact Study. The Coronado National Forest must monitor 
and take an active part in this study in order to protect those of us who own the forest.

Individual

7067 9 4. What are the costs and benefits of including the no action alternative into its list of 
possible options? Is it really in the best interest of this nation's economy , when it 
introduces politics into what is essentially an economic decision to develop a mining 
operation? Explain your reasoning.

Individual

7067 15 11. As a result of the disseminated nature of the mineralization at Rosemont, 
advances in technology and market forces, additonal reserves will almost certainly be 
developed over the current projected 19 year life of operation. Will the current plan 
of operation, including the capacity of the proposed dry tailings site and waste rock 
disposal site accommidate this senario? If not, will expansion of proposed facilities 
be necessary? How might this be accomplished?

Individual

7076 6 All facets of government should approve a properly designed mining project that will 
provide significant benefits to the economies of Pima County, the City of Tucson, 
and the State of Arizona. The US Forest Service should allow the Augusta Resource 
Company to move forward with the Rosemont project.

Business
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7077 5 How has Rosemont Copper Mine proposed to address these and the many additional 
issues that remain if this plan is approved?

Individual

7088 84 How is the Forest Service handling these related issues?Organization

7092 6 Solution- Until full comprehensive studies are completed by independent third 
parties, no action should be taken.  If the original study determines that this area is 
suitable for this type of large scale invasive development.  It is my recommendation 
that the Forest Service requires ongoing monitoring of the impact mining will have 
on the flora and fauna populations and leaves an option for the Forest Service to step 
and cease Rosemont mining operations if adverse impacts to the flora and fauna are 
discovered including but not limited to contamination of the local water table.

Individual

7102 17 (5) (A2,P4,L23-25) Author denotes that the 2 Plan of Operations (POO) was 
incomplete and the third is viewed as incomplete. My question is, if the POO is 
incomplete, how can anyone make informed comments and raise poignant questions?

Individual

7102 19 (7) (A2,P2, L29-33)  There have been new designations of the various waterways 
that would be impacted by this Proposal as well as possible revisions of the US hard 
rock mining. Has this POO been submitted in bad faith to get this in before the 
revisions? If that is the case, it is not a 'good faith Application' and should be 
rejected.

Individual

7102 24 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attacment #3.
1) 'MISSION STATEMENT
Our Forest mission is to sustain the unique biodiversity of the sky island ecosystems 
and provide a variety of high quality visitor opportunities and services within the 
capabilities of these ecosystems. We promote the use of prescribed fire as an 
imprtant toll in maintaing healthy ecosystems. We will continue to enhance our 
organizational effectiveness and community partnerships.'
2) 'VISION
The sky islands of the Coronado National Forest are healthy ecosystems with an 
abundant and diverse flora and fauna. They provide an array of high quality outdoor 
recreation opportunities with an emphasis on enhancing visitor understanding and 
enjoyment of the Forest's special natural and cultural resources. Rural communities 
and urban residents collaborate with the Forest Service. Our employees are highly 
valued as conservation leaders.'
3) 'PRIORITIES
Biological diversity
Quality outdoor recreation opportunities
Fire protection and management
Public relations and collaboration
Organizational effectiveness'

The Proposal for this Project contradicts the Forest Service (FS) Mission Statement 
and Vision. This Project has also brought forth issues that have been acknowleged 
by Ms. Derby as 'mis-steps' when pressed by Rep. Giffords and Pubic.

Individual
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7102 25 I hereby request a 'No Action' decision by the Forest Service for this Project due to 
the (1) Points made by the document made in the June 23, 2008 handout at the 
Augusta Shareholders meeting, it seems that they have no confidence in the project, 
(2) the incompatibility of this Project on FS land vs. the FS mission, (3) the 
cumulative effects that this action would have on the Davidson Canyon / Cienega 
Creek, and Watershed, (4) Safety Issues, (5) cumulative effects due to three other 
mines Proposals in the general area (Cal - Portland, Andrada, and Seel on BLM/ 
AZSLD), (6) Scoping flaws, and (7) the lack of a Public Hearing in the Vail / 
Corona areas.

Individual

7114 5 *Augusta says that the mine will have a 'life' of 19 years. How can they prove this? 
Other mines-such as Green Valley also had an expected 'life' of 19 years. What are 
the variables that will change their timeline?

Individual

7116 8 LEGAL FEES FOR REPRESENTATION AND CONSULTING. HARDSHIP 
CAUSED BY RELOCATION.         THERE SHOULD BE A OMBUDSMAN TO 
ANSWER QUESTIONS OF PROCEDURE.      THIS COULD REDUCE CIVIL 
LITIGATION 'IN WHICH ONLY THE LAWYERS SEEM TO BENEFIT AND 
WOULDN'T PRECLUDE LEGAL REPRESENTATION, JUST OFFER 
ANOTHER OPTION TO CIVIL SUITS.

Individual

7116 10 QUESTION 2 CAN THE RULES OF ARBITRATION BE USED ON OTHER 
PROPOSED MINES IN ARIZONA FOR FAIR AND JUST COMPENSATION? 
QUESTION 3 IF YOU ARE NOT GOING TO USE ARBITRATION , WHY ?

Individual

7117 36 The Forest should analyze fully dry stack tailings and how this method works in the 
arid southwest.

Organization

7117 37 The Forest Service should insist that disturbance on Forest Service land be kept to a 
minimum until the NEPA process is completed and also keep disturbance on 
Augusta's private land to a minimum to the extent practicable until NEPA is 
completed.

Organization

7129 19 7. Changes in law 
Existing mining laws are already not publicly acceptable and are in the process of 
being changed. The Forest Service has a duty to serve the public interest. It should 
postepone the approval for this mine by reaching a no action decision.

Individual

7130 4 What responsibility will Rosemont have to ensure that residents with their own wells 
will not be impacted, or if impacted, will be made whole?

Individual

7133 5 5.  What recourse will the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, 
Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green Valley) residents have in the event of any negative 
impacts caused by the Rosemont mining operations from:
a.  Groundwater use (pumping)?
  1.  Infusion of CAP water to the aquifer (recharge) on the quality of the drinking 
water?
  2.  Water runoff from tailings and other mining operations on the quality of the 
remaining 
       groundwater available to the Area now and in the future?
  3.  Lack of CAP water availability to replace the groundwater the mine proposes to 
use?

Individual
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7134 1 The email sent by me July 14, 2008 at 6:03 PM pm erroneously contained an 
unsigned draft letter as the first attachment of 8 attachments. This first attachment 
was not the final. All the other attachments are correct.

I am resending the entire message with attachments at this time so you will have it.

Business

7134 16 4. Rosemont's Mining Plan of Operations is Incomplete, and FS has provided 
insufficient information for the public to make full comment regarding potential 
impacts.

In July 2007, Rosemont submitted its initial Mining Plan of Operations. The 
Coronado National Forest deemed this unacceptable because of the significant lack 
of information regarding the Mining Project: the lack of which prohibited the Forest 
Service from initiating the full evaluation required by law and the regulations, 
particularly, but not limited to, 36 C.F.R. Part 228, Subpart A. In response to the 
Forest Service's request for additional information, Rosemont's "further documents" 
in November. Notwithstanding, it is not clear that Rosemont's "further documents" 
have been fully evaluated and provide sufficient information to inform the public 
regarding, among other concerns, the use and impacts of water resources, the firm 
life of the mine and the full area of impact (particularly in the context of reclamation 
requirements), the impacts on traffic and air quality in the impacted region, the 
financial and social impacts on the employment base, and the financial visibility of 
the applicant. Although Rosemont apparently submitted additional information in 
May 2008, well after commencement of the NEPA process by the Forest Service, 
there has been no public announcement of the Forest Service's evaluation of the 
relevance and responsiveness of this information.

Business

7134 52 Conclusion

Elected federal, county, and local officials, along with a wide cross-section of the 
affected community, have called for a suspension of this process to allow time for 
more information on which the public can intelligently comment to be presented. 
Even if the process is not suspended to allow such additonal information to be 
provided to the public, FICO urges that the Forest Service act deliberately, carefully, 
and pourposelly to consider all the known and potential impacts that approval of the 
Rosemont mining Plan of Operations will trigger. Perhaps the most important 
consideration is that the FS must adhere to the intent and purpouse of NEPA by a 
full evaluation of the "no action" alternative.

Business

7143 20 Since there is nothing to compel Rosemont to cease mining if the dry stacking 
method it proposes (which has never been demonstrated in the United States) fails, a 
full analysis of conventional open pit copper mining and all its associated impacts 
must be included in the EIS. Moreover, the USFS should require Rosemont to show 
visually all the lands owned by it, including its patented and unpatented claims in the 
Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding areas.

Organization
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7150 2 The Rosemont copper deposit consists of both sulfide and oxide ore types which 
require separate processing methods to recover the copper and associated metals. 
Waste rock storage areas will be placed in Barrel Canyon. The sulfide ore will be 
processed using a mill and flotation method. The waste material from this process 
will be deposited in tailings storage areas in lower Barrel Canyon. The oxide ore will 
be processed using heap-leaching and solvent extraction electowinning. Ancillary 
facilities will include administration buildings, warehouse, laboratory, truck stop and 
fuel depot, powder magazines and ammonium nitrate storage silos. Operational 
infrastructure will include roads, power, water, septic systems and stormwater 
controls.

Government

7152 10 The main missions of the Forest Act are, 1, to preservation of the forest and timber; 
and, 2, protection of a sustained flow of water. According to ancient knowledge of 
the connection between mountains and rivers: "If you want to save a river, save the 
mountain." The mining plan would cause 99% of materials will be moved around as 
waste.

Individual

7152 16 WHAT HAPPENS LATER?
When the life of the mine has ended, what happens to those promised mining jobs? 
And what is the true life of the mine? And if the mine is not successful from the 
beginning, WE are left with a significant ruined part of OUR National Forests - 
another EPA Superfund site to be cleaned up?

Individual

7175 17 EIS data collection: concerns
Information from the past, such as Roth's inventory of mammals in the 1970s and the 
two days of surveys conducted by consultants in 2007, are woefully inadequate to 
document which species of bats use the action area, much less how bats use the area, 
and how project will affect them. Thorough surveys of all bat species are necessary 
before the Forest Service has sufficient information to make informed decisions. 
Surveys must be conducted by qualified personnel at the proper times using 
appropriate methods. Data on use of the action area by foraging and drinking bats 
should be collected. Good study design, proper techniques, and sufficient time are 
necessary to collect valid data.

Individual

7181 4 3. Augusta resources makes it clear that the people of Green Valley, Tucson, and 
Vail will not see the Rosemont Mine. If they have future plans for additional mines 
in the area shouldn't they be fair to the public and inform them of these plans and 
their impact? The Peach-Elgin mine will clearly be visible to residents of Green 
Valley.

Individual

7183 8 I would appreciate a written answer to my questions. I'm leaving my name, address 
and phone number. I've taken the time to write you, please return the favor.

Individual

7184 12 Having our precious groundwater polluted by Rosemont is not an option. If 
Rosemont doesn't want to mitigate tailings pollution then a NO ACTION should be 
served and another MPO should be submitted with more detailed strategies for a 
cleaner option.

Individual

7185 4 Question 2: Since the Bureau of Land Management Agency manages and oversees 
the Las Cienegas National Conservation Area what coordination between the USFS 
and BLM has been conducted?

Individual
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7187 1 Please refer to the Federal Register, June 1, 1998 (Volume 63, Number 104) Notices, 
Page 29692 - 29695, 
Department of Agriculture
Forest Service
Amendment of Land and Resource Management Plans in the Southwest Region.
Notice of Intent to prepare an environmental impact statement.
Standards and guidelines for management of habitat for numerous endangered 
species, specifically those in the Coronado National Forest.

How would the proposed Rosemont mine affects these proposed standards and 
guidelines?

Individual

7189 1 It is the responsibility of the Forest Service to exercise adequate due diligence to 
determine whether the Rosemont Copper Mine owners plan to sell their interests in 
the property after they receive approval from the Forest Service to mine the area. It 
may be that the owners, who have little mining experience, are actually planning to 
make their profit from "flipping" the property to an experienced mining company or 
to other interested parties who were never mentioned in the public review process or 
the review of the Forest Service.

Individual

7189 3 Accordingly, the Forest Service has a requirement to thoroughly investigate the 
stated representations from the owners that they intend to mine the area upon Forest 
Service approval and not sell the property off to third parties who were not included 
in the public review and Forest Service review process.

Several worst case scenarious can be imagined---all putting the leadership of the 
Forest Service under the focus on the the U.S. Congress.  For example, the owners 
could flip the property to a foreign source that could create a public uproar----
remembering the proposed purchase of the Long Beach, California port to owners in 
Dubai. Or the property could be sold to a multinational conglomerate with 
international criminal connections.

In other words, this hypothesis must be investigated and done so in a thorough 
manner to insure that these owners, who have little mining experience, are not, in 
fact, just an investment firm with public relations skills aimed solely at securing 
approval from the Forest Service to make their profit.

Individual

7194 5 If the Forest Service allows the mining concerns to use the Public's Forest, all the 
issues (IE water, electricity, remediation of the site upon completion) that are being 
hotly addressed must be backed up with cash accounts. Cash accounts that grow with 
a logical perentage of mine profits added as the mine progresses and more 
environmental impact is made. These accounts should be valued in cash and ot an 
insurance policy that may be unstable or non-existent in the future.

Individual
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7198 19 Finally, NWMA is concerned with the language in the Notice of Intent to Prepare 
and Environmental Impact Statement under the subheading "Nature of NEPA 
Decision to Be Made." This section makes a reference to a "no action alternative." 
Because Rosemont has statutory rights under the General Mining Laws of the United 
States and the Surface Use Resources Act of 1955, as long as the proposed mine 
Plan of Operation and mitigation necessary to minimize adverse environmental and 
surface impacts to the extent economically and technically practicable complies with 
all applicable federal and state laws and regulations including the 36 CFR 228 
regulations, the Forest Supervisor's ROD must approve the project.

Organization

7199 1 The 1960 Multiple-Use Sustained-Yield Act (74 Stat. 215; 15 U.S.C. 528-531) 
requires NFS lands be administered in a maner that considers the values of the 
various resources when making management decisions, and specifically provides that 
nothing in the act construed to affect the use or administration of the mineral 
resources on NFS lands.

Individual

7199 3 The 1970 Mining and Minerals Policy Act (84 Stat. 1876; 30 U.S.C. 21a) 
established the Federal Government's policy for mineral development, "…to foster 
and encourage private enterprise in the development of economically sound and 
stable industriesand in the orderly development of domestic resources to help assure 
satisfaction of industrial, security, and environmental needs".
Question
The phrase "Orderly development of domestic resources would seem to limit the use 
of Forest land for a Dump area. How does a dump create such resources?

Individual

7199 10 Either party, in writing, may terminate this MOU in whole, or in party, at any time 
before the date of expiration. In the event of termination, it is agreed to as follows:
a. The NEPA review process will terminate.
b. All documentation, reports, analyses, and data used in the EIS developed by the 
Proponent, the Prime Consultant, or the Prime Consultant's subcontractors up to the 
date of termination will be delivered to the Forest Service and be placed in the 
administrative record.
Question
Does this mean the Forest Service could terminate this agreement at any time for no 
specific reason? If you decide the water impact is in question, can you cancel the 
MOU?

Individual

7202 2 2. The response to item 27 of CNFS letter dated 10-19-2007, Temporary Shutdown 
Procedures is vague and insufficient at best. There are insufficient details with regard 
to procedures to be used for a temporary shut down in operations. Little to no detail 
is provided regarding a plan or procedure to be used in the event of an emergency 
situation. In event of an emergency, the mine should have specific guidelines and 
procedures in place to ensure the safety  and well being of its employees as well as 
area residents and the community, all while safeguarding the environment. Given the 
potential risk, specific and detailed Temporary Shutdown Procedures should be in 
place before the mine commences operations. Perhaps this is something the State 
Mining Inspector could address.

Individual
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7202 14 6. Regarding Davidson Canyon; what is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers to suspend the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its 
tributaries as a navigable river? Will the resulting ease of the discharge of waste 
increase the amount of groundwater contamination by Rosemont via Davidson 
Canyon? How will this decision impact the Davidson Canyon? How will 
contamination be controlled and who will be responsible for such control? What is 
the impact on the water flow and quality of water, vegetation, and wildlife in the 
Cienega Creek area? If the impact is negative in any way, are the trade-offs of the 
mine benefits worth what will be lost? Who will make that determination and will 
that study be available for public scrutiny?

Individual

7215 1 It is my understanding that this project has been pushed through without adequate 
input and consideration by the citizens of the community. That is reason enough to 
halt progress until that aspect has been satisfied.

Individual

7222 14 With all the environmental, economic, biological, and purely human concerns, I find 
it hard to believe that the Forest Service would allow this project to continue.

Individual

7228 8 I strongly oppose any mining activities in the Rosemont Ranch area of the Santa Rita 
Mountains. I urge the U.S. Forest Service to reject any Mining Plan of Operations 
submitted by Augusta Resource Corporation for mining in the Santa Ritas.
I urge the U.S. Forest Service to withdraw these lands from Mineral Entry to ensure 
their permanent protection from mining.

Individual

7253 21 The public should be actively involved in this process and kept informed every step 
of the way before, during and after mining.

Organization

7253 67 This project would be largely located on land managed by the Coronado National 
Forest. This also raises questions:
-How would the Coronado National Forest manage this land?
-What existing Forest resources, staff time, etc., would be required and how would 
this affect effective management of the rest of the Forest?

Organization

7253 82 It is possible that the mine may not operate continuously.
-What would happen to the mine facilities in the event of a temporary shut down in 
operations?

Organization

7259 10 We urge you to consider these detrimental consequences to our native wildlife and 
NOT proceed with the Rosemont Copper Project.

Individual

7265 1 My question arises from another post on the same site. The writer said that the 
feeling of people living adjacent to the mine site should be given greater weight 
during decision-making.

This seems sensible enough. My question is: how many people live adjacent to the 
mine (say within a 3 mile, or a five-mile, radius?

Individual
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7268 2 1.5 Local Community P7 Mine Plan of Operations

Accurate distances to the affected communities and the proposed impacts to each 
community were not listed separately.

-Why was this not required by the Coronado National Forest prior to acceptance of 
the MPO?
The only distance listed is one to the city center of Tucson Arizona, from the 
proposed project.
-I request that each distance be measured and each location listed, Sonoita, 
Patagonia, Sahuarita, Green Valley, Corona, Vail and its assocated diverse 
communities which are not limited to but include: New Tucson, Rita Ranch, Civano, 
Marsh Station, Rincon Valley, Empire mountains, Copper Cut, J-6 and Voyager R-V 
Resort be independently studied with the associated proposed impacts.

Individual

7268 5 1.5.1 Population Demographics Mine Plan of Operations P 7.

The MPO makes in clear that there were two waves of population to the area. First, it 
illustrates one of Mexican and Native American Ancestry and then secondly new 
residents within the last 10 to 15 years.

Within the VUSD if you use the voter registration logs it is more accurate that the 
second wave is within the last ten years.

http://www.recorder.pima.gov/ttls_by_precinct.aspx and 
http://www.pima.gov/elections/p_result.htm

Vail Unified School District Registered Voter Totals:

1998 General Election 6869 registered voters-

2000 General election (presidential)- 9846 registered voters

2002 General election-10345 Registered voters

2004 (presidential) -16,652 Registered Voters

2006 Gerneral Election 19,454 registered voters

2008  today (presidential)-24,310 registered voters

Individual

7268 8 1.Why didn't the Coronado National Forest request any Census Tract/Block 
information for all of the impacted areas, to include Sahuarita Heights, the well field 
pumping area before accepting the MPO from Rosemont Copper? If it had done so, 
it would have learned that Sahuarita Heights is in a HUD designated Colonia and 
perhaps Environmental Justice, one of the Executive Orders Mentioned as being a 
requirement would have been more of an issue.

Individual
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7270 2 When we spoke, you indicated the impeding availability of a public reading room at 
the Federal Building in Tucson and the Ranger station at Nogales. You suggested 
that I contact you to learn its status sometime shortly after April 1. That was the main 
topic of my phone messages. Questions: Are the reading rooms established? If so, 
time of availability. If not, what is the latest information on their status?

Individual

7277 3 The Department suggests that the Forest Service maintain close coordination with 
the Department as it develops the subject Environmental Impact Statement. Thank 
you for the opportunity to participate in this process. If you have any questions, 
please contact Mr. Bill Werner at 602-771-8412.

Government

7288 2 Second, ALL COMMUNITIES AND WATER COMPANIES AFFECTED BY THE 
DRAW DOWN OF WATER BY THE MINE SHOULD BE INVOLVED IN THE 
DECISION AS ALL WILL BE EFFECTED IN SOME WAY.

Individual

7293 13 The Federal government has an obligation to make a sound decision.  You must look 
at the facts and what is happening to our groundwater basin.  This just cannot be 
ignored.

Individual

7296 2 Second, ALL COMMUNITIES AND WATER COMPANIES AFFECTED BY THE 
DRAW DOWN OF WATER BY THE MINE SHOULD BE INVOLVED IN THE 
DECISION AS ALL WILL BE EFFECTED IN SOME WAY.

Individual

7297 6 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.

Individual
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7297 13 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 neceaary. 
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. 

(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 Sonoran Desert Museum does have river otters from the desert 
regions among its live animal specimens. You may need two such biologists, one for 
fished and lower vertebrates, and one for birds and mammals. Given the low level of 
regard for many people who do EIS preparation in some circles, I would expect that 
all biologist appointments have thorough taxonomy training with their ecology 
training, even to the point of requiring musem experience. It is necessary to test this 
capability specifically and directly with prospective appointments.

(d) A GS-12 air quality specialist, with at least five years of NEPA experience in air 
quality. What exactly do you have in mind here? Some air quality specialists are 
strictly meteorology and "fate and transport types," others deal monitoring systems. 
Industrial development in the vicinity of national forests calls for experience in both 
air pollution "fate and transport" and monitoring. The air quality legislation calls for 
two kinds of air pollution controls, primary controls based on human health, and 
second controls based on welfare and environmental considerations. The latter is the 
"visibility" and scenic vista concern, but nothing in any of this covers the former, 
public health. The copper mine is a potential emitter of "Priority Pollutants," several 
of which are on the EPA list of 129 because their adverse health effects. Air 
pollution specialists who can handle these materials are often much more 
experienced than the GS-12 level person you have called for.

(e) Notably absent from the list are the following; human health specialists in 
epidemiology, cancer risk assessment, pulmonary physiology, occupational safety 
and health, exposure analysis, advanced statistics. Since the geochemistry of the 
region shows that airborne carcinogens will be emitted from the mining project, the 
absence of these specialties in the EIS committee is immediate grounds to reject any 
acceptance of the EIS and any decision approving the project.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 95 of 309



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Process and Procedure

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

(f) Notably absent is a chemical engineer, GS-13 or equivalent, to review the 
material and energy balance calculations for all the mining processes, and point out 
the points of emission and loss of materials, pollutiong discharge opportunities, 
process limitations for closed loop technologies, and evaluation of their effects. 
Further such a specialist is probably better able to communicate with the other team 
member with respect to air quality issues. For reasons I have never understood, air 
quality is primarily in chemical engineering, and water quality is primarily in civil 
engineering. I make no comments about modern curricula in "environmental 
engineering."

7297 15 Public Documents Available at the Green Valley Branch of the Pima County 
Library: On April 11, 2008, I reviewed the Plan of Operation document for the 
proposed Rosemont Mine prepared by the Westland Resources Company, dated July 
13, 2006. This was the only document on the project deposited with the library. If 
there are others, they were missing. 

My concerns with the document were the environmental issues, including various 
kinds of monitoring. The entire environmental section of interest was less than ten 
pages. The document lists a relatively complete listing of possible regulatory needs 
for this project, but it is short on specifics and full of platitudes about appropriate 
plans and considerations to occur down the road without any indication that anybody 
really knows anything about such considerations. The information provided on 
"sustainable principles" is laughable. I am not going to worry about the problems of 
paper clips when I need to examine closed-loop technologies.

The document did not address the needs listed below, and I hope the documents to 
be provided in the reading rooms do address these issues.

Individual

7303 2 If the state has to alter SR 83 who pays?Individual

7307 9 Until the above problems are addressed openly and honestly and viable solutions are 
offered, I will remain opposed to the mining project of August Resource Corporation.

Individual

7312 17 The general design concept for the dry tailing facility is to construct uniform lifts of 
dry tailings that are buttressed by starter buttresses. The buttresses will advance 
ahead of the tailings surface to provide containment while concurrent reclamation 
and best management practices (BMPs), such as settling ponds and other sediment 
control devices, will be use to limit erosion on the outer slopes.
Question
Is this an accepted design?

Individual

7312 25 Copper concentrates will be transported by highway tractor trailer rigs to local 
smelters in Arizona or to rail sidings for shipment to the west coast for export.
Question
Where in Arizona is a smelter to handle this amount of concentrate and has the 
traffic situation been evaluated there and on the route to a smelter? As a matter of 
concern, where in Arizona is a functioning smelter and has a contract for smelting 
been signed?
What if the smelter will not take the concentrate? It appears Rosemont KNOWS 
there are no Arizona smelters to take the concentrate. Why is it in the MPO?

Individual
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7312 33 Planning for emergencies will be an important part of establishing operations for the 
Rosemont Project. Several types of plans will be prepared prior to start up. These 
plans will include a Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasure (SPCC) Plan, an 
Emergency Response and Contingency Plan, a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP), a Fire Plan, and others. These plans will identify emergency preparedness 
and emergency contact protocols for any conceivable situation.
Question
Shouldn't these plans be in place before a decision is made on allowing the plan of 
operation? An example would be the fire Plan as there is no fire district in the 
Rosemont area. Aren't we being somewhat trusting to simply assume that the plans 
will be agreeable and compatible with the requirements and grant approval before 
evaluation on the "plans"?

Individual

7313 14 4. How will the proposed mine operations affect wildlife and vegetation in the area? 
Has US Game & Fish been involved in making that determination? If so, what has 
been determined and will this be made public? If US Game & Fish has not been 
involved, then what is the reason for this?

Individual

7313 16 Who will have responsibility for identifying the protecte and/or endangered plants 
and animals that will be impacted by mining operations? What steps will be taken to 
ensure that they are protected? Who will hold responsibility for ensuring that the 
protected and/or endangered plants and animals will not be negatively impacted 
throughout the duration of mining operations?

Individual

7313 26 Further, approval of the use of these resources for mining would contradict the 
Forest Service mission statement. The proposal to remove the copper ore, without 
paying royalties or fees, while consuming tremendous amounts of precious 
groundwater at no expense, consuming large quantities of electricity, polluting the 
air with dust, exhaust, and toxins, contaminating surface water, groundwater and the 
earth, and permanently destroying the scenic and recreational resources of the area, is 
not viable for approval.

Individual

7314 2 1.�5 Local Community P7 Mine Plan of Operations
Accurate distances to the affected communities and the proposed impacts to each 
community were not listed separately.
-Why was this not required by the Coronado National Forest prior to acceptance of 
the MPO?
The only distance listed is one to the city center of Tucson Arizona, from the 
proposed project.
-I request that each distance be measured and each location listed, Sonoita, 
Patagonia, Sahuarita Green Valley, Corona, Vail and its associated diverse 
communities which are not limited to but include: New Tucson, Rita Ranch, Civano, 
Marsh Station, Rincon Valley, Empire Mountains, Copper Cut, J-6 and Voyager R-
V Resort be independently studied with the associated proposed impacts.

Individual
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7314 4 1.5.1�Population Demographics Mine Plan of Operation P 7.
The MPO makes clear that there were two waves of population to the area. First, it 
illustrates on e of Mexican and Native American Ancestry and then secondly new 
residents within the last 10 to 15 years.
Within the VUSD if you use  the voter registration logs it is more accurate that the 
second wave is within the last ten years.
http://www.recorder.pima.gov/ttls_by_precinct.aspx and
http://www.pima.gov/elections/p_result.htm
Vail Unified School District Registered Voter Totals:
1998 General Election 6869 registered voters-
2000 General election (presidential) – 9846 registered voters
2002 General election- 10345 Registered voters
2004 (presidential) -16,652 Registered Voters
2006 General Election 19,454 registered voters
2008 Today (presidential)-24,310 registered voters

Individual

7335 7 What in the world has happened to the Forrest Service that you are engaged in this 
truly disastrous project? Please examine your conscience and re visit the your charge 
you have sworn to uphold. This is not primarily a decision for beauty, though I 
would  make a decision on that basis in a heartbeat, it IS a decision about survival 
…and the responsible use of water. The whole Anasazi culture went out of existence 
finally because they had no more water. We have methods of finding and 
transporting water unavailable to them, however I know we are on the brink of 
exhausting water because we continue to use it in irresponsible ways. The great 
Colorado River has nothing left by the time it reaches the ocean and you are acting 
as if it is an option to tap even more for a project that is questionable on so many 
levels. This mine in this fragile water scarce place, is one of ways you are proposing 
to further endanger life in this region. When the water is gone, life is gone. Copper is 
a choice, water is essential.

Individual

7336 2 In my opinion Augusta/Rosemont Copper's initial proposal is fatally flawed, 
containing overt misrepresentation of community support for the project in their 
published survey, by all but omitting the areas which would be most affected by 
Rosemont Copper Project. Perhaps the Forest Service should reconsider starting the 
entire proposal process over due to this fundamental false premise. There is not 
+60% support for this project. Vocal opposition is running above 90%.

Individual
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7336 4 The Scoping/Public Hearing process was flawed also. Initially it was all but 
nonexistent. Rep. Giffords and others stepped in to enhance public participation 
convincing the Forest Service to extend the scoping period to July 14. The Sahuarita 
Public Hearing was moved without notice and without significant signage. How 
many came and left? Does this comply with or interfere with the public's right to 
comment on the proposal? By omitting the communities which would be most 
adversely affected by the proposed mine from the public hearing process; the Forest 
Service has contributed to the alienation of a large percentage of the adjacent 
population. Are these legal challenges in the making? What steps is the Forest 
Service taking to insure that all people potentially affected by the project are fully 
informed of the potential benefits and risks, and have been given ample opportunity 
to comment and participate in the public process? Are all scenarios for the Rosemont 
Copper project outcome adequately addressed in the company's published plan, 
which clearly represents a best case scenario? What about average and worst case 
scenarios?

Individual

7336 7 The Coronado National Forest Service should publicize the qualifications of its staff 
that will review and administer the proposed project. Does staff have adequate 
previous open pit mine/NEPA experience? If so what were the outcomes of the 
projects? Did any problems occur? How many Forest Service employees involved in 
the process live where they will be directly affected by the mine's activities? Is Forest 
Service staff truly prepared to participate in leaving a toxic legacy for future 
generations in the now beautiful Santa Rita Mountains? To who is the Forest Service 
accountable and can the public or representatives of the public spur an investigation 
of the process including individual and agency conflicts of interest? The Forest 
Service should account for all costs associated with the proposal, scoping and 
administration of the project; PR budget, staffing, travel, beefed up enforcement at 
meetings, suppliers, equipment, etc. This bill should go to Augusta/Rosemont 
Copper, irregardless of whether the proposal is approved or not. I believe an 
independent review of the Forest Service's conduct and actions throughout this 
process, to date, would help allay public concerns about conflicts of interest and the 
perception of favoritism. Can you explain why oppositional information was 
excluded from the scoping meetings? Explain the role political influence is playing 
in the process, when virtually all local politicians have come out against the 
proposed project. I seems to me the Forest Service has adjusted  its public statements 
in light of abundant outspoken opposition. Early statements from the Forest Service 
seemed very pro-mine, a position they seem to be hedging back from. When will the 
public receive definitive word of the Forest Service's true role in a position on the 
proposed Rosemont project? Should the Forest Service even have a position on the 
project? How are the public's interests served when the Forest Service works 
interactively with the proposing company and keeps adjacent communities and 
organizations at arms length? I believe the Forest Service should initiate and 
participate in an initiative to change the Mining Law of 1872, a law written for pick 
and shovel mining, to reflect the current state of mining and adjacent community 
sentiment. Is the Coronado National Forest Service qualified and capable of deciding 
the fate of this proposal and the best interests of thousands of American Families for 
many generations to come? I believe a regional public referendum would provide a 
strong indicator of true community sentiment.

Individual
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7336 8 A complete cost/benefit report should be generated to ascertain the logistical, 
operational, economic, cultural, and environmental viability of the proposed project 
and all its possible impacts and aftermaths. Profiles for best, average, and worst case 
scenarios should be generated by independent entities who answer to the Forest 
Service, local community governments, and the public. These studies should be 
funded in whole by Augusta/Rosemont Copper, but the company should have 
absolutely no input in the studies other than their published proposal and plan. 
Objectivity is the key to public confidence in information. All results should be 
published and widely distributed.

Individual

7336 23 How will unplanned events like leaks and liner failure be proactively addressed, in 
perpetuity?

Individual

7338 1 Augusta's Rosemont mine feasibility study makes it clear that they will be mining at 
least three more mines in the Rosemont mine vacinity. Peach-Elgin, Broadtop Butte, 
and Copper World prospects.

Shouldn't these three additional potential mines be part of their Plan of Operation? 
How can anyone weigh the affect of the Rosemont mine without taking  the other 
three in to consideration?

I think their Plan of Operations should be re-done and the scoping period started 
over from scratch. This is very deceitful and something very fishy is going on.

Individual

7345 4 I urge the US and Forest Service to use this scoping process as apart of an initiative 
to set a new and much higher standard in designating mineral extraction to minimize 
ecological impacts and maximize public benefits. If this balance cannot be achieved 
then the Rosemont plan, and other proposals that entail consumptive and exclusive 
use of public lands- -denying benefits to all citizens who are not shareholders, must 
be denied.

Individual

7348 16 B) Augusta has patented mining claims on the western side of the Santa Ritas in the 
Helvetia area much of which is on private land. Once they have obtained land from 
the Forest Service to dump their waste rock there is little to stop them from 
expanding their extraction activites across the crest line.

Individual

7349 6 Thank you for your consideration. Please do not support the open pit mine which 
promises a few immediate gradifications but does not mention the long term effects 
on your health, the health and beauty of your environment and your long tem quality 
of life - think children and grandchildren - our most presious resource.

Individual

7367 2 If this project is sold to another mining company, is there any guarantee that the 
Mining Plan of Operations as developed by Augusta Resources and approved by the 
Forest Service would be adhered to and that promises and agreements made by 
Augusta with well owners, community members and organizations etc. would be 
kept and honored? How would the sale and future operation of the mine by another 
company affect the replenishment of groundwater, the production of area wells, the 
reclamation bond and reclamation program as outlined for Rosemont, and all the 
environmentally friendly practices that Augusta Resources has pledged to implement 
as part id their mining operation.

Individual
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7367 3 How does the proposed Rosemont copper mine fit in with and follow the guidelines 
of the Forest Service's mission statement? If the Forest Service's decision fit in with 
the guidelines of the Forest Services mission statement? How would the Forest 
Service justify its decision to allow the mine according to its mission statement?

Individual

7374 7 If it is within your power to impact this decision, please reconsider the Forest 
Service's position on this issue,

Individual

7384 1 How can it be possible for us who live in the Santa Rita Mountains area which 
includes the planned Rosemont Mine area to be forced to submit to foreign claimers 
seeking monetary gains, regardless of environmental distain and countless 
construction messes. It's obvious that financial profit is the number one reason. Can't 
our local, country, state and fedral legislators have any control or drive to prevent 
this from happening?. Can't this be put to a citizen vote?

Individual

7403 6 In seriously considering this proposal, you give the impression that your community 
does does value what it has; that you would easily destroy what makes the area so 
great for residents, tourists, and the birds and animals that call the Valley home.

Individual

7414 2 Additionally, the first “concurrent effort” states that it will publish a Scoping Report 
on Extent of Public Participation. And will disclose quantitative and demographic 
results. The report is planned to be available in August/

The demographics will be skewed so how can any report be accurate?

*The first three Open Houses were held during the University of Arizona’s and Pima 
College’s and the Vail Unified School District’s spring breaks.
*There was not a central City of Tucson Open House.
*There were NO MEETINGS held in Cochise County, although it clearly states in 
the MPO that there is intent to possible ship concentrate from Benson rails.
*The last two hearings were held during VUSD’s very short summer break. VUSD 
has a large urban component, how has that been engaged?
*There is a Target Distribution Center being built one exit east of the proposed exit 
to be used by Rosemont Copper to access the Port of Tucson. Doesn’t the urban 
segment of the Vail area deserve to know?
*The first hearing was held in Elgin. In abstract I know where Elgin is, but I’ve 
never been there.
*THERE WAS NO HEARING IN THE 425 SQ. MILE BOUNDARIES of the area 
that would be most impacted by the proposed project (whether negatively or 
positively) which contain aprox 44K people, of which there are aprox 25K voters.
*Green Valley is a retirement community, a large percent of the population leaves 
during the summer. What percent missed the hearings?

Individual

7416 2 Opening the EIS process to the direct participation and assistance of State and local 
representatives will also allow for the comprehensive collection and evaluation of 
information relative to what needs to happen prior to the initiation and ultimate 
operation of the proposed project.  To date, the available information has been 
sporadic, for instance, with respect to the off-site infrastructure and resources needed 
to support the project.  This lack of material information has hindered the ability of 
the public and State and local governments to evaluate accurately the impact of the 
project on Tucson residents and business.

Government
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7420 7 SIGNIFICANT OTHER INFORMATION PERTAINING TO THE ECONOMIC 
ENVIRONMENT SHOULD HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED BY THE COMPANY 
FOR THE FOREST SERVICE TO REVIEW.
Annual cash flow projections to understanding and determining the company’s 
ability to meet its financial obligations on an ongoing operating basis. Only a brief 
summary of capital costs and expenses was presented in the Mining Plan of 
Operations, with the focus on more subjective measurements such as net present 
value (NPV), internal rate of return (IRR), and payback period (time in years to 
recapture the initial investment). While these measurements are commonly used by 
hedge funds and speculators, they are only as valid as the numbers used to create 
them.

High risk investors who usually buy stock in these kinds of start-up companies 
volunteer to do so and can exit at any time. Taxpayers on the other hand, who do not 
choose to own these companies and accept the risk, should not be forced to pay the 
financial costs of failure. Therefore, it is all the more incumbent upon the Forest 
Service when granting permits to mining companies, to make sure that they are 
dealing with companies that have a track record of responsible mining and the 
financial strength to carry them through the up and down cycles. Mining is a risky 
business, even in the best of times, and even with the best companies. Things can 
and do go wrong. The Forest Service in its fiduciary capacity, can and should 
mitigate this risk to the taxpayers by choosing to onlly permit companies with proven 
track records, well established, diversified markets, and financial sustainability. 
Rosemont Copper Company, i.e. Augusta Resources, does not qualify.

Accounting principles used to determine project feasibility, with full description of 
financial assumptions should have been submitted by the Company. It is unknown if 
the practices used were in accordance with International Financial Reporting 
Standards.

A full vetting of the pending ASARCO Lawsuit should have been provided by 
Augusta Resources including the resulting possible impacts if ASARCO prevails.

Individual
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7420 8 SIGNIFICANT OTHER INFORMATION PERTAINING TO THE ECONOMIC 
ENVIRONMENT SHOULD HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED BY THE COMPANY 
FOR THE FOREST SERVICE TO REVIEW.
Annual cash flow projections to understanding and determining the company’s 
ability to meet its financial obligations on an ongoing operating basis. Only a brief 
summary of capital costs and expenses was presented in the Mining Plan of 
Operations, with the focus on more subjective measurements such as net present 
value (NPV), internal rate of return (IRR), and payback period (time in years to 
recapture the initial investment). While these measurements are commonly used by 
hedge funds and speculators, they are only as valid as the numbers used to create 
them.

High risk investors who usually buy stock in these kinds of start-up companies 
volunteer to do so and can exit at any time. Taxpayers on the other hand, who do not 
choose to own these companies and accept the risk, should not be forced to pay the 
financial costs of failure. Therefore, it is all the more incumbent upon the Forest 
Service when granting permits to mining companies, to make sure that they are 
dealing with companies that have a track record of responsible mining and the 
financial strength to carry them through the up and down cycles. Mining is a risky 
business, even in the best of times, and even with the best companies. Things can 
and do go wrong. The Forest Service in its fiduciary capacity, can and should 
mitigate this risk to the taxpayers by choosing to onlly permit companies with proven 
track records, well established, diversified markets, and financial sustainability. 
Rosemont Copper Company, i.e. Augusta Resources, does not qualify.

Accounting principles used to determine project feasibility, with full description of 
financial assumptions should have been submitted by the Company. It is unknown if 
the practices used were in accordance with International Financial Reporting 
Standards.

A full vetting of the pending ASARCO Lawsuit should have been provided by 
Augusta Resources including the resulting possible impacts if ASARCO prevails.

Foreign Exchange risks which can have a significant negative impact on profitability 
(relative to the US$ and C$) should have been highlighted by the Company.

Individual

7422 1 When will the comments for June and July be posted on your website? Thank you.Individual

7429 15 The USFS must ensure that the applicant has a realistic, economically viable, plan, 
based on real world cost estimates and the best available technology before signing 
off on the EIS and the Mine Plan.

Individual

7442 5 I suggest you contact ADEQ and review records of violations by mining companies 
that claimed to have the best of intentions.

Individual
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7456 5 The mine plan of operations states that a biological report has been completed, called 
the Biological Resources and Mitigation Concept. We request a copy of this 
document for our review.

We know that Pima County has recommended that the Forest should require peer 
review of scientific studies written to evaluate the impacts of the mine. We concur 
that this is a reasonable request, given that we disagree so completely with the report 
on biological resources. The Forest must insure that the scientific analysis upon 
which they base their decisions is sound.

Government

7456 9 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Should the Forest allow acid leaching of mineralized rock on Forest land?

Government

7456 10 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Could the Forest require the operator to place all mineralize rock and mining waste 
off Forest land (on private and patented claims)?

Government

7456 58 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Funding for scientific monitoring for the life of the mine and beyond

Government

7461 10 The Augusta mine and its claims of investor profits that will abound with the 
development of Rosemont mine 
http://www.augustaresource.com/upload/PowerPoint/Final_profile.pdf

Individual

7470 8 Demand that the Forest Service STOP all activity at Rosemont by Augusta until the 
NEPA process is complete and that that be NO revision to the Forest Plan to 
accommodate Augusta. Also the Forest Service should conduct a valid exam on all 
mining claims August want to use for their mine wast, tailing, and other facilities.

Individual

7472 6 The Forest Service must confirm the validity of all mining claims Augusta wants to 
use for their mine waste, tailings, and other facilities. Unless these claims are valid, 
Augusta has no right to use our public land for their dump.

Individual

7473 3 It seems unbelieveable to me that The Forest Service would be designing a plan for 
an open pit mine in Southeastern Arizona.

Individual

7487 2 I am also against the current ongoing activities such as exploratory drilling on public 
lands without public review, comment or recourse.

Individual

7487 20 How will I be compensated for this reduction in value?

How will the economic analysis take this into account?

Will the PIMA County tax assessor's office take this into account for valuations?

Is the PIMA County assessor's office being consulted to obtain these economic 
imputs?

Individual
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7487 39 Given the ultimate responsibility for the ROD, I ask the USDA Forest Service, what 
will be the weighting criteria (ranking of importance) of all input considerations by 
which the decision will be made?  And furthermore, what level of consideration will 
given to risks and uncertainties in the input data?

Individual

7487 40 In Summary, I wish to thank the USDA Forest Service the opportunity to participate 
in the public hearings and to make written comments into the EIS and NEPA 
process.  As can be seen by the nature of my questions, I wish to highlight the 
importance of off-nominal error analysis and assessment of the variability of 
assumptions.  If the uncertainty in the answer is large enough, then the answer is 
suspect to begin with.  All good analysis and decision making should take this into 
account.

Individual

7489 1 The proponent begins by citing an outdated Tucson/Pima County Outdoor Lighting 
Code from 2000. Further reading finds that the Code in Appendix D is the current 
2006 code. This level of attention to detail is not encouraging.

Business

7489 2 The lack of details as to how lighting would be used in actual practice makes it 
impossible for us and others to evaluate this proposal. The Lighting Plan seems to be 
only a statement of intention, not a plan as to how the mine could be operated within 
the local Lighting Code.

Business

7489 4 Scoping comments on Rosemont Copper Plan of Operation, 3.8 Lighting Plan
Our Specific Comments follow in the body of section 3.8. =

On August 21, 2000, Pima County, along with the Town of Marana and the City of 
Tucson, adopted Final Ordinance No. 2001-138: The Outdoor Lighting Code (OLC). 
(The current Code is the 2006 Pima County Outdoor Lighting Code.)

Business

7501 5 http://www.azstarnet.com/allheadlines/246916.php

Subject; Solar farms on public land public meeting.

"One of the issues is the water, and these facilities do use water," she said.

Water is one of several aspects that will be examined in the Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement, said Heather Feeney, spokeswoman in BLM's 
Washington, D.C., office. The bureau will consider visual impact and effects on 
species. It will also examine competing uses for the land, such as biking, hiking and 
livestock grazing. With solar, said Feeney, "the land is pretty much usable for only 
that type of project."

If they can stop solar farms on BLM land due to an issue with solar using water 
resources and limiting the land to one use then why in the !$#^&* is the mine even 
being considered!

Give me a break!

I need to research who the board members of this so called environmental group are 
behind this lawsuit. I want to know EXACTLY who contributed money to them! 
Lastly I want to know the judges names that allowed this injunction to be intiated. I 
will try to vote each and every one of them out of their position if possible.

Individual
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7504 136 What are the security measures planned for transport and on-site storage, and the 
potential risk of accident, or criminal or terrorist activity?  What will be done to 
prevent static discharge or lightning strikes from causing an unplanned explosion?  
What consideration for shock effects or damage to cities, power-lines, wells, pipes, 
or the underground aquifer from such a large amount of explosive discharging 
accidentally will be provided as protection for the community and the environment?  
What planning has been done and will be done for this contingency?

7508

7515 1 This is a formal request to work with the U.S. Institute for Environmental Conflict 
Resolution. 

I spoke with Larry Fischer of the U.S. Institute for Environmental Conflict 
Resolution and if my understanding is correct the agency would be willing to work 
with the Forest Service and the communities. We are very lucky that we are located 
so close! The Citizens Guide to the NEPA even suggests this!

Individual

7520 1 My wife, Dorothy, and I are strongly against the propoed Rosemont mine and are 
horrified to know that the mine is physically moving forward as I write this.

What does this say about your process?

Individual

7548 1 Therefore, my belief is that the Forest Service should make the decision…you folks 
are the "experts" and are employed to manage the property according to the best 
interest of the people. ….you shouldn't have to listen to all of the special interest 
groups shouting at you! They are amateurs at managing the land; none of them 
(including the enviros) are trained to make an intelligent decision, much less a large 
economic decision such as this. 

Every F.S. employee that I have ever met in the field was a pretty darn good practical 
person who knew the "right" direction to go. Of course, the loud-mouths "demand" 
to have their opinion heard, but, in the final call, the F.S. makes the decision. Best of 
luck on your decision, whatever it is. I will accept it either way and know that the 
best people made the decision.

Individual

7582 4 We request that the process be fair! Make the mining plan and additional materials 
submitted by Augusta easily available to the public for review. Not everyone has 
internet, so make sure that hard copies are distributed throughout Southern Arizona.

Individual

7582 6 Most importantly we request that the Forest Service conduct a validity exam on all 
mining claims Augusta wants to use for their mine waste, tailings, and other 
facilities. Unless these claims are valid, Augusta has no real legal right to use our 
public land for their dump.

Individual

7588 9 This is truly sickening to think that our U.S. Forest Service could actually consent to 
this by granting Augusta a permit to construct.

Individual

7592 32 An example of the preliminary nature of information supplied to stakeholders is 
found in this area as well: The Pollutant Management Area (PMA) is essentially the 
perimeter circumscribing potentially discharging facilities. From the Plan of 
Operations - "It is anticipated that the PMA boundary depicted may be modified as 
plans become better defined."

Individual
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7598 2 We are also against the current ongoing activities such as exploratory drilling on 
public lands without public review, comment or recourse.

Individual

7603 11 The mine will violate our rights to enjoy the natural environment and beauty of the 
National Forest. to have a sustainable water supply. The ground water in the Santa 
Cruz Valley has been dropping which is evidence that we already do not have a 
sustainable water supply. The mine will make it worse. There should be a 
moratorium on allowing new water users until a sustainable supply is proven. SR 83 
is a treasured scenic highway for both autos and bikes. The mine traffic will take this 
away. The mine traffic, dust, noise, destruction of natural National Forest land  will 
lower our quality of life, property values, and tourist economy.  A total cost/benefit 
analysis conducted by an independent source must be developed to justify any 
decisions.

Individual

7615 4 Please reconsider this proposal.Individual

7623 8 Please do not grant this permit!Individual

7630 1 How do our people in high places get so off track. NO to the Rosemont Mine!Individual

7633 1 Thank you to the Forest Service for conducting a scientific, fast-based analysis of the 
proposed Rosemont Copper Mine.

Individual

7634 1 I applaud your patience and persistance to educate the public about the Rosemont 
Project and the NEPA process.

Individual

7635 3 Please don't Ok the mining permit for Augusta.Individual

7639 1 Do not let politics enter into this decision (Please_Individual

7644 4 Where can I get detailed topo maps of the proposed mine area? The ones I found 
online were general and not detailed enough to show roads, trails, and topo features.

Individual

7645 2 There is no excuse for this give away. It is not only a give away of public lands, it is 
a give away of water.

Individual

7645 4 Don't give copper to foreign interests.Individual

7648 5 As a physician treating cancer, it is inconceivable that the UFS would allow the 
potential harm to the health of such a large population. I ask the UFS to protect us.

Individual

7650 11 Background Discussion.  The Coronado National Forest has a major challenge to 
successfully weight the significant issues in this complex mining application.

Individual
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7650 25 Recommendations for the Forest Service to create a comprehensive EIS:

1. Some unique personnel are necessary to conduct this NEPA analysis with the 
following backgrounds:
a.  Operations Research - qualified mining operation planners with broad resource 
allocation experiences including a background with variety of sensitivity analyses.
b.  Electrical Engineering - qualified electrical and industrial engineer with power 
plant, transmission, and distribution mining experiences.
c.  Water - qualified hydrologist(s), with mining, subsidence, underground pollution, 
and tailing mineral seepage experiences.  Several diverse teams might improve the 
quality fo the water analysis.
d.  Systems Engineer - broad systems experiences in many different, diverse large 
engineering projects and designs, with various trade study experience with 
operations research involvement.

The above team, plus other traditional NEPA disciplines, must completely and 
comprehensively model all elements of the proposed mine; determine sensitivities to 
all elements using an Operations Research model, so objective quantities are 
provided to decision makers.

Individual

7650 29 Public confidence to the impartiality, objectivity and honest broker roles must be 
maintained and sustained throughout this process, especially employment offers and 
all types of potential conflicts of interest.  Two steps ahead, one step back or two 
steps ahead and one back might be required in many areas, as the MOP is, as best, 
only in draft format.

Individual

7652 5 Does the Forest Service have any records or documents of these agreements the 
Rosemont mine has made with the United Sahuarita Well Owners?  Are they signed 
by James A Sturgess and Hugh Holob?  Are they dated before June 1 2008?

Individual

7652 7 How can James A Sturgess sign a contract for the Rosemont mine to cover the 
damages caused by the Rosemont mine transporting ground water out of the Tucson 
AMA, if the property where the groundwater is being pumped from is owed by 
Sahuarita Properties LLC a subsitriary of Augusta Corporation?

Individual

7652 9 What dos the Forest Service get for allowing the Rosemont mine to destroy 4,400 
acres of the prestine Coronado Nationa Forest?

Individual

7652 12 How will Rosemont mine compinsate our communities for the lost revenues due to 
the destuction of our Coronado National Forest?

Individual

7654 14 ROSEMONT HAS SAID THAT IT WILL ONLY OPERATE FOR 20 YEARS.  WE 
HAVE HEARD THAT BEFORE!  IN THE 1970'S  WHEN FICO SUED THE 
MINES OVER THEIR USE OF GROUNDWATER AND PREVAILED IN THE 
COURTS.  THE MINES ALSO TESTIFIED THAT THEY HAD A 20-YEAR LIFE 
SPAN.  THAT WAS 35 YEARS AGO!

THE THREE MINES ON THE WEST SIDE OF OUR VALLEY ARE NOW 
GOING ON 55+ YEARS.  DUE TO IMPROVED TECHNOLOGIES AND THE 
COST OF MINERALS, MANY BELIEVE THAT 100 YEARS IS A REALISTIC 
LIFE SPAN FOR A MINE.

Business
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7656 4 From the onset, this process has been so marred by poor judgment, poor leadership 
and flat out disingenuousness that it will never be clear how a final decision was ever 
reached. I thank the people who have tried to improve it, fearing it is too little, too 
late.

Individual

7765 1 Please wait for a final plan.Individual

7794 2 Worse, a lot of public input , most of which is in opposition to the Augusta Mine in 
the Santa Ritas, has not even been considered. If our elected officials, who are 
ascribed the job of serving the interests of the public, stand in opposition, why have 
thay not been consulted. The fact is that the Pima County Board of Supervisors, the 
Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors, and the Tucson City Council have voted 
unanimously against the mine!

Individual

7803 2 The Forest Service, nor the media have made it clear that one option available to the 
forest service is a decision of "no action" which itself is not very clear, it means the 
mine would not be permitted nor allowed to use the forest service land as proposed. 
The initial media coverage of the proposal repeatedly failed to mention this option 
but included comments by Augusta representatives that would lead the public to 
believe that it is a "done deal" and the mine would be permitted.

Organization

7805 1 How much land does Rosemont actually own, lease, or want? From an article in the 
Arizona Daily Star dated 10/13/07 "the copper mine will be built on the Rosemont 
Ranch, A 20,000 acre ranch about 30 miles South of Tucson. An article from 
1/24/08 in the Tucson Weekly says "Augusta has been snatching up properties 
around Rosemont Valley in the Santa Rita mountains and currently owns 18 separate 
parcels including leased government land totaling about 30,000 acres. From an 
article in the Arizona Daily Star dated 3/13/2008 " The 4,755-acre Rosemont Copper 
Project would be built on 995 acres of private land, 3,670 acres of national forest, 15 
acres of land administered by the Bureau of Land Management and 75 acres of state 
trust land" From an article in the World Mining Stocks from Sept of 2007 "Gil 
Clausen, president and CEO of Augusta Resources noted that although developing 
Rosemont is the companies primary focus, three other properties in Augusta's land 
holdings offered opportunities for further exploration. These properties are the Peach-
Elgin, Broadtop Butte, and Copper World prospects." The article makes it clear that 
Augusta has no intentions of stopping with the Rosemont Mine. Rosemont may be 
where they plan to start but it looks like they intend on pursuing several future mines 
along the Sonoita-Patagonia Scenic route, and one on the west side on the Santa 
Rita's which will be visible from Green Valley.

Organization
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7809 21 WE ARE COUNTING ON OUR ELECTED OFFICIALS AND THE FOREST 
SERVICE TO FOLLOW THE LETTER AND SPIRIT OF THE NATIONAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT.
ITS PURPOSE WAS TO FULLY INFORM CITIZENS AND GOVERNMENT OF 
THE RAMIFICATIONS OF ACTIONS THAT IRREVERSABLY AFFECT OUR 
ENVIRONMENT.

MANY PROJECTS HAVE BEEN REDESIGNED OR ABANDONED DUE TO A 
THOROGH NEPA ANALYSIS.

NEPA REQUIRES THAT A "NO ACTION" ALTERNATIVE-- AND OTHER 
FEASIBLE ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT BE FULLY 
EXPLORED.

Business

7810 3 What criteria will be used to determine when the Rosemont mine is closed?
Who in the forest service actually makes the final decision whether to grant the 
Rosemont mine the right to use National Forest Service land? What criteria is their 
decision based upon.

Organization

7810 18 Augusta resources makes it clear that the people of Green Valley, Tucson, and Vail 
will not see the Rosemont mine. If they have future plans for additional mines in the 
area shouldn't they be fair to the public and inform them of these plans and their 
impact? The Peach-Elgin mine will clearly be visible to residents of Green Valley.

A group of us visited the area recently and were told by subcontractors of Augusta 
Resources that there is no trespassing, that it is private land. The land they were on 
was clearly national forest land. Does Augusta Resources have a right to stop the 
public from enjoying the land? Many people travel to Gunsight Pass daily. Augusta 
is already constructing new roads, putting up fences and other obstacles to prevent 
access. Is this legal? THIS IS OUR LAND!

Organization

7812 31 The extensive body of application material contains a considerable amount of 
technical information, much of which cannot be easily understood by persons outside 
the mining industry. As such, it is difficult to evalute the technical adequacy of the 
application. Moreover, since the application fails to present alternatives, it is unclear 
how the techincal veracity of the proposed alternatives can be assured and evaluated.

If Coronado National Forest staff and members of the consulting firm do not have 
extensive experience with preparation of Environmental Impact Statements on major 
mining projects, how  can the public be assured that there is adequate technical 
oversight for those aspects of the enivronmental assesment which require extensive 
knowledge of mining? Specifically, will oversight of the Draft EIS include an 
independent set of consultants with expertise in mining technology but who are not 
beholden to the industry? Will such a body be created and appointed prior to review 
and evaluation of scoping comments? Who will be responsible for formulating the 
range of technical alternatives within the various processes and techniques proposed 
in the Mine Plan of Operation (MPO)?

Individual
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7812 32 In order to assist the public in reaching and understanding of acceptable standards 
for open pit copper mines on public lands, the Forest Service should identify 
exempar examples of such mining operations, including successful reclamation and 
bonding performance, so that the public can become familiar with such acceptable 
standards. Once identified, these exemplary examples should be posted on the US 
Forest Service Proposed Rosemont Copper Project website

Individual

7813 2 Further, approval of the use of these resources for mining would contradict the 
Forest Service mission statement. The proposal to remove the copper ore, without 
paying royalties or fees, while consuming tremendous amounts of presious 
groundwater at no expense, consuming large qualities of electricity, polluting the air 
with dust, exhaust, and toxins, containing surface water, groundwater and the earth, 
and permanently destroying the scenic and recreational resources of the area, is not 
viable for approval.

Individual

8595 2 the tailings will be dumped on lands Forest Service manages. You do not own the 
land. Land belongs to US citizens.

Individual

8710 1 You guys need to go ahead and get that mine going because all the tree huggers are 
out there trying to stop you. I work for a mine and you guys have -- we all agree you 
need to get that going. And you guys are going a very good job of doing it. So just 
keep on doing it.

Individual

8714 4 It just seems that we're just doing this for a bunch of politicians that want to be 
mayor and city councilmen and supervisors of the biggest state -- or the largest, most 
producing state. That's not what it's about. They should keep it wonderful.

Individual

8736 1 I am very distressed that it appears as in the printed media and at the public hearings 
that the Forest Service sees their role in this issue as one of just looking for a reason 
to approve the mine. I think that is not fair to the people who are affected by it. I 
think their role should be one to truly listen to the comments and then make a 
decision.

Individual

8736 5 I think the Forest Service needs to pay close attention to the wishes of the citizens of 
this community.

Individual

8770 1 Why don't, after all the input that you had from this area and Tucson and whatever, 
whatever challenges blow this thing up and stay in Canada and Japan or wherever it's 
at you're from, and just leave us alone here in Arizona, especially in the beautiful 
Santa Ritas.

Individual

8793 2 I cannot even begin to comprehend why the US Forest Service would even consider 
this type of exploitation of national forest property. The Forest Service creed states: 
The Forest Service US Department of Agriculture is dedicated to the principle of 
multiple use management of the national nation's forest resources for susteained 
yields of wood, water, forage, wildlife and recreation. Mining is not sustainable. It 
destroy's mountains. It destroys recreational areas.

Individual

8807 2 I do not think the value of putting in a copper mine in a pristine natural 
environement is the most practical decision to be made.  I think that this is a very 
poor decision to even take it under advisement.

Individual
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8821 2 In addition, the -- it is quite obvious that the Forest Service is not taking into 
consideration the wishes of the citizens.  I heard recently that the people of Vail are 
being totally ignored and the people who fear for the safety of children riding school 
buses on the highway, on the east side of the Santa Rita Mountains are likewise 
being ignored.  And the citizens of Green Valley clearly do not want another scar to 
look at.  The Santa Ritas are the last pristine mountain range with one exception, and 
I want to see it kept that way

Individual

8840 3 It will change the face of the Santa Rita mountains forever.  It cannot be replaced.  
The wildlife and the habitat, the flora and the fauna that are going to be affected 
cannot ever be replaced.  I think that this is a very selfish move.  And I can't believe 
that the city, state, local federal government would even allow this to happen.  It's 
another case where the United States is blind towards the needs of the land and the 
people and they're out for supporting corporations that are looking for cash.

Individual

8845 1 . . .the first thing I guess I would want to say is that I’m appalled that the National 
Forest Service would consider selling off the resources and considering the copper 
resource more important than the resources of the communities surrounding that area 
and the people who live in them and their families.  That is the greatest possible 
resource.  And that's who you will be selling out by granting permission for these big 
mining companies to come in and exploit our beautiful area.  So I hope that you'll 
take that consideration and refuse the permit to the Rosemont Mine.

Individual

8846 4 And I'm also just really angry at the Forest Service for taking land that we, the 
taxpayers and people of this country, have entrusted them to watch over, and they are 
selling it off basically to other countries and other companies.  I think that that's not 
the use of the Forest Service and I will be trying to get ahold of people in congress to 
take maybe some control out of their hands for that.

Individual

8857 1 My name is Saso Villegas, Director of Natural Resources, Tohono O'Odahm Nation. 
I'm requesting that we would like to send a place holder letter, because we intend to 
submit any comments as soon as possible.

Government

8860 1 Comment is I've sent about five e-mails in and I haven't gotten notification that 
they've been received by the comments section, so I'm really not sure if the 
comments that I'm making on e-mail are being recorded or not.  But I'm sending 
them to comments Southwestern Coronado, FS.fad.us. And it has stopped 
responding with notification that it receives them. Seems like there may be a problem.

Individual

8868 4 I hope that you will sincerely take a harder look at what is being proposed and that 
you will understand the concerns of the residents here in Vail.  And that you will 
deny the opportunity for the copper mining industry to take place here.

Individual

8872 8 . . .I have a hard time imagining that one of our government agencies will go along 
with this.

Individual

8873 1 I'm kind of wondering what this is all about.  I mean, I've been up in Rosemont 
lately.  They've already got bulldozers, heavy equipment, water trucks, widening 
roads.  You got guys up there working on mines already with those roads, those 
access roads closed to them for no public to go there.  I mean, is this stuff 
necessary?  I mean, what are we doing this for, you guys have already started.  I don't 
see you guys stopping.  It's just getting bigger up there and it's getting wider.

Individual
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8880 4 Taxpayers purchased that property.  And the government has no right to sell it or 
give it to mine people without it being taken to the public's vote to see if this is really 
what they want.

Individual

8895 9 Rather than stonewall with the “NO MINE – PERIOD!” attitude, the opponents 
should be willing to sit down with Rosemont to attempt to work out solutions to the 
objections that they raise. This should be orchestrated by the Forest service in an 
attempt to bring opposing parties closer together. This is too important an issue to be 
used for the political gains of groups and individuals.

Individual

8899 3 The response to items 27 of CNFS letter dated 10-19-2007, Temporary Shutdown 
Procedures is vague and insufficient at best. There are insufficient details with regard 
to procedures to be used for a temporary shut down in operations. Little to no detail 
is provided regarding the plan or procedure to be used in the event of an emergency 
situation. In the event of an emergency, the mine should have specific guidelines and 
procedures in place to ensure the safety and well being of its employees as well as 
area residents and community, all while safeguarding the environment. Given the 
potential risk, specific and detailed Temporary Shutdown Procedures should be in 
place before the mine commences operations. Perhaps this is something the State 
Mining Inspector could address.

Individual

8902 5 What are the cumulative impacts of adding yet another mine in this area on the 
roads, utiliteis, tourism, emergency sevices, noise and air pollution? How will the 
expense of additional services be allocated?

Individual

8903 6 Regarding Davidson Canyon; what is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers to suspend the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its 
tributaries as a navigatable river? Will the resulting ease of the discharge of waste 
increase the amount of groundwater contamination by Rosemont via Davidson 
Canyon? How will this decision impact the Davidson Canyon? How will the 
contamination be controlled and who will be responsible for such a control? What is 
the impact on the water flow and quality of water, vegetation and wildlife in Cienega 
Creek area? If the impact is negative in any way, are the trade-offs of the mine 
benefits worth what will be lost? Who will make that determination and will that 
study be available for public scrutiny?

Individual

8906 11 Have studies been done to compare "mine" vs. "no mine" and the impacts on the 
economy, tourism, recreation, the ecosystems, vegitation, wildlife, groundwater, 
surface water, water quality and availability, roadways and emergency services? If 
so, are the studies available for public scrutiny? If studies have not been done, what 
is the reason for this inaction?

Individual
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8911 3 Have studies been completed to determine the impact of the proposed Rosemont 
mine on the historical and cultural areas such as Helvetia? What will happen to the 
Helvatia Cemetery? What happen to the Greaterville Cemetery? If there is a chance 
that either of these Cemeteries will be negatively impacted, have the families of the 
deceased persons buried in the cemetaries been identified, contacted and given an 
opportunity to protect or otherwise preserve the remains of their loved ones? Have 
any of the historical societies or organizations interested in the Area (Tucson, Vail, 
Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green Valley) been identified 
and contacted? If so, what determinations have been made? If not, then what is the 
reason for this inaction? What is the plan to locate, identify, study, and preserve 
presently unknown and undiscovered cultural, historic, and prehistoric sites situated 
within the proposed mine area? When will the plan be available for public review?

Individual

9215 1 Please follow your charge to protect this nation's irreplacable natural resources 
enjoyed by so many and reject the mining plan of operations submitted by Augusta 
Resources!

Organization

9488 5 I urge the US Forest Service to do the right thing by rejecting Augusta's Mining Plan 
of Operations and withdrawing these lands from Mineral Entry to ensure their 
permanent protection from mining.

Organization

9541 1 any info to help would be appreciatedOrganization

9555 1 Our Government must protect this region from mining and other destruction. The 
corporation's mining approach is way out of date in every way, including misuse-
maltreatment of environment, communities, energy et al.

Organization

9603 1 It's time for the forest service to help us protect the Land!Organization

9610 1 I can't believe an open pit copper mine, in a pristine mountain range, next to a scenic 
hwy., would even be considerd

Organization

9760 1 How did the Mine Owners get CAP approval?Organization

9809 2 please don't let them destroy this beautiful area and destroy pima counties efforts to 
preserve it

Organization

9929 1 Please listen to "We the People!!"Organization

10066 1 To allow this project to go forward would be disgraceful, and prove that the interests 
of private citizens and the public good can never trump the interests of business.

Organization

10146 1 Please revoke mining rights in the Santa RitasOrganization

10365 1 Be fair to all!Organization

10385 1 This is our country, we should have the right to refuse to allow mining in it.Organization

10391 1 This mine development is a crime against the American people. National Forest 
lands belong to us and our voices should be heeded.

Organization

10404 1 I am new to Green Valley and am appalled at the lack of sensitivity to the 
environment by the U.S. Forest Service

Organization
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10482 1 After viewing the pictures, it appears that the mining company has already purchased 
the necessary approval. Plase show me wrong.

Organization

10492 1 we voted you in. now fix this problemOrganization

10501 1 This project should be given no consideration what-so-ever!Organization

10619 1 listen to the people who live thereOrganization

10645 1 I'd like to know who and what is behind this. No self-respecting forest service person 
in their right mind would want an ugly, dirty mine.

Organization

10692 1 Please listen to the people!Organization

10700 2 The mine on the other side of the valley has already dried up/droped my families 
well water level. The mines arent doing anything to help them now .And neither is 
the state in which the mines have paid insane amounts of money to to get them to 
turn the other cheak .resedent of sahuarita for 28 years!!!!!!!

Organization

10867 1 Please listen to the Tucson people! Not the Canadian investors.Organization

10900 1 thank you for your efforts!Organization

10922 1 This is the United States of America. Why would the U.S. Forest Service even 
conceive of approving a Canadian Corp., mining U.S. soil for copper, shipping to 
Asia and other foreign Countries and then closing the mine in ten years or so. 
PLEASE DO NOT LET THIS HAPPEN.

Organization

10960 4  In my opinion, if this mine goes in, we are being sold out by our state and county 
government. I shoul dknow…I work for a copper/molybdenum mine.

Organization

10963 1 I can't believe our government wants to allow our most treasured lands to be raped 
and the voices of residents to go unheard. Don't let this tragedy happen!

Organization

10992 1 I can't believe this is actually being considered... DON'T DO IT ! ! !Organization

11028 1 I don't see how an open pit mine can have a passable environmental impact statement.Organization

11039 1 If a permit to mine is granted, it should be contingent upon the transfer of all of the 
private properties held by Rosemont to the Forest Service. This will place the entire 
mine operation under a single regulating authority, thus eliminating the objection of 
part of the mining operations occur in the public domain with the remainder in the 
private domain. The Forest Service must have complete aand total control along with 
the accountability for all operations that are associated with the Rosemont mine.

Individual

11042 12 I am concerned because information has not been readily available to the public. 
Since April of 2006 Augusta Resources and/or their public relations firm 
Strongpoint have been the registered owners of the following domain names, 
www.stoprosemont.com, norosemontmine.com, and savethescenicsantaritas.com. 
The only rational purpose for them to own those domain names would be to try to 
suppress opposing information from the public.

Individual
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11042 15 There have been many flaws in the public scoping process for the proposed 
Rosemont Mine. Neither the public, nor the media seem to understand the process, 
many think the mine is a "done deal". The numbers presented throughout this 
process have been confusing, the amount of land being considered is not clear, the 
proposed water consumption is not clear, the number of jobs the mine would create 
is not clear, the amount of traffic the mine will generate, or when it will travel on 
state route 83 is not clear, the actual distance from municipalities, National 
preserves, and sensitive areas is not clear, the end of the commenting period is not 
clear.

Individual

11045 1 I am aware of the due process, have attended a scoping meeting and have sent in my 
remarks I have also received a copy of the next steps in the process. So why is 
activity in the mine site area already taking p;lace??? On a recent trip to Sonoita, I 
stopped at the Scenic overpass and saw Portable toilets in two different areas that 
were set up and there are a lot of trucks and roads carved into the landscape. What 
are they doing? Should they not need to wait until given permission to go ahead with 
their intentions.?

Individual

11047 2 "About" 19 years. What sort of guarantee the project will last 19 years? This is not 
the only location in the MPO that has this generalization. What guarantee does the 
community have that this NEPA process is not being used as a way to segment or 
"piecemeal" other components of Augusta's long term plan as stated in it's SEC and 
in various press releases of other deposits located nearby? It is my understanding that 
while segmenting may on occasion be a valid use that in this case it would not be an 
acceptable use of NEPA.

Individual

11047 30 We in the neighborhood have noticed quite a few drill rigs lately, what are they 
drilling and how many permits do they have for the east side?

Individual

11048 5 We also have an Assignment of statement of claimant (39072899) filed in the 
general adjudication of the Gila River System and Source, which includes the Upper 
Santa Cruz. How can the mine move forward before this issue is resolved in the 
Courts?

Individual

11052 1 I sent my rosemont comments yesterday, received no reply.Individual

11060 1 I am aware of the due process, have attended a scoping meeting and have sent in my 
remarks I have also received a copy of the next steps in the process. So why is 
activity in the mine site area already taking p;lace??? On a recent trip to Sonoita, I 
stopped at the Scenic overpass and saw Portable toilets in two different areas that 
were set up and there are a lot of trucks and roads carved into the landscape. What 
are they doing? Should they not need to wait until given permission to go ahead with 
their intentions.?

Individual

11061 1 I sent my rosemont comments yesterday, received no reply.Individual

11062 1 Please advise when the Rosemont Comment website will be updated with comment 
received up until 7/14 via email/mail.

Individual
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11068 32 An example of the preliminary nature of information supplied to stakeholders is 
found in this area as well: The Pollutant Management Area (PMA) is essentially the 
perimeter circumscribing potentially discharging facilities. From the Plan of 
Operations - "It is anticipated that the PMA boundary depicted may be modified as 
plans become better defined." (pg.70)

Individual

11069 1 Please advise when the Rosemont Comment website will be updated with comment 
received up until 7/14 via email/mail.

Individual

11070 1 Is the timeline for the forest plan revision still on track with the one on your website? 
Are you really looking at completeling this next month??

Individual

11080 5 We also have an Assignment of statement of claimant (39072899) filed in the 
general adjudication of the Gila River System and Source, which includes the Upper 
Santa Cruz. How can the mine move forward before this issue is resolved in the 
Courts?

Individual

11082 1 On July 8 2008 I put in an ADA request via email to John Able of the Coronado 
National Forest for a hard copy of the MPO so that I would be able to make and ask 
more technical comments/ questions on the proposal. 
It was not until I emailed Jamie Sturgess of the Rosemont Copper asking him for a 
copy, as I had not even had the courtesy of a response one way or the other from the 
Forest, that I received a response back from Mr. Able on July 12th 2008. The 
response was "If you have one of those, you can print a copy" (of the CD or DVD). 
and
"We also provide a printed copy of the MPO in our reading room at the Supervisor's 
Officer, 300 W. Congress St., on the 6th floor, during business hours, 8:00 a.m. until 
4:30 p.m. If another time is convenient, we can arrange it. We can also provide some 
limited free use of our copy machine." 
I do realize from dealing with other government agencies that it is a crap shoot on 
this sort of request, even with medical documentation. A prompt response would 
have been nice though. Mr Able doesn't have to worry; he is not the first person to 
say both of the things he said so I did have a chuckle.

Individual

11082 11 Maps- It would be nice if there would be some overflow between Tetra-tech exhibits 
so that I would not have to flip between books to cross reference exhibits. For 
instance, it would be nice if Barrel Canyon was shown in the Dry Tailings maps 
book.

Individual
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160 79 Mitigation:    The threat that the Mine will pose to the region's rural economy, 
property values, and lifestyle is of such significance, complexity, and scale that the 
development of effective mitigation measures will necessarily require an independent 
and comprehensive study of these adverse impacts by a multidisciplinary team of 
recognized experts in their respective fields. Recommended mitigation measures 
resulting from this study must then be incorporated in the MPO, implemented by 
Augusta in the event the MPO is approved, and carefully monitored by the Forest 
Service.       As a condition of Forest Service approval of Augusta's MPO, Augusta 
and any successors in ownership of the Mine must be required to agree in writing 
that Augusta shall compensate all persons for lost income and lost property value 
due to the Mine.

160 84 Mitigation;    In the event Augusta's MPO is apprived, each proposed successor in 
Mine ownership must be required as a condition of ownership transfer to submit a 
new Mine Plan of Operation that shall be subject to NEPA scoping, review, and 
approval by the Forest Service and all other FEDERAL, STATE, AND COUNTY 
agencies having jurisdiction. Such provisions shall be memorialized in a binding 
agreement between the Forest Service and the Applicant.

160 89 Mitigation: The Sonoita/Elgin Fire District shall be fully reimbursed by the 
Applicant for all costs (equipment, maintenance, and staffing) resulting from the 
construction, operation, remediation, and reclamation of the proposed project. In no 
event shall such cost increase be borne by local property taxpayers in Sonoita and 
Elgin. This mitigation measure should also be applied to other impacted emergency 
service providers, including, but not limited to those in Patagonia, Vail, Sahuarita, 
and Corona de Tucson.

162 2 Rosemont Copper Mines must be prohibited from operating without first granting a 
fail/safe guarantee their operations will not further diminish the water table. If such 
stringent, yet prudent standards are not set, Green Valley is destined to become a 
ghost town and Southern Arizona a wasteland of mine tailings.

1931 2 If operation is sold what guarantees do the public have that Rosemont promised 
mitigation will be followed through?

Individual

2121 8 There just is no possible mitigation to the destruction of important wildlife habitat 
and corridors that the mine would cause. Destruction would occur both on the 
mountain range and the riparian ares below.

Individual

2131 6 Under no circumstances should a large water consumer such as Rosemont Mine be 
approved while mitigating plans are proceeding.

Individual

2265 4 Mining and removal of natural features has started at their property. Signs leading 
into the site state "access prohibited work area 24/7". A retaining pond was dug and 
a dam erected clearly containing mineral oxide polluted water. Already now 
threatening the Cienega Creek watershed. If no mining permit was issued will you 
stop this illegal activity?

Individual

2383 8 Fourth, in addition to water pollution, daily mine operations will generate significant 
particulate air pollution, noise pollution, and destory the scenic nature of the area. 
There is no evidence in the Mine Plan of Operations that these impacts can be 
adequately mitigated.

Individual
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2383 9 Fifth, mine operations will destroy wildlife habitat and further endanger a number of 
sensitive species in the area. Again, there is nothing in the Mine Plan of Operations 
to indicate that Rosemont Copper can mitigate the adverse impacts the mine will 
have on these species and their habitat.

Individual

2462 4 Who will be responsible when my well goes dry?Individual

2593 41 Finally, a detailed mitigation plan must be prepared in case the mine proposal 
proceeds. This should include the identification of equivalent lands that can be 
purchased and set aside to offset the lands and cultural resources that would be 
impacted by the project.

Organization

2593 72 -How much additional land outside the disturbed area would be required to replace 
these resources?

Organization

2593 133 An additional water consideration should be the effect on plant and animal life of 
any pipelines that are built to transmit water from well sites to the mine site. The 
impact from the pipe line construction must also be evaluated and a mitigation plan 
should be in place.

Organization

2658 20 The potential affect of the project on hunting in Unit 34A, and on the hunting-related 
economies of local communties, needs to be formally and substantively assessed, and 
the effects of the proposed Rosemont Copper Project need to be mitigated.  Such 
mitigation efforts must become part of the plan of operations, and should include 
bonding or other set asides to ensure that mitigation efforts will be completed.

Individual

2664 9 The Rosemont Copper Project has taken the concerns very seriously and has 
addressed them all in their Plan of Operation. Rosemont is compared to mining 
operations in the area that are 50 years old or older. Please give due consideration to 
the measures taken by Rosemont Copper to mitigate the concerns and evaluate the 
new technology being implemented for tailing disposal, air pollution, water 
discharges, the dark sky initiative, and reclamation.

Individual

2677 47 Because of this management issue, if this mine is permitted, we believe one piece of 
the mitigation package should be the acquisition of a block of land (an ecosystem) 
contiguous to the Coronado National Forest equal in size and equal in wildlife values 
to all the Forest land north of Box Canyon. We would not support purchase of small 
inholdings for exchange for Santa Rita land. The Forest should require a large 
contiguous ecosystem to replace the public land that has been destroyed. Since we 
cannot imagine where that piece of land could be found and purchased, we do not 
believe it is in the best public interest to permit this mine.

Government

2689 3 No amount of environmental mitigation can bring them back.Individual

2699 2 The threat that the proposed mine will pose to our region's rural economy, property 
valuse, and lifestyle is of such significance, complexity, and scale that the 
development of effective mitigation measures will necessarily requrie an independent 
and comprehensive study of these adverse impacts by a multidicipline team of 
recongized experts in their respective fields.

Business
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2699 3 Only after the study is complete can we consider possible mitigation measures. At 
the very least, as a condition of Forest Service approval of Augusta's Mine Plan of 
Operation, Augusta and any sucessors in ownership of the mine must be required to 
agree in writing that Augusta shall compensate all persons for lost income and lost 
property value due to the mine.

Business

2719 9 The damage to local highways & increased danger to residents & visitors must be 
addressed How will this be mitigated & who will pay for it.

Individual

2744 31 At the very least, as a condition of Forest Service approval of Augusta's Mine Plan of 
Operation, Augusta and any successors in ownership of the mine must be required to 
agree in writing that Augusta shall compensate all persons for lost income and lost 
property value due to the mine.  In our case at Apache Springs, we are talking 
upwards of 10 million dollars.

Business

2760 1 The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) should demonstrate that all reasonable 
alternatives to proposed actions have been examined and that appropriate mitigation 
measures have been thoroughly considered and incorporated into the project.

Government

2760 2 The EIS should provide substantial detail on the means of implementing mitigation 
measures to ensure compliance and assess effectiveness of mitigation.

Government

2760 25 Describe mitigation measures to prevent this contaminations, including the 
construction of run-on/run-off channels, additional of neutralizing material, 
collection or sedimentation ponds, and any necessary treatment or disposal of these 
solutions.

Government

2770 6 Further, it is clear that additional threats that the proposed mine will pose to our 
region's rural economy, property values, and lifestyle are of such significance, 
complexity, and scale that the development of effective mitigation measures will 
necessitate an independent and comprehensive study of these adverse impacts by a 
multidiscipline team of recognized experts in their respective fields. Only after the 
study is completed can we consider possible mitigation measures.

Business

6901 15 All possible scenarios for future mine operations should be considered, including the 
scenario that the mine may be forced to close at an earlier date than currently 
scheduled.  If the mine is closed prematurely, the EIS should consider impacts to 
mitigation plans.  One mechanism to ensure that mitigation does take place is to 
require that mitigation funding be provided upfront in a separate, autonomous 
account.  Mitigation should also be in concurrence with the guidelines of Pima 
County's Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan and Conservation Lands System.

Organization

6966 4 The mine tailings can have profound health and environmental consequences 
especially for children in nearby communities or for sensitive riparian or wildlife 
refuge areas due to the metal content amoung other contaminants of the tailings piles 
that contain from as little as 0.1 percent to as much as 5 percent lead, arsenic, copper 
and zinc.  How will this be mitigated?

Individual
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6983 8 Therefore I propose the following mitigation in the final EIS

1.  Guarantee water for my home.  If for any reason my well goes dry I want legally 
binding guarantees from the owner of Rosemont Mine that unlimited amounts of 
water of equal quality to my existing water be provided to me free of charge.  This 
may be accomplished by digging a new well and paying for all associated costs 
including increased electric utilities to pump the water to the surface, or connecting 
me on a community well.  I have water of great quality and taste.  I expect the same.  
I want an analysis of my water to verify its quality, and that the water they would 
provide me have the same of better quality.

Individual

7150 9 Project-related activities to be addressed in the EIS include, but are not be limited to, 
the following:
 Construction, operation and reclamation of an open-pit copper, silver and 
molybdenum mine;
 Construction, operation, and reclamation of an ore-processing plant, tailings, waste 
rock and leach facilities;
 Construction and operation of infrastructure, such as utilities, and their corridors;
 Construction of a new access road, leach field, retention structures, wells and water 
supply pipeline, ore transportation systems, and test reclamation plots;
 Use of existing roads and new road construction;
 Implementation of mitigation measures to avoid or minimize impacts; and

Government

7181 3 2. If they don't plan to develop these mines in the future then will they donate the 
Peach-Elgin mine, Broadtop Butte mine, and Copper World mine properties to Pima 
County for conservation before the Rosemont mine proceeds?

Individual

7200 23 The EIS must include mitigation measures to offset impacts.
In addition to the adverse environmental effects, the Forest Service must discuss 
mitigation measures; it is implicit in the National Environmental Policy Act's 
command and the CEQ's regulations. The omission of reasonably complete 
discussion of mitigation measures would undermine NEPA's purpose. Without such, 
interested parties cannot properly evaluate the severity of adverse impacts. Robertson 
v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332 (1989).

Mitigation meaures must cover the range of impacts of the proposal and must include 
such things as design alternatives, possible land use controls and other possible 
efforts. "Once the proposal itself is considered as a whole to have significant effects, 
all of its specific effects on the environment (Whether or not "significant") must be 
considered, and mitigation measure must be developed where it is feasible to do so." 
Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ's NEPA Regulations, 46 Fed. Reg. 
18026 (March 23, 1981). See also 40 C.F.R. SS 1502.24(f), 1502.16(h), 1508.14. 
The Forest Service must proposed alternatives that decrease construction impacts, 
esthetic intrusion, habitat destruction, adverse impact on endangered species and 
human presence/interference.

Organization

7200 25 Here, the EIS should consider all possible scenarios for future mine operations, 
including the scenario that the mine may be forced to close at an earlier date than 
currently scheduled, when developing mitigation measrues. If the mine is closed 
prematurely, the EIS should consider impacts to mitigation plans. One mechanism to 
ensure that mitigation does take place is to require that mitigation funding be 
provided upfront in a separate, autonomous account.

Organization
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7253 41 Finally, a detailed mitigation plan must be prepared in case the mine proposal 
proceeds. This should include the identification of equivalent lands that can be 
purchased and set aside to offset the lands and cultural resources that would be 
impacted by the project.

Organization

7253 72 -How much additional land outside the disturbed area would be required to replace 
these resources?

Organization

7253 133 An additional water consideration should be the effect on plant and animal life of 
any pipelines that are built to transmit water from well sites to the mine site. The 
impact from the pipe line construction must also be evaluated and a mitigation plan 
should be in place.

Organization

7316 31 7)�Subsequent studies should insist that private lands of high conservation value 
should be purchased by the mining firm and transferred to a federal agency as 
mitigation for losses of habitat for wildlife, watershed values, and recreational 
opportunities.

Organization

7421 4 My question will the mine Mitigate my financial losses by paying for our 
move,purchasing the property at values consistent with what my residence use to be 
valued ,before new of pending mine operations.

Individual

7456 47 Because of this management issue, if this mine is permitted, we believe one piece of 
the mitigation package should be the acquisition of a block of land (an ecosystem) 
contiguous to the Coronado National Forest equal in size and equal in wildlife values 
to all the Forest land north of Box Canyon. We would not support purchase of small 
inholdings for exchange for Santa Rita land. The Forest should require a large 
contiguous ecosystem to replace the public land that has been destroyed.

Government

7498 6 If contamination is detected locally or downstream, how will it be mitigated? How 
long after the mine closes will water quality be monitored, and what guarantee of 
payment of possible remediation costs if offered? Is the bond amount adequate, 
given probably rising energy prices, water supply shortages and rate increases, 
currency devaluation, cost overruns, inflation, copper price fluctuations?

Individual
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7504 78 The Rosemont Mine Plan of operations shows that the mine, during its 20-year life, 
will create approximately 4 square miles of mine and mill waste dumps at the 
headwaters of these mountain streams.

As rain falls throughout the year onto the surfaces of these dumps, it will infiltrate 
the uncovered surfaces, then percolate downward, slowly becoming acidic as it does 
so and probably dissolving one or more different types of possibly toxic metals and 
other substances.  Because the bases of the dumps will not be lined with impervious 
materials (as the leach pads at the mine and municipal solid waste landfills are 
required to be), this now-contaminated water will find its way into the bedrock and 
bedrock fractures underlying the dumps and ultimately emerge in the springs and 
stream beds below the mine.

The nature and amount of this contamination cannot be predicted precisely, but its 
effect will be to degrade, possibly very seriously, the ecology and water quality of 
the streams.  In addition, major storm events could rupture surface-containment 
berms and other protective structures, possibly allowing large amounts of very fine-
grained mill waste from the leach pads or the waste dumps to enter the streams' 
drainage systems, thus causing additional contamination.  The readings in the mill 
area of Sierrita mine show other heavy metals that are toxic, including cadmium, 
selenium and arsenic.  All the public wells in Green Valley are in the process of 
installing arsenic treatment because of naturally occuring arsenic in the Santa Cruz 
aquifer.  These heavy metals are more or less inert and harmless in conglomerates 
buried under the ground.  However, in the same way as uranium, when the metals are 
ground to face powder consistency and added into water with other chemicals, they 
become liable to enter the environment through the soil, aire or water.  How will 
these impacts be mitigated, and what are the cumulative effects of this?

7508

7546 4 I oppose the proposed Rosemont mine because there will be negative impacts to 
social, economic, and recreational activity related to sportsmen like myself who hunt 
the Mearns quail and WR deer in the area. I do not believe the Forest Service has 
adequately studied these impacts, and no mitigation has been adequately considered 
or offered.The Forest Service should reject the application to mine here and should 
take the "no action" alternative.

Individual
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7571 18 The mine would permanently alter the local topography, eliminating the existing 
stream network, destroying the existing hydrologic regine, and disrupting the proper 
functioning of the watershed (i.e. from the headwaters of Davidson down through 
Davidson Canyon and the Cienega Creek Natural Preserve). Although the streams in 
this area are ephemeral, they still provide the same ecosystem and watershed 
functions of a perennial stream: they move water, sediment, and nutrients and 
provide services suchas landscape hydrologic connections; stream enevergy 
dissipation associated with high-water flows thereby reducing erosion and improving 
water quality; surface and subsurface water storage and exchange; ground water 
recharge and discharge; sediment transport, storage and deposition, aiding in 
floodplain development; nutrient cycling; wildlife habitat and movement/migration; 
support for vegetation communities that help stabilize stream banks and provide 
wildlife services; and water supply and water quality filtering. 

The EIS should examine all of these watersheds functions, determine how they 
would be impacted by this proposal, and determine whether these losses and 
disturbances are worth the benefits from the mine. In addition, the EIS should 
determine the true extent of these disturbances, and the required mitigation from the 
mining company. For example, how far from the disturbed area would the impacts be 
felt? How much additional land outside of the disturbed area would be required to 
replace these resources?

Individual

7571 24 The EIS should determine how this mine would protect and not pollute the water in 
the Cienega Basin. Cienega Creek is designated as a State Unique Water 
(Outstanding Water) as part of the State Water Quality Standards, and therefore must 
be protected from degradation. In addition, Davidson Canyon has been nominated 
for the same protection, and until the Arizona Water Quality Standards are finalized, 
Davidson receives the same anti-degradation protection as a designated water. The 
preferred alternative in the DEIS should require that all facilities at the mine be lined 
to the highest standards to protect the surface and ground water, including the 
tailings, waste rock piles, the perimeter berm and all locations that use or store 
chemicals.

Individual

7571 26 The alternatives in the EIS must include complete and/or partial back-filling of the 
open pit. The EIS should determine how backfilling of the pit wouldhelp protect of 
harm water quality in the watershed, how deep the pit would have to be backfilled to 
eliminate the pit lake, and how much this would affect the likelihood of aquifer 
contamination post-mining. The EIS should determine how much additional expense 
and time would be needed to backfill the pit, either completely or partially, and 
determine if this expense is justified to protect our water resources.

Individual

7571 30 August Resource/Rosemont Copper plans to pump groundwater from Sahuarita and 
pipe it over the Santa Ritas to the mine at Rosemont Ranch. This project would 
therefore impact both the Santa Cruz aquifer and the Davidson/Cienega aquifer. The 
Santa Cruz aquifer would be depleted, and the Davidson/Cienega aquifer would be 
subject to pollution from mine runoff and leaching. Impacts to both of these basins 
should be included in the EIS, and all surface and ground water impacts from 
activities related to the mine must be analyzed, including the pipeline route from 
Sahuarita to the mine site.

Individual
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7571 31 Calculations and model results should be included in the EIS that show how the 
ground water would be impacted for at least a 20 mile radius around the mine site 
and mineral extraction wells. The groundwater models shold clearly define the 
groundwater regime in the watershed, including the depth to groundwater, direction 
of flow, rate of flow, and soil and aquifer characteristics (hydraulic conductivity, 
infiltration capacity, porosity, etc.). Surface water models shold also be included that 
show the actual watershed delineation and stream network, and the flow 
characteristics from a variety of design storms, such as the 10-year, 50-year, 100-
year, 500 year, and 1,000 year 24-hour flood. The model results should clearly show 
the extent and volume of flow resulting frome ach of these storm events. This would 
be necessary to determine the potential impacts to downstream areas with respect to 
flooding and transport of contaminants from the mine site. Descriptions of the 
models, including input parameters, assumptions, and output parameters and results 
should be included in the EIS.

The EIS should clearly describe the laws that allow and the permits required for 
Rosemont Copper to withdraw groundwater and transport it out of the Tucson AMA 
to the Cienega Basin. In addition, the status of those permits, and how Rosemont 
Copper is meeting the conditions of those permits should be described.

Individual

7571 33 Many studies have shown that the Santa Rita Mountains contain important wildlife 
habitat and serve as a key migration corridor from Mexico to the Rincon/Santa 
Catalina Mountains. The EIS should determine which wildlife species are found in 
the area, or are likely to be found, that may be affected by this proposal. It should 
determine which ones are threatened, endangered, species of concern, candidates for 
listing, or have other special status. The EIS should determine how these species use 
the area, and how far the displaced wildlife must go to find similar habitat for 
foraging, breeding or migration. Surveys must be conducted to determine the 
presence, absence and abundance of each of these species. Similar information and 
surveys must be conducted for plants species, also.

For example, the Rosemont Talussnail (Sonorella rosemontensis) is likely to be 
found here as it is endemic to the Santa Ritas. The Arizona Game & Fish Heritage 
Database states that the type locality for this species is "the Santa Rita Mountains, 
North end at Station 49 near Rosemont, Pima County; elevation not given, but 
collected later at ca 5,500 ft" (Bequaert, J.C., and W.B. Miller 1973. The Mollusks 
of the Arid Southwest. The Univeristy of Arizona Press, Tucson, Arizona).

At least four species of State protected reptiles are known to reside at this site: ridge-
nosed rattlesnake, rock rattlesnake, desert tortoise and the Gila monster. Surveys 
must be conducted to determine whether these species are present in the area, and in 
what abundance. Surveys for reptiles, and all wildlife and plant species should be 
conducted over several seasons over multiple years to account for variations in 
climate that affect population abundance.

Individual

7571 36 There would be a huge increase in the amount of traffic on Scenic Highway 83, and 
in the type of traffic. The EIS should determine the projected wildlife mortality rate 
from the mine-related increase in traffic on Highway 83, which species are most 
likely to be impacted by the increased traffic, whether the benefits from the mine 
justify this impact, and how the company plans to mitigate this impact.

Individual
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7594 8 This double whammy will increase costs and adverse effects of the project greatly. 
Who will pay for the costs of ALL infrastructure and mitigation? Why would the 
applicant choose to increase costs in this way?

Individual

7650 27 A dynamic detailed mitigation plans with foolproof safeguards are essentialIndividual

8623 7 Mitigation of all these issues is necessary for any resolution to the mine's placement. 
No problem can be solved with the same consciousness that created it. Everyone 
must think outside the box and go beyond your comfort zones. We are stewards of 
earth's natural resources.

Individual

11047 24 Please describe in detail, the proposed mosquito mitigation techniques for the small 
sedimentation ponds described in the Groundwater Protection Plan.

Individual
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46 3 Who will be responsible for monitoring negative environmental impacts from the 
mine on National Forest Land?

Individual

46 4 How will these impacts be mitigated?Individual

65 2 I hope the F.S. takes its oversight responsibilities seriously. A well planned "state of 
the art" mining project with good environmental controls would be good for the 
entire community.

Individual

160 86 Impacts from various monitoring scenarios need to be thoroughly addressed. In 
general, monitoring for adverse environmental impacts needs to be both robust and 
continuous throughout construction, operation, and reclamation of the mine. In 
addition, an adaptive management strategy needs to be completed prior to the 
initiation of the project to ensure that monitoring results will be utilized in the most 
effective way possible. There is a vast array of parameters that could be monitored; a 
monitoring plan grounded in the best available science is crucial to ensure that 
adverse environmental impacts are avoided and minimized far into the future.

1540 2 With summer monsoon rains, seasonal water inputs will occur. Moisture content will 
vary, and humidity cell studies should be mandated in waste rock evaluation.

Individual

1554 1 Southern Arizona has had a number of unfortuate experiences with mine operators 
who went bankrupt before reclaiming waste and cleaning up. How will the 
government ensure that Rosemont does not do this?

Individual

1594 2 We know that they will pollure and destroy. Is their anything that can be done to stop 
the mining company or assure that their pollution will be cleaned.

Individual
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1653 4 Also we are concerned that several of the parts of the mining plan for reducing the 
effect of the tailings and the mine on the ground water required active control and 
maintenance. Who will be responsible for this maintenance when the mine stops 
production? Will the Forest Service then maintain the dams, keep monitoring the 
water in the wells, and keep up the pumps and other structures that manage the water 
leaching from the tailings from contaminating the ground water. Who will pay for 
the power and to maintain the power lines to these facilities? This effect on the 
ground water is forever, who is going to monitor and maintain this? What is going to 
happen when the pumping of the water from the pit itself stops? What will happen 
then?

Individual

1826 1 Who is going to administer or provide oversight of Augusta/ Rosemont for the 
operation of the mine over its twenty-year lifetime? How will they, their partners, 
subcontractors, and successors be held accountable for the promises and 
commitments being made now and ultimately relied upon for the future?

Individual

1826 2 Will any of the principals of Augusta be held personally responsible for the proper 
operations of the mine and what will be the penalty for failure to do so? If no one 
will be held accountable, then why should this be allowed to happen?

Individual

1826 4 What is the plan for administration and oversight of the mine and its operations to 
ensure that Augusta is performing in accordance with the final Mine Plan of 
Operations? Who will pay for the costs of this oversight and administration? Will the 
oversight process be open to public scrutiny? What recource will there be if Augusta, 
et al, does not honor its commitments?

Individual

1828 4 Who will hold responsibility for ensuring that the protected and/or endangered plants 
and animals will not be negatively impacted throughout the duration of mining 
operations?

Individual

1842 5 The Forest Service, protectors of our environment, needs to monitor the restoration 
after each segment of the mine is closed for enough years to observe whether there 
has been leaching of toxins into the water supply and whether natural vegetation and 
wildlife has been returned to the land.

Individual

1900 6 21,000 acres will be affected by these mining operations.  What will… protect the 
immediate area from being ripped up and damaged?

Individual

1922 4 Tailing piles would leach toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into the ground 
waters which drain into Tucson area water supplies and would pollute riparian areas 
such as Davidson Canyon. How will the CNF guarantee this won't take place?

Individual

1969 10 Some of the issues that need to be considered:
What requirements will be imposed on the applicant to minimize if possible the 
release of damaging toxins and secure financial resources to be obtained from the 
applicant to assure failure to meet those requirements and to correct any deficiencies 
are available to cover any deficiencies.

Individual

2106 10 I have already touched on the subject of the required smelter, the nearest of which is 
many miles from the proposed Rosemont area.  Where would the resulting slag piles, 
which become a permanent part of the landscape,be situated.  What controls would 
be established to oversee this?

Individual
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2265 2 New cattle guards and gates were installed at all road entrances into their property. 
What will be done to assure that there will be no infringement onto the existing right 
of way?

Individual

2314 4 Also we are concerned that several of the parts of the mining plan for reducing the 
effect of the tailings and the mine on the ground water required active control and 
maintenance. Who will be responsible for this maintenance when the mine stops 
production? Will the Forest Service then maintain the dams, keep monitoring the 
water in the wells, and keep up the pumps and other structures that manage the water 
leaching from the tailings from contaminating the ground water. Who will pay for 
the power and to maintain the power lines to these facilities? This effect on the 
ground water is forever, who is going to monitor and maintain this? What is going to 
happen when the pumping of the water from the pit itself stops? What will happen 
then?

Individual

2389 5 Will the Cienaga watershed be monitored over the life of the Rosemont venture?Individual

2453 6 The mine will be located in an area well outside the city of Tucson on National 
Forest, BLM, State and private lands. The AZ DEQ, US EPA and Corps. Of 
Engineers will "monitor it to death" to make sure permit requirements are met.

Individual

2453 18 The FS should establish photo monitoring point to document all phases of operation 
from first cut to reclamation.

Individual

2462 11 Is the water level to be monitered regularly by anyone and who?Individual

2485 1 Water reclamation, who monitors it?Individual

2485 2 Runoff who monitors that?Individual

2592 55 The RP wells should be nested monitoring wells that sample different levels in the 
aquifer at each location.  Additional point of compliance wells are needed north of 
RP-1 and RP-2 to monitor groundwater flowing from beneath the northern portion of 
the north tailings.  Figure 1-6 shows potentiometric lines that indicate groundwater 
flow east-southeast from the waste rock storage area to the Singing Valley Ranch 
North area are less than 4,000 feet from the wast rock pile and are dependant on 
private wells for water supply, groundwater monitoring wells should be installed and 
sampled in that area to monitor for impacts to drinking water supplies.

Individual

2593 81 -How would this facility be monitored to determine if any leaching is occurring?
-What is the emergency plan if this facility is found to be leaching heavy metals or 
other contaminants into the ground water or surface water?
Lining all mine facilities, including waste rock piles and berms, should be included 
as an alternative in the EIS.

Organization

2677 7 The primary responsibility of the Forest, if the permits are issued, should be to 
protect Forest resources and surrounding lands and waters. The Forest should 
identify how you inttend to protect those resources.

Government
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2677 35 We also are concerned about the impacts that will occur and could occur to the 
surface and ground water on the east side of the proposed mine. Normal rainfall that 
will fall in Barrel Canyon will be diverted for 20+ years (or forever?). This will 
decrease the ground water and surface water that should flow down Barrel Canyon 
and into Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek. Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek 
and very important habitats for wildlife, and decreases in water flow to these habitats 
will adversely impact wildlife. This effect will be occurring off of Forest lands. The 
Forest should identify how you will insure that this impact does not occur.

Government

2736 13 What conservation and recycling techniques does the mining operation plan to put in 
place, if any, to reduce the amount of surface and groundwater being extracted?  
What agency will be responsible

Government

2736 29   How will you prevent aquifer contamination?  Sulfate Plumes?Government

2736 39 Since protection of groundwater is one of the most urgent needs here, the 
Groundwater Monitoring plan is basically your first line of defense.  There is 
currently no Groundwater Monitoring plan,  a major deficiency.  Since groundwater 
sampling requires considerable expertise and is often not properly addressed, how 
will Rosemont sample the groundwaters for geochemical constituents?  It is one 
thing to talk of "chain of custody of the samples" and the use of "certified 
laboratories," and approved methods, but if the sampling is not appropriate from the 
start, the data and findings are highly suspect.  The equipment that is used, especially 
the pumps, tubes, boring and drilling devices, collection bottles, etc. are often not 
properly selected, prepared, and tested before use and as a result the samples become 
contaminated during the sampling process.  Different sampling procedures and 
equipment modifications are needed depending on the nature of the geochemical 
constituents being considered -- with the three major classes of different sampling 
needs associated with inorganic materials, organic materials, and radioactive 
materials.  While large samples of groundwaters are needed, the differences 
associated with these classes of parameters requires that single samples not be 
subdivided for three kinds of analyses, but that three different sampling protocols be 
developed.  And of course, it is also necessary to test groundwaters for biological 
components -- notably bacteria, viruses, and micro invertebrates, which often show 
up when a test well is drilled, and initially put into service.

Government

2736 77 What provisions will the Rosemont Copper Mine provide to protect human health 
from the risks of diseases, notably cancer, reproductive problems, neurological 
problems, associated with materials release during the mining and procesing of 
copper ores?  In particular, what provisions will be made to assure that commonly 
found trace contaminants in the ores, notably copper, zinc, arsenic, lead, flouride, 
cadmium, nickel and beryllium, will not become public health problems or toxicity 
problems to domestic animals and wildlife?  What provisions will Rosemont Copper 
Mine provide to meet the requirements of the Toxic Substances Control Act with 
respect to emissions of these materials to the environment?

Government

2741 3 It is important, therefore that all information about faults, aquifers, and other 
geologic formations be made available for public and expert evaluation.

Individual
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2741 7 If this process is to be efficient as well as fair, it is important that interested parties 
addressed parties address their questions to those who actually have project-approval 
authority in the process.
*There should be easily available, a list of government officials who are responsible 
for the approvals of the Rosemont Copper Mine E.I.S.
*The official responsible for coordinating government approvals for the Rosemont 
Copper Mine Project should be identified.

Individual

2760 3 The EIS should provide substantial detail on the means of identify how monitoring 
would be established to ensure compliance and assess effectiveness of mitigation.

Government

2760 44 The EIS should describe in detail the proposed facility design and operation, 
including liner and cover specifications, ditches and ponds, and maintenance and 
monitoring activities to ensure interity of facilities throughout project operations, 
closure, and post-closure.

Government

2760 57 The EIS should discuss whether air quality monitoring would be implemented to 
ensure project compliance with all applicable air quality standards and permits.

Government

2762 2 I think that safety improvement should be made to highway 83 with ADOT.Individual

2763 9 We strongly urge the Forest Service to be a voice for the people and not for the 
corporation. You are in a position to approve or disapprove of whether land 
protected for the people is used appropriately.

Individual

6726 15 Over how long a period of time will this be assessed, 25 , 50, 100 years?Individual

6889 2 For instance, Rosemont is not supposed to pump and use groundwater from the East 
side of the Santa Rita's, if they do, what will  the penalty be?  If their test wells begin 
to show increased sulphide levels and they don't immediately report it, what will the 
penalty be?

Individual

6901 16 Impacts from various monitoring scenarios need to be thoroughly addressed.  In 
general, monitoring for adverse environmental impacts needs to be both robust and 
continuous throughout construction, operation, and reclamation of the mine.  In 
addition, an adaptive management strategy needs to be completed prior to the 
initiation of the project to ensure that monitoring results will be utilized in the most 
effective way possible.  There is a vast array of parameters that could be monitored; a 
monitoring plan grounded in the best available science is crucial to ensure that 
adverse environmental impacts are avoided and minimized far into the future.

Organization

6901 34 The EIS should consider the impacts from various monitoring scenarios.  In general, 
monitoring for adverse environmental impacts needs to be both robust and 
continuous throughout construction, operation, and reclamation of the mine.  In 
addition, an adaptive management strategy needs to be completed prior to the 
initiation of the project to ensure that monitoring results will be utilized in the most 
effective way possible.  There is a vast array of parameters that could be monitored; a 
monitoring plan grounded in the best available science is crucial to ensure that 
adverse environmental impacts are avoided and minimized far into the future.

Organization

6964 4 What will the Rosemont mine hazards contain and how will dispersal through the air 
and water be contained and monitored?

Individual
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6975 10 If pollution is determine , during the life of the PROPOSED rosemont site it has to 
be REQUIRED to SUSPEND the operation of said point of pollution and have the 
moral and financial will to correct the problem as soon as it becomes apparent.

Individual

7089 2 Augusta has stated they will be mining molybdenum in the Rosemont Mine.  Given 
the extreme toxicity of molybdenum oxide, the processing of molybdenum 
concentrate needs to be monitored and controlled so as to eliminate any health threat 
to the surrounding community.  The only molybdenum processing facility in the area 
is the Climax Molybdenum Technology Center at 800 E Pima Mine Rd., Sahuarita, 
AZ.

Individual

7151 26 Other concerns that should be addressed include:

How would this facility be monitored to determine if any leaching is occurring?
What is the emergency plan if this facility is found to be leaching heavy metals or 
other contaminates into the ground water or surface water?

Organization

7151 44 Concerns regarding the vegetation in the area that should be addressed in the EIS 
include:

What are the short term direct impacts to the vegetation in the area?
What are the long term, indirect impacts to the vegetation in the area?
What are the important habitat types in the area?
What is the current productivity of important habitat types in the area?
What threatened, endangered, special status or candidate species are in the area, or 
could occur in the area?
How would they be affected and how would this impact be mitigated?
How does this plan comply with the Executive Order 11990 (Protection of 
Wetlands) and Executive Order 91-6 (Protection of Riparian Areas)?

Organization

7200 27 The EIS must include monitoring and adaptive management strategies.
The EIS should consider the impacts from various monitoring scenarios. In general, 
monitoring for adverse environmental impacts needs to be both robust and 
continuous throughout construction, operation, and reclamation of the mine. In 
addition, an adaptive management strategy needs to be completed prior to the 
initiation of the project to ensure that monitoring results will be utilized in the most 
effective way possible. There is a vast array of parameters that could be monitored; a 
monitoring plan grounded in the best available science is crucial to ensure that 
adverse environmental impacts are avoided and minimized far into the future.

Organization

7253 81 -How would this facility be monitored to determine if any leaching is occurring?
-What is the emergency plan if this facility is found to be leaching heavy metals or 
other contaminants into the ground water or surface water?
Lining all mine facilities, including waste rock piles and berms, should be included 
as an alternative in the EIS.

Organization

7312 3 Will the open pit mine drop the aquifer level to the Cienega basin and are plans in 
place to monitor the water?

Individual
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7336 37 If approved, I believe as a condition, Augusta/Rosemont Copper should be required 
to pay up front, for all possible worst case scenarios, including lawsuit 
costs/damages and a comprehensive public environmental restoration fund, so that 
the money is tied up and cannot be withdrawn by the company, especially if the 
company falters, in perpetuity. Permanent oversight and monitoring of the site and 
all its associated impacts should be independently conducted in perpetuity, reporting 
to all agencies and community entities with any interest whatsoever, especially the 
public, and funded by Rosemont Copper, without their participation, FOREVER. If 
the Rosemont Copper Project is approved, a nonnegotiable 'Instant Shut Down 
Order' should always be available to monitoring/oversight entities, to help insure full 
compliance by the company of all requirements.

Individual

7340 17 In the unthinkable event that this mine does go thru, I am requesting that my well be 
inspected and monitored through out the life of the minning activities to insure no 
adverse conditions arise. All wells in the area of Section 25, Township 20 South, 
Range 17 East should be monitored.

Individual

7456 7 The primary responsibility of the Forest, if the permits are issued, should be to 
protect Forest resources and surrounding lands and waters. The Forest should 
identify how you inttend to protect those resources.

Government

7456 35 Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek and very important habitats for wildlife, and 
decreases in water flow to these habitats will adversely impact wildlife. This effect 
will be occurring off of Forest lands. The Forest should identify how you will insure 
that this impact does not occur.

Government

7489 7 Scoping comments on Rosemont Copper Plan of Operation, 3.8 Lighting Plan
Our Specific Comments follow in the body of section 3.8. 

However, temporary lighting not complying with the OLC can be used for one thirty-
day period with in a calendar year, with one thirty-day extension. (How is this 
regulated?)

Business

7498 7 If contamination is detected locally or downstream, how will it be mitigated? How 
long after the mine closes will water quality be monitored, and what guarantee of 
payment of possible remediation costs if offered? Is the bond amount adequate, 
given probably rising energy prices, water supply shortages and rate increases, 
currency devaluation, cost overruns, inflation, copper price fluctuations?

Individual

7504 32 Also, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) has a dismal 
record of enforcing compliance with the environmental regulations, and has admited 
ot the Governor of Arizona in writing that it has no funds for sampling and 
monitoring, nor the funds for staff to conduct this, nor even the political will to 
enforce the statutes and protect health and saftety, so the likely hood of extreme 
environmental noncompliance by the Rosemont mining operatino and ADEQ's 
failing to respond must be examined for all its implications and cumulative impacts.

7508

7558 6 Surface water - pollution
Some of the pollution mitigation plans I have seen seem to involve monitoring and 
pumping. Who will be responsible for this (both financially and operationally) after 
the mine has been decommissioned?

Individual
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7592 23 For the purposes of surface water management "…the open pit, the heap leach 
facility and the plant site are considered closed systems, with all direct rainfall and 
local runoff contained on site." (pg. 46 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Considering the complexity of the terrain, the extremes of weather 
occurring in this area, the level of proposed mining activity and feasible unforseen 
circumstances, this assumption is a fiction. In fact, the dam containing the Process 
Water Temporary Storage pond has a spillway capable of passing the half probable 
maximum flood into a diversion that empties into Barrel Canyon drainage. The 
compliance point dam at the end of this drainage is the final point to monitor ground 
and surface water before release, however, "larger flows will overtop the dam and 
continue downstream" (Pg 49 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Contaminants carried by these larger flows will neither be contained nor 
monitored and will be released into the environment.

Individual

7598 14 In addition to highway safety, there is an aspect of explosives and hazardous 
materials security. This includes aspects of transport, storage and personnel access. 
Please identify the control processes, risks and probabilities of failure of these 
processes, and associated cost of the consequence of failure(s).

Individual

11047 18 Monitoring should be paid for by Rosemont Copper and/or any future asignees but 
the agency should be selected by an independent committee selected by ADEQ, a 
local neighborhood association and a local non profit association with ties to water 
quality issues.

Individual

11047 22 I am also concerned about smaller animals such as amphibians, rodents, reptiles and 
flying critters such as bats and birds. I propose, along with the idea below that there 
is a mitigation/ monitoring program with Pima County, Game and Fish and the 
Audubon Society to assure that the bird counts do not suffer aside from having the 
project as is.

Individual

11068 23 For the purposes of surface water management "…the open pit, the heap leach 
facility and the plant site are considered closed systems, with all direct rainfall and 
local runoff contained on site." (pg. 46 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Considering the complexity of the terrain, the extremes of weather 
occurring in this area, the level of proposed mining activity and feasible unforseen 
circumstances, this assumption is a fiction. In fact, the dam containing the Process 
Water Temporary Storage pond has a spillway capable of passing the half probable 
maximum flood into a diversion that empties into Barrel Canyon drainage. The 
compliance point dam at the end of this drainage is the final point to monitor ground 
and surface water before release, however, "larger flows will overtop the dam and 
continue downstream" (Pg 49 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Contaminants carried by these larger flows will neither be contained nor 
monitored and will be released into the environment.

Individual
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11082 7 "The Rosemont Tailings exhibit a Liquid Limit of 23.5% by dry weight"…"It can be 
concluded the trafficability of Rosemont tailings will be very poor and likely 
impossible with the proposed stacking and operational equipment at moisture cotents 
above 16% by dry weight. Therefore the, the tailings filter plant must be capable of 
consistently dewatering tailings to produce a dry tailings product with moisture 
contents less than 16%." 
My Question is-
What sort of regulation will be in place to guarantee these machines will dewater 
these tailings at less than 16 percent?

Individual
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2 7 The Arizona Department of Transportation has spent a great deal of taxpayer money 
to perform a Corridor Management plan for the Sonoita/Patagonia Scenic route on 
SR 83 and SR 82. A vast amount of information is aiavlalbe in this report. Is the 
ADOT consulted during the approval process and the information they have 
compiled considered in the approval?

2 11 Is the Arizona Department of Transportation involved in the mine approval process 
to ensure proper planning to account for the increased SR 83 use and safety issues?

27 4 As part of the NEPA process the FS should not tush this process.Individual

33 2 I demand that the Forest Service STOP all activity at Rosemont by Augusta until the 
NEPA process is complete. Demand that the Forest Service not let Augusta piece-
meal this mine, thereby avoiding REAL and meaningful environmental analysis of 
the impacts.

157 4 The threat that the proposed mine will pose to our region's rural economy, property 
values, and lifestyle is of such significance, complexity, and scale that the 
development of effective mitigation measures will necessarily require an independent 
and comprehensive study of these adverse impacts by a multidiscipline team of 
recognized experts in their respective fields.

157 6 Only after the study is completed can we consider the possible mitigation measures.
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160 103 Centrality of Alternatives to the NEPA 
Process                                                                         Among the substantive 
provisions set forth under NEPA is a detailed statement by the responsible official 
setting forth and evaluating alternatives to the proposed action [SS 102 ( C ) (iii)]. In 
its regulations implementing NEPA, the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) 
calls the alternatives analysis section the "heart of the EIS", and requires that 
agencies shall:  (a) Rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable 
alternatives and for alternatives which were eliminated from detailed study, briefly 
discuss the reasons for their having been eliminated. (b) Devote substantial treatment 
to each alternative considered in detail including the propsed action so that reviewers 
may evaluate their comparative merits. (c) Include reasonable alternatives not within 
the jurisdiction of the lead agency. (d) Include the alternative of no action. (e) 
Identify the agency's preferred alternative or alternatives, if one or more exists, in the 
draft statement and identify such alternative in the final statement unless another law 
prohibits the expression of such a preference. (f) Include appropriate mitigation 
measures not already included in the proposed action or 
alternatives.                                                                                          Evaluation of 
alternatives in the Draft EIS should present the proposed action and all the 
alternatives in comparative form, to define the issues and provide a clear basis for 
choice among alternatives, Alternatives analysis should clearly indicate why and how 
the particular range of project alternatives was developed, including what kind of 
public and agency input was used. In addition, alternatives analysis should explain 
why and how alternatives were eliminated from further consideration. The criteria 
used to eliminate alternatives must be made explicit and stated clearly, as well as 
identifying at what point in the process the alternatives were removed, who was 
involved in establishing the criteria for assessing alternatives, and the measures for 
assessing the alternatives' effectiveness.                     The authors of the Draft EIS 
should be canded about the rationale for generating, evaluating, and eliminating 
alternatives. Being as specific as possible is important. If an alternative is eliminated 
from further consideration because it "does not meet the purpose and need," a 
detailed discussion must be provided to adequately explain how or why the 
alternative does not meet the purpose and need. During the draft EIS stage all 
reasonable alternatives, or the reasonable range of alternatives, should be considered 
and discussed at a comparable level of detail to avoid any indication of a bias 
towards a particular alternative(s).

160 105 Generation of Alternatives by the Lead 
Agency                                                                            The task of generating 
alternatives to the proposed action is thus the responsibility of the US Forest Service, 
other cooperating and commenting agencies, and the general public. Given the 
purpose and charge of the Forest Service as well as the agency staffing, expertise and 
experience, it is difficult to understand how the requisite level of technical capacity 
can be brought to bear in generating credible technically sound alternatives solely 
within the agency. Similarly, the Environmental Consultants selected to contribute to 
the preparation of the Draft EIS are not staffed to prepare credible technically sound 
alternatives to the proposed MPO. Such technical alternatives must be generated by 
an independent set of consultants with expertise in mining technology.

1525 5 The obsolete 1872 mining law should have been repealed long ago. The Forest 
Service should follow the strong opinions of residents who love the area & not bow 
to a greedy foreign co. which has never actually operated a mine.

Individual
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1528 1 Put this to a referenda! Lets see who wants this & who doesn't!Individual

1536 5 What's the big rush to get USFS to approve this before the public & USFS has all the 
data of this mine.

Individual

1552 1 Why this incredible rush? We all need time to fully understand the impact.Individual

1564 4 Lets do something for the majority for a change, not just for a few rich CEO's! Why 
must destruction of beautiful places be a priority rather than a last ditch effort? It is 
time to listen to the majority if we are a democracy. After all this is public land!!!

Individual

1570 1 When will the list of folks working on the EIS process be available?Individual

1570 2 Will the experience qualifications of the EIS workers be available to the public?Individual

1604 1 We requested that your October 19, 2007 letter to Jamie Sturgess regarding 
Rosemont MPO be supplemented to request sufficient information to determine the 
impact of water withdrawl on our Upper Santa Cruz Aquifer before a NEPA analysis 
can be made.

Individual

1604 2 We believe that the guidelines in 36 CFR 228A Part C are sufficiently clear to 
require a comprehensive hydrological study of our USC aquifer to determine the 
impact on our community.  We do not believe sufficient information is available to 
proceed with a PDEIS.  Since Rosemont is already starting to drill wells in the USC 
aquifer, we believe a comprehensive study is fully justified.

Individual

1604 12 We believe that your October 19, 2007 letter to Jamie Sturgess needs to be 
supplemented to request sufficient information to determine the impact of water 
withdrawl on our Upper Santa Cruz Aquifer before a NEPA analysis can be made.

Individual

1604 14 We believe that the guidelines in 36 CFR 228A Part C are sufficiently clear to 
require a comprehensive hydrological study of our USC aquifer to determine the 
impact on our community.  We do not believe sufficient information is available to 
proceed with a PDEIS.  Since Rosemont is already starting to drill wells in the USC 
aquifer, we believe a comprehensive study is fully justified.

Individual

1647 8 Stop all current Augusta work until NEPA is complete.Individual

1649 7 Augusta Resource Corporation has not yet completed the studies and documentation 
requested when the Forest Service rejected their second Mining Plan of Operation. 
For example, the hydrologic studies are not yet complete, therefore the hydrologic 
impacts cannot yet be determined.

Individual

1649 8 The Forest Service STOP all activity at Rosemont by Augusta until the NEPA 
process is complete. Demand that the Forest Service not let Augusta piece-meal this 
mine, thereby avoiding REAL and meaningful environmental analysis of the impacts.

Individual

1653 2 We want all activity by Augusta Resource Corporation to stop t Rosemont because 
the NEPA process is not complete! We want the whole plan to be studied at one time 
and do not let Augusta Resource Corp. piecemeal this study.

Individual
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1653 3 We are extremely upset that Augusta hasn't even completed the studies and 
documentation requested when the Forest Service rejected their second Mining Plan 
of Operation; for example, the hydrologic studies impact study is not done. therefore 
the impact cannot yet be determined! These impacts are one of the most significant 
effects of the mine in a water critical environment and they are not done! Why are 
you even going through this process again with Augusta when you already rejected 
Augusta's mining plan last July 2007 and they haven't completed the requested 
studies?

Individual

1658 5 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.

Individual

1658 6 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.

Individual

1666 4 At this point the oral explanation of the EIS process was given. I expect it to be at 
the start of the meeting. It came about a half hour into the meeting. Also there was a 
small paper with a brief explanation of the EIS process. I don't know if this paper is 
intended to satisfy the agreed upon written explanation of the EIS. If so, it lacks the 
detail required. Both the oral and written explanation should introduce the 
companies and put them in context.

Individual

1666 7 There is something gravely wrong with this National Environmental Policy Act's 
Environmental Imapct Statement process when no one in the scoping meetings will 
educate the local communtiy and the Forest Service on the serious detrimental 
impacts to the environment from this mining proposal. When only proponents of the 
proposed mine are asked to participate is it any wonder the public says the process is 
flawed, and at the Patagonia scoping meeting they openly expressed their outrage?

Individual

1683 1 The Mayor and Council of the Town of Sahuarita, Arizona, by a majority vote, 
respectfully request the Forest Service suspend the current EIS scoping process for 
the proposed Rosemont Mine and initiate a new EIS scoping process.

Government
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1683 2 Your office requested additional information from Augusta Resource Corporation in 
a letter dated October 19, 2007. Until such a time as your requests have been fully 
satisfied and the requested new Mining Plan of Operations is issued, we believe the 
current scoping process will yield an incomplete product. We agree with 
Congressman Grijalva and Congresswoman Giffords in their letter dated May 22, 
2008, that there is a great deal of confusion and lack of clarity regarding deadlines, 
reports and documents for public consumption, and the public hearing process.

Government

1722 2 This entire process must be fair- All plans and materials submitted by Augusta must 
be easily attainable by the public.

Individual

1728 1 I would like to object to the fait that Augusta Resources Corp. has not yet completed 
the studies and documentaion requested when the Forest Service rejected there 
second Mining Plan of Operations. For example. The hydrologic studies are not yet 
complete, therefore the hydrologic impact cannot yet be determined.

Individual

1728 2 I would like to demand that the Forest Service stop all activity at Rosemont by 
Augusta until the NEPA Process is complete. Augusta should not be allowed to 
piece meal this mine thereby avoiding real meaningful environmental analysis of the 
impacts.

Individual

1731 12 I have seen pictures in the news of earthmoving equipment on the mine site, 
oblivious to the fact that no decisions have been officially announced concerning the 
approval of the  mine. To my knowledge, Augusta Resources has not yet finished the 
many studies required, including vital hydrology studies. Nor has the company 
submitted required documantaion that would allow them to begin mining operations. 
The Forest Service should stop all activity at the mine site until the Environmental 
Protection Agency requirements have been fully met.

Organization

1770 9 Why do you make these deals, and then come to the public, as if we have any say in 
these matters?

Individual

1775 8 Augusta Resource Corporation has not yet completed the studies and documentation 
requested when the Forest Service rejected their second Mining Plan of Operation. 
For example, the hydrologic studies are not yet complete; therefore the hydrologic 
impacts cannot yet be determined. Rosemont has already cleared what appears to be 
about 1000 acres of private property and chained the roads… with no definitive 
permits or study findingd in place, quietly working away at our children's legacy!

Individual

1839 1 The public needs a complete, comprehensive, accurate hydrology report to be 
released within 2 years.  Engineering studies need to  be released showing water 
impacts for the next 10, 20, 30 years on the mine water activity, effect of CAP 
recharge water, effect of increased population water demands in Sahuarita, Green 
Valley areas.

Individual

1852 6 we hope you will take the time to investigate the potential problems from this mine 
before they happen.

Individual

1856 8 Augusta Resource Corporation has not yet completed the studies and documentation 
requested when the Forest Service rejected their second Mining Plan of Operation. 
For example, the hydrologic studies are not yet complete; therefore the hydrologic 
impacts cannot yet be determined. Rosemont has already cleared what appears to be 
about 1000 acres of private property and chained the roads… with no definitive 
permits or study findingd in place, quietly working away at our children's legacy!

Individual
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1891 26 It is of utmost concern that the process not be rushed. Too much is at stake.Individual

1898 2 We must seek the broadest impact input possible and there should not be any 
headlong rush to judgment. Harsh lessons have been learned from San Manuel, 
ARSARCO, and Morenci operations ( to name a few in Arizona).

Individual

1907 2 At a time when water resources are dwindling, it's an outrage to short circuit the 
Environmental Impact Statement process to allow mining to proceed amid bypass 
current standards and requirements of the forest plan.

Individual

1921 2 Hydrological studies are imperative. Under NEPA, the federal agency can require a 
private company to pay for the studies. The studies should address the potential of 
subsidence and ground water contamination.

Individual

1957 1 This whole permitting process is being undertaken much too hastily; a project of this 
magnitude, in an area so important to our tourism-based economy, and which 
engenders this much public angst, deserves to be far more carefully considered than 
seems to have been done so far.

Individual

1960 12 The Federal government has an obligation to make a sound decision.  You must look 
at the facts and what is happening to our groundwater basin.  This just cannot be 
ignored.

Individual

1964 23 The Government and public need to see hard data prepared by or on behalf of 
Augusta that addresses the social and economic environmental issues described 
above and be sure that the data is both comprehensive in scope and objective, i.e., 
not overly biased in favor of Augusta.

Individual

1967 5 Don't waste your time on a protracted NEPA survey.Individual

1969 3 This time the process within the Forest Service is moving much too fast and well 
beyond the point at which we were able to communicate before with 
bothrepresentatives of the Forest Service and the applicant. This situation argues for 
the need slow down the process, to provide the public with information as to what 
has transpired between the Forest Service and the applicant up to now; to inform us 
as to how they are going to deal with the serious environmental impact of the 
proposed mining operation and detailed information as to the impact of the poposed 
operation; and to provide us the opportunity to be heard in a meaningful manner 
before the NEPA process gets too far along.

Individual

1969 5 As concerned citizens whose lives will be materially affected by the proposed mining 
operation, we ought to have been involved in the NEPA process from the outset.

Individual

1973 3 There were number of young people were there with Rosemont Mining Company 
badges. When I asked them how they found out about the meeting, I was told that  
Rosemont representatives came out to their neighborhood, knocked on their doors an 
dinvited them to a free dinner and a meeting on mining jobs. They were loaded up on 
a bus-brought to a meeting room where they filled out applications and signed a 
petition. None of them were qualified for a technical mining job at the promised 15$ 
rate. No problem. Rosemont would give them a training program. Only a the end of 
the meeting were they told that the jobs would not be available for a year or so. 
Several realized they had been "used" and wanted to take their name off the petition-
but too late.

Individual
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1981 1 I feel that it doesn't really matter what the public feels about the mine.  I feel that the 
forest is going to make its decision regardless of input.

Individual

2092 5 I had a conversation with someone today who said why bother?  Some of the 
politicians who say they are against the mine to your face are actually in the bag and 
there is nothing we can do to stop it.  Maybe that is true, may be it is not, but I 
REFUSE to let these people be excluded from a process meant to let them have a 
voice.  Whether you are for or against the mine, please show your character and be 
FOR THE PROCESS.

2103 4 We are supposed to be part of the process. It is, after all, our environment about 
which the E.I.S. is being done.

Individual

2105 1 The format you have selected for the NEPA scoping is unacceptable and maligns the 
intent of NEPA law for the reasons listed below. It should be retracted until 
appropriate and adequate documentation has been provided by Augusta and an 
adequate process has been redesigned for legitimate and significant public input.

Individual

2105 8 Because the Mining Plan of Operations is inadequate, the Forest Service should not 
have initiated NEPA.

Individual

2110 1 After attending two of the "Open House" Style meetings it has come to my attention 
that many feel very disengaged and disenfranchised from the spirit of the NEPA. As 
someone who is new to the process, I was unaware that there were other styles of 
running these meetings.
Since speaking with Mr. Carbone, Assistant Director for National Environmental 
Policy Act in the Ecosystem Management Coordination branch of the Forest Service 
in Washington D.C. I have learned that there is no required way in which to hold 
scoping. He did say; however that he has attended a variety of different scoping 
meetings to include a round table format, discussions and so forth.

Individual

2116 1 At the NEPA website http://www.nepa.gov/nepa/Citizens_Guide_Dec07.pdf, page 4 
says: Frequently, private individuals or companies will become involved in the 
NEPA process when they need a permit issued by a Federal agency. When a 
company applies for a permit (for example, for crossing federal lands or impacting 
waters of the United States) the agency that is being asked to issue the permit must 
evaluate the environmental effects of the permit decision under NEPA, Federal 
agencies might require the private company or developer to pay for the preparation 
of analyses, but the agency remains responsible for the scope and accuracy of the 
analysis.

From this one expects that the Federal agency does the NEPA analysis, contracts 
with a private consultant, and sends the bill to the applicant. Sounds fair. What 
actually happens is that the Federal agency "selects" the private consultant, and the 
private consultant contracts out to the applicant to do the NEPA analysis.

Individual

2126 12 The Federal government has an obligation to make a sound decision.  You must look 
at the facts and what is happening to our groundwater basin.  This just cannot be 
ignored.

Individual

2128 2 Second, ALL COMMUNITIES AND WATER COMPANIES AFFECTED BY THE 
DRAW DOWN OF WATER BY THE MINE SHOULD BE INVOLVED IN THE 
DECISION AS ALL WILL BE EFFECTED IN SOME WAY.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 140 of 309



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Process and Procedure

NEPA Process

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

2143 1 NEPA is supposed to give the public a time early on in the process to comment on 
the impact of proposed projects. The last meeting on the mining proposals in the 
Patagonia area was organized too abruptly for many to attend, and this meeting on 
the Rosemont Mine proposal is likewise a short-notice affair. This process should 
not be rushed. The comment time should be extended 30 to 60 days, and additional 
meetings, with adequate notice, should be held in Sonoita and Vail, since both areas 
will be affected by the proposed mine. Cooperating agencies should include the 
Arizona State Office of Historical Preservation, the Arizona Department of 
Environmental Quality and Pima County.

Individual

2146 2 The Forest Service is displaying abject poverty of conscience is running this 
application through as quickly as possible.

Individual

2153 10 I appreciate knowing that a process is in place for the public at large to contribute to 
the eventual decision on this important concern. Please do what is right and keep it 
open and fair.

Individual

2161 2 I feel the Forest Service needs more time to sift through the myriad of information it 
has received.

Individual

2170 19 Together with your haste in starting this process before Augusta has provided you 
complete responses to your query re hydrological impacts, this telegraphs a desire on 
the part of the Coronado National Forest to complete the process ASAP and without 
adequate regard to public input and the integrity of the process. This is not a good 
start.

Individual

2193 4 This proposed project needs a thorough Environmental Impact Statement to clearly 
define the serious impacts to the environment and water availability of that area.

Individual

2198 1 I want to thank you for this opportunity to comment on the proposed Rosemont 
copper project. Unfortunately the process was initially flawed from the outset. The 
relative short lead time; compounded by scheduling the initial three meetings, 
scheduled during the spring break, could leave a lot of citizens in the dark. While 
attending two of the meetings I expressed my concern to forest service officals about 
the lack of a formal presentation to explain to concerned citizens in attendance the 
NEPA process. We needed to be aware of the NEPA process and how important it is 
to cover all issues during the scoping phase in order to be addressed later, either 
administratively or possible civil litigation! I believe the Forest service should slow 
the process down. This would allow for more informative meetings and giving 
Sonoita a meeting, in light of the ill fated Patagonia meeting, which was about 
citizens being frustrated with and misunderstanding the process.

Individual

2217 10 Factual and objective information exchanges are essential for the NEPA process to 
work. So far, this isn't happening as I know you want to produce a Final EIS that 
ALL decision makers can use so the same set of facts determine if this project is in 
the public interest.

Individual

2217 23 Anything less than a complete analysis of the above issues and related factors is an 
irresponsible, incomplete, and misleading environmental assessment.  A complete, 
high quality, and informative environmental analysis is absolutely necessary for the 
many jurisdictional decision makers involved with the Rosemont Copper project.

Individual
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2218 23 The Government and public need to see hard data prepared by or on behalf of 
Augusta that addresses the social and economic environmental issues described 
above and be sure that the data is both comprehensive in scope and objective, i.e., 
not overly biased in favor of Augusta.

Individual

2234 4 Please ADD the ISSUE OF HEALTH to your ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT.

Individual

2236 2 The large and at times disturbing attendance at some of the hearings clearly strongly 
suggest the Forest Service's public involvement processmust take a more 
comprenhensive and transparent direction. The agency appears to realize it must do 
more in this urbanized region. The environmental impact study must rigorously 
examine a number of critical issues and concerns.

Individual

2236 3 The question of the proposed mining processes should be critically examined. Is the 
current obscene and obsessively destructive process still valid for this region. The 
cataclysmic spoils of a massive open pit mine to the west of Green Valley which 
casts its shadow over the residential communtiy of largely retirees is a living 
demonstration of current and proposed mining operations. What is in the west side of 
the Santa Cruz Valley would be repeated within the the Santa Rita mountain chain.

Individual

2236 6 The proposed mine strongly suggests the 1872 Mining Law is spurious and vapid. A 
responsible corporation should not be able to use this law for it's shareholders profits 
no matter how noble the cause of providing a strategic resource and local jobs, etc. It 
is hoped the EIS will describe in detail all od the environmental, ecological and 
sociological impacts of hard rock mining as proposed by the proponents. These 
impacts are obvious to many who live near such proposed mines. If the true, long 
term and not so obvious costs to the public are revealed in a modern context, the 
flawed federal and state mining legislation will become obvious even to the directly 
influence and lobbied elected officals that reform and amendment of principal 
legislation will be needed.

Individual

2246 8 There is something gravely wrong with this National Environmental Policy Act's 
Environmental Impact Statement process when no one in the scoping meetings wille 
educate the local community and the Forest Service on the serious detrimental 
impacts to the environment from this mining proposal. When only proponents of the 
proposed mine are asked to participate is it any wonder the public says the process is 
flawed, and at the Patagonia scoping meeting they openly expressed their outrage?

Individual

2247 1 It is my understanding that I owe you an apology. I was under the impression that the 
Forest Service welcomed partnering with public groups to provide creative access to 
information as is suggested in the Citizen's Guide to the NEPA. (Especially to areas 
with minority and low income Environmental Justice issues). Although it has not 
been previously required to provide the items you requested, which is what caught us 
off guard at this late time, I can understand your concerns.

Individual

2261 3 In summary one can only conclude that this issue warrants further investigation, 
research, and evaluation as a means by which to comply with the EPA guidelines set 
forth regarding "REASONABLE ACTIONS that are believed to BE REQUIRED to 
recover and to protect listed species.

Individual
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2265 13 As Rosemont Copper until this day has not completed the studies and documentation 
requested when the Forest Service rejected the second mining plan of operation, why 
is the Forest service in such a hurry to start the public review process?

Individual

2288 12 It is my understanding that the public comment period is underway before Augusta 
Resources has completed and submitted information requested by the USFS when 
the last MPO was rejected. What information are we not privy to at this point?

Individual

2299 7 the Federal Highway Safety Administration information from the Arizona 2007 Five 
percent report which outlines the top 5 percent of its locations currently exhibiting 
the most severe highway safety needs be taken into account when determining SR83 
safety. Their data needs also needs to be included in the NEPA Scoping.

Individual

2305 10 Warren Nechodom a Green Valley resident is a retired chemical/nuclear 
engineer/manager and he commented: "IF (my emphasis) Augusta mines or dumps 
waste onto the northern tier of unpatented mining claims, this PROBABLY (my 
emphasis) would alter the hydrology and water quality of the Sycamore Canyon 
drainage system too, thus affecting Corona de Tucson also."

Individual

2314 2 We want all activity by Augusta Resource Corporation to stop at Rosemont because 
the NEPA process is not complete! We want the whole plan to be studied at one time 
and do not let Augusta Resource Corp. piecemeal this study.

Individual

2314 3 We are extremely upset that Augusta hasn't even completed the studies and 
documentation requested when the Forest Service rejected their second Mining Plan 
of Operation; for example, the hydrologic studies impact study is not done. therefore 
the impact cannot yet be determined! These impacts are one of the most significant 
effects of the mine in a water critical environment and they are not done! Why are 
you even going through this process again with Augusta when you already rejected 
Augusta's mining plan last July 2007 and they haven't completed the requested 
studies?

Individual

2333 4 I had an opportunity to speak with Reta Laford at the meeting as well. From her 
comments I am optimistic that the process will be fair and as transparent to the 
public as possible.

Individual

2334 1 The Forest Service should STOP ALL ACTIVITY at Rosemont by Augusta until the 
NEPA PROCESS AND EIS PROCESS are COMPLETE.

Individual

2334 2 The Forest Service should not let Augusta piece-meal this mine, thereby avoiding 
REAL ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS OF THE IMPACTS.

Individual

2356 4 If this cannot be adopted to stabilze water levels then the NEPA Process has no 
choice but to deny the permit Due to the Impact it could have on the 100+ families 
who own property and reside on HILTON RCH. RD.

Individual

2358 3 I understand this is a Canadian corporation, so perhaps it is unrealistic to expect 
them to feel any national pride in our natural treasures. They are seen as 
commodities. When one visits the webpage of Augusta Resources and reads the local 
papers, the arrogance of this corporation is evident.

Individual

2371 12 The Federal government has an obligation to make a sound decision.  You must look 
at the facts and what is happening to our groundwater basin.  This just cannot be 
ignored.

Individual
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2375 2 Second, ALL COMMUNITIES AND WATER COMPANIES AFFECTED BY THE 
DRAW DOWN OF WATER BY THE MINE SHOULD BE INVOLVED IN THE 
DECISION AS ALL WILL BE EFFECTED IN SOME WAY.

Individual

2378 1 To take the Forest Service out of the Rosemont mine line of fire I hope you will ask 
an outside organization such as the Udall Center to moderate the upcoming hearings 
in Sonoita, Sahaurita and Tucson. That way the Forest Service could explain the 
NEPA process and answer NEPA questions, with questions from the audience about 
the Rosemont mining plan direct to Rosemont mine officials and their consultants.

Individual

2379 1 The purpose of the scoping period under NEPA is to notify those who may be 
affected by a proposed government action that the Forest Service is beginning the 
EIS process. This notice requirement is to ensure that interested parties are aware of, 
and are able to participate meaningfully in, the entire EIS process from start to finish. 
The scoping period should also identify the issues that need to receive in-depth 
treatment in the EIS and in determining the range of actions, alternatives, and 
impacts from the proposed government action. The duty of the Forest Service during 
the scoping period is to provide adequate notice and begin a meaningful dialogue.
From the publication of Federal Register Notice this process has not met this 
required standard. Your Federal Register Notice of February 28, 2008, finally 
mentions the word "scoping" on Page 5 of the internet printed notice. It states, 
"Following the 30-day scoping period announced in this notice, the Forest Service 
will prepare a draft environmental impact statement (DEIS)." However, on Page 1 of 
the notice it states that comments "… concerning the scope of the environmental 
impact statement (EIS) analysis must be received by the Coronado National Forest 
(Forest) within 30 days following the publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register." And again on Page 5, it states "Although comments are welcome at any 
time during the NEPA review, they will be most useful to use if they are received 
within 30 days following the publication of this notice."

Government

2379 2 As a fairly sophisticated public agency, we are somewhat confused about this notice. 
The general public must be completely confused as evidenced by the hostility 
expressed in early public meetings on this matter. In the early meetings it is obvious 
the public simply did not understand what they were being asked to provide. I am 
sure that they have little understanding of the "scoping process." Your notice states 
"within 30 days" in one location and "comments are welcome anytime" in another, 
and finally, "following the 30-day scoping period." The public must be confused as 
to what they are being asked to provide. There cannot be meaningful participation 
when the public is confused.

Government

2379 3 Finally, in the "ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement" there is no indication of a scoping process being initiated, except for that 
section in the notice under "dates." We believe there should be re-notice in the 
Federal Register that is specific regarding scoping and specific regarding the purpose 
of the early informational meetings, which could not have been construed as scoping 
meetings given this notice. The new or amended notice should also include the 
extension of the comment period to at least the July 14, 2008 date, as announced by 
the Forest Service in response to Congresswoman Gifford's request, and the 
additional three public hearings being held currently.

Government
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2379 4 In the Federal Register Notice of February 28, 2008, on Page 3 of the internet-
produced copy of the notice, the purpose of and need for action is defined as "The 
purpose of the proposed Forest Service action is to grant permission to the Company 
to use NFS land for certain activities related to operation of the Rosemont Mine, 
"while on Page 5 of the notice there are at least three decision alternatives listed, 
including no action. If the no action alternative is selected, how can permission be 
granted? Forest Service officals have stated on multiple occasions, dating back to the 
Congressional Field hearing held in Tucson on February 24, 2007, that the Forest 
Service cannot deny this mine. How can the Forest Service sufficiently analyze a no 
action alternative after making such statements?

Government

2379 5 Another flaw in the purpose and need statement is that it is only for activities relating 
to operation of the mine. Does the Forest Service intend not to make any decisions 
with regard to closure or pose-closure activities?

Government

2379 8 We believe that such an alternatives analysis is certainly contemplated within the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). However, we also understand that such 
an interpretation would be fertile ground litigation. Nevertheless, we believe such an 
alternatives analysis is exactly what was contemplated in the Act - to arrive at the 
least environmental harm for the same benefit. The concept of the alternatives 
analysis described above is clearly relevant in today's global economy. By what 
means will alternative proposals for copper extraction from the nation's mineral 
estate be weighed?

Government

2379 13 The responsible agency must thoroughly examine water resources, water quality, air 
quality, biological resources, economic effects, locally generated plans and 
cumulative impacts. This project clearly has complex impacts in all these categories, 
requiring expert analysis and review. Peer review of technical documents has been 
recommended as a means of improving environmental outcomes, based on a review 
of NEPA's inadequacies in predicting and mitigating water quality impacts 
(Attachment 3).

Government

2379 16 Meaningful dialogue requires the availability of relevant information. The Service 
must take control of this process to ensure transparency and accountability in 
developing the EIS of the proposed Rosemont action.

Government

2381 13 My suspicion is that Augusta is trying to expedite their project at the expense of the 
public. They know that the current boom in mining means that they can raise capital 
much easier now than in the future when the cycle recedes. A land exchange could 
take as long as ten years, and could be refused by Congress, as happened to Asarco.

Individual

2383 18 Because of the overwhelming negative impacts of this mine, all ongoing activity at 
Rosemont by Augusta should be halted until the NEPA process is complete.

Individual

2395 3 We do not believe that there is sufficient information to proceed with a PDEIS. Since 
Rosemont is already starting to drill wells in the USC aquifer, we believe a 
comprehensive study is fully justified without further delay. We also request that 
Rosemont desist from drilling further wells until the EIS is made and the impact on 
our USC aquifer is fully understood.

Organization

2397 3 I encourage ongoing consideration for ALTERNATIVES to open pit mining of our 
Non-Renewable resources.

Individual
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2404 16 The Forest Service has no obligation as an agency of the Federal Government to 
represent and protect the citizens of our community under the National 
Environmental Policy Act. This obligation clearly included the alternative of "NO 
ACTION" which means       "NO MINE".

Business

2415 1 I am concerned that the benefits of the mine are not being given equal attention in 
the review process.

Individual

2441 1 The Coronado National Forest (CNF) has gotten off to a rough start in its scoping of 
a proposed mine in the Rosemont Valley.

Individual

2449 1 Fact: Agusta is active on proposed mine site.
Fact: they are not permitted yet.
Fact: they deny the public access to federal lands.
Therefore: the forest service must have them stop all work until NEPA process 
completed.

Individual

2451 1 To save the Scenic Santa Ritas it is my demand that the Forest Service STOP all 
Activity at Rosemont by Augusta until the NEPA process is complete. I Demand that 
the Forest Service not let Augusta piece-meal this mine, thereby avoiding Real and 
meaningful Environmental analysis of the impacts.

Individual

2459 18 The Forest Service MUST stop all activity be Rosemont/Augusta until real and 
meaningful analysis can be completed. The NEPA process must be allowed to 
continue to completion. Decisions MUST be based on facts.

Individual

2468 2 I am aware that roads have been graded by Augusta, gates installed, drilling 
equipment put in place already and they have not even yet been approved for their 
project! I request that the Forest Service demand that Augusta cease ALL work on 
the project until the NEPA process is complete!

Individual

2470 33 6]Augusta needs to be more forthcoming with what is the true scope of this project. 
Augusta continues to acquire property, and explore for minerals in proximity to it's 
intended mining area. Will this project become a mining complex, with several pits, 
and possibly underground mining? Is this just a foot in the door for a much larger 
undertaking? How can an accurate EIS be formed without knowing the full extent of 
Augusta Resources'  intentions? Can we trust Augusta's numbers on the economic 
viability of this project? Is Augusta's use of the mining claims as a dump site, not as 
a resource,legitimate use of forest lands? In 20 years this mine may be gone, but the 
ways it will nave changed the Santa Rita Mts and surrounding area will not. To bury 
our U.S. Forest Lands under rubble, spoil our air, water, and wild-life habitat so that 
a foreign mining company might show a profit is NOT what I call "highest use."

Individual
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2475 5 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.

Individual

2475 6 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.

Individual

2480 2 Is the EIS comparing different estimates and underlying assumptions?Individual

2490 6 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.

Individual

2501 2 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 understood) elements of RCC's proposed 
Mine Plan of Operations ("MPO") is the project's potential impact to groundwater 
and surface water resources.  See October19, 2007 Letter from Ms. Jeanine A. Derby 
Sturgess, at 2-3.  As set forth more specifically herein, FICO respectfully submits 
that despite additional information being provided by RCC in response to the 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.

Business
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2527 5 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.

Individual

2527 6 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.

Individual

2538 10 Apparently the Rosemont Mine and Coronado National Forest management teams 
believe they are dealing with a group of complacent and illiterate locals, which is 
rather insulting in itself. They have certainly neglected to take the needs, concerns, 
and well-being of the people living in the area into consideration.

Individual

2571 3 All future open-house meetings will begin with an explanation of the process. The 
remaining open-house meetings will begin with an oral and written explanation of 
the process. This introduction will provide an overview of the EIS process; the 
purpose of the open-house meeting format; the type of comments being solicited; the 
role of the Forest Service; and the identification of officials from the Forest Service, 
Augusta Resources, and other relevant organizations in attendance at the meeting. 
The introduction will also explain that the open-house is not intended as a public 
hearing, and that the public hearings will be held on dates and at locations which will 
be announced at each open house.

Government

2572 6 The Forest Service should require additional data collection and studies be done in 
time for the preparation of the draft Environmental Impact Statement by the mining 
proponents. This report makes specific recommendations for needed data and studies 
to the Forest Service on page 51. Future studies would address not only groundwater 
movement, but groundwater contamination and alteration of surface water 
hydrology. The timing and funding of the EIS should be long enough to allow for 
answers to these questions to emerge.

Government

2572 7 Because such data are highly technical and past experience has shown that the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process consistently underestimates 
water-related impacts of mining, the Forest Service should also require that any 
studies funded by Rosemont Copper, are reviewed by independent subject matter 
experts.

Government
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2573 5 As mentioned in our letter of September 14, 2007 (Attachment 3), we continue to 
believe that initiation of the scoping is premature. Augusta is continuing to conduct 
exploration and define its project components. This results in considerable 
uncertainty in the project description and therefore in understanding just where the 
affected communities might be. Furthermore, the mining plan of operation itself is 
still incomplete in many important details, such as water and smelting. Also, more 
time is needed to collect data so that it can be incorporated into the Draft EIS.

Government

2573 6 Premature scoping increases the likelihood that a supplemental effort at scoping will 
be needed. This seems particularly true given the project description in the Federal 
Register notice dated March 13, 2008. Amendments to the project description and 
supplemental scoping will be both confusing and stressful to citizens, if not to the 
Forest Service. Another possible consequence sould be the need for a supplemental 
EIS.

Government

2576 3 The first announcement of the scoping process, published by the Forest Service in 
the Federal Register on March 13, 2008, contained confusing information regarding 
the purpose and need for the project, as well as a limited range of alternatives to be 
examined. Specifically, we are concerned by the statement that the purpose of the 
proposed Forest Service action is "to grant permission to the Company to us NFS 
land for certain activities related to operation of the Rosemont Mine." Under the 
statutory process, one of the alternatives that must be considered is "no action." We 
do not believe the Forest Service can adequately consider a "no action" alternative if 
its stated purpose at the outset is to grant permission for the project. Therefore we 
believe the project purpose should be redefined more broadly.

Government

2576 6 Additionally, we concur with Pima County officials that, due to the highly complex 
impacts of this project, a peer review process should be extablished for technical 
documents submitted by Rosemont or independently commissioned by the Forest 
Service.

Government

2577 1 The purpose of the scoping period under NEPA is to notify those who may be 
affected by a proposed government action that the Forest Service is beginning the 
EIS process. This notice requirement is to ensure that interested parties are aware of, 
and are able to participate meaningfully in, the entire EIS process from start to finish. 
The scoping period should also identify the issues that need to receive in-depth 
treatment in the EIS and in determining the range of actions, alternatives, and 
impacts from the proposed government action. The duty of the Forest Service during 
the scoping period is to provide adequate notice and begin a meaningful dialogue (40 
CFR 1501.7)
.
From the publication of Federal Register Notice this process has not met this 
required standard. Your Federal Register Notice of February 28, 2008, finally 
mentions the word "scoping" on Page 5 of the internet printed notice.  It states, 
"Following the 30-day scoping period announced in this notice, the Forest Service 
will prepare a draft environmental impact statement (DEIS)."  However, on Page 1 of 
the notice it states that comments "… concerning the scope of the environmental 
impact statement (EIS) analysis must be received by the Coronado National Forest 
(Forest) within 30 days following the publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register." And again on Page 5, it states "Although comments are welcome at any 
time during the NEPA review, they will be most useful to use if they are received 
within 30 days following the publication of this notice."

Government
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2577 2 As a fairly sophisticated public agency, we are somewhat confused about this notice. 
The general public must be completely confused as evidenced by the hostility 
expressed in early public meetings on this matter. In the early meetings it is obvious 
the public simply did not understand what they were being asked to provide. I am 
sure that they have little understanding of the "scoping process." Your notice states 
"within 30 days" in one location and "comments are welcome anytime" in another, 
and finally, "following the 30-day scoping period." The public must be confused as 
to what they are being asked to provide. There cannot be meaningful participation 
when the public is confused.

Government

2577 3 Finally, in the "ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement" there is no indication of a scoping process being initiated, except for that 
section in the notice under "dates." We believe there should be re-notice in the 
Federal Register that is specific regarding scoping and specific regarding the purpose 
of the early informational meetings, which could not have been construed as scoping 
meetings given this notice. The new or amended notice should also include the 
extension of the comment period to at least the July 14, 2008 date, as announced by 
the Forest Service in response to Congresswoman Gifford's request, and the 
additional three public hearings being held currently.

Government

2577 4 In the Federal Register Notice of February 28, 2008, on Page 3 of the internet-
produced copy of the notice, the purpose of and need for action is defined as "The 
purpose of the proposed Forest Service action is to grant permission to the Company 
to use NFS land for certain activities related to operation of the Rosemont Mine, 
"while on Page 5 of the notice there are at least three decision alternatives listed, 
including no action. If the no action alternative is selected, how can permission be 
granted? Forest Service officals have stated on multiple occasions, dating back to the 
Congressional Field hearing held in Tucson on February 24, 2007, that the Forest 
Service cannot deny this mine. How can the Forest Service sufficiently analyze a no 
action alternative after making such statements?

Government

2577 5 Another flaw in the purpose and need statement is that it is only for activities relating 
to operation of the mine. Does the Forest Service intend not to make any decisions 
with regard to closure or pose-closure activities?

Government

2577 8 We believe that such an alternatives analysis is certainly contemplated within the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). However, we also understand that such 
an interpretation would be fertile ground litigation. Nevertheless, we believe such an 
alternatives analysis is exactly what was contemplated in the Act - to arrive at the 
least environmental harm for the same benefit. The concept of the alternatives 
analysis described above is clearly relevant in today's global economy. By what 
means will alternative proposals for copper extraction from the nation's mineral 
estate be weighed?

Government

2577 13 The responsible agency must thoroughly examine water resources, water quality, air 
quality, biological resources, economic effects, locally generated plans and 
cumulative impacts. This project clearly has complex impacts in all these categories, 
requiring expert analysis and review. Peer review of technical documents has been 
recommended as a means of improving environmental outcomes, based on a review 
of NEPA's inadequacies in predicting and mitigating water quality impacts 
(Attachment 3).

Government
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2577 16 Meaningful dialogue requires the availability of relevant information. The Service 
must take control of this process to ensure transparency and accountability in 
developing the EIS of the proposed Rosemont action.

Government

2589 17 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attachment #2.
(A2, P4, L25-28) There is mention that the process used by the Forest service has 
been flawed. This being the case, how can the process continue? There is also 
mention about the possibility of lawsuits, again, why is the flawed process 
continuing?

Individual

2591 41 I know the decision-making in the matter of the proposed Rosemont Copper Project 
is a difficult one for the Forest Service. But I think the NEPA act not only provides a 
process, it also provides an avenue for the Forest Service to make its decision based 
on certain principles implicit in that important NEPA Congressional Act in itself. It 
provides an avenue for the Forest Service to be a shining example of living its truest 
and fullest mission in being the ultimate stewards of the land for now and for the 
generations to come.

Individual

2593 5 The statement in the Federal Register that the purpose of the process is " to grant 
permission to the Company to use NFS land for certain activities relating to the 
operation of the Rosemont Mine" appeared to predetermine the outcome of the EIS 
process. A clear statement that the "no action" alternative is possible is necessary for 
public trust in the fairness of the process.

Organization

2593 85 PIT DEWATERING
The pit dewatering document describes a variety of general options for dealing with 
pit water, and is in general very vague about what would likely be happening at the 
pit (GW-1/GW-3 - Dewatering for Planned Rosemont Mine, dated November 16, 
2007). Some of these options required flattening the pit walls, presumably increasing 
the size of the pit. If this would require relocation of the other mine facilities, then a 
revised Mine Plan of Operations should be submitted and analyzed under the NEPA. 
Any revisions to this document should require that NEPA be reinitiated, including 
public comment opportunities and hearings.

Organization

2604 2 The following areas of concerns should have been addressed adquately on the Mine 
Plan of Operation, but were not, so they should be definietly addressed in the 
Environmental Impact Statement.

Individual

2610 21 Will the Environmental Impact Statement be open to public inspection?Individual

2615 3 What action will the Forest Service take to ensure that the missing material is 
submitted by the Augusta Resource Corporation, that it is properly publicized and 
that public comment on this information is fully solicited and becomes part of the 
EIS?

Individual

2615 4 Your letter failed to respond to our concerns about the statement of purpose for the 
EIS process.  The current statement, published in the Federal Register on March 11, 
2008, indicates that the purpose is to grant permission to the Company to use NFS 
land for Rosemont Mine".  This would seen to be at odds with the NEPA-mandated 
requirements of considering a "no action" alternative.  Another federal agency, the 
Bureau of Land Management, recently listed the "no action" option at the outset of 
their scoping process for the siting of solar facilities on public land.  Please explain 
why the Forest Service did not follow a similar course.

Individual
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2617 43 How do you plan to catalouge and protect every endangered plant and animal in the 
site? There are many in that location.

Individual

2617 45 We are very fearful of the negative impact this mine would have on the value of our 
property.  How do you plan to mitigate these losses that would otherwise not have 
occurred?

Individual

2625 1 First and foremost, in reading the six policy goals of NEPA, I don't see any one of 
them being met by this project of the Augusta Resource Corporation. If the Federal 
Government actually carried out the policies spelled out in NEPA it would have to 
reject this proposed mining plan. These plans need to be upheld.

Individual

2625 34 Further, Augusta must be prohibited from proceeding with work on the mine until all 
issues have been settled and the NEPA process has been completed.

Individual

2638 9 However, at this point in time, the project seems destined for approval regardless of 
local government and public opinions.

Individual

2640 19 Most significantly at this time, it is clear that Augusta Mining Company has not 
complied with the request of the US Forest Service regarding additional information 
or changes to the MPO.

Individual

2640 20 It is essential that the USFS indicate to Augusta that the proper documentation be 
revised and resubmitted.

Individual

2641 14 It is your job to stop this mine and protect our cherished Coronado Natl ForestIndividual

2644 21 The U.S. Forest Service has the authority to grant/withhold public land use for good 
or not; let us hope the right choise is made.

Individual

2645 1 We believe Forest Service at this time should be doing the following activities 
without delay. Carefully review CEQ Regulations for implementing NEPA, paying 
particular attention to Part 1506.1 Limitations on actions during the NEPA process.

Business

2645 8 We believe the Forest Service at this time should be doing the following activities 
without delay. Reschedule Rosemont NEPA process. The current schedule is 
unrealistic for accomplishing meaningful results for an extremely complex and 
complicated project. Years, not months, will be required for comprehensive studies 
and analysis.

Business

2646 3 bad planningIndividual

2647 1 Augusta Resource Corporation has not yet completed the studies and documentation 
requested when the Forest Service rejected their second Mining Plan of Operation.

Individual

2647 2 The hydrologic studies are not yet complete, therefore the hydrologic impacts cannot 
yet be determined

Individual

2647 3 Please stop all activity at Rosemont by Augusta until the NEPA process is complete. 
I do not want to see the Forest Service allow Augusta to piece-meal this mine, 
thereby avoiding REAL and meaningful environmental analysis of the impacts.

Individual

2649 4 Protecting the environment from chemical byproducts has not be adequately 
addressed.

Individual
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2650 11 The EIS system provides an opportunity for the various federal agencies to review 
the merits of a mining project

Individual

2651 1 We are submitting these comments as part of the National Environmental Policy Act 
review.

Individual

2651 6 Pima County should be invited to participate as a cooperating agency throughout the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review process. Pima County has been a 
national leader in regional conservation planning through the adoption and ongoing 
implementation of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. The County's involvement 
will not only provide useful knowledge on the important ecological aspects of the 
project area; it will also provide some level of confidence that the NEPA process is 
being as inclusive as possible.

Individual

2657 3 Like everyone else using the highway, I am concerned about the added traffic 
hazards  But I am sure that by the end of the process that the problem will have been 
addressed and mitigated.

Business

2658 8 It is my expectation that the Environmental Impact Statement will assess the effects 
of the proposed project on hunting, and that steps will be taken to mitigate those 
effects, if the proposed project is ultimately permitted to continue.

Individual

2658 17 In my view, the requirements of the NEPA review process will not have been met 
unless the potential direct and indirect impacts on hunting in Arizona Game and Fish 
Department Hunt Management Unit 34A are assesed.

Individual

2665 2 The common good of all the citizens of this country is but served by “no action”.Individual

2668 30 4.  USDA Forest Service
I have concerns about this entire NEPA process.  The more I think about this project 
the more questions rear their ugly little heads.  Maybe some of them were addressed 
at meetings I didn’t attend though I've gone to several.  You are Lead Agency?  
Where are the other agencies involved?  If you speak only for the National Forest 
how can you not take into account the wider consequences of your decision?  Is that 
not the "context"?

Individual

2671 15 Even a mere risk concerning this resource should be grounds for "no action".  The 
MPO proposes to take the "monitoring" approach in which case it will be too late 
given the likely accumulated investment into themine and pressure to continue 
operations.

Individual

2671 37 Since the EIS, NEPA and Record of Decision is considering a complete assessment 
of the impacts of the total extent of this proposed project, it is requested that all 
governing laws both Federal and State be delineated beyond those cited in the MOU 
and NOI, which are applicable to all types of land, resource usage, and risks to 
resources as proposed in the full extent of the MPO.

Individual

2671 38 The EIS and NEPA process is intended to identify and analyze the environmental, 
social and economic impacts of the proposed project.  They will comprise a part of 
the inputs to the Record of Decision.  Other inputs will include but not be limited to 
financial influence, policy, politics and dynamic evolution of all of these.  One 
example of these dynamics is the recent Mining Reform Act passed in the House and 
currently in the Senate for consideration.  If this law is passed before the ROD, will 
it affect the ROD?

Individual
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2675 2 Having seen significant proposals move through the NEPA process, I am somewhat 
surprised at the atmosphere of inevitability that seems to surround this proposal. 
With media reports that the project is a "done deal", I can only hope that the Forest 
Service will continue to evaluate the pros and cons of this action in an especially 
evenhanded fashion.

Individual

2675 4 Management officials of the proposing company have made public statements to the 
effect that the proposal was a "done deal". This perception has not been effectively 
countered by the Forest Service

Individual

2675 9 The full potential scope of the proposal would then be clear to stakeholders for 
consideration and comment, including what additional activities and affected areas 
may be subsequently annexed by the project. The NEPA process can be subverted by 
adding relatively small increments to a project at a later date, as they have less 
stringent criteria to satisfy and can usually be categorically excluded from the full 
process.

Individual

2675 10 If the proposed Plan of Operations has changed significantly from the verison 
avialable to the stakeholders for comment, the current effort to gather public input is 
invalid as well as a considerable waste of resources. Remediation will require that 
currently accurate documents be presented for comment.

Individual

2675 11 An example of the preliminary nature of the material available for stakeholder review 
is the hydrogeologic and geochemical modeling of the open pit facility, with the 
notation that as additional results become avialable "assumptions will be reviewed 
and updated." Also noted in a technical memorandum from Errol L. Montgomery & 
Associates, Inc. was the caveat "However, additional data and analysis will be 
required to more completely define the groundwater system in the Rosemont Project 
area."

Individual

2675 15 There are considerable activities necessary for this proposal on the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mountains. The disturbance to the environment of the Santa Cruz River 
Valley that these utilities traverse has not received the same attention as the proposed 
plan site on the east side of the Santa Ritas. As they are necessary for the proposal, 
the environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of these activities should be 
evaluated with equal rigor.

Individual

2675 29 The Water Quality Monitoring Plan required by the Aquifer Protection Permit for 
this proposal calls for an initial groundwater quality baseline "before potentially 
discharging facilities are installed." (Pg. 71 of MPO) What activities have been 
undertaken by the proposer with the potential to alter this baseline? There have been 
test wells drilled at a minimum. These activities should be assessed to ensure an 
accurate baseline is achieved.

Individual

2677 13 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Does the No Action Alternative mean that no mine will be built? It would clarify the 
decision that the Forest must make if you clarified what the No Action Alternative 
encompasses.

Government

2680 12 It never occurred to us that we would be living next to an open pit copper mine aided 
and abetted by the National Forest Service.

Individual
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2683 28 And what effect will this operation have on the wildlife in the area? This is an issue 
that demands an exhaustive study.

Individual

2687 8 The Forest Service needs to stop all activity by Augusta Resources until the agencies 
listed above give their own environmental impact statements.

Individual

2713 2 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act.

Organization

2713 28 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
A fully - developed and fairly considered "No Action" alternative

Organization

2721 1 Please consider the following as you evaluate the Rosemont Mine and prepare the 
EIS. Because the mine is near urban areas it should be evaluated in the context of 
this impact on the greater Tucson area.

Individual

2724 48 I demand that the Forest Service stop all activity at Rosemont by Augusta until the 
NEPA process is complete.

Individual

2732 8 The Forest Service needs to halt all activity by Augusta at Rosemont until 
completion of the NEPA process,

Individual

2745 8 Each of these areas will have different impacts, under "The Plan", Alternative One, 
and the No Action alternative. These questions must be answered in the draft EIS 
provided for public review.

Individual

2745 22 As initially discussed in pages 3 and 4 of Enclosure (5), selected especillay-
experienced personnel are recommended to participate in the development of the 
resultant EIS. Due to the overriding importance of "water" impacts of this action, 
several hydrologist and mining personnel should be on the Government's team. 
Operations Research (OR) personnel should assist in performing numerical, 
objective analyses.

Individual

2745 23 Enclosure (7) contains an initial chapter from a standard OR text. In the introductino 
to Enclosure (7), applicability of some basic OR techniques to this EIS are 
discussed. An experienced OR specialist should be able to determine the linear 
relationships and with basic linear algebra provide very meaningful outcomes to 
complex, multi-variable questions. In addition, a systems-oriented Electrcial 
Engineer should provide an objective analysis of the many errors and challenges 
remaining in determination of the electricity plan for this project.

Individual

2759 3 We understand that SWCA Environmental Consultants is preparing an ethnohistory 
of the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine project area.  We reiterate that we look 
forward to participating in extensive consultations on this proposal and that we will 
be supporting the "No Action" alternative in the draft Environmental Impact 
Statement.

Government
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2760 4 In accordance with 40 CFR 1502.24, agencies are required to insure the professional 
integrity, including scientific integrity, of the discussions and analyses in the EIS. 
Any methodologies used should be identified, and the scientific and other sources 
relied upon for conclusions in the statement be explicity referenced.

Government

2760 5 In accrodance with 40 CFR 1502.13, the EIS needs to "specify the underlying 
purpose and need to which the agency is responding the alternatives including the 
proposed action." We not that the Forest Service's March 13, 2008, Notice of Intent 
states: "The purpose of the propsed Forest Service action is to grant permission to 
the Company to use NFS land for certain activities related to operation of the 
Rosemont Mine. The agency's need for action is based on statutes and policy that 
govern mining on NFS land." Rather than the purpose being to grant permission to 
operate the mine on Forest lands, it appears that the underlying project purpose is to 
profitably recover copper, silver, and molybdenum reserves, and the need is to meet 
the prevailing market demand for these commodities. A clear purpose and need for 
the project sets the stage for thorough consideration of a range of alternatives. EPA 
recommends the EIS include a clear description of the project's purpose and need. 
Each alternative should be analyzed to demonstrate how the project's purpose will or 
will not be achieved.

Government

2760 6 The EIS should rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable 
alternatives, including reasonable alternatives not within jurisdiction of your agency. 
40 CFR 1502.14. Project alternatives (with the exception of the no action alternative) 
should correspond to the basic pupose and need. The EIS should provide a clear 
discussion of the reasons for the elimination of alternatives which were not evaluated 
in detail. The document should discuss potential environmenta impacts of the 
alternatives in comparative form, thus sharply defining the issues among the options 
for decision makers and the public. 40 CFR 1502.14

Government

2760 8 Alternatives, including the No Action Alternative, may also depend on the validity of 
mining claims.

Government

2760 10 The EIS should discuss the alternativs in the context of the validity of claims and the 
U.S. Forest Service's authorities under the Mining law, the National Forest 
Management Act, and other releant statutes and regulations.

Government

2760 16 The EIS should include a map depicting locations of all discharge outfallsGovernment
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2760 76 According to the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations 
implementing NEPA, a cumulative impact is "…the impact on the environment 
which resuls from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, 
present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (Federal 
or non-Federal) or person undertakes such other actions. Cumulative impacts can 
result from individually minor but collectively significant actions taking place over a 
period of time." {40 CFR 1508.7}.

Cumulative impacts analyses are important to the EIS as they describe the threats to 
resources as a whole. Understanding cumulative impacts can illuminate opportunties 
for minimizing those threats. The EIS should describe the potential cumulative 
impacts associated with the proposed project and alternatives, as well as the 
methodology used to assess them. Guidance on how to analyze cumulative impacts 
has been published by the CEQ and the EPA. In addition, you may also wish to refer 
to http://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/cumulative_guidance/purpose.htm 

This cumulative impact guidance was prepared by the California Department of 
Transportation, the Federal Highway Administration, and EPA Region 9 for 
transportation projects in California. However, the principles and the 8-step process 
in this guidance can be applied to other types of projects, both within and outside of 
California. We recommend the principles and steps in this guidance to other agencies 
as a systematic way to analyze cumulative impacts for their projects.

We have the following recommendations for structuring cumulative impact analyses:

*The description of the affected environment should focus no each affected resource 
or ecosystem. Determination of the affected environment should not be based on a 
predetermined geographic area, but rather on perception of meaningful impacts and 
natural boundaries.
*Focus on resources of concern, i.e., those resources that are "at risk" and/or are not 
significantly affected by the proposed project, before mitigation. Identify which 
resources are analyzed, which ones are not, and why;
*Identify all other on-going, planned, and reasonable foreseeable projects in the 
study area, not just mining projects, which may contribute to cumulative impacts. 
Where studies exist on the environmental impacts of these other projects, use these 
studies as a source for quantifying cumulative impacts;
*include appropriate baselines for the resources of concern with an explanation as to 
why those baselines were selected; and
*when cumulative impacts occur, mitigation should be proposed. Clearly stat who 
will be responsible for mitigation mearues and how mitigation implementation will 
be ensured.

Government

2771 3 I am concerned about the added traffic hazards caused by large mining trucks using 
the highway. I am sure that by the end of this process that the problem will have 
been addressed and mitigated.

Business
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5181 1 Environmental Impact hearing on Rosemont mine scheduled:
Ms. Jeanine A. Derby, Supervisor
USDA, Coronado National Forest
(520) 388-8300 
The Forest Service encourages public participation in the EIS process on 
environmental and social impact. 
Three initial public open-house meetings are scheduled this month, as follows:
1. March 18, 2008, Pima Community College Desert Vista Campus, Tucson
2. March 19, 2008, Canoa Hills Recreation Center, Green Valley, Arizona,
3. March 20, 2008, Patagonia Union High School, Patagonia
Written Comments are also accepted through April 18.

Organization

5279 2 We ask that the USFS and Augusta Resources recognize the unique values in the 
area of the proposed mine, and address them in the planning process.

Organization

5284 9 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Air:

Will Augusta Resource Corporation follow the NEPA standards for large equipment 
and truch emissions?

Individual

5285 14 In the larger picture, given probable negative effects associated with the 
physical/biological environment and human quality of life, I recommend the "No-
Action" alternative ROD by the Forest Supervisor.

Individual

6712 3 I commend the Forest Service for extending the Scoping Process from 30 days to 
120 days. Thank you. An undertaking of this significance requires sufficient tiem for 
all the issues to be identified before the Environmental Impact Statement, or the EIS, 
is prepared, and 30 days simply was not long enough.

Government

6717 2 We believe, as stated in a letter that the Waldens submitted to the Forest Service on 
February 15gh of this year, that the Scoping Process was commenced prematurely.  
We appreciate, as Congressmwoman Giffords already said, the extension of time.  
But from our perspectie, the Forest Service did not have adequate information to the 
public to allow the most robust and comprehensive comments possible on scoping.

Individual

6717 5 Because of the lack of information, and despite the extension of time for scoping, we 
ask that the forest services extend the scoping period for a longer time until there is 
complete information about the Mining Proposal itself, and sufficient studies about 
the probable impact, as well as the establishment and convening of the working 
groups, which were referred to earlier.  We agree with Congresswoman Giffords that 
those working groups need to contribute to the Scoping Process.

Individual

6717 7 We also ask the Forest Service to republish the Notice of Intent because the purpose 
and need articulated in the prior Notice of Intent, published on March 13th, is simply 
too narrow.  The purpose stated in that notice is, quote, to grant permission to the 
company to use National Forest Service land for the operation of the Rosemont Mine.

This is way too narrow.  It sounds as though the Forest Service is probably already 
predisposed to a decision to grant approval to the mine, and needs to be republished 
with a broader purpose and need.

Individual
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6717 8 We also ask the Forest Service to facilitate transparency and communication by 
publishing an estimate or a -- an estminated schedule of compliance with other 
environmental and cultural review requirements, and how that will fit into the NEPA 
process.

Individual

6717 10 In short, we ask that the Scoping Process be extended, and that the Forest Service 
make all possible information available to the public.

Individual

6720 1 My purpose of my comments is to be certain that the CEPA -- the NEPA process 
does its job.  In addition to the no project alternative, under NEPA an Environmental 
Impact Statement's required to consider alternatives for the Proposed Action.  I've set 
forth three such alternatives.  This is not an exhaustive list, and I do not suggest that 
the following alternatives will be impact free.

My message is simple, straightforward.  It is incumbent on the Forest to insist that a 
range of reasonable alternatives be thoroughly explored in order to find ways to 
minimize adverse and significant environmental effects of any mining plans 
approved for this area.

Individual

6732 2 And I'm going to say a few words about the Scoping Period.  We sent the Forest 
Service a letter dated April 21st that reiterated an earlier request for a complete set of 
documents pertaining to Rosemont Copper Proposal.  We noted that we believe it is 
in compliance with the spirit of the Natinal Environmental Policy Act that we, the 
public, receive all documents pertaining to the Project so that we can ask 
knowledgeable questions the relate to all aspects of the Proposal.

About a week after our letter, and unbeknownst to us, Pima County sent the Forest 
Service a letter expressing concern also about what they called premature scoping.

They pointed out, I quote, "Augusta is continuing to conduct exploration and define 
its Project components.  This results in considerable uncertainty in the Project 
description, and, therefore, in understanding just where the affected communities 
might be.  Furthermore, the Mining Plan of operation itself is still incomplete in 
many important details, such as water and smelting," and I might add the tunnel idea 
that has been discussed.

The National Forest Service staffer who spoke at the beginning, Teresa Ann 
Ciapusci, said the Scoping Process follows, quote, receipt of the proposal.  So we are 
going to, again, strongly urge the Forest Service to extend the Scoping Period to at 
least 60 days after a final and complete Mining Plan of Operation is received.

Individual

6735 5 Don't waste your time on a protracted NEPA survey.Individual

6753 2 The Forest Service has an obligation, as an agency of the Federal government, to 
represent and protect the citizens of our community under the National 
Environmental Policy Act.  This obligation clearly includes the alternative of no 
action, which would mean no mine.

Business

6755 1 We fully concur with the May 22th letters from representatives Giffords and Grijalva 
to Jeanine Derby in its entirety, but especially their requests that the current 
Environmental Impact Statement scoping process be suspended pending a complete 
mine Plan of Operation.

Organization
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6755 6 We believe that the schedule for the NEPA process is unrealistic.  We do not believe 
Rosemont has submitted information to begin the Environmental Impact Statement 
sufficiently.  The necessary studies that would be needed from Rosemont would 
require well over a year for more, once you get into that possess.

Organization

6757 1 We are here to listen today.  I'm not here to convince anybody that this mine, that 
you should support it.  I'm not here to tell you that if you do support it, or oppose it.   
This is a process that's designed to help it get designed as best it can be.

Business

6766 2 Why does it seem like my community has been abandoned by the Coronado National 
Forest Service in this process?

Individual

6770 2 I would like to ask a question of the Forest Service, as far as why when we had the 
Power Point presentation there aren't any slides up there that show no action?

Individual

6789 1 suspend the current scoping process until a complete Mining Plan of Operations has 
been submitted by Augusta and accepted by the Forest Service.  Without that final 
document in hand it is always a possibility that significant environmental and 
economic effects will not be addressed.

Organization

6789 3 establishment of a peer review process to give an independent expert review of the 
complex technical issues raised during the scoping and EIS processes.  It is 
important that the scoping and EIS processes work with plans and data that have 
been subjected to review by truly independent experts.

Organization

6791 1 The problem with this process is that it's not ready to start yet.  I represent the Center 
for Biological Diversity, and my organization is very familiar with the NEPA process 
and Environmental Impact Statements, usually through the courts.  And this one in 
particular is just fatally flawed.

Organization

6791 2 A lot of the information that this study is suppose to produce is not going to be 
available for years.  The hydrologic impacts, some of the other impacts, it's going to 
take years of study to figure out what this is really going to do to the wells of the 
people who live here, the aquifer, et cetera.  And never mind all the other issues.

So this process needs to be stopped.  I would suggest to Forest Supervisor Derby that 
we need to stop this process, wait for the information to come, wait for a final Plan 
of Operations from Augusta that is not a moving target, not invisible, not changing 
every few weeks when they come up with a brand new idea that they float to the 
media, and start it over when we have some real information in front of us that we 
can use to hold this company accountable.

Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 160 of 309



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Process and Procedure

NEPA Process

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

6794 2 further, that the proposed date for the completion of the Environmental Impact 
Statement, which is March of 2009, as I understand it, that that be extended until all 
of the hydrologic, hydro geologic, biological, ecological, and climatological studies 
have been completed and made available to the public and sufficiently analyzed.  Not 
a slam dunk, but give that the appropriate amount of time.  And I know that that's 
within your discretion.

For example, the company, in the case of the hydro geological studies for the impact 
to the groundwate, which was referred to by this Well Water User's Group 
previously.  According to the company, that's not going to be completed for another 
18 to 24 months; is that correct?  I mean I believe it is.  And certainly that study has 
to be included in the Environmental Impact Statement.

And I think we have an issue here fundamentally where the information is not going 
to be made available in a timely fashion for a reasonable analysis on the part of your 
office.  So I encourage you to extend that deadline, please.

Individual

6802 1 it is apparent that the Forest Service did not perform due diligence relative to the 
economic environment when reviewing the Augusta Mining Plan of Operations and, 
therefore, did not make an informed decision in giving the go-ahead for the notice of 
intent and the scoping process we are now in, as required under NEPA.

Therefore, I ask that this matter be immediately submitted to the appropriate NEPA 
oversight authority to for full review, and I will follow up with our elected 
representatives.

Individual

6803 2 The Forest Service, nor the media, have made it clear that one option available to the 
Froest Service is a decision of no-action, which itself if not very clear. It means the 
mine would not be permitted nor allowed to use the Forest Service land as proposed. 
The initial media coverage of the proposed -- of the proposal repeatedly failed to 
mention this option, but included comments by Augusta representatives that would 
lead the public to believe that it is a done deal, and the mine would be permitted.

Organization

6803 3 A Fox 11 news report on May 12th, 2008, just 74 days after the Forest Service 
published the notice of intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement made it 
clear that the media was just as confused as the public. Fox 11's Delane Cleveland, 
pretty much summed up how he portrays this process, and I quote:  Well, the reality 
is the Federal Mining Law in effect today was passed in 1872, so it makes it easy for 
companies such as this to put mines on public lands virtually wherever they want and 
there's not a whole lot people can do about it.

Heather Moore responded: Well, if there's not much the public can do about it, why 
have the scoping meetings?

To which Delane responded: Well, there's still always that little bit of hope.

Was the media properly educated about the NEPA process? And if not, should the 
Forest Service have clarified this process to them so they didn't misinform the 
public? If the process wasn't confusing enough for the public, the numbers provided 
to them certainly were.

Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 161 of 309



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Process and Procedure

NEPA Process

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

6806 3 How can the Forest Service provide this time line prior to the end of the scoping 
process when the public comment period has no firm closing date? Is this a 
restrictive date to accommodate Rosemont Copper's time line or will the time line be 
extended as necessary to provide the time needed to exhaustively research all the 
public comments, alternative proposals, and , most importantly, the cumulative 
effects on the surrounding communities.

Individual

6807 6 As you have heard, there are many reasons to feel the scoping process was flawed 
from the beginning. I can see why Representatives Grijalva and Giffords requested it 
be started over and I thank them both for their efforts.

Individual

6810 2 After July 14th, the behind-the-scenes work will begin at the Forest Service as they 
analyze the scoping comments and identify the issues that need to be addressed in 
the EIS. Will you let this analysis take place outside of public view?

Individual

6819 1 Let me assure you, as I stood in the hot sun speaking with miners, machinists, and 
with the same high school location to get these goodies, there was not awareness 
about a Forest Service process for Rosemont Copper. T&I Partners handed out free 
Tucson Citiaen with the new call-in line to Forest Service to mine attendees, 
provided a free call-in line. Without providing education about the NEPA process 
does not qualify as educating the public. Opponents of this project are not the only 
ones who have been let down, it's the supporters as well.

Individual

6838 2 your memorandum of understanding that is, your contract, I'm talking about to the 
Forest Service people, with the applicant, sets forth a very ambitious timetable for 
completing the NEPA process. This accelerated schedule was reflected in the initial 
design of the scoping process, three open houses and a 30-day comment period, 
you'll recall, a process and time fram which proved to be wholly inadequate for 
meaningful public comment.

So why the rush? The EPA estimates there are 100,000 abandoned mine sites in 
Arizona alone, many of which are contaminated and awaiting scarce public funds for 
clean-up. Unfortunately, the applicant's submittal is a receipe for another such site. 
So why are we rushing through this environmental assessment?

The Forest Service should also have a contract with us, the public, assuring us that 
you will not hurry through this process, but rather be deliberate and careful and take 
the time necessary to conduct an impartial, technically sound, and comprehensive 
assessment. We must trust you to be absolutely certain that the draft Environmental 
Impact Statement meets the highest possible standards. Given the stakes, nothing less 
is acceptable.

Individual
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6838 4 your memorandum of understanding that is, your contract, I'm talking about to the 
Forest Service people, with the applicant, sets forth a very ambitious timetable for 
completing the NEPA process. This accelerated schedule was reflected in the initial 
design of the scoping process, three open houses and a 30-day comment period, 
you'll recall, a process and time fram which proved to be wholly inadequate for 
meaningful public comment.

So why the rush? The EPA estimates there are 100,000 abandoned mine sites in 
Arizona alone, many of which are contaminated and awaiting scarce public funds for 
clean-up. Unfortunately, the applicant's submittal is a receipe for another such site. 
So why are we rushing through this environmental assessment?

The Forest Service should also have a contract with us, the public, assuring us that 
you will not hurry through this process, but rather be deliberate and careful and take 
the time necessary to conduct an impartial, technically sound, and comprehensive 
assessment. We must trust you to be absolutely certain that the draft Environmental 
Impact Statement meets the highest possible standards. Given the stakes, nothing less 
is acceptable.

Individual

6838 5 I expect that you prepare a scoping summary setting forth the complete list of issues 
and alternatives raising in the scoping process and identifying those issues and 
alternatives the Forest Service intends to address in the EIS. This document should 
also list those issues and alternatives which you rejected, along with the reasons for 
doing so.

Consistent with your agency's stated commitment to the fullest public participation in 
the NEPA process and the confrontational nature of the proposed project, I urge you 
to publish this document for public review and comment and subject it to public 
hearings.

Individual

6856 1 The United States Forest Service has before it a very difficult task to take in so many 
different viewpoints and try and make sense of it all and use the NEPA statutes and 
the NEPA process to make an informed decision about the fate of this particular 
project.

Those of you that know a little bit about water also knw that the NEPA process was 
the deliberative form of choice by the Secretary of the Interior in resolving the 
contentious seven-state negotiations over the shortage criteria in the Colorado River, 
which culminated in the December of 2007.

I don't think you could find a more contentious process or a more diversity of 
viewpoint about the outcome than you could in the proceeding. It took over two 
years. The Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation undertook numerous 
hearings just like we're having tonight, heard many different viewpoints, took it all 
under consideration, and brought it to a successful conclusion.

I've been a little bit disappointed that there's been so many negative comments 
directed to the Forest Service, so amny indictments of the process that is just on the 
eve of its beginning. It should be allowed to run its course and let the Forest Service 
employees, people that we've hired to do this job, do their job in accordance with the 
laws of the United States of America.

Individual
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6857 7 The NEPA process, unfortunately, is off to a bad start. We want to express our 
disappointment and dismay with the Forest Service for beginning the NEPA scoping 
process so prematurely. The flawed notice of intent, biased comments by consultants, 
unfriendly format, and rushed timing of public meetings, as well as incompleteness 
of the Rosemont Plan of Operations has seriously undermined the public confidence, 
as demonstrated here tonight. 

The handling of the NEPA process and Rosemont as a company, it has been difficult 
for citizens, even public officials to get timely and complete information in a usable 
format. Sadly, this will inevitably lead to litigation, not only under NEPA, but also 
under other causes of action. This is why there is unprecedented and bipartisan 
opposition to this project ranging from our two southern Arizona congresspeople to 
our governor and the elected officials across the region.

Business

6858 3 Rosemont says it will provide a pipeline for CAP water to the Santa Cruz Valley to 
benefit two local water companies. The CAP water already belongs to the citizens of 
the Santa Cruz Valley, the customers of those water companies.

Also, Rosemont is not using CAP water, as Mr. Magruder pointed out, for its mine 
processes, it is using our clean groundwater. And, therefore, we are all the losers.

To correct the record again, our groves in Sahuarita receive no CAP water. 
Moreover, we think it's important that the pipeline deal between Rosemont and the 
community water companies should be reviewed under the NEPA process as an 
action connected to the mine. Now, we favor bringing CAP water eventually to our 
valley, but we favor it through an independent consortium not tied to a mine that will 
ultimately deplete our groundwater.

Individual

6858 4 A thorough modeling of the impact of groundwater use of the mine is required. The 
study should be broad enough to include the impact of such potential use on all area 
water users, including the effect on water levels, the energy costs, well equipment 
costs, water quality, the effect on the local sulfate plume,and the effect on the 
proposed CAP recharge water quality.

Individual

6859 1 In addition to the water impacts, the Forest Service must require independent review 
of Rosemont to make certain that the true costs of activities as they affect 
landowners, businesses, property values, and the scenic vistas of the Santa Ritas.

Individual

6859 3 We at FICO are not anti-mining. We are, however, in favor of a thorough 
implementation of the NEPA process, including a full evaluation of all of its impacts.

Individual
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6859 5 We are counting on our elected officials and the Forest Service to follow the letter 
and the spirit of the National Environmental Policay Act. Its primary purpose is to 
fully inform citizens and the government of the ramifications of actions that 
irreversibly affect our environment. Many projects have been redesigned or 
abandoned due to a thorough NEPA analysis.

NEPA requires that a no-action alternative, and other feasible alternatives to the 
proposed project be fully explored. We thank all our elected officials, including 
Representatives Giffords and Grijalva, Governor Napolitano, the boards of 
supervisors for Pima and Santa Cruz Counties, and our town, city, and state officials 
for taking a unanimous stand for our environment, for our lifestyle, our culture, and 
our history.

Individual

6864 3 What scoping studies have been done about property values? Have the realtor 
associations been involved in any studies in Tucson, Green Valley, Sonoita, or 
Patagonia or Corona de Tucson? And I would like to know how and when will the 
public be informed of the answers to these questions?

Individual

6867 3 The quantity with depletion and lowering of water table and all the existing wells 
that could be directly or indirectly affected should be cataloged. Contamination chain 
link from Barrel Canyon dumping to Davidson Canyon to Cienega Creek to Pantano 
to Rillito. Clearly the Tucson watershed is not a rural consideration, it's a 
metropolitan consideration as well.

Individual

6867 10  The NEPA process is not only an obligation to follow process, it's an opportunity 
for the Forest Service to recognize and act in its foremost mission, its noblest 
mission, to be the true stewards of the land, and the NEPA act in itself can guide 
them to fulfill the responsibilities of each generation as trustee of the environment 
for succeeding generations.

You can do that. You, the Forest Service, can be a shining example to Arizona, to 
other Forest Service systems, and to the United States by making your decision 
based on being the true stewards of the land.

Individual

6881 4 The purpose stated in the Federal Register notice for the proposed action is too 
narrow and essentially precludes the consideration of possible alternatives, including 
the no-action alternative.

Government

6881 7 Need for Programmatic or Regional EISGovernment

6881 11 The Forest Service needs to revise the purpose for this EIS and expand the scope of 
this EIS so that the environmental, social, and economic impacts of an action 
providing for the development of copper on Federal lands to meet our economic 
needs can be assessed on a regional level.

Government

6881 19 In addition, the "purpose and need"  for the project is so narrow that it precludes 
alternatives that would still meet the need of the Federal government to provide for 
the development fo copper resources in locations that would result in far fewer 
environmental, social, and economic impacts.

Government
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6895 7 Any data created as part of the EIS process should be peer-reviewed.  Any extracted 
data used in preparing the EIS should come from and be referenced to sources 
traceable to a reliable origin, such as approved governmental reports or peer-
reviewed documents.

Individual

6899 1 I have been following closely the proposal of the Augusta Resource Corporation to 
open the Rosemont Copper Mine in the Santa Rita Mountains.  I reside both in 
Sedona and Tumacacori, Arizona.

I agree with Representatives Grijalva and Giffords that the Forest Service should 
restart the environmental studies dealing with a proposed copper mine east of Green 
Valley.  The announcement in the Federal Register March 13, 2008, said that the 
scoping process was "to grant permission to the company" to use National Forest 
Sevice land "for certain activities related to the operation of the Rosemont mine".  I 
do not believe the Forest Service can adequately consider a 'no action' alternative if 
its stated purpose at the outset is to grant permission for the project.  I believe the 
project purpose should be redefined more broadly for the environmental studies to be 
lawful and fair.

Individual

6899 3 I request that the cumulative impacts of all the new mining proposals in the area be 
considered in the EIS.

Individual

6899 5 I also appreciate that the Forest Service has extended the comment period to June 
14th.

Individual

6901 9 It is paramount that impacts to these biologically important lands be fully considered 
in the EIS.

Organization

6901 17 Pima County should be invited to participate as a cooperating agency throughout the 
NEPA review process.  Pima County has been a national leader in regional 
conservation planning through the adoption and ongoing implementation of the 
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.  The County's involvement will not only provide 
useful knowledge on the important ecological aspects of the project area; it will also 
provide some level of confidence that the NEPA process is being as inclusive as 
possible.

Organization

6901 18 There are clearly a host of important issues and impacts that need to be thoroughly 
considered in the Environmental Impact Statement for the Rosemont Copper Project.

Organization

6901 22 Impacts to all of these biologically-important lands - IRAs, Biological Core, Multiple 
Use Management, Critical Landscape Connection, and Special Elements - should be 
fully considered in the EIS.

Organization

6915 1 Why was the EIS process started before all the technical and hydrological documents 
have been received by the Forest Service and made available to the public?

Individual

6933 10 There are so many negative comments involved with this project that have been 
identified and stated publicly by so many involved citizens and local and regional 
government representatives that it is difficult to imagine the Forest not seriously 
heeding these messages and taking the "no action" option in regard to this permit to 
use our Forest Service land.

Individual
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6970 1 Attached please find an article in the Arizona Daily Star regarding yet anothermine 
commencing to do business south of the border in Sonora. I am requesting that this 
particular mining project, Liberty Star Uranium& Metals Corp.'s El Papago Project 
in Sonora be considered in the NEPA CUMULATIVE IMPACT study considering 
that it is in such close proximity to the proposed Rosemont Mine posing yet another 
severe strain on the connected waterways.

Individual

7056 3 I feel it it only right and prudent to require the mining company to pay for and 
respect an Environmental Impact Study. The Coronado National Forest must monitor 
and take an active part in this study in order to protect those of us who own the forest.

Individual

7074 4 I realize that a long NEPA process is ongoing and will be so for several years.Individual

7083 1 I have many concerns about the environmental and socioeconomic impacts of the 
proposed mine. I would like to see these points addressed in the DEIS.

Individual

7083 13 Please don't allow Augusta to work the mine until the NEPA process is complete.Individual

7088 3 When examining the various issues forth, the cumulative impacts of all of the issues 
identified must be considered.  

The federal courts have already ruled that it is not the role or the job of the forest 
service to help any private industry be profitable, so the Forest Service must be 
objective in conducting this NEPA process.  The Forest Service is already remiss in 
its duty to provide complete information to the public before commencing the NEPA 
scoping process, and indeed, should start all over when the complete information is 
available.

Organization

7088 85 DWAZ expects all of its scoping comments to be addressed in the Draft 
Envieonmental Impact Statement, and looks forward to a close review of that 
document.  Failure to address all of the scoping comments is a violation of NEPA.

Organization

7116 9 LEGAL FEES FOR REPRESENTATION AND CONSULTING. HARDSHIP 
CAUSED BY RELOCATION.         THERE SHOULD BE A OMBUDSMAN TO 
ANSWER QUESTIONS OF PROCEDURE.      THIS COULD REDUCE CIVIL 
LITIGATION 'IN WHICH ONLY THE LAWYERS SEEM TO BENEFIT AND 
WOULDN'T PRECLUDE LEGAL REPRESENTATION, JUST OFFER 
ANOTHER OPTION TO CIVIL SUITS.  QUESTION 1 WILL THIS 
ARBITRATION BE USED ON THE NEPA PROCESS REF. PROPOSED  
ROSEMONT NEPA PROCESS?

Individual

7117 7 Our comments focus on the need of the Forest Service to conduct a thorough 
environmental review and to consider all reasonable alternatives, plus to consider 
and evaluate the environmental impacts of the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine 
Project in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as 
amended (P.L. 91-190, 42 U.S.C. 4321-4347, January 1, 1970, as amended by P.L. 
94-52, July 3, 1975, P.L. 94-83, August 9, 1975, and P.L. 97-258, sis 4(b), Sept. 13, 
1982) ("NEPA"). Per NEPA, the Forest Service must look at both a reasonable range 
of alternatives [ss 120 © (iii) and examine the impacts including the current, future, 
and cumulative impacts, of the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine.

Organization
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7117 10 We encourage the Forest Service to thoroughly examine this project and to consider 
the No Action Alternative, the only responsible alternative, for the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Mine. Assessment of the "no action" alternative should include a 
listing and analysis of the negative impacts avoided as a result of the mine not being 
constructed.

Organization

7117 35 The Forest Service must complete all studies prior to drafting the Environmental 
Impact Statement.

Organization

7117 44 In addition to thoroughly evaluating a reasonable range of alternatives, examining 
the impacts including the cumulative impacts, the Forest Service should also conduct 
a validity exam on this mining operation. Finally, we encourage the Forest Service to 
carefully consider and chose the no action alternative for this project. It is the only 
alternative that can and will protect the broader public interest and ensure that these 
public lands are protected for this and future generations.

Organization

7134 9 FICO is aware that many in the local community (which includes not just residents 
in the immediate vicinity but community leaders in nearby towns and cities and Pima 
County and State officials) have submitted and will submit comments identifying a 
very broad spectrum of potential impacts from the Mine Project that the Forest 
Service must carefully and thoroughly analyze in order to comply with the strict and 
significant intent of the NEPA. FICO's comments are intended to reinforce those of 
others, particularly with respect to the procedural requirements of NEPA and the 
impacts from the Mine Project's demand on water resources.

Business
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7134 10 1. Republish the Notice of Intent with Proper Articulation of "Purpose and Need"

The purpose and need statement in the Forest Service's Notice of Intent for the 
proposed Rosemont Copper Project states that, "The purpose of the proposed Forest 
Service action is to grant permission to the Company to use NFS land for certain 
activities related to operation of the Rosemont Mine. The agency's need for action is 
based on statutes and policy that govern mining on NFS lands." 73 Federal Register 
13527, 13528 (March 13, 2008). This wording strongly implies that the Forest 
Service is already predisposed to approving the Mining Plan of Operations (MPO), 
and that the agency is going through the NEPA process simply as a matter of 
paperwork, rather than as a process to inform decision making. Such a suggestion of 
pre-decisional bias, whether intended or not, is completely at odds with the 
requirement to thoroughly analyze the environmental effects of the proposed action 
and reasonable alternatives to it prior to making a decision. Coming at the very 
beginning of the NEPA process, this statement is unacceptably narrow and must be 
reformulated and republished prior to the preparation of the draft environmental 
impact statement (DEIS).

The articulation of the purpose and need statement is extremely important because, 
among other things, it establishes the parameters for the identification of reasonable 
alternatives, ("The statement shall briefly specify the underlying purpose and need to 
which the agency is responding in proposing the alternatives including the proposed 
action." 40 C.F.R. ss1502.13; "An agency must look at every reasonable alternative, 
with the range dictated by the nature and scope of the proposed action, and sufficient 
to permit a reasoned choice." Idaho Conservation League v. Mumma, 956 F.2d 
1508, 1520 (9th Cir. 1992)). While federal courts have generally been deferential to 
federal agencies when reviewing purpose and need statements, they have cautioned 
against the ultimately ruled inadequate NEPA analyses based on a purpose and need 
statement that "define[s] competing 'reasonable alternatives' out of consideration 
(and even out of existence)", Simons v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 120 F.3d 
664 (7th Cir. 1997). Here, the statement that the purpose is to "grant permission", on 
its face, would appear to rule out any alternatives at all, including the required "no 
action" alternative. This is somewhat akin to the formulation that the Court of 
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit found flawed in Alaska Wilderness Recreation and 
Tourism Association v. Morrison, 67 F.3d 723 (9th Cir. 1995). In the case, the 
record reflected a belief that a decision regarding particular proposed timber sales  
had to reflect a statutory mandate to seek to meet market demand for timber. 
Therefore, the Forest Service artificially constrained its examination of alternatives. 
The Court made it clear that such a constraint neither existed nor was tolerable under 
NEPA. In this situation, it may be that the applicability of the Mining Law of 1872 
and associated regulations and policies have influenced the agency's articulation of 
the purpose and need. However, nothing in the Mining Law of 1872 overrides the 
requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969; to the contrary, the 
mandates of the 1872 Mining Law as specifically conditioned on compliance with 
NEPA. See, e.g., 36 C.F.R. Part 228.

Business

7134 27 The spatial scope of the effects also needs to be identified early in the process. As the 
Forest Service knows well, the spatial scope of each type of impact (that is, air, 
water, economic effects, recreation etc.) may vary. The appropriate geographic 
airshed area may well differ from the appropriate watershed areas.

Business
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7143 22 The USFS must fully explore the "no action" alternative under NEPA and all feasible 
mitigation measures to counteract harm to environmental, cultural and historic 
resources.

For these, and all the other reasons we have previously stated in our other comments, 
we urge the USFS to take all necessary time and diligence in conducting the NEPA 
process. We are counting on you as our public servants to be the guardians of the 
public trust and our resources.

Organization

7150 3 Project-related activities to be addressed in the EIS include, but are not be limited to, 
the following:
 Construction, operation and reclamation of an open-pit copper, silver and 
molybdenum mine;
 Construction, operation, and reclamation of an ore-processing plant, tailings, waste 
rock and leach facilities;
 Construction and operation of infrastructure, such as utilities, and their corridors;

Government

7150 5 Project-related activities to be addressed in the EIS include, but are not be limited to, 
the following:
 Construction, operation and reclamation of an open-pit copper, silver and 
molybdenum mine;
 Construction, operation, and reclamation of an ore-processing plant, tailings, waste 
rock and leach facilities;
 Construction and operation of infrastructure, such as utilities, and their corridors;
 Construction of a new access road, leach field, retention structures, wells and water 
supply pipeline, ore transportation systems, and test reclamation plots;

Government

7150 7 Project-related activities to be addressed in the EIS include, but are not be limited to, 
the following:
 Construction, operation and reclamation of an open-pit copper, silver and 
molybdenum mine;
 Construction, operation, and reclamation of an ore-processing plant, tailings, waste 
rock and leach facilities;
 Construction and operation of infrastructure, such as utilities, and their corridors;
 Construction of a new access road, leach field, retention structures, wells and water 
supply pipeline, ore transportation systems, and test reclamation plots;

Government

7151 3 EARTHWORKS is strongly opposed to this mine and the impacts to our public 
lands and natural resources. We urge you to select the No Alternative in the EIS. We 
believe that if the EIS process is conducted fairly and objectively, this will be the 
only viable alternative.

Organization

7151 8 The wealth of social, economic, recreational and environmental services provided to 
our community will be lost forever if the Rosemont Valley is allowed to become an 
open pit copper mine. The EIS should thoroughly identify and examine these 
environmental and public services to determine exactly what would be lost and how 
the company must mitigate these losses.

Organization

7153 16 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
Will there be any environmental impact studies done in the proposed Rosemont 
Mine area?

Individual
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7155 24 We expect all these issues and more to be thoroughly addressed in the process of this 
NEPA analysis, and we suggest that such entities as Pima County, the Arizona 
Department of Environmental Quality, Arizona Game and Fish Department, and 
other relevant entities be added as cooperating agencies to the process to ensure a 
thorough and objective analysis. But again, we feel that Augusta's proposal, as 
currently constituted, is not yet ready for the level of analysis required by the NEPA.

Organization

7167 17 I anticipate that the 'No Action' alternative is the only realistic option available in the 
case of this mine, and that the EIS process will inevitably reach the same conclusion.

Individual

7171 17 I anticipate that the 'No Action' alternative is the only realistic option available in the 
case of this mine, and that the EIS process will inevitably reach the same conclusion.

Individual

7186 2 Was an environmental assessment performed prior to the scoping process? If so, 
when was it released to the public? What agencies will be involved in the assessment 
and who is responsible for the water questions and problems?

Individual

7199 4 Regulations at Title 36, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 228A, set forth rules and 
procedures governing the use of NFS lands in conjunction with operations 
authorized by the general mining laws. Part 228.3(a) specifically addresses 
development of mineral resources. The Forest Service has the authority to approve 
the Proponent's proposal, either as currently defined in the MPO, or as otherwise 
defined during the NEPA review to mitigate or avoid significant adverse 
environmental impacts. Before a decision to approve the proposal is made, the Forest 
Service must comply with the NEPA; the National Forest Management Acto of 
1976; other environmental statutes, regulations, and Executive Orders; and Forest 
Service Manual and Handbook direction regarding NEPA and minerals management 
on NFS land (collectively, these are referred to hereafter in this MOU as the 
applicable policy and legal requirements).
Question
Doesn't the Forest Service also have the option of a no-action decision if it is 
determined to not be in the best interest of the forest and the public's interest?

Individual

7200 3 The EIS must accurately describe the Environmental Baseline of the impacted area.
In order to properly gauge the environmental effect of a proposed action, the public 
must first be informed of the current status of the environmental or "environmental 
baseline" within the area of impact. Under CEQ regulations, an EIS "shall succinctly 
describe the environment of the area(s) to be affected or created by the alternatives 
under consideration." 40 C.F.R. SS 1502.15. "Verbose descriptions of the affected 
environment are themselves no measure of the adequacy of an environmental impact 
statement." Id.

Organization
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7200 10 The EIS must fully consider direct and indirect impacts to environmental resources.
The environmental consquences section of the EIS "forms the scientific and analytic 
basis" for the comparison of alternatives. 40 C.F.R. SS 1502.16. This section 
discusses the direct and indirect effects of the alternatives, the significance of the 
environmental effects, and the means to mitigate adverse impacts. Id. Direct effects 
are caused by the action and occur at the same time and place, id. SS 1508.8, and 
indirect effects are "caused by the action and are later in time or farther removed in 
distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable. Indirect effects may include growth 
inducing effects and other effects related to induced changes in the pattern of land 
use, population density or growth rate, and related effects on air and water and other 
natural systems, including ecosystems." Id.

There is no doubt that mining, leaching, dumping, stockpiling, and other activities 
associated with mineral extraction are not compatible with conservation of 
biologically-rich lands such as those found in this area. All impacts from these 
activities, as well as the indirect effects of such activities, must all be carefully 
considered by the Forest Service in this EIS.

Organization

7200 24 When developing alternatives and mitigation measures, the Froest Service should 
keep the following priorities in mind: a) avoid the impact by not taking the action; b) 
minimize the impact by limiting the action; c) rectify the impact by rehabilitation; d) 
reduce the impact by maintenance; and e) compensate for the impact by replacement.

Organization

7202 17 9. Have studies been done to compare "mine" vs. "no mine" and the impacts on the 
economy, tourism, recreation, the ecosystems, vegetation, wildlife, groundwater, 
surface water, water quality and availability, roadways and emergency services? If 
so, are the studies available for public scrutiny? If studies have not been done, what 
is the reason for this inaction?

Individual

7222 7 There will be inevitable degradation of air quality, destruction of scenic views , 
negative impacts on tourism-related business, adverse impact on wildlife and wildlife 
habitat, and a slap in the face of our Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Individual

7222 13 Rosemont Copper has not even completed the hydrologic studies required by the 
Forest Service. There should be NO activity by Rosemont Copper until the NEPA 
process is completed.

Individual

7253 5 The statement in the Federal Register that the purpose of the process is " to grant 
permission to the Company to use NFS land for certain activities relating to the 
operation of the Rosemont Mine" appeared to predetermine the outcome of the EIS 
process. A clear statement that the "no action" alternative is possible is necessary for 
public trust in the fairness of the process.

Organization

7253 85 PIT DEWATERING
The pit dewatering document describes a variety of general options for dealing with 
pit water, and is in general very vague about what would likely be happening at the 
pit (GW-1/GW-3 - Dewatering for Planned Rosemont Mine, dated November 16, 
2007). Some of these options required flattening the pit walls, presumably increasing 
the size of the pit. If this would require relocation of the other mine facilities, then a 
revised Mine Plan of Operations should be submitted and analyzed under the NEPA. 
Any revisions to this document should require that NEPA be reinitiated, including 
public comment opportunities and hearings.

Organization
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7283 4 At this point the oral explanation of the EIS process was given.  It was agreed to be 
done at the start of the meeting.  It came about a half hour into the meeting.  Also 
there was a small paper handout with a brief explanation of the EIS process.  I don't 
know if this paper is intended to satisfy the agreed upon written explanation of the 
EIS.  If so, it lacks the detailed required.  Both the oral and written explanation 
should introduce the companies and put them in context.

Individual

7283 7 There is something gravely wrong with this National Environmental Policy Act's 
Environmental Impact Statement process when no one in the scoping meetings will 
educate the local community  and the Forest Service on the serious detrimental 
impacts to the environment from this mining proposal.  When only proponents of the 
proposed mine are asked to participate is it any wonder the public says the process is 
flawed, and at the Patagonia scoping meeting they openly express their outrage?

Individual

7301 1 We believe Forest Service at this time should be doing the following activities 
without delay.

1. Carefully review CEQ Regulations for implementing NEPA, paying particular 
attention to Part 1506.1 Limitations on actions during the NEPA process. We believe 
actions may be occurring that have an adverse impact and may limit the choice of 
reasonable alternatives.

2. Follow the guidelines in 36 CFR 228A Part C by using it as a checklist to identify 
which are applicable and to what extent. The results should be published for the 
public.

Organization

7301 4 5. Reschedule Rosemont NEPA process. The current schedule is unrealistic is 
unrealistic for accomplishing meaningful results for an extremely complex and 
complicated project. Year, not months, will be required for comprehensive studies 
and analysis.

We also believe that the Forest Service should respond to requests such as these.

Organization

7306 2 THE FOLLOWING AREAS OF CONCERN SHOULD HAVE BEEN 
ADDRESSED ADEQUATELY ON THE MINE PLAN OF OPERATION, BUT 
WERE NOT, SO THEY SHOULD BE DEFINITELY ADDRESSED IN THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Individual

7309 6 A Congressional Hearing was held in 2007, and testimony was given opposing the 
mine.  I suggest those hearing records are included in the NEPA process.

7330 1 I am writing concerning the NEPA process. I understand that perhaps this may be a 
new process to many who are involved, a learning process was put into place in 1969 
would have me think that the trial and error phase that any newly introduced agency 
goes through, would have finished by now. Unfortunately I find myself so 
disappointed with the process this agency has gone through in their effort to inform 
the general public.

Individual

7336 16 Environment- Determine all possible detrimental effects of the proposed open pit 
mine, operations, and waste; best case, average and worst case scenarios, based on 
site specific information and similar projects nearby and in other regions.

Individual
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7336 30 Environment- The Rosemont Mine's proposed plan will completely destroy over 
4,000 acres of land. Identify all flora and fauna that live here full time, part-time, and 
migrate through this wild corridor connecting Northern Mexico to the Rincon's , the 
Catalina's, and central Arizona… Specifically look at the risk to Tarahumara frogs, 
recently reintroduced in the Santa Rita's. Copper mine runoff is considered to be the 
most likely reason for their extirpation from Arizona in 1983, according to the Fish 
and Wildlife website. How many other threatened or endangered species exist here? 
How thorough can a handful of wildlife surveys be? How will all of the animal and 
plant species be affected by crushing, burying, heavy machinery, construction, 
chemical storage and ore processing facilities, blasting, lights, noise, dust, traffic, 
exposed contaminated surface water, rock and soil, exhaust, fumes, etc.? How will 
you determine if this level of destruction is acceptable? What happens if nothing 
grows in the waste pile and it becomes a permanent barren wasteland? Erosion and 
the downstream spread of toxins long buried, forgotten, and cashed out on, could be 
unleashed in the distant future?

Individual

7411 14 EIS Deadline- There should be no deadline. Imposing a deadline will potentially 
result in hasty reporting and a greater chance for errors or omissions.

Individual

7411 19 General Note- Having little experience with reading or interpreting EIS's, it is hoped 
that the final document includes a statement of POTENTIAL risks associated with 
the Rosemont Mine since there are a number of concerns that are difficult (or 
possibly impossible) to quantify or accurately predict. The stakes are high, so all 
risks, real or perceived need thorough review.

Individual

7416 1 At this stage of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process, the Arizona State 
Land Department (Department) is primarily concerned that the Forest Service 
institutes all available public information and participation procedures as soon as 
possible.  For instance, the Department would have preferred if the Forest Service 
had already designated at least some Cooperating Agencies, consistent with Council 
on Environmental Quality regulations which advocate the participation of 
Cooperating Agencies "at the earliest possible time."  The Department strongly 
recommends that the Forest Service designate Cooperating Agencies to contribute to 
the evaluation of the public comments already presented and to the determination of 
the final scope of the EIS, with the understanding that the Forest Service retains final 
responsibility for this determination.

Government

7416 4 Ultimately with respect to the Rosemont project, the accomplishment of the 
Department's mission and the safeguarding of the value of the land held in trust 
depend on decisions that strike the best balance for the community.  To achieve that 
balance in the Environmental Impact Statement process, the Department believes 
that a fully-informed and fully-open process will result in the appropriate decisions 
regarding the proposed Rosemont project, and any alternatives and mitigation 
methods which may be adopted.  In this manner, the residents of Pima County can 
have the fullest possible confidence regarding the future of the proposed project.

Government
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7420 3 As a former vice president and corporate lender for a major international bank, I 
have examined companies of all sizes in diversified industries to determine their 
financial viability. Therefore, coming fro the perspective of an individual who has 
seen and structured many complex financial deals, I am very concerned about what I 
see as the failure of the Forest Service to perform due diligence in deciding whether 
there was “sufficient information available to determine initial project feasibility” in 
the decision to proceed to the scoping phase under NEPA.

I have studied Rosemont’s Mine Plan of Operations along with the letter written by 
Ms. Jeanine Derby, Forest Supervisor, to Mr. Jamie Sturgess, VP Projects and 
Environment, Rosemont Copper Company dated October 19, 2007. The letter 
contained the issues the Forest Service raised when decideing whether there was 
enough information to initiate the scoping phase of NEPA. In comparing the two 
documents, it is apparent that the Forest Service did not receive adequate 
information to address material issues and therefore, did not make an informed 
decision when it gave the go ahead as required under NEPA.

Individual

7420 14 Now that we are at this stage in the process, and the issue of financial feasibility and 
corporate integrity have not been adequately addressed, I am worried that the final 
decision may be prejudiced against the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE. This concern 
is validated by comments made by an upper-level offical in the Forest Service, Mr. 
Micheal Doran who was quoted as follows from in the Arizona Daily Star, July 6, 
2008: if the Forest Service is negotiating over the details of a mining plan, the 
Agency is essentially admitting the proposal operation is reasonable and feasible. In 
such cases, a NO ACTION choice doesn’t make any sense. Given this stated position 
by a ranking Forest service personnel, how can the public possibly have any 
confidence in the forthcoming Draft EIS if one of the NEPA mandated alternatives is 
considered as nonsense?

Individual

7420 15 The Forest Service did not do an adequate review of many material issues regarding 
the financial and corporate integrity of Rosemont Copper Company and Augusta 
Resources. It therefore, did not make an informed decision in giving the go ahead for 
the scoping phase as required under NEPA. As a result, a project was advanced 
which should not have been advanced.

Individual

7420 17 As a taxpayer, I urge the Forest Service to suspend the NEPA process until the many 
serious issues and questions set forth in this letter have been fully and satisfactorily 
addressed.

Individual

7424 2 Even though all of our local elected officials are on record opposing this project, we 
have no local control.  It is only through responsible implementation of the NEPA 
process that citizens can have any voice.

Individual
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7429 16 Is the Mine Plan subject to NEPA?
A recent story in the Arizona Star (7/6/08) raised this issue. The CEO of Augusta is 
quoted in this story as believing that the USFS must approve the Mine Plan, and 
does not seem to consider NEPA relevant. Others disagree.

Among those who disagree is Augusta’s own consultant, WLR Consulting, Inc, of 
Lakewood, Colorado, who prepared the 2007 Mineral Resource Update, April 27, 
2007. This document states “The land required for mining the open pit is privately 
held. Adjacent public land will be required for milling, utility corridors, access roads, 
waste rock and tailings disposal, and other incidental operations. Acquiring the right 
to use and occupy several thousand acres of public land will require completion of 
an Environmental Impact Statement” (page 14).

The document goes on to list 9 specific permits and reviews that must be completed 
prior to approval of the EIS. Has Augusta’s CEO read his own consultant’s report?

Individual

7433 1 During the NEPA process ref. proposed Rosemont mine My learning curve was very 
steep. I soon realized the Process is weighted Heavily of the Proposed mine maybe 
due “outmoded policies handed down by various administrations, through out the 
decades. Now with more recent court decisions, allowing the forest service Latitude 
to mitigate and even order “NO ACTION”. This of course done after weighing ALL 
input by professionals and citizens alike. Who be IMPACTED by the PROPOSED 
mine. This process has been with us since 1969 and seems like the Forest service is 
learning has we go along.

Individual

7456 13 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Does the No Action Alternative mean that no mine will be built? It would clarify the 
decision that the Forest must make if you clarified what the No Action Alternative 
encompasses.

Government

7460 1 I am a concerned citizen and a voting Republican who is finding it hard to 
understand how an agency which began back in 1969 is still is the learning stages 
when it comes to this NEPA process. Thank you to the Forest Service for making it 
possible for everyone to voice their concerns in a much easier way. The introduction 
of the 800 number making it available for those unable to attend the scoping 
meetings was a wonderful idea, I only question why it took so long for us to be 
heard. By us I am referring to the opposition to the mine proposal. The way this 
process is set up is very confusing to many people, there are many people who still 
refuse to learn how to operate a computer. Having the option now of simply making 
a phone call to have you concerns heard will open the process to so many more 
people.

Individual

7460 3 Rosemont/Augusta had as much time as they needed, with a staff of experts, to 
produce their Mine Plan of Operations (MPO). We the people were originally given 
30 days to acquire a copy of the MPO, attempt to read and understand it, compile in 
an intelligent way a list of questions and concerns WITH mitigation suggstions and 
alternatives, and submit them to the Forest Service. We were also treated originally 
to 3 Scoping Meetings scheduled 3 consecutive days, in which the Forest Service as 
well as Augusta/Rosemont, invited us to what is the equivalent of a 5th grade science 
fair. Poster boards and artists renditions of what our beautiful Santa Rita Mountains 
would look like at the end of the 20 year project.

Individual
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7460 5 This entire process has been flawed and biased from the beginning, the spin that 
Augusta/Rosemont has put on the approval rate, 64.5% of the people in Arizona, has 
completely mislead the general public into believing it is a DONE DEAL from the 
beginning.

Individual

7470 6 Demand that the Forest Service STOP all activity at Rosemont by Augusta until the 
NEPA process is complete and that there be NO revision to the Forest Plan to 
accommodate August. Also the Forest Service should conduct a valid exam on all 
mining claims August want to use for their mine wast, tailing, and other facilities.

Individual

7472 1 Public meetings have been held, despite the fact that Augusta Resource Corporation 
has not yet completed the studies and documentation requested when the Forest 
Service rejected their second Mining Plan of Operation. For example, the hydrologic 
studies are not yet complete, therefore the hydrologic impacts cannot yet be 
determined. I request that the Forest Service stop all activity at Rosemont by Augusta 
until the NEPA process is complete. Augusta must not be allowed to piece-meal this 
mine, thereby avoiding meaningful environmental analysis of the impacts.

Individual

7472 4 The evaluation process must be fair and open. The mining plan and additional 
materials submitted by Augusta must be easily available to the public for review.

Individual

7487 15 Even a mere risk concerning this resource should be grounds for "no action".  The 
MPO proposes to take the "monitoring" approach in which case it will be too late 
given the likely accumulated investment into themine and pressure to continue 
operations.

Individual

7487 37 Since the EIS, NEPA and Record of Decision is considering a complete assessment 
of the impacts of the total extent of this proposed project, it is requested that all 
governing laws both Federal and State be delineated beyond those cited in the MOU 
and NOI, which are applicable to all types of land, resource usage, and risks to 
resources as proposed in the full extent of the MPO.

Individual

7487 38 The EIS and NEPA process is intended to identify and analyze the environmental, 
social and economic impacts of the proposed project.  They will comprise a part of 
the inputs to the Record of Decision.  Other inputs will include but not be limited to 
financial influence, policy, politics and dynamic evolution of all of these.  One 
example of these dynamics is the recent Mining Reform Act passed in the House and 
currently in the Senate for consideration.  If this law is passed before the ROD, will 
it affect the ROD?

Individual

7490 5  The Memorandum of Understanding requires various experts for the consultant 
staff. We suggest that a lighting engineer or designer be added to the list. This 
consultant would help assess the impacts of artificial nighttime lighting on plants and 
animals as well as the night sky. The National Park Service considers the night sky to 
be such an important asset, it has undertaken a system-wide study. 
(http://www.nps.gov/cany/naturescience/nightskyteam.htm). We go so far as to 
suggest artificial night lighting effects be considered in any EA or EIS where 
appropriate.

Business
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7504 3 By filing the following comments regarding the NEPA scoping, DWAZ does not 
Arizona accept the NEPA scoping process as being entirely legal or meeting federal 
statutory requirements, and reserves the right to litigate these aforementioned issues 
in the future, including civil rights violations, and a request for a federal grand jury 
investigation into the matter, including racketeering.

7508

7504 5 The federal courts have already ruled that it is not the role or job of the Forest 
Service to help any private industry be profitable, so the Forest Service must be 
objective in conducting this NEPA process.  The Forest Service is already remiss in 
its duty to provide complete information to the public before commencing the NEPA 
scoping process, and indeed, should start all over when the complete information is 
available.

7508

7504 163 In a lawsuit in 2003, Judge Henry H. Kennedy, Jr., U.S. District Court of the District 
of Columbia, ruled that the Bureau of Land Management has the authority to and 
must prevent substantial damage to public lands under the undue or unnecessary 
degradation (UUD) standard of the Federal Lands Management and Policy Act 
(FLPMA).

"The court finds that the Solicitor [of the Interior Department] misconstrued the clear 
mandate of FLPMA.  FLPMA, by its plain terms, vests the Secretary of the Interior 
with the authority-and indeed the obligation-to dissapprove of an otherwise 
permissible mining operation because the operation, though necessary mining, would 
unduly harm or degrade the public land" [Page 20 of court opinion]

This degrading of public lands in a way that is non-recoverable is certainly a relevant 
issue.  How is the Forest Service handling these related issues?

7508

7504 164 DWAZ expects all of its scoping comments to be addressed in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement, and looks forward to a close review of that 
document.  Failure to address all of the scoping comments is a violation of NEPA.

7508

7549 6 Also, I own property in Patagonia and wonder if the significant amount of local 
oppositition to the project will be seriously considered in the present political 
environment. I can only hope that the review process is meaningful rather than some 
cursory process leading nowhere.

Individual

7558 14 Is the NEPA complete? I can not find it. It is unfair to close comments before the 
documents that should be the basis for comments are available.

Individual

7582 1 We request that the Forest Service STOP all activity at Rosemont by Augusta until 
the NEPA process is complete. We request that the Forest Service not let Augusta 
piece-meal this mine, thereby avoiding a real and meaningful environmental analysis 
of the impacts.

Individual
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7589 1 I was provided a DVD copy of the Mine Plan of Operations (MPO) and the 
additional comments provided by Augusta Resource Corporation and their 
contractors in response to deficiencies in the MPO that had been identified by the 
Forest Service. Why were these additional comments and clarifications of the MPO 
not provided to the public at the beginning of the scoping process? Why was the 
entire NEPA process not restarted (as requested by both congressional 
representatives whose districts are impacted by this mine) when it was identified that 
the initial plan for public review and comment did not provide the public either 
adequate unbiased information about the project of adequate opportunity to comment 
on it? In light of my review of the additional information provided by the Forest 
Service only at the end of this process, I request that the entire scoping process be 
done again.

Individual

7589 2 In reviewing the memoranda submitted by the consultants to Augusta Resources 
regarding the Forest Service's concerns about the MPO, I find repeated references to 
the fact that adequate data to answer these concerns are not available at this time. If 
this is so, why was the NEPA and EIS process not deferred until these data were 
available? The following are direct quotes from some of these memoranda:

"It is possible that surface methods will be ineffective in achieving the required 
dewatering. However, there are not enough data to confirm or refine this 
conclusion.: - Call & Nichols, Inc., memorandum dated November 16, 2007.

"Additional data and analyses will be required to more completely define the 
groundwater system in the Rosemont Project area." - Errol L Montgomery & 
Associates, Inc., memorandum dated November 30, 2007.

"It should be noted that the groundwater withdrawls in the area of the mine has (sic) 
not been fully quantified at this time and additional work is required to confirm the 
amount of groundwater impacting the mine throughout the life of the mine." - M3 
Engineering & Technology Corp., memorandum not dated.

Individual

7591 2 Please keep people informed. We need to know what plans there are to disrupt our 
serenity.

Individual

7592 2 Having seen significant proposals move through the NEPA process, I am somewhat 
surprised at the atmosphere of inevitability that seems to surround this proposal. 
With media reports that the project is a "done deal", I can only hope that the Forest 
Service will continue to evaluate the pros and cons of this action in an especially 
evenhanded fashion.

Individual

7592 4 Management officials of the proposing company have made public statements to the 
effect that the proposal was a "done deal". This perception has not been effectively 
countered by the Forest Service

Individual

7592 9 The full potential scope of the proposal would then be clear to stakeholders for 
consideration and comment, including what additional activities and affected areas 
may be subsequently annexed by the project. The NEPA process can be subverted by 
adding relatively small increments to a project at a later date, as they have less 
stringent criteria to satisfy and can usually be categorically excluded from the full 
process.

Individual
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7592 10 If the proposed Plan of Operations has changed significantly from the verison 
avialable to the stakeholders for comment, the current effort to gather public input is 
invalid as well as a considerable waste of resources. Remediation will require that 
currently accurate documents be presented for comment.

Individual

7592 11 An example of the preliminary nature of the material available for stakeholder review 
is the hydrogeologic and geochemical modeling of the open pit facility, with the 
notation that as additional results become avialable "assumptions will be reviewed 
and updated." Also noted in a technical memorandum from Errol L. Montgomery & 
Associates, Inc. was the caveat "However, additional data and analysis will be 
required to more completely define the groundwater system in the Rosemont Project 
area."

Individual

7592 15 There are considerable activities necessary for this proposal on the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mountains. Examples include, but are not limited to, an access road, 
wells, pipelines, pumping (booster) stations, transmission lines, and a potential 
substation. Power for the proposed project will be delivered through approximately 
12 miles of transmission lines. These lines will be suspended from 90 foot towers, 
with a ground clearance of at least 70 feet. A water pipeline will be constructed to 
follow a similar path as the power lines. The disturbance to the environment of the 
Santa Cruz River Valley that these utilities traverse has not received the same 
attention as the proposed plan site on the east side of the Santa Ritas. As they are 
necessary for the proposal, the environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of 
these activities should be evaluated with equal rigor.

Individual

7592 31 The Water Quality Monitoring Plan required by the Aquifer Protection Permit for 
this proposal calls for an initial groundwater quality baseline "before potentially 
discharging facilities are installed." (Pg. 71 of MPO) What activities have been 
undertaken by the proposer with the potential to alter this baseline? There have been 
test wells drilled at a minimum. These activities should be assessed to ensure an 
accurate baseline is achieved.

Individual

7592 38 If independent personnel did not observe the collection and analysis of air and water 
samples that will define "pre-mining" conditions, those results are invalid and should 
be repeated under controlled circumstances. This is an obvious and basic principle of 
quality control and helps ensure a fair and impartial process

Individual

7650 9 The Forest Service NEPA analysis must include both direct and cumulative indirect 
air pollution, water requirements and related health issues from all electrical 
generation sources, where they are located, to support Rosemont Copper

Individual

7650 22 TEP has over 95% of its power generated by coal-fired power plants, mostly in the 
Four Corners area that is transmitted over hundreds of miles with associated 
transmission energy losses.  Wherever TEP obtains new power for this mine, both air 
pollutiona dn water source depletion must be assessed in the Rosemont Copper 
NEPA process.

Individual
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7654 22 FUTURE LEGACY
WE ARE COUNTING ON OUR ELECTED OFFICIALS AND THE FOREST 
SERVICE TO FOLLOW THE LETTER AND SPIRIT OF THE NATIONAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT.  

ITS PURPOSE WAS TO FULLY INFORM CITIZENS AND GOVERNMENT OF 
THE RAMIFICATIONS OF ACTIONS THAT IRREVERSIBLY AFFECT OUR 
ENVIRONMENT.

MANY PROJECTS HAVE BEEN REDESIGNED OR ABANDONDED DUE TO 
A THOROUGH NEPA ANALYSIS.

NEPA REQUIRES THAT A "NO ACTION" ALTERNATIVE--AND OTHER 
FEASIBLE ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT BE FULLY 
EXPLORED.

Business

7685 2 We ask that the USFS and Augusta Resources recognize the unique values in the 
area of the proposed mine, and address them in the planning process.

Organization

7805 3 The Publics lack of understanding the NEPA process has been facilitated by 
comments made by both forest service representatives and Augusta representatives.

Organization

7812 1 This letter sets forth scoping comments on the Proposed Rosemont Copper Project 
(hereinafter "Mine" or "proposed project") as set forth by Augusta Resources 
Corporation/Rosemont Copper Company, Inc. (hereinafter "Augusta" or 
"Applicant") in its Mine Plan of Operation (hereinafter "MPO"). These comments 
have been prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, as amended (P.L. 91-190, 42 U.S.C. 4321-4347, January 1, 1970, as amended 
by P.L. 94-52, July 3, 1975, P.L. 94-83, August 9, 1975, and P.L. 97-258, ss 4(b), 
Sept. 13, 1982) (hereinafter "NEPA").

Individual
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7812 4 Taken in the aggregate, the information cited above clearly reveals that the Rosemont 
Copper Project is a part of a larger plan being undertaken by Augusta; a plan that 
would significantly expand the scope and magnitude of mining operations within the 
Rosemont Area with a corresponding and significant increase in adverse 
environmental impacts. By segmenting the larger plan, Augusta apparently planned 
to prepare a series of Environmental Impact Statements on the various elements of 
the overall plan. Such an approach, known as "segmenting" or piece-mealing" is in 
clear violation of NEPA.

If Augusta were to be successful in obtaining approval of the Rosemont Copper 
Project as set forth in the current MPO, precedent would be established for the use of 
extensive areas within National Forest Lands for the purpose of waste disposal for 
such projects. August could then logically apply such precedent for all subsequent 
projects, again in clear violation of NEPA.

Allowing an applicant to segment or piecemeal the permitting process and thereby 
avoid the complete and timely assessment of all impacts is inconsistent with NEPA. 
The courts have interpreted NEPA to prohibit such segmenting or "piece-mealing" of 
projects. Since the applicant is actively planning at least three additional adjacent 
mines -- Peach Elgin, Broad Top Butte, and Copper World -- as described above, the 
Forest Service must include evaluation of such impacts in the current EIS; otherwise, 
full and timely identification and assessment of impacts will have been avoided. It is 
readily apparent that such a linkage to future Augusta mining projects within the 
Rosemont Area is a reasonably foreseeable outgrowth of the proposed project. As 
such, the Forest Service has a duty to consider in this current EIS the impacts of such 
a linkage. 40 C.F.R. ss 1508.8.

As such, I respectfully request that the Forest Service suspend the NEPA process 
immediately and indefinitely and advise the Applicant to prepare a revised (i.e., 
expanded) Mine Plan of Operations which includes the entire complex of mining 
projects reflected in its long-ranged plans. Upon receipt of the expanded MPO, the 
Forest Service could restart the NEPA process, retaining all public testimony on the 
currently proposed project. To continue with an EIS on the current MPO would be a 
clear violation of NEPA.

Individual

8783 6 I urge you to have an environmental impact study done that's totally thorough and 
dealing with these questions. I want them answered to me personally and to the 
population.

Individual

8812 4 I feel that the mine needs to be studied in more detail.Individual

8812 7 I also feel that the environmental impact study process has been to heavily in favor 
of the mine.  I really do feel that more studie need to happen.

Individual

8859 5 I also feel that the Forest Service review policy was not straight forward in the 
beginning, and I would be happy to enjoin any appeal to straighten this process out.

Individual

8871 9 So please, please, spend the time necessary to study this very carefully and do not 
move forward quickly with this decision.

Individual

10282 1 Please complete all environmental impact studies.Organization
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11042 1 Many members of the Hilton Ranch Road community feel the entire scoping process 
for the proposed Rosemont mine has been flawed from the beginning.

Individual

11042 2 Many in the public have been led to believe that the Proposed Rosemont mine is a 
"done deal". The public was not informed and did not understand the purpose of the 
scoping process. The Forest Service, nor the media have made it clear that one 
option available to the forest service is a decision of "no action" which itself is not 
very clear, it means the mine would not be permitted nor allowed to use the forest 
service land as proposed. The initial media coverage of the proposal repeatedly failed 
to mention this option but included comments by Augusta representatives that would 
lead the public to believe that it is a "done deal" and the mine would be permitted. A 
Fox 11 news report on May 12 2008, 74 days after the forest service published the 
Notice of intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement, made it clear that the 
media was just as confused as the public. Fox 11's Delane Cleveland pretty much 
summed up how he portrays this process, quote "well the reality is that the federal 
mining law in effect today was passed in 1872 so it makes it easy for companies such 
as this to put mines on public lands virtually wherever they want and there's not a 
whole lot people can do about it". Heather Moore responded, "well if there's not 
much the public can do about it why have the scoping meetings" to which Delane 
responded "well there's still always that little bit of hope". Was the media properly 
educated about the NEPA process? If not, shouldn't the forest service have clarified 
this process to them so they didn't misinform the public?

Individual

11042 11 According to the proposed timeline established in the memorandum of understanding 
between the Forest Service and Rosemont officials, the forest service has indicated 
the Draft EIS will be completed by March 2009. How can they provide this estimate 
prior to the end of the public scoping process? Is this a restricting date, or will it be 
extended as necessary to provide the time needed to research all of the publics 
comments and alternative proposals. I propose this should not be a set date, but must 
remain flexible.

Individual

11057 2 It is my understanding that NEPA also requires study of the Human Environment, 
but perhaps I am wrong.  I sincerely hope that given the treatment and well 
documented disingenuous behavior of the Coronado National Forest Service that this 
is not an attempt to besmirch the name of a volunteer in the Vail/Cienega Corridor 
Community in an attempt to cover up negligence of a Federal Agency with many 
paid employees who decided to ignore the voice of the affected community.

Individual

11068 2 Having seen significant proposals move through the NEPA process, I am somewhat 
surprised at the atmosphere of inevitability that seems to surround this proposal. 
With media reports that the project is a "done deal", I can only hope that the Forest 
Service will continue to evaluate the pros and cons of this action in an especially 
evenhanded fashion.

Individual

11068 4 Management officials of the proposing company have made public statements to the 
effect that the proposal was a "done deal". This perception has not been effectively 
countered by the Forest Service

Individual
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11068 9 The full potential scope of the proposal would then be clear to stakeholders for 
consideration and comment, including what additional activities and affected areas 
may be subsequently annexed by the project. The NEPA process can be subverted by 
adding relatively small increments to a project at a later date, as they have less 
stringent criteria to satisfy and can usually be categorically excluded from the full 
process.

Individual

11068 10 If the proposed Plan of Operations has changed significantly from the verison 
avialable to the stakeholders for comment, the current effort to gather public input is 
invalid as well as a considerable waste of resources. Remediation will require that 
currently accurate documents be presented for comment, with the addition of the 
outlined above.

Individual

11068 11 An example of the preliminary nature of the material available for stakeholder review 
is the hydrogeologic and geochemical modeling of the open pit facility, with the 
notation that as additional results become avialable "assumptions will be reviewed 
and updated." Also noted in a technical memorandum from Errol L. Montgomery & 
Associates, Inc. was the caveat "However, additional data and analysis will be 
required to more completely define the groundwater system in the Rosemont Project 
area."

Individual

11068 15 There are considerable activities necessary for this proposal on the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mountains. Examples include, but are not limited to, an access road, 
wells, pipelines, pumping (booster) stations, transmission lines, and a potential 
substation. Power for the proposed project will be delivered through approximately 
12 miles of transmission lines. These lines will be suspended from 90 foot towers, 
with a ground clearance of at least 70 feet. A water pipeline will be constructed to 
follow a similar path as the power lines. The disturbance to the environment of the 
Santa Cruz River Valley that these utilities traverse has not received the same 
attention as the proposed plan site on the east side of the Santa Ritas. As they are 
necessary for the proposal, the environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of 
these activities should be evaluated with equal rigor.

Individual

11068 31 The Water Quality Monitoring Plan required by the Aquifer Protection Permit for 
this proposal calls for an initial groundwater quality baseline "before potentially 
discharging facilities are installed." (Pg. 71 of MPO) What activities have been 
undertaken by the proposer with the potential to alter this baseline? There have been 
test wells drilled at a minimum. These activities should be assessed to ensure an 
accurate baseline is achieved.

Individual

11068 38 If independent personnel did not observe the collection and analysis of air and water 
samples that will define "pre-mining" conditions, those results are invalid and should 
be repeated under controlled circumstances. This is an obvious and basic principle of 
quality control and helps ensure a fair and impartial process

Individual
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1538 7 Why should we even consider allowing a company to use their property as a mine 
when their property amounts to a mere 995 acres and  they need 3400 acres of 
beautiful public land to make the mine work.

Individual
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1542 1 The mining law should be changed and I will lobby congress to do that. It is 
outrageous that a canadian company should be able to confiscate public land for their 
profit.

Individual

1543 4 Since they are not actually using the mineral rights from public land, why should the 
mingin act of 1872 apply to their porposal. And if the mining act soesn't apply, the 
forest service shouldn't have to entertain their proposal.

Individual

1547 1 What kind of tax incentives are there for me to approve this mine?Individual

1563 3 what right has Augusta to "mine" our ground water. Should be forced to use CAP 
water.

Individual

1565 1 will our voices count, regardless of our numbers? Will you place people above 
profit? Why woul dthis mine be allowed when we are obviously running out of 
water?

Individual

1567 3 If the Forest Service had any integrity they would oppose this mining operation. 
Unfortunately they most likely have no way of opposing it because our archaic water 
laws in AZ.

Individual

1568 1 If the people of Green Valley/Sahuarita ever go on water rationing or restrictions will 
the Rosemont Copper Company go on water rationing or restriction also?

Individual

1581 4 Second, the mine is on private property.  Augusta only wants the Forest Service land 
to use as a DUMP!  That violates the Forest Service rules.

Individual

1588 1 I don't believe a mining law of 1872 should be relevant today.  Congress has a bill 
pending which would change the law. Probably it would prevent Rosemont Copper 
from developing the mine.

Individual

1604 3 Under no circumstances should a large water consumer such as Rosemont Mine be 
approved while Our Green Valley Aquifer is in a state of crisis and mitigating plans 
are proceeding.

Individual

1604 6 Under no circumstances should a large water consumer such as Rosemont Mine be 
approved while Our Green Valley Aquifer is in a state of crisis and mitigating plans 
are proceeding.

Individual

1604 8 Under no circumstances should a large water consumer such as Rosemont Mine be 
approved while Our Green Valley Aquifer is in a state of crisis and mitigating plans 
are proceeding.

Individual

1604 13 No governmental agency should be in a position to approve a plan that will 
knowingly cause harm to our community in time of crisis and while mitigating plans 
are proceeding.

Individual

1604 15 No governmental agency should be in a position to approve a plan that will 
knowingly cause harm to our community in time of crisis and while mitigating plans 
are proceeding.

Individual

1628 1 An out-of-date project enabled by an out-of-date law endangering all living, present 
& future residents of this area.

Individual

1688 1 "Relating to the City of Tucson's Opposition to the Proposed Rosemont Mine."
See Attachment.

Government
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1691 1 "Resolution of the Pima County Board of Supervisors Opposing the Proposed 
Rosemont Mine"
See Attachement.

Government

1692 1 "A Resolution of the Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors Requesting the 
Permanent Withdrawal of Mining Exploration and Extraction from All Federal 
Lands within the US Coronado National Forest in Eastern Santa Cruz County"
See Atachment.

Government

1693 1 "A Resolution of the Mayor and Council of the Town of Patagonia, Arizona, 
Opposing the Proposed Rosemont Mine"
See Attachment.

Government

1694 1 "A Resolution of the Mayor and Council of the Town of Oro Valley, Arizona, 
Strongly Opposing the Proposed Rosemont Mine"
See Attachment.

Government

1701 1 With the proposed Augusta/ Rosemont Copper Company Mine in the Santa Rita 
Mountains subjecting the aquifer to overdrafts, can the USFS even consider 
permitting the mine?

Individual

1701 2 What impacts to the ecosystem can we reasonably expect? What wildlife and/or 
ecosystem impacts would force the USFS to deny the permit of operation?

Individual

1705 1 Marana Resolution No. 2007-212
"Relating to Development; Opposition to Development of the Rosemont Mine in the 
Santa Rita Mountains"
See Attachment.

Government

1706 1 "A Resolution of the Mayor and Council of the Town of Sahuarita, Arizona, 
Opposing the Proposed Rosemont Mine"
See Attachment.

Government

1707 10 Review recent federal judicial decisions to determine what judicial relief might be 
available to halt Augusta's application for a mining permit.

Organization

1743 1 My name is Kim Beck and I am the Coordinator for Save the Scenic Santa Ritas. The 
Forest Service says they must follow the law of the land in considering Rosemont 
Copper's request for use of public lands. In a government formed by the people, of 
the people and for the people, it is imperative that the people are listened to as well. 
It's the will of most of Southern Arizona that this land should remain in its natural 
state.

Organization

1762 9 The scenic, Biological, and water benefits of denying the Rosemont Project need to 
be evaluated.

Individual

1764 5 Will the Forest Service be liable for any negative impacts on the surrounding area?Individual

1775 1 Why are we using 130 year old mining Regulations, to decide the best use of our 
precious Arizona lands? This is the 21st Century, not the 19th! Nonetheless, we are 
allowing regulations set 130 years ago, in 1872 to deside the best use of our lands… 
and to a foreign entitiy not less? AND selling it off to them at the bargain basement 
price (1872 prices) of $2.50 to $5.00/acre! An estimated 230,000 acres of public 
Arizona lands have been sold to private interests! Certainly I would have taken some 
of that deal!

Individual
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1780 1 I don't understand how a foreign mining company can be allowed to dump mine 
tailings on our National Forest.

Individual

1780 2 It seems that they have purchased the Rosemont Ranch, and they can mine their 
purchased property. However the water is coming from areas distant from the mine, 
and the water is precious in the Tucson Valley - 6,000 Acre feet is a trillion gallons a 
year, unbelievable this is even being considered! Absolutely UNBELIVABLE

Individual

1848 2 The 1872 Act is not appropriate for this day and time.Individual

1854 8 Please do not let this happen it is ridiculous that a law passed so many years ago 
would cause us this problem.

Individual

1856 1 Why are we using 130 year old mining Regulations, to decide the best use of our 
precious Arizona lands? This is the 21st Century, not the 19th!  Nonetheless, we are 
allowing regulations set 130 years ago, in 1872 to deside the best use of our lands… 
and to a foreign entitiy not less? AND selling it off to them at the bargain basement 
price (1872 prices) of $2.50 to $5.00/acre!  An estimated 230,000 acres of public 
Arizona lands have been sold to private interests!  Certainly I would have taken some 
of that deal!

Individual

1893 5 It is grossly unfair that our community is required to follow twenty-first century 
building codes, while mining companies 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 to 
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 environment, our properties, and our way of life.

Individual

1896 4 What criteria will be used to determine when the Rosemont mine is closed?Organization

1896 5 Who in the forest service actually makes the final decision whether to grant the 
Rosemont mine the right to use National Forest Service land?  What criteria is their 
decision based upon?

Organization

1934 2 I am concerned that the mining law of 1872 allows us not from this country & with 
no interest in this country to into this country and destroy our flora, fauna and 
ecology with no requirement for reclamation.

Individual

1942 8 They will pay only a tiny pittance to rape our land.  Do you care?Individual

1943 3 We cannot allow 100 yr. old laws + covenants dictate policy today.Individual

1953 12 Also, the 1872 hardrock mining law is unfair to all US citizens.  It allows public land 
to be sold to private interests for 1872 prices! (2.5-$5 per acre).  As a taxpayer, I'm 
very against this,

Individual
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1957 22 According to my reading of Section 15 of the 1872 General Mining Act, under 
which this mine will be opened, if indeed it is, Rosemont is entitled to use only 5 
(five) acres of our Forest land, which is not adjacent to the "vein or lode" for its 
mining, milling, waste rock storage, and ancillary facilities, and that land mush have 
been patented in a similar fashion to the "vein or lode".  Rosemont's own Plan claims 
it will "disturb" about 4,000 acres.  Please carefully verify that the locations and 
surface area to be used for mining are fully in compliance with Section 15.  My 
research has disclosed no amendments to Section 15 regarding this important 
requirement.

Individual

1961 9 The law of 1872 is outdated and needs to be changed. Although this cannot happen 
in time to deter this project, HEPA and the Forest Service should consider the 
realities of 2008 on onward when examining the environmental impact of this 
proposed project.

Individual

1962 5 Please carefully think over your decision to grant this mining permit. The 1872 
mining law is outdated. Thank you very much for your time.

Individual

2077 6 The Tucson Board of Governors submitted information to the Federal Government 
regards endangered wildlife in the area of the Santa Cruz valley; this is the basis for 
a law being considered in Congress to withdraw the area from mining. The Board of 
Governors of Tucson considers our Madera Canyon area and the Sky Islands to be 
National Treasures that need protection.

Individual

2091 4 With the outdated 1872 Mining Law still in place, an estimated 230,000 acres of 
public land in Arizona have already been sold to private interests for $2.50 or $5.00 
per acre.

Individual

2094 3 How is our government allowing an extremely outdated Mining Law to be a factor? 
These laws should have been changed decades ago. Is this yet another example of the 
tail (the lobbyists, the profiteers) wagging the dog?

Individual

2095 4 It is grossly unfair that our community is required to follow twenty-first century 
building codes, while mining companies 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 to 
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 environment, our properties, and our way of life.

Individual

2124 2 The mining laws which make such an operation possible should be repealed, as well.Individual

2143 9 Our own governmental agencies are selling our public land to foreign mining 
companies at ridiculously low prices.

Individual

2144 4 I request that the process by legally correct under NEPA and state SEPA law and 
Forest Service regulations.

Individual

2148 4 With the outdated 1872 Mining Laws still in place, an estimated 230,000 acres of 
public land in Arizona have already been sold to private interests for $2.50 or $5.00 
per acre.

Individual
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2150 14 We have to obey the Pima County Hillside Development Ordnances for construction 
of our house, and we are glad to do so to protect the environment in which we live. 
This affected our outside lighting, the amount of area we can clear, the color of the 
house, etc. This is not consistent with the rules the mine has to adhere to. How come 
the mines are allowed to light the area at night, cause great disturbance to the ground 
and area around the mine, clearing large areas of the ground. This is completely 
inconsistent with the rules that we had to adhere to building a single family 
residential home! Why are they allowed to violate the rules that preserve the beauty 
of the area. This is clearly a double standard!

Individual

2156 6 With the outdated 1872 Mining Laws still in place, an estimated 230,000 acres of 
public land in Arizona have already been sold to private interests for $2.50 or $5.00 
per acre.

Individual

2174 23 With the outdated 1872 Mining Laws still in place, an estimated 230,000 acres of 
public land in Arizona have already been sold to private interests for $2.50 or $5.00 
per acre.

Individual

2184 10 These 1872 mining laws must be changed before America is one big open pit mine. 
We cannot allow this to happen to our children. Haven't China and Japan ruined their 
land don't let this happen in America to help foreign interest.

Individual

2211 9 The Tucson Board of Governors has come out opposing a new mine and in facts 
sponsors a federal law prohibiting further mining of the Santa Cruz area. The Long-
Term-Green-Valley-Supply.pdf was prepared by professional engineers and contains 
information used as part of the Tucson Board of Governors support of this law now 
being considered by Congress.

Individual

2219 6 I am a geochemist, retired from academia, and living part time in Green Valley, as 
well as Massachusetts. I will be writing Senators Kennedy and Kerry in 
Massachusetts to ask them to keep a watchful eye on the Forest Service deliberations 
on this issue. I will also ask them to support all moves to abrogate the 1872 Mining 
Law that allows such a free giveaway of precious national trust land.

Individual

2224 1 I had to pay an impact fee over $5000.00 to the county to compensate them for the 
anticipated impact that our travels to and from our new home would cause. Surely 
the mine will have to pay the same impact fees! Based on their anticipated impact, I 
estimate that it would need to be over 10,000 times what I paid. 
What will the mine be paying in the form of impact fees? They and their employees 
will be using the exact same route as I do up and down hwy 83 from a private drive 
that connects directly to hwy 83.

Individual

2231 6 According to Augusta's lighting plan " The project, although not required to do so, 
will make every attempt to comply with the Pima county Outdoor lighting code. It 
should be noted, however, that federal and state laws also require Rosemont 
operations to give utmost attention to the safety of its employees and the public.

Individual

2252 6 What criteria will be used to determine when the Rosemont mine is closed?Individual

2253 2 What criteria will be used to determine when the Rosemont mine is closed?Individual

2253 3 Who in the forest service actually makes the final decision whether to grant the 
Rosemont mine the right to use National Forest Service land?  What criteria is their 
decision based upon.

Individual
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2281 2 How can Rosemont provide a safe workplace for its employees at night and still 
comply with the Pima County Outdoor Lighting Code?

Individual

2288 10 Current mining laws are outdated and no longer relevant in the context of 2008 
values and priorities. Referencing past activity as precedent is irrelevant and 
misleading.

Individual

2295 2 First off, I am concerned that the proposed Rosemont Mine will not comply with the 
updated mining regulations that are due shortly from Congress. If mine approval 
could be postponed until the new regulations came out, at least we would have a 
mine that was truly above minimum environmental standards.

Individual

2306 2 The laws under which this would be acceptable are nearly 140 years old. They will 
most likely be updated soon and an open pit mine ruining the Santa Ritas for many 
decades to come, would be a shame.

Individual

2311 1 I believe that the mining laws written back in the 1880's should be reviewed before 
any new mining takes place in Arizona and other states. The population and the 
waterneeds today are greatly different than where these were written.

Individual

2325 3 This project should not go forward without strident environmental restrictions placed 
on the copper proejct company and above all ENFORCED.

Individual

2350 1 i don't know how the 1872 mining law pertains to this situation where the mine is on 
private land and there wanting to put there waste on land belonging to the people, 
but it could be compared to my neighbor throwing his wate and garbage on my 
property.

Individual

2369 1 I was riding my Dual Sport in Rosemont 4/19 at the posted 15 MPH Forest Service 
Map Road, when low and behold 3 Red Well drilling trucks came around a blind 
corner exceeding the posted 15 MPH Speed limit and I had to escape being run over 
by driving into the trees.It seems to me all Augusta subs wants to do to me is make 
me a hood ornament on their truck!And they claim they will obey the traffic laws in 
our neighborhood and National Park?

Individual

2380 14 Augusta has no real legal right to use Arizona's public land for their mining purposes.Individual

2381 9 Augusta can be free wheeling with these dollars because it can not lose. In the event 
that the project is denied by the regulatory process, Augusta will file a NAFTA 
Chapter 11 bankruptcy and get back every cent it has spent from the U.S. 
Government. The U.S. Taxpayer gets stiffed again.

Individual
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2381 12 When the Mining Law of 1872 was enacted, mining in the west was done by 
underground methods. This practice of mining had very little impact on the 
surrounding surface. As mining technology advanced and mining ore grades were 
reduced, open pit mining came into being, necessitating large areas for waste rock 
dumps. An event the Congress of 1872 did not forsee.
Today, large responsible mining companies recognize this flaw in the legislation of 
1872 and act in a responsible way toward the use of public lands. Both Anamax and 
Asarco mining company  initiated a land exchange with the Forest Service, when 
they owned the Rosemont project. This exchange would have given the public equal 
amounts of property in exchange for Rosemont property needed for mining purposes. 
Thus, the public did not lose total area or land value. 
Augusta Resources, contrary to the public image they are trying to present is 
apparently ignoring this basic concept of fairness to the public.
Though the Mining Law of 1872 gives them the right to dump millions of tons of 
waste rock on public land, without fair compensation, their act certainly cast doubt 
upon their purported image as a responsible corporate citizen.

Individual

2404 17 We would ask that the Forest Service employ all due caution in its investigation 
when there is a strong potential that this mine could also be a future EPA super-fund 
site.

Business

2443 4 Given your Vision, it hard to believe you are even considering Rosemont's proposal.Individual

2445 4 There are adequate laws in place to protect the environment and modern mining 
practices are far improved from 100 years ago.

Individual

2450 5 We recognize that you have to work with the existing law but hope that you will put 
up whatever barricades you can while we work to get the law changed. While I am 
not an expert in the law, it seems that you could do something to derail the process.

Individual

2453 2 Fortunately, approval and disapproval do not fall within the authorities granted the 
USDA-FS. The Mining Law of 1872 as amended gives a property right to the 
claimant who can show that they have a deposit that a person of normal prudence 
will expend time, money and labor in the expectation of a paying mine (Castle v. 
Wonble(sp.), Superior Court Decision, 1882). Unless the USDA-FS has formally 
asked the USDI-BLM for authority to contest the claims, the assumption is the 
claims are valid and their owners have a right to prospect, explore and mine the 
claimed mineral (likely copper, god, etc within a (illegible) copper deposit having 
both oxide and sulfide mineralized zones. It is assumed prospecting and exploration 
have been conducted to outline the ore body.

Individual

2470 1 In recent company shareholder literature Augusta Resources talks about placing a 29 
million dollar long-led order for a SAG and ball mill I hope that this PROPOSED 
project is just that, and not a done deal. Has this company been given the go ahead 
and NEPA become just a venting exercise?

Individual

2476 3 Old mining laws must be re-done to protect our lands from greedy copper.Individual
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2484 9 My opposition is based on the following objections:
There can be no justification - no number of promised jobs which are transitory at 
best, no amount of empty promises of environmental stewardship, no imagined 
influx of money to the local economy - for allowing Augusta Resource to use and 
abuse the lands that belong to all the people of the United States.  It would be 
appalling under any circumstances, but the fact that the antinquated mining laws of 
this country allow this to take place for virtually no compensation makes the 
situation all the more deplorable.

Individual

2524 3 The obsolete 1872 mining law should have been repealed long ago. New laws are 
needed now to protect the entire Santa Ritas+ other valuable areas from any further 
destruction.

Individual

2578 2 The mining law that allows claims like that is from 1872 and is outdated.Individual

2582 2 Simply because there is a law that allows mining companies to mine on any public 
land is no reason for you to roll over and play dead when it comes to approving their 
request. There are public lands, they belong to the people of the United States and 
you are simply the stewards of those lands. By allowing Rosemont Copper to mine 
the Santa Ritas, you are ignoring the will of the people you work for- US!!!

Individual

2583 1 The question relating to the statement of purpose for the EIS is especially germane.  
The statement, as published in the Federal Register, indicated that the purpose was to 
grant permission to Augusta to use national forest land for mining purposes. We 
reiterate the concern of our congressional representatives and others that the 
statement of purpose needs to be more clearly defined so that all alternatives can be 
examined. Does the NFS plan to republish the Federal Register statement or do you 
have another plan that will assure that all alternatives are considered?

Organization

2592 85 The MPO states with authority (or bravado) that the project is not subject to Pima 
County's Comprehensive Plan and the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.  While 
this may or may not be a legal fact, the rights of Pima County citizens to have 
express opinions and preferences for or against the types of industry it believes will 
result in the best long-term opportunities for the community should not be dismissed 
lightly.

Individual

2599 20 Could Rosemont Copper Co. legally pump groundwater from wells it installed on 
land near the mine, wells that are not discusssed in the MPO submitted to the U.S. 
Forest Service in 2007?

Individual

2599 28 If Rosemont Copper Co. cannot meet its stated intention to recharge 105% of the 
water it pumps out of the Santa Cruz basin, will it be subject to any type of legal or 
governmental sanction?  If Arizona water laws were amended in the near future to 
limit the amount of groundwater that could be pumped for industrial purposes such 
as mining, would Rosemont Copper be subject to such amendments?  Can Rosemont 
Copper Co., as a condition of its prospective permit to commence operation of 
Rosemont Mine, be required to use reclaimed water in lieu of groundwater for its ore 
processing activities, and to pay the cost of transporting such water from existing or 
future Tucson Water reclamation facilities?

Individual
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2620 1 Resource companies are not mining companies but mainly comprised of an office 
with people who pour over and investigate old mining claims, both patented and 
unpatented, in areas previously designated as historic mining districts. In our case it 
is both the Rosemont and Helvetia mining districts. They operate and find protection 
under the antiquated 1872 Mining Law, currently under change and revision as being 
obsolete. There were no provisions contained in this law making adjustment to meet 
today's environmental standards and priorities which, under new laws, supersede the 
1872 Mining Law. There is precedent in this regard.

Business

2622 11 The 1872 Mining Law is obsolete and must be amended. That is not your function.Individual

2625 11 If the Federal Government actually carried out the policies spelled out in NEPA it 
would have to reject this proposed mining plan. These plans need to be upheld. They 
are: enhance the quality of renewable resources and approach the maxium attainable 
recycling of depletable resources

Individual

2625 29 Augusta has an extensive reclamation plan, but the mine pit would be left open. 
Presumably they're not required by law to fill in the pit, but I have a hard time seeing 
that as reclamation. I think it's time to change those requirements.

Individual

2638 6 I understand under the 1872 Mining Law Augusta Resources is able to proceed with 
this project but, as guardians and stewards of our natural resources, I feel the U.S. 
Forest Service has a moral obligation to the very people it has accepted this charge 
from to say no when the situation warrants.

Individual

2638 7 Perhaps if HR2262 is passed, it would be good for all, especially before the permits 
are executed for this project.

Individual

2645 2 We believe Forest Service at this time should be doing the following activities 
without delay.  We believe actions may be occuring that have an adverse impact and 
may limit the choice of reasonable alternatives.

Business

2645 3 We believe Forest Service at this time should be doing the following activities 
without delay. Follow the guidelines in 36 CFR 228A Part C by using it as a 
checklist to identify which are applicable and to what extent

Business

2651 4 We are against the proposed development of Rosemont Copper Mine because it will 
significantly and detrimentally impact some of the most biologically important areas 
and wildlife habitat in Pima County as identified in the County's Sonoran Desert 
Conservation Plan.

Individual

2666 10 Since the early 1970’s, local government has acknowledged, by regulation, the 
importance of dark skies. The Tucson/Pima County Outdoor Lighting Code 
recognizes the Observatory’s and the National Forest’s sensitivity to light by 
defining lighting area E1a as a special areas around astronomical observatories and 
include all areas within 15 miles of the summit of Kitt Peak and 12.5 miles of the 
summit of Mount Hopkins, and those areas within any national park, monument, or 
forest boundary.  In these areas, the preservation of a natural-dark environment, both 
in the sky and in the visible landscape, is considered of paramount concern.

Organization
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2671 36 In the USDA Forest Service Memorandum of Understanding and the Notice of 
Intent documents, the legalities which govern mineral extraction exploration and 
development are cited.  These are the Mining Law of 1872, the 1897 Organic 
Administration Act, the 1960 Multiple-Use Sustained Yeild Act, the 1970 Mining 
and Minerals Act and the Regulations at Title 36, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 
228A.  The extent of the proposed MPO will involve more than public national 
forest lands and mining interests.  Some of these additional legal requirements are 
considered and governed by the EIS and NEPA process.  The extent of the project 
will also involve private land, BLM, and state lands, and furthermore involve county 
level permitting processes.  It is unclear to this party as to the total extent of federal 
and state laws governing the decision and rules for the development of this project.  
These include questions for applicability of laws concerning clean air, clean water, 
water rights, and Native American archeological rights, to mention a few.

Individual

2677 6 The Department seeks clarification on the purpose and need for the proposed action. 
The NOI states: "The purpose of the proposed Forest Service action is to grant 
permission to the Company (Rosemont Copper Company) to use NFS land for 
certain activities related to operation of the Rosemont Mine." It seems that the 
appropriate purpose should be to evaluate whether to issue a permit to Rosemont 
Copper Company to mine mineral resources from Forest Lands, and whether to issue 
a permit to dump mining waste on Forest lands, and whether to issue a permit to 
allow mining and other related rights of way across Forest land to facilitate mining 
on adjacent patented mining claims, and further to determine the appropriate 
management practices and mitigation to protetct forest and surrounding land 
resources if the permits are issued.

Government

2677 8 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Must the Forest Service issue a permit for mining on Forest Land?
-Must the Forest Service allow dumping of mine waste on Forest Land?

Government

2677 12 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Can the Forest deny the permits if they determine that the environmental landscape 
of the proposed action to Forest lands and surrounding lands are unacceptable?

Government

2677 15 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
- We believe that the Forest should clearly understand, state, and evaluate that this 
one use will exclude all other uses of the public's multiple-use land.

Government
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2678 2 By statute (ARS 27-152), the objectives of the Arizona Geological Survey are to: 
1. Serve as a primary source of geologic information in this state to enhance public 
understanding of the state's geologic character, geologic hazards, and limitations and 
mineral resources.
2. Inform, advise and assist the public in matters concerning the geologic processes, 
materials and landscapes and the development and use of the mineral resources of 
this state.
3. Encourage the wise use of the lands and mineral resources of this state toward its 
development.
4. Provide technical advice and assistance in the geolgy to other state and local 
governmental agencies engaged in projects in which the geologic setting, character 
or mineral resources are involved.
5. Provide technical advice and assistance in geology to industry toward the wise 
development and use of the mineral and land resources of the state.

Government

2682 15 Let us repeal the old and obsolete 1872 mining laws!Individual

2683 40 The mining laws, written in the late 19th century at a time when the whole purpose 
was to encourage mining, are ridiculous and destructive in the 21st century. They 
need to be completely revised, and they will be.

Individual

2688 37 Our understanding of the 1872 Mining Law, antiquated through it may be, does not 
require revisions by the Forest Service to accommodate mining. Augusta's plan of 
operation must meet the current standards of the Forest Service plan. If not, the 
Forest Service must deny August Resources their request to use our public lands for 
their profit.

Organization

2689 4 Augusta has no legal claim to these 4,000 acres under the 1872 mining law or any 
other federal law.

Individual

2689 9 All the major local and regional political entities (including Pima County, Santa 
Cruz County, City of Tucson, Patagoina, Vail, Sahuarita and congress people 
Grijalwa and Giffords) oppose the mine due to negative impacts on Sonoran Desert 
Conservation Plan

Individual

2721 11 1872 Mining Laws – Gone are the easy mining days of 1872. Even if Augusta’s mine 
is approved they can not begin their operation until they obtain 20 Federal and State 
permits. Many of the required permits address most of the issues brought up by the 
opponents of the mine.

Individual

2724 24 Staying within the goals of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan would include not 
putting a mine in these biologically sensitive areas.

Individual

2724 53 The 1872 mining law does not require the Forest Service to revise this plan to 
accommodate mining.

Individual

2724 60 We must reform the 1872 mining law so that justice prevailsIndividual

2729 37 Augusta's plan of operation must meet the current standards of the Forest Service 
plan. If not, the Forest Service must deny August Resources their request to use our 
public lands for their profit.

Organization

2736 53 If foreign-owned, what are the implications for the country as well as local 
jurisdictions?

Government
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2739 2 Don’t they have to obey our environmental level?Individual

2741 6 The government agencies involved in this project should adopt a more formal 
process in which interested parties (Federal, State, and Private) or their spokesmen 
are represented on a committee to review the E.I.S.

Individual

2744 33 The Mining Law everyone keeps citing as allowing for such usage was created in the 
1872 when water shortage and loss of tourism income were not issues for early 
settlers in Southern Arizona.  Business interests and resources in the region have 
changed; so should the influence of an outdated law.

Business

2760 64 The EIS should discuss any measures to be taken at the proposed project site to 
ensure compliance with applicable Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
Regulations

Government

2760 74 Pursuant to the Pollution Prevention Act of 1990, 

"pollution should be prevented or reduced at the source whenever feasible; pollution 
that cannot be prevented should be recycled in an environmentally safe manner, 
whenever feasible; pollution that cannot be prevented or recycled should be treated 
in an environemntally safe manner whenever feasible; and disposal or other release 
into the environment should be employed only as a last resort and should be 
conducted in an environmentally safe manner.

There are significant opportunties for industry to reduce or prevent pollution at the 
source through cost-effective changes in production, operation, and raw material use. 
Such changes offer mining companies substantial savings in reduced risks to worker 
health and safety. New pollution prevention techniques are being developed that 
have promising applications to the mining industry. We recommend that the Forest 
Service and the mining company actively pursue effective pollution prevention 
techniques to prevent or reduce pollution at the proposed mine.

Government

5181 2 Mining Law Reform:
Bill has passed in the House, and will be coming up in the U.S. Senate. Contact AZ 
senators and the Senators in other states you have family and friends who don't know 
about the devastation of mining. Inform them so they can inform their Senators. We 
don't want the House Bill watered down by the Senate!
www.mining-law-reform.info

Organization

5281 4 Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act directs Federal agencies to 
take into account the effects of projects on historic properties that are listed in the 
National Register, and to consult with the State Historic Preservation Officer and the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation.  As part of the NHPA assessment we 
request that the Forest Service engage qualified experts to determine the potential 
impact of the mine's continuous blasting on the Empire Ranch buildings.

Organization

5284 4 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Water:

Is Augusta Resource Corporation going to follow the Clean Water Act (CWA) 33 
USD, 1251 et seq.?

Individual
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5284 7 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Air:

Will Augusta Resource Corporation follow the Clean Air Act (CCA) 42 USC, 7401 
et seq.?

Individual

5284 14 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Light Pollution:

Will Augusta Resource Corporation comply with (illegible) light restrictions?

Individual

5285 9 From my perspective as an anthropologist with advanced degrees, I also emphasize 
cultural, historical, and archaeological resources.  Federal laws require 
comprehensive study and mitigation so as to respect living and past inhabitants and 
their relation to the land.  These laws include, for example, the Archaeological 
Resources Protection Act, the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation 
Act, and the National Historic Preservation Act as well as concerns of present-day 
Native Americans.

Individual

5286 24 Too Much Surface Area?  According to my reading of Section 15 of the 1872 
General Mining Act, under which this mine will be opened, if indeed it is, Rosemont 
is entitled to use only 5 (five) acres of our Forest land which is not adjacent to the 
"vein or lode" for its mining, mill, waste rock storage, and ancillary facilities, and 
that land must have been patented in similar fashion to the "vein or lode."  
Rosemont's MPO says it will "disturb" about 3,700 acres of CNF land (Executive 
Summary, MPO, Page 1, July 11, 2007).  Please carefully verify that the locations 
and amounts of surface area to be used for mining, mill, waste, and ancillary 
facilities is fully in compliance with this Section 15, ammendments to Section 
regarding this important requirement.

Individual

6715 5 All due, it seems, to a healthy dose of greed and grotesque and outdated 1872 mining 
law that miners have their way, and local communities have little to say.

Please, folks, I ask you, one thing to come out of this is call your Congress person, 
or talk to the one here, and to your senators, demand that the mining law be revised, 
or we're looking at the tip of an iceberg here to come through us for many years as 
commodity prices increase

Individual

6723 1 Augusta's Mining Plan of Operation states the project, although not required to do 
so, will make every attempt to comply with Outdoor Lighting Code.  It should be 
noted, however, that Federal and State laws also require Rosement operations to give 
utmost attention to the safety of its employees and the public.  The goal is to provide 
18,000 lumens per acre is the maximum allowable brighness for the area in which 
the mine is located.  And Augusta's caveat about safety concerns make me wonder 
how seriously they will attempt to control light pollution.  The 24-hour plan of 
operation will seriously threaten astronomical research at a number of very important 
observatories, some of them managed by other Federal agencies.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 197 of 309



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Process and Procedure

Regulations

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

06

6723 3 I believe that the Rosemont Mine should be required to comply with the Outdoor 
Lighting Code.  And, therefore, request that the Forest Sevice assess if it is possible 
to operate this mine within the Pima County Code while complying with Federal and 
State employee and public safety regulations.  If it is not possible to operate safely 
under the terms of the Code, then the Forest Service must deny this application.

Individual

6724 3 We will, again, witness corporate lawyers spending millions to fend off regulations 
on safety, trade, and environmental issues.

We understand meeting environmental regulations early on in this process.  But 
years down the road when the Government funds aren't there to provide regulators 
and to provide inspections, we wonder will happen.

Individual

6781 1 How could one government agency preside over the total destruction of nearly 4,000 
acres of public land at Rosemont on the west side of Scenic 83, while on the east 
side of Highway 83 another government agency presides over the conservation of 
some 49,000 acres of beautiful grassland known as the Los Cienegas National 
Conservation Area?

Individual

6792 3 This is a ridiculous process, and it should be shameful that the forestry is going to 
allow the land that belongs to the public to become a dirt dump, a dirt dump for 
somebody else's profits, while ignoring the total impact that Rosemont's going to 
have on the citizens of Sahuarita and Green Valley.  This is ridiculous that they're 
being allowed to turn Sahuarita into a mine.

Individual

6793 2 You know, we need to change this 1872 mining law.  It was made when we were 
mining with a pick and shovel.  Now we have big land movers.

Individual

6793 5 we need to change this 1872 mining law and we need to get with it.Individual
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6810 1 In May I had an e-mail exchange with the managing editor of one of our local TV 
news stations about media coverage or the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine. I was 
upset about the statement made by a reporter afer the Elgin hearings, and this is the 
second time you'll hear it tonight. "Well, the reality is that the Federal Mining Law in 
effect today was passed in 1872, so it makes it easy for companies such as this to put 
mines on public lands virtually wherever they want and there's not a whole lot people 
can do about it."

I noted that the statements such as this could have the effect of discouraging citizens 
from voicing their opinions, and that I felt we could make a difference in the 
outcome of the Forest Service evaluation, but only if the media provides objective 
and informed coverage.

The editor replied by e-mail, yes, the law requires public input and the Forest Service 
is doing due diligence in acquiring that and people are certainly within their rights to 
voice their opinions, but if you read the law or talk to experts on it, the vast majority 
of the chips are with the company.

One Forest Service supervisor has told me that so far they have read or heard nothing 
they could use to stop construction of the mine. I'm delighted that, despite persistent 
commentary about this mine being a done deal, local citizens have turned out in great 
numbers at the Forest Service hearings and have submitted over 375 megabytes of 
written comments through the end of May.

Individual

6810 3 The following are just a few issues raised as a result of community research that 
merit investigation and might even result in one of those coveted media awards.

Investigating why, if it is true, that Forest Service supervisors back in May were 
voicing opinions that implied that the mine is a done deal; determining if and when 
the Forest Service will appoint the community work group they promised 
Congresswoman Giffords; doing research on the expertise of the Coronado National 
Forest staff who are doing the evaluation; monitoring whether the Forest Service 
brings in necessary expertise; determining that appropriate cooperating agencies are 
involved in the NEPA process; analyzing the ability of Augusta, a young company 
that has never operated a mine, to do what it's proposing, seems like a thorough 
investigation of professional, financial, and legal histories of Augusta and Augusta's 
directors and officers is in order.

Individual

6812 1 The Forest Service says they must follow the law of the land in considering 
Rosemont Copper's request for use of public lands. In a government formed by the 
people, of the people, for the people, it's imperative that the people are listened to as 
well. It's the will of most of southern Arizona that this land should remain in its 
natural state.

Organization

6827 3 Actually, I want to make one thing clear, and that is, this process is for mining on 
public lands. There is no process, there's no requirements except EPA water standard 
requirements for mining on private lands. And everyone needs to understand that.

Individual

6834 16 our elected officials need to get going on updating Arizona's mining laws so we don't 
have to go through this process again and again in the future.

Individual
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6858 6 Arizona groundwater code exempts -- one sentence -- the mine from many of the 
important requirements that others, like farmers and businesses, have to meet. 
Therefore, it's all the more vital to have a thorough NEPA process.

Individual

6865 1 We have looked at the proposed mining Plan of Operations and we have a few 
comments regarding them.

The first one that leaps out at us is the validity of the mining claims that Rosemont 
claims that they have, that Augusta claims that they have. As some of you probably 
know, the 1872 mining law basically allows people to file claims on public lands and 
it considers that claim to be valid if there is a valuable mineral deposit on that mining 
claim. And there's quite a bit of discussion as to what really constitutes a valid 
mineral deposit.

But the bottom line is that, in this case, Augusta has filed lots of claims on Coronado 
National Forest lands and is planning to put mining waste on these lands so 
obviously if you're going to put waste on Forest Service lands, there is not a valuable 
mineral deposit there. That is something we wish that the Forest Service would 
carefully talk about and discuss in the draft Environmental Impact Statement.

Organization

6869 1 Has the Forest Service ever denied a mine application? Very few times. From my 
reading, their mission has been stated as to approve the mine application. That's 
where they're starting from; that's not the place to start.

Individual

6882 4 If it is illegal for us to uproot protected vegetation, will they be restricted to the same 
rules as we the people of Pima County?

Individual

6888 1 If no legal restrictions are in place for water pumped from the East side of the Santa 
Rita's then I propose restrictions be created and legally documented for any owner of 
the proposed mine.

Individual

6889 1 Historically mining companies have not adhered to the rules and stipulations placed 
on them.  We end up in court, wasting valuable time and taxpayer's money.  I 
propose that stiff penalties be pre-established for non-compliance to agreements and 
legal restrictions.

Individual

6902 2 We in Pima County have laws governing development of sloped parcels as well as 
any disturbances of washes and water shed.  Those laws can prevent a land owner 
from developing even one residence on a heavily average cross sloped parcel.  The 
Pima County slope ordinance states that you might own as much as 36 acres and still 
not be allowed to build or develop on that land under circumstances due to high 
average cross slope calculations.  Will the mine be required to follow these 
development laws?

Individual

6902 5 Will the mine strictly adhere to our conservation and environmental protection 
ordinances?

Individual

7001 3 They are meeting all environment rules, and in 20 years we won't even know it was 
there. It will be returned to ranch land.

Individual

7011 2  historically, mining companies have been hit with violations, more often than not.  
When regulations fail, we are left with those conseguences.

Individual
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7027 3 What is apparently now happening is that the ownership of the mining project is 
being subjected to a popularity vote by Arizona residents. Not being considered in 
this procedure are the United States and Arizona laws under which the property was 
aquired. This is not rule of law, but is a "taking" in which the government 
expropriates a valuable privately owned property without compensation. Reasonable 
compensation in this case would be the net present value calculated in the feasibility 
study which must be more than one hundred million dollars.

Individual

7038 6 Finally I hope the Forest Service will not permit the 1872 Mining Law to give this 
questionable project an OK but will enforce all applicable state and federal laws.

Individual

7051 3 The 1872 mining law allows our property balue to be destroyed with no 
compensation.

Individual

7067 8 3. What  are the legal implications of choosing the no action alternative of the NEPA 
process? Would a no action alternative violate existing laws, such as the 1872 
Mining Law, Code of Federal Regulations or other Forest Service regulations?

Individual

7088 24 Also, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) has a dismal 
record of enforcing compliance with environmental reguations, and has admitted to 
the Govenor of Arizona in writing that it has no funds for sampling and monitoring, 
nor the funds for staff to conduct this, nor even the political will to enforce the 
statutes and protect public health and safety, so the likelihood of extreme 
environmental noncompliance by the Rosemont mining operation and ADEQ's 
failing to respond must be examined for all its implications and cumulative impacts.

Organization

7088 39 As it is a local water company that would have to make the deal with the Rosemont 
mining operation, the Arizona Corporation Commission would also have a role in 
approving or disapproving such an arrangement, as well as approving or 
disapproving any rates charged by the water company.  Again, the Arizona 
Corporation Commission must approve any and all of this, so the likelihood that the 
Arizona Corporation Commission would approve or disapprove these proposed 
arrangements and the infrastructure needs must be fully examined.

Organization

7101 6 Water must be preserved in the forest to provide water and forage, and the trees that 
make it a forest habitat.

The government agencies have a right and an obligation to protection water in public 
lands. The case law has been carefully analyzed by Bureau of Land Management:
See www.blm.gov/nstc/WaterLaws/fedreservedwater.html

This case law has been enacted in a recent case in Arizona, Noel A. Fidel, Presiding 
Judge; with Judges Thomas A. Zlaket, Stanley G. Feldman, William E. Druke, John 
Pelander, concurring.
See Case No. Supreme Court Nos. WC-90-0001-IR, WC-90-0002-IR, etc. 
(consolidated);
November 19, 1999
See: www.g-a-l.info/ArizonaCase.doc
Report on protecting water in public lands given by Nancy Freeman at Hearing on 
Hardrock Mining and mining in Santa Ritas on February 22, 2007. See: www.g-a-
l.info/Protection2.htm

Individual
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7111 15 We need to come to our senses and reclaim our land and our rights by returning that 
control to our citizens and residents instead of catering to anyone who decides to 
come to our country and take over because they have money and power. If a law that 
was written many years ago no longer protects the welfare and liberties of our own 
citizens, then that law needs to be revised or changed to benefit of those citizens.

Individual

7117 43 Furthermore, it is not clear that this is a lawful mine pursuant to the General Mining 
Law of 1872.

Organization

7129 18 7. Changes in law 
Existing mining laws are already not publicly acceptable and are in the process of 
being changed.

Individual

7139 1 At one time there was a law which made it unlawful to claim land within 1/4 mile of 
a spring. This was to keep people from controlling large areas of land by claiming 
the only local water. I cannot find this law was ever repealed.
Attached is the pdf file.

Individual

7163 3 Given the large scope of potential environmental impacts of the proposed mining 
project in both space and time, it is important that all aspects of the proposal, 
including the Mine Plan of Operations (MPO), consistency with applicable laws (e.g. 
NEPA, the Endangered Species Act, policies and procedures) be carefully evaluated 
before an EIS is undertaken. Given that Augusta/Rosemont has no previous 
experience with developing and running a precious metals mining operation in a 
desert environment, nor with implementing any of the proposed "state of the art 
technology and processes" or conservation/mitigation measures that will be required, 
all assurances provided by Augusta/Rosemont should be substantiated and verified, 
including financial backing to complete the entire MPO and reclamation plan.

Organization
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7163 60 In addition to the proposed Rosemont Mine, there are currently several proposed 
large new hardrock mines in close proximity to one another on the Coronado 
National Forest land: the Hardshell mine; the Four Metals mine; the Providencia 
Project; Humbolt Canyon; and the Margarita Mine. In each of the decision 
memorandums approving the mining CEs, the Forest Service states that the "District 
Wildlife Biologist determined that the proposed action would have no effect on 
Federally listed threatened and endangered species known to occur in the project 
area." From the information provided, it appears that the Forest Service did not 
consult with FWS, but instead summarily reached its "no effect" determination.

The Forest Service's no effect determination is contradicted by the best scientific data 
available. The Patagonia Mountains, Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding areas 
(including the California Gulch area where the proposed Margarita Mine is located) 
have been identified by leading biologists as "ideal habitat" for the jaguar, and the 
Arizona Game and Fish Department in 2003 identified the Patagonia Mountains as a 
"hotspot" for jaguar distribution, noting that it was part of an area where 55% of all 
historic jaguar sightings had occurred (Hatten 2003). The Patagonia and Santa Rita 
Mountains were both included within a zone identified as "the most suitable 
conservation area" for jaguars within the state of Arizona.

In addition to the wide-ranging jaguar, additional species listed under the ESA are 
known to occur in the region and thus may be directly or indirectly affected by 
concurrent mining projects, including: Chiricahua leopard frog, Gila chub, Gila 
topminnow, Longfin dace, Lowland leopard frog, Arizona shrew, Swainson's hawk, 
rufous-winged sparrow, Giant spotted whiptail, Pima pineapple cactus, western red 
bat, Mexican long-tailed bat, pale Townsend's big-eared bat, Lesser long-nosed bat, 
Mexican spotted owl and the Sonoran desert bald eagle. Because the road 
construction, vegetation clearing, habitat destruction and increased traffic resulting 
from numerous mine exploration and development projects would adversely affect 
habitat for these species, the Forest Service's failure to initiate section 7 
consultations, and its previous determinations that the mining projects would have 
no effect on listed species, is arbitrary and capricious and unlawful under the ESA.  
Given this, a Section 7 consultation covering the numerous hardrock mining 
proposals on the CNF, including related exploration activities, would be appropriate.

Organization

7196 1 The Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (FLPMA), specifically 
modifies the nation's mining laws to require the Secretary of the Interior to prevent 
"unnescessary or undue degradation" of public lands from mining
Question
How is an open pit mine NOT going to do undue degradation of the public lands 
when they will be used as a dump site?

Individual
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7196 2 After a regulatory development process that spanned two decades, in 2000, the 
Interior Department finally enacted rules which clarified that the meaning of 
"unnecessary or undue degradation" included the clear authority to deny permits for 
mines on public lands that would pose "substantial irreparable harm" to 
environmental, scientific or cultural resources which could not be effectively 
mitigated. The standards were embedded in what is known as the "3809" regulations 
after the section in the Code of Federal Regulations in which they are codified.
Question
I propose that the proposed mine will create "significant irreparable harm" to 
environmental, scientific, or cultural resources in the areas surrounding the proposed 
open pit mine.

Individual

7197 18 The mining law that is being taken advantage of by Augusta Resources is absurdly 
outdated, and we do not need to be held hostage by it any longer. It is time for 
change.

Individual

7198 18 In analyzing Rosemont Copper Company's proposal, one must recognize the 
statutory rights that flow from the General Mining Laws of the United States (30 
USC SS21-54, et seq.). These laws, together with the Surface Resources Use Act of 
1955 (30 USC 612) grant any U.S. citizen the statutory right, not a descretionary 
privilege, to use and occupy federal public lands open to mineral entry, on claims 
with or without the discovery of a valuable mineral deposit, or off of claims, to use 
and occupy such federal lands for prospecting, mining and processing operations and 
all uses reasonably incident thereto. This includes all activities for mineral 
prospecting, exploration, development, mining, extraction, milling, beneficiation, 
processing, storage of mined or processed materials or reclamation activities and 
uses reasonably incident thereto, including the construction and use of roads, 
transmission lines, water wells, pipelines, utility corridors, and other means of access 
across federal lands for anciillary facilities used in conjunction with the above 
enumerated mineral activities. 

This statutory right to use federal lands open to mineral entry, whether on or off 
mining claims, with or without discovery, includes the right to used such federal land 
for access and ancillary uses in support of mining activities on patented claims. 
Okanogan Highlands Alliance v USFS et. Al, CV-07-251-RHW (E.D. WA. 2007).

Organization

7312 16 Who is going to review the design of the dam? Isn't it regulated by pima county 
flood control?
Question
By Federal regulations Rosemont Copper is supposed to comply with all local 
statutes, have they permission to restrict the water flow? Don't they also have to meet 
Pima County regulations?

Individual

7312 30 As part of the on-site permitting effort, Rosemont Copper will file for a solid waste 
facility permit and include the facility in the area-wide permitting effort allowed by 
ARS 49-243.P. The facility is planned ot cover approximately 1.5 ac and will be 
managed using trenching and cover techniques. The facility will be managed for on-
site, non-hazardous wastes, and will not accept any off-site wastes.
Question
Will the solid waste dump be inspected or controlled by any government agency?

Individual
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7312 32 Sanitary waste at the Project will be handled by septic systems, with leach fields 
located in the vicinity of each building. During the construction phase, and where 
necessary during operations, portable toilets will be used in various locations 
throughout the plant and mine sites. Sanitary wastes will be collected periodically by 
a commerical sanitation service and removed for disposal off site.
Question
Has the county been approached about the feasibility of this as they regulate septic 
systems? What happens if the county does not approve?

Individual

7420 12 Next there is the question of corporate governance. Although the Forest Service 
requested a copy of the Articles of Incorporation, it is not clear that they received 
copies of the Bylaws. For instance, the Bylaws of Augusta provide that only two 
persons need to be present to vote representing only 5% of the outstanding shares 
constitute a quorum for a general meeting of shareholders. To put this in perspective, 
the AMEX which Augusta is listed on, requires a quorum of not less than 331/3%, 
but because it is a foreign corporation,  it is exempted from the law. This is critical 
information because it makes Augusta vulnerable to a possible takeover from a 
hedge fund like Harbinger, which already owns over 19%. According to court 
testimony, while sometimes only a passive investor, in many cases Harbinger seeks 
to maximize value through a variety of tactics, including placing its representatives 
on the board and even acquiring the target company. The impacts to the project and 
to the taxpayers should be taken into account if the Company is taken over and sold 
to the highest bidder.

Individual

7442 3 Mining not only destroys habitats, but historically, mining companies have been hit 
with violations, more often than not. When regulations fail, we are left with those 
consequences.

Individual

7443 4 For the Santa Ritas, the danger comes from the 1872 Mining Law and the Canada's 
Augusta Corporation. By law, Augusta has the right to extract minerals from our 
public lands and pay nothing whatsoever in term of royalties. And because the law 
was written 135 years ago, there are no environmental provisions.

Individual
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7445 1 My comment on the Rosemont Scoping process is that the USFS should require 
Rosemont Copper to implement an effective Environmetal Management System 
(EMS) and obtain ISO 14001 certification prior to publication of a draft EIS 
document. Other apparently responsible mining companies such as Rio Tinto's 
Resolution Copper Mining project in Arizona sought and obtained ISO 14001 
certification as part of that NEPA permitting process (see Resolution Copper 
Mining's webpage http://www.resolutioncopper.com/res/environment/53.html that 
state the following:

"Resoluation Copper is ISO-14001 Certified

As part of Resolution Copper's focus on environmental excellence, the company 
sought and received ISO 14001 certification of its Environmental Management 
System - the plans, policies and procedures by which we manage and continually 
improve our work in the environment. The company earned certification in 
November 2007 from DNV, and internationally recognized auditing firm.

In International Organization for Standardization (ISO) helps establish a set of 
common tules that support international trade and ensure that companies oeprate 
ethically and responsibly. ISO 14001 is the recognized "gold standard" for achieving 
environmental excellence. ISO 14001 - compliant Environmental Management 
System highlights:
-Our ISO Environmental Management System is now part of the larger Rio Tinto 
Health, Safety and Environmental Management System and will benefit from our 
parent company's knowledge of and commitment to environmental responsibility 
globally.
- We've developed and implemented procedures to govern RCM's approach to the 
environment. These cover our approach to land use and habitat, waste management, 
air quality management and water quality management.
-An incident reporting system has been established to cover all environmental 
incidents by type (e.g., water, air, land). Also, an internal team of Resolution Copper 
auditors has been trained to examine our Environmental Management System at 
regular intervals to ensure it complies with the international standard.

ISO 14002:2004 will be an ongoing venture. In addition to internal governace, RCM 
has voluntarily chosen to be audited by an external third party every six months to 
ensure we are adhering to the ISO standard as closely as possible with a focus on 
continual improvement. Certification is valid for three years, at which point we will 
undergo the certification process once again.")

Rosemont should be required to obtain this EMS certification for any activities at the 
proposed mine site on USFS and private lands, such as exploration drilling, mine 
planning design and reclamation design. An affective EMS can help mitigate and 
reduce environmental impacts.

Individual
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7456 6 The Department seeks clarification on the purpose and need for the proposed action. 
The NOI states: "The purpose of the proposed Forest Service action is to grant 
permission to the Company (Rosemont Copper Company) to use NFS land for 
certain activities related to operation of the Rosemont Mine." It seems that the 
appropriate purpose should be to evaluate whether to issue a permit to Rosemont 
Copper Company to mine mineral resources from Forest Lands, and whether to issue 
a permit to dump mining waste on Forest lands, and whether to issue a permit to 
allow mining and other related rights of way across Forest land to facilitate mining 
on adjacent patented mining claims, and further to determine the appropriate 
management practices and mitigation to protetct forest and surrounding land 
resources if the permits are issued.

Government

7456 8 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Must the Forest Service issue a permit for mining on Forest Land?
-Must the Forest Service allow dumping of mine waste on Forest Land?

Government

7456 12 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Can the Forest deny the permits if they determine that the environmental landscape 
of the proposed action to Forest lands and surrounding lands are unacceptable?

Government

7456 15 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Is the Forest required to allow this one use if it permanently damages Forest lands 
and surrounding non-Forest lands forever?

Government

7487 36 In the USDA Forest Service Memorandum of Understanding and the Notice of 
Intent documents, the legalities which govern mineral extraction exploration and 
development are cited.  These are the Mining Law of 1872, the 1897 Organic 
Administration Act, the 1960 Multiple-Use Sustained Yeild Act, the 1970 Mining 
and Minerals Act and the Regulations at Title 36, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 
228A.  The extent of the proposed MPO will involve more than public national 
forest lands and mining interests.  Some of these additional legal requirements are 
considered and governed by the EIS and NEPA process.  The extent of the project 
will also involve private land, BLM, and state lands, and furthermore involve county 
level permitting processes.  It is unclear to this party as to the total extent of federal 
and state laws governing the decision and rules for the development of this project.  
These include questions for applicability of laws concerning clean air, clean water, 
water rights, and Native American archeological rights, to mention a few.

Individual

7489 5 Scoping comments on Rosemont Copper Plan of Operation, 3.8 Lighting Plan
Our Specific Comments follow in the body of section 3.8. 

ARS 11-830 exempts mining operations of more than five ac from Pima County 
zoning ordinances. Therefore, compliance with the OLC is technically not required 
for the Project. However, Rosemont Copper has voluntarily elected to comply with 
the requirements of the OLC during the projected life of the Project, including the 
design, construction, and daily operation phases. (What is the review and 
enforcement mechanism? What binds the proponent or subsequent operators to abide 
by this statement? What prevents this voluntary compliance from being withdrawn?)

Business
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7489 10 Scoping comments on Rosemont Copper Plan of Operation, 3.8 Lighting Plan
Our Specific Comments follow in the body of section 3.8. 

The Project, although not required to do so, will make every attempt to comply with 
the OLC. It should be noted, however, that federal and state laws also require 
Rosemont operations to give utmost attention to the safety of its employees. (What 
are these federal and state laws and what are their requirements?)

Business

7490 3 No matter what lighting plan the proponent may submit, the proponent asserts that 
the operator's compliance is voluntary. If no jurisdiction can enforce compliance 
with good outdoor lighting practice, then what is the point of the plan? Who decides 
if the plan is being met? What recourse would the Observatory or anyone else have?

Business

7493 3 I also have a hard time understanding how the dumping of mining tailings can be a 
proper US Forest Land.

Individual

7494 11 I believe that the heritage of our National Forest as a set aside for the use by citizens 
of the United States as well as foreign visitors should weigh heavily  in any decision 
to revise the Forest Plan to accommodate Augusta Resources or any other mining 
company. The 1872 Mining Law is antiquated and needs to be revised in order to 
better meet the complex issues that now challenge our society.

Individual

7499 2 I understand that the Forest Service is supposed to protect our lands and a mining 
law from 1872 has absolutely no bearing in the 21st century when we know that 
protecting our most basic resources is of utmost importance.

Individual

7504 39  There are several Native American Holy Sites in the area, so the Native American 
Graves and Protection Act must be considered.

7508

7504 162 In a lawsuit in 2003, Judge Henry H. Kennedy, Jr., U.S. District Court of the District 
of Columbia, ruled that the Bureau of Land Management has the authority to and 
must prevent substantial damage to public lands under the undue or unnecessary 
degradation (UUD) standard of the Federal Lands Management and Policy Act 
(FLPMA).

"The court finds that the Solicitor [of the Interior Department] misconstrued the clear 
mandate of FLPMA.  FLPMA, by its plain terms, vests the Secretary of the Interior 
with the authority-and indeed the obligation-to dissapprove of an otherwise 
permissible mining operation because the operation, though necessary mining, would 
unduly harm or degrade the public land" [Page 20 of court opinion]

This degrading of public lands in a way that is non-recoverable is certainly a relevant 
issue.  How is the Forest Service handling these related issues?

7508

7513 13 I know that you have a responsibility to apply the ancient, meant for another century 
laws. But somehow you also need to apply justice. There is overwhelming support 
for not allowing the mine to open. How can the USFS ignore that and let a 19th 
century law rule the day? You cannot.

Individual

7517 1 As a volunteer with three different programs for the Forest Service, I am aware and 
understand the process and also understand the need to comply with the laws.

Individual
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7530 4 I would like to know what the permitting requirements are now for the State Land 
and for the BLM so that I can ask appropriate questions before the end of the 
scoping period.

Individual

7537 1 I can't believe that with all the talk about the lack of water in the future and the 
amount it will take to operate the mine and how it will affect the existing and future 
homes, that the Forest Service would give the approval of the mining operation to 
proceed.

Individual

7571 9 Rosemont Copper is proposing to use approximately 3,330 acres of our public lands 
as a permanent storage location for the waste and toxic materials froma mine that 
would be located on their private land. Has this type of use of federal land been 
approved in the past? If so, were the conditions the same: a private land owner using 
public lands for their permanent waste dump containing toxic materials with the 
potential for leacing out and contaminating public lands and nearby private lands, 
local water resources, and wildlife habitat? Which law allows this type of use of 
public land?

Individual

7571 20 Most of the mine would be located on National Forest lands that are claimed under 
the 1872 Mining Law. This law requires that mining claims be valid to be mined. 
Given the widespread opposition and controversial nature of this proposal, the Forest 
Service should conduct a validity exam on all claims that are held by Rosemont 
Copper, Augusta Resource, or any of their subsidiaries. Allowing this mine to 
proceed without validating the legal right of Augusta Resource/Rosemont Copper to 
mine these land, would be a gross injustice to the American public.

Individual

7573 1 If decision to allow the mine is based on the 1872 rule - consider how many laws 
made at that time have become antiquated and repealed.

Individual

7573 5 Just because there is that 1872 law that seems to give outsiders the upper hand, 
realize that law needs to be brought up to date for this century.

Individual

7581 3 it's way past time to fix this lame and sleezy 1872 Mining Act once and for all so we 
can save all the millions of tax dollars that go in the "analyses" to fight idiotic project 
proposals like this Rosemont Mine. I hope you will agree to become proactive for 
such needed change.

Individual
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7598 47 In the USDA  Forest Service Memorandum of Understanding and the Notice of 
Intent documents, the legalities which govern mineral exploration and development 
are cited. These are the Mining Law of 1872, the 1897 Organic Administration Act, 
the 1960 Multiple-Use Sustained Yield Act, the 1970 Mining and Minerals Act and 
the Regulations at Title 36, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 228A. The extent of 
the proposed MPO will involve more than public national forest lands and mining 
interests. Some of these additional legal requirements are considered and governed 
by the EIS and NEPA process. The extent of the project will also involve private 
land, BLM, and state lands, and furthermore involve county level permitting 
processes. It is unclear to me as to the total extent of federal and state laws governing 
the decision and rules for the development of this project. These include questions 
for applicability of laws concerning clean air, clean water, water rights, and Native 
American archeological rights, to mention a few. Since the EIS, NEPA and Record 
of Decision is considering a complete assessment of the impacts of the total extent of 
this proposed project, it is requested that all governing laws both Federal and State 
be delineated beyond those cited in the MOU and NOI, which are applicable to all 
types of land, resource usage, and risks to resources as proposed in the full extent of 
the MPO.

Individual

7598 48 The EIS and NEPA process is intended to identify and analyze the environmental, 
social and economic impacts of the proposed project. They will comprise a part of 
the inputs to the Record of Decision. Other inputs will include but not be limited to 
financial influence, policy, politics and dynamic evolution of all these. One example 
of these dynamics is the recent Mining Reform Act passed in the House and 
currently in the Senate for consideration. If this law is passed before the ROD, will it 
affect the ROD? Given the ultimate responsibility for the ROD, we ask the USDA 
Forest Service, what will be the weighting criteria (ranking of importance) of all 
imput considerations by which the decision will be made? And furthermore, what 
level of consideration will given to risks and uncertainties in the input data?

Individual

7621 2 1872 Mining law needs reform.Individual

7653 1 We are told that the major part of the process of  this mine that affects Forest Service 
land is the tailings impoundment.  It is the waste collection site for the mine.  A 
waste collection site is a landfill site, and if we agree to have a landfill here are we 
opening the door for landfills throughout the Forest Service property?  It's something 
that we need to address and not set a precedent for, if that is true.

Individual

7653 2 I would like to see in all documentation throughout, from here on out, that all 
agreements between the Forest Service and Augusta Resources apply to Augusta 
Resources only and do not inure to any other entities by reason of sale, transfer, and 
so on.  In other words, the right to mine, to use, and so on does not go into the 
second, third, or fourth party in a system, as happens so often in these businesses.

Individual

8605 1 I would just like to say that it is outrageous that this is even being considered. It is so 
audacious of Augusta Mining to come in here and think that they are going to put 
tailings on our national forest patrimony. And it's equally outrageous that our federal 
government is even entertaining the possibility.

Individual

8616 2 I think that Arizona should change those antiquated mining laws.Individual

8658 3 The mining laws in Arizona are antiquated and need to be changed.Individual
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8663 1 Why are we using 130 year old mining regulations to decide the best use of our 
Arizona land. This is the 21st century, not the 19th. Nothingless, we're allowing 
regulations from 130 years ago, in 1872, to decide the best use of our land. And to a 
foreign entitiy no less. We're sunk to being a bargain basement price, 1872 prices up 
2.50 to $5 an acre. And that’s 230,000 acres of public land have already been sold to 
private interest in Arizona. I would have taken some of that deal for sure.

Individual

8680 3 I would also like to speak out against the outdated mining law of 1872.  My great 
grandparents were among the first settlers of southern Arizona, having homestead 
ranch land here in the 1870s and 1880s.  They also worked several mining claims in 
the Empire range.  There were far fewer people here then and they didn't -- far less 
knowledge about what mining can do to our water supply and habitat.

Individual

8680 8 Arizona does not need another copper mine.  What we do need is a revised and 
updating mining law that addresses the concerns of 21st century Americans.

Individual

8729 2 For many years mines have had special dispensation in this state and have used 
that -- the laws to mine mineral products from the Arizona properties and soil.

Individual

8735 3 I think we need to revise the 1872 mining law so that the government gets some 
royalties off of what these clowns are taking out of the ground.

Individual

8759 1 First of all, any questions such as this going after natural resource involves a difficult 
balance of preservation and necessary utilization.  Apparently the enabling statute 
that would allow this to go forward is an 1872 mining law, which may be a 
convenient technicality to allow the operation to go ahead, but by its very date, it's 
certainly out of date, as it would appear to be a weakly link or weak reason to allow 
the project to go forward.

Individual

8771 7 Shame on you for even considering it.Individual

8782 3 I think the Forest Service should keep with the 1876 mining law and not alter it or 
change it in any way.  To do that would be to ruin America's chance to find and 
extract minerals that we need for our normal life.

Individual

8790 10 The 1872 mining law is a dinosaur waiting to go extinct. Until the next congress and 
administration can accomplish this revision, I implore you to drag your feet on 
making a go ahead decision in allowing the Rosemont Mine. All environmental 
protections begin in our backyard. And my down my life to protect it if that is what it 
would take. But you have the real power, I envy you this.

Individual

8799 1 I think that the mining law of 1872 certainly is dictating the actions that the Forest 
Service has to take, but I think it's only fair that forest mining be done with the tools 
that were available in 1872, since that's when the law was written.

Individual

8803 3 Antiquated mining laws that we have now should be updated.  They should be 
brought up to the present standards where it makes more sense.

Individual

8807 3 I think the laws need to be changed.  I think there needs to be a moratorium on 
mining in any of the Forest Service areas.  I think we need to also have the law 
changed that there needs to be a better process.

Individual
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8811 2 I wish that it will be done legally with none of the interference from Pima County or 
the wingers who are screaming about placing their little houses all over and getting 
their views disturbed.  It is time that these people realized, that for a society to 
survive they must produce something.  And when a company follows the law, that 
just because someone doesn't like the way the law acts, doesn't mean that they have 
the right to contravene it.  The company if following  the law, they have every right 
to exploit the deposit and we as a people, as a society need production, much more 
so than the hot air and Nimby attitudes of the people opposing it.

Individual

8812 6 The county's interest in ensuring any mine operations, they need to make sure that it 
meets county codes.  The air pollution, light pollution, flood control.  I don't think 
this has been studied enough.

Individual

8820 7 and if necessary change the law that requi -- that allows, that allows them to come in 
and do this.

Individual

8862 2 I'd like to register my disapproval of the Rosemont Mine plan on several basis. 
Number one, a foreign country is using an outdated 1800 mining law -- mineral law 
to steal American land with the help of the BLM. I can't help but wonder what 
officials have been paid for, because I've been paying close attention to this process 
all along and have never been able to shake the feeling that it's already a done deal 
for this Canadian company.

Individual

8866 6 I am concerned about the archaic and anachronistic 1872 mining law that gives 
preference to mining over every other consideration.

Individual

8889 2 I'm highly opposed to any open pit mining or any mining especially if is been 
grandfathered in under the highly archaic 19 or 18 whatever, whatever law which 
should have been..yah…liquidated many years ago like back when Moe Udall was 
still around.

Individual

8986 1 Does every mtn. around here have to have a telescope, mine, ORV trails, or some 
other abomination scarring it?? The FS does not have to authorize yet another hole in 
the ground.

Organization

10069 1 I would hope Congress would immediately change the antiquated mining laws and 
begin to pay attention to those who live and visit this fragile environment

Organization

10104 1 The U.S. Forest Service has more than the two choices afforded it in Augusta 
Resourse Corp.'s Rosemont Mine Plan of Operations. In light of legislation HR 2262-
1872 Mining Act Reform Bill, U.S. Forest Service must do more than just either 
approve or make reccommendations for modifications to the Plan of Operations; the 
Forest Service must also consider rejecting the Plan in it's Environmental Impact 
Statement due the economic impacts on the greater puclic and existing industries; 
namely, destruction to affordable public recreation, effects on the valuable 'green' 
realty industry which incorporates zoning and open space issues to preserve 
Southeast Arizon's open range; Southeast Arizona's wine industry, exporting singular 
Arizona agricultural product; Arizona's international tourist industry whom travel SR 
83 for birding, horseback riding, hunting, Bed & Breakfast inns and winery 
destinations Southeast of Tucson.

Organization

10204 5 Reform the 1872 Mining Law.Organization

10327 2 Time to change mining laws.Organization
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10420 1 the mining laws need to be changedOrganization

10472 1 so much has changed since the 1872 mining laws were enacted into legislation. The 
new technology of the 21st centruty will include nanotechnology and other 
technologies not yet thought of.

Organization

10479 1 OLD LAWS THAT WERE NECESSARY OVER A CENTURY SHOULD HAVE 
BEEN DELETED BY THE LEGISLATORS AS THE STATES NEEDS 
CHANGED.

Organization

10730 1 Archaic laws need to be changed. It's too bad the common folk don't have the money 
the lobbyists do.

Organization

10742 2 The natural resources deminishes further as the Forest Services, by viture of outdated 
laws, and other mandated policies allow the greed of mining to rape the land. If our 
politicians do not represent our views, and preserve the limited, but rate resources, 
we need to elect the proper representatives to take the initiative to override and 
change the laws that benfit the public's interest.

Organization

11047 3 [I]f Augusta does sell ths project to another corporation, how will that affect 
whatever permits it receives under this NEPA process? Will it make it easier for that 
corporation to receive future permits through the NEPA process? How will this 
NEPA process and potential acceptance affect future foreseeable actions in the area.?

Individual

11058 2 The fact that you would even consider this a valuable use of our natural forests is 
really absurd and does not follow in your charter of protecting our forest and 
resources. Why would you even consider this, it makes absolutely no sense.

Individual

11072 5 We need to change the laws related to mineral rights. It shouldn't be an endless, 
boundless right. There should be limits. Open pit mines should be banned.

Individual

11074 2 The fact that you would even consider this a valuable use of our natural forests is 
really absurd and does not follow in your charter of protecting our forest and 
resources. Why would you even consider this, it makes absolutely no sense.

Individual

11082 16 I would like to see a little bit more talk about EXACTLY  what other permits will be 
required for this project and what those requirements are, instead of all this talk 
about the mining laws. There ARE other permits which will be required-as 
mentioned on page 8 1.4 Other Tetra Tech Reclamation and Closure Plan.

Individual
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3 5 "The following steps may be considered, as appropriate, in developing an innovative 
strategy for effective public participation:

-Coordination with individuals, institutions, or organizations in the affected 
community to educate the public about potential health and environmental impacts 
and enhance public involvement;
-Translation of major documents (or summaries thereof), provision of translators at 
meetings, or other efforts as appropriate to ensure that limited-English speakers 
potentially affected by a proposed action have an understanding of the proposed 
action and its potential impacts:
-Provision of opportunities for limited-Engilsh speaking members of the affected 
public to provide comments throughout the NEPA process;
-Provision of opportunities for public participation through means other than written 
communication, such as personal interviews or use of audio or video recording 
devices to capture oral comments;
-Use of periodic newsletters or summaries to provide updates on the NEPA process 
to keep the public informed;
-Use of different meeting sizes or formats, or variation on the type and number of 
media used, so that communications are tailored to the particular community or 
population;
-Circulation or creation of specialized materials that reflect the concerns and 
sensitivities of particular populations such as such as information about risks to 
subsistence consumers of fish, vegetation, or wildlife;
-Use of locations and facilities that are local, convenient, and accessible to the 
disabled, low-income, and minority communities, and Indian tribes; and Assistance 
to hearing-impaired or sight-impaired individuals.

Http://ceq.eh.doe.gov/NEPA/regs/ej/justice.pdf

Individual

3 5 I request a meeting be held in Sahuarita to inform the communit of Rosemont's 
activities and how it will affect our community.

24 2 Extend the time period for comments by 30 or 60 additional days.

24 3 Please schedule additional meetings to work on the scope of the EIS.  And allow the 
public to speak at those meetings.

24 4 Please schedule additonal meetings in Vail and Sonoita, both areas with major 
impacts from the proposed mine.

32 1 This is not a meeting. I came to learn. I can not say much for what I have leaned.Individual

33 1 First of all, this public comment process is both inadequate and somewhat decietful. 
While very click and professional, there is very little information about the project 
proposal itself. Also, the public should be able to hear each and every persons 
statements out lout in an open forum. I have seen this format here (to put it politely) 
utilized before to isolate individual members of the public regarding their personal 
feelings on matters of such significance. I don't like it. I don't like the obvious bias 
the USFS only thiny disguises; it is quite apparent to me that the Coronado NF and 
Rosemont are joined at the hip in this scheme.

Individual
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33 8 Media must be at all public meetings to record all sides of issues raised and the FS 
itself must provide a general presentation to the public and media at these hearings. 
Federal political leaders recognize the importance of town hall-type meetings, and 
the FS must again remember and implement the intent of democratic public 
meetings: the opportunity for open and fair debate.

33 9 Extend the comment period to 60 days AFTER Augusta submits ALL information 
and data the Forest Service requested in their letter dated Oct. 19, 2007, rejecting 
Augusta's mining plan last July 2007.

37 1 We do not accept the format used for this meeting 3/18/08.Individual

38 1 This format of gathering public input is inappropriate and unacceptable. It does not 
allow for propper public opinion gathering.

Individual

39 1 very disappointed in short notice for scoping meetings
very user-unfriendly format
all exhibits should be available as handouts

Individual

39 2 The time periods for comment too short for complex project like thisIndividual

40 1 The format for this public meeting does not give the public the opportunity to hear 
the publics feelings concerns and position about the mine

Individual

40 2 Disappointed that the exhibits were not available as handoutsIndividual

40 3 Seven days public notice is not enough time for people to get to a meeting. The 
process should start over. To not do so is disrespictful and evidence that there is a 
lack of commitment for public involvement.

Individual

44 1 I would suggest the forum for the next meeting leave the dog and pony show-- buy 
anyone off the street dinner--in order to get support. Stop being afraid of our 
comments and input.
The fact that Rosemont felt it necessary to knock on the doors of total strangers and 
bribe them with dinner to get them here is disgusting.

Individual

45 2 Meetings need to have presentation with questions & answer period for public after. 
People need & want information in a more structured format.

Individual

45 3  This meeting was a waste of time! Want this change for Patagonia meeting Thurs.Individual

52 1 This issue is important enough that there should be a public forum for comment, not 
just written comments.

Individual

53 1 This format is unaceptable. Obviously you want to be selective about the input you 
hear. You cannot be open minded without an open forum.
This is nothing more than a show for the mining company (Rosemont).
There are too many voices to be heard and we want to hear each others' voices.

Individual

56 1 This issue needs a public forum for comment.Individual

59 1 An open forum would be a better way to allow our concerns to be voiced. FS and 
Augusta/ Rosemont Reps could answer questions to the body. We could hear the 
concerns and questions to be certain that every issue is covered. This type of "job 
fair" is unacceptable. This style of meeting is a waste of time.

Individual
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60 7 I also want to strongly voice an objection to the methods employed by Rosemont-- in 
bringing to this scoping meeting-- bus loads of people (I talked to them) given food, 
drink, promised jobs if they circle (yes) below. Very underhanded and dirty. How 
could you accept these kind of people and this industry in this relatively pristine 
area. Just say No!!!

Individual

234 1 I write out of great concern about the proposed Rosemont copper mine in the Santa 
Rita Mountains. Despite having rejected Augusta Resource Corporation's mining 
plan of operations and making repeated requests for further information, the 
Coronado National Forest still has not received a finalized plan. How can any 
meaningful analysis of this proposal proceed without the necessary 
details?                                                                           It can't. For that reason I urge 
you to suspend the scoping process until a final plan is received and made widely 
available to the public. It seems that Augusta is attempting to achieve piecemeal 
approval of this mine, while hiding its true and cumulative impacts from concerned 
stakeholders. Please do not let this happen.

777 1 I first want to protest the very brief time you have allotted for comments on the 
Rosemont Copper Mine proposal as well as the very short notice of the open houses. 
Whether or not this was an intenional effort to limit the opportunity for comment by 
opponents of the project, this is the impression you have created. This is another 
blow to the reputation of the Tucson office of the Coronado National Forest as 
unresponsive to the needs and interests of the residents in the adjacent communities.

Individual

1511 1 This 'meeting' was advertised as just that. There has been great dissapointment that 
there was no public forum. I would have gotten much more if there had been a forum 
in which we could have participated in a Q&A from both the agencies & the citizens 
who came to hear & be heard!!

Individual

1532 1 This "meeting" is an open house- not understood. Shame.Individual

1587 1 In the future please formally convene the gathering with some part of welcome to 
those who have come to participate in this process.

Individual

1605 1 Forest Service keep your guns at home---Individual

1627 5 We need a REAL meeting & in sonoita to hear all of our concerns not some PR 
Presentation from the mine

Individual

1628 5 PS/ This meeting is just propaganda- give us something REAL.Individual

1634 1 I thought this was going to be an informative meeting. Im disappointed!! I did not 
find this informative at all. Let me know when you plan on having an actual meeting 
where you let us know whats going on and accept questions & comments from the 
public. Does the publics opinion actually matter?

Individual

1637 1 We want a public hearting not a public relations sham.  
Jon: put has increased my cynicism about USFS being in the pocket of corporating

Individual
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1640 1 After attending two of the "Open House" Style meetings it has come to my attention 
that many feel very disengaged and disenfranchised from the spirit of the NEPA.  As 
someone who is new to the process, I was unaware that there were other styles of 
running these meetings.

Since speaking with Mr. Carbone, Assistant Director for National Environmental 
Policy Act in the Ecosystem Management Coordination branch of the Forest Service 
in Washington D.C. I have learned that there is no required way in which to hold 
scoping.  He did say; however, that he has attended a variety of different scoping 
meetings to include a round table format, discussions and so forth.

As I have mentioned in other emails, we have a long journey ahead of us and we all 
want to see the best job done in a very delicate situation.  I sincerely hope you will 
reconsider this "Open House" style format in which individuals are unable to do 
more than drop off comments in an unguarded box and look a vague project boards.

Individual

1640 3 I would also like to request map boards which show the following:
1. The proposed project area with each specific land owning jurisdiction shown 
beneath- including those land jurisdictions needed for utility infrastructure.
2. The geology of the underlying area.
3. All of the existing and proposed well types as per ADWR, including those in both 
the Rosemont and Augusta corporation names and the grandfathered surface water 
rights. 
4. The names of the canyons and streams that will be affected by the dry dam 
structures as shown in the current map boards.

Individual

1649 14 Media must be at all public meetings to record all sides of issues raised and the FS 
itself must provide a general presentation to the public and media at these hearings. 
Federal political leaders recognize the importance of town hall-type meetings, and 
the FS must again remember and implement the intent of democratic public 
meetings: the opportunity for open and fair debate. Without information 
disseminated to the public even through news articles - how can we educate 
ourselves to pros & cons. At least the news gives the public a place to stat the 
education process if they are unable to attend the meetings and make constructive 
comments

Individual

1649 15 Extend the comment period to 60 days AFTER Augusta submits ALL information 
and data the Forest Service requested in their letter dated Oct. 19, 2007, rejecting 
Augusta's mining plan last July 2007.

Individual

1653 9 We expect the Media to be at all public meetings to record all sides of issues raised 
and the FS itself must provide a general presentation to the public and media at these 
hearings. Federal political leaders recognize the importance of town hall-type 
meetings, and the FS must again remember and implement the intent of democratic 
public meetings: the opportunity for open and fair debate.

Individual

1653 10 We would ask that an extension of the comment period be 60 days AFTER Augusta 
submits ALL information and data the Forest Service requested in their letter dated 
Oct. 19, 2007, rejecting Augusta's mining plan last July 2007.

Individual
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1655 1 I am upset about two aspects of subject open house in Green Valley 
1. The short notice appearing in the Arizona Star (6 days).
2. I was not noticed directly. I understood that I was on your notification list of any 
public notices or information.

Individual

1666 1 I attended the Green Valley scoping meeting on March 19, and the Vail scoping 
meeting on April 5. At the Vail meeting I was pleased o see that some of the Forest 
Service agreements made on March 27 with Representative Gabrielle Giffords had 
been implemented. There were signs on the wall above the tables to tell people who 
they were talking to. I found the "Resources" sign above the Forest Service tables 
confusing. Why not say "Forest Service"?

Individual

1666 5 There was no one at this EIS scoping meeting who was prepared to tell the local 
community even one reason why it's not good for the environment to put an open pit 
copper mine in these mountains. So there's not much gained by these meetings other 
than to give mine proponents a chance a talk you out of your opposition. You're not 
going to gain anything by arguing with them. Their minds are made up. They are all 
making money off of this proposed mine.

Individual

1666 6 The environmental organizations, who had very good reasons to share for not putting 
this proposed mine in these mountains, were not in the room. At the Green Valley 
scoping meeting, Green Valley Recreation, Inc, who provided the venue for the 
meeting,did not even allow them outside the room or outside the building. Nowhere 
on their property. The Vail school district, true to their education mission, did allow 
envrionmental organizations to set up tables outside the school building.

Individual

1666 10 For the next two scoping meetings on April 22 and April 23 the Forest Service has a 
chance to show good faith by offering tables inside the meeting room to 
environmental organizations and cooperating agencies.

Individual
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1668 1 I'm wondering if you have not replied because I sent the comments to the news 
media and interested parties. I think my comments make a compelling case for 
inviting an environmental group to the next two scoping meetings on Tuesday, April 
22 in Sahuarita, and on Wednesday, April 23 in Elgin.

It is short notice, but I think one organization who can be there is Save the Scenic 
Santa Ritas, www.scenicsantaritas.org. Please email Lainie Levick at 
laniel@comcast.net, phone 760-2494, and Kim Beck at kim@scenicsantaritas.org. 
The email for the organization is info@scenicsantaritas.org, and phone is 495-4339. 

Two other very important environmental organizations to invite are the Coalition for 
Sonoran Desert Protection, www.sonorandesert.org, and Earthworks, 
www.earthworksaction.org. Representatives from both organizations have attended 
the scoping meetings. They are bigger than Save the Scenic Santa Ritas so they 
might not be in a position to accept on short notice. 

The Coalition for Sonoran Desert Protection is an advisory group to the Pima 
County Sonoran Desert Coservation Plan. The proposed mine in the Rosemont 
Valley is in complete disregard for the monumental effort that has gone into this 
plan, which the voters of Pima County approved overwhelmingly, including the 
bonds to finance its implementation, and which has been cited for excellence 
nationally. The plan designated Rosemont Valley as a habitat protection priority.

For the Coalition for Sonoran Desert Protection, please email Carolyn Campbell at 
Carolyn@SonoranDesert.org, and Sean Sullivan at Sean@SonoranDesert.org. Phone 
is 388-9925. For Earthworks, please email Roger Featherstone at 
rfeatherstone@earthworksaction.org, and Alan Septoff at 
action@earthworksaction.org. The email for the organization is 
info@earthworksaction.org, and phone is 202-887-1872.

Individual

1683 3 We have serious concerns regarding the public information and hearing processes. 
The scoping process is deisgned to elicit questions and comments, yet hearings have 
been disrupted and cancelled. We realize this is an emotionally charged issue; 
however public discussion must take place. Arrangements must be found to ensure 
all participants are heard in an equitable and courteous manner, and the rights and 
security of the venures are guaranteed.

Government

1731 11 Of late, however, my major concern has been with the scoping process conducted by 
the U.S. Forest Service, public servants employed by the citizens of the United 
States, tasked with conducting a fair and honest evaluation of proposals that will 
drastically alter the nature of the Coronado National Forest. I have been sorely 
disappointed by the meetings I have attended to date. Little information is available 
aside from pie-charts and meaningless graphs.

Organization

1749 1 I am USDA-FS retired public affaris staff and forester who lives in G.V. from Jan. 
till April each year. I would be willings to assist in developing understanding, 
acceptance, and support of the public participation planning process.

Individual
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1772 1 Media must be at all public mettings to record all sides of issues raized cent the 
Forest Service itself must provide a general presentation to the public and media at 
these hearings. Federal political leaders recognize the importance of town hall type 
meetings and the Forest Service must remember and complement the intent of 
democratic public meetings and allow for fair and open debate and discussion.

Individual

1772 2 The comment period should be entered 60 days after Augusta sumbmits all 
information and data the Forest service requested in the letter dated 10.19.01 
rejections Augusta's mining plan and last July 2007.

Individual

1830 2 I'm very happy there will be other meeting thanks to Gabby.  This is still America 
and this should be handled in a democratic way.  The open houses lack in democracy.

Individual

1851 1 Please change the format of the scoping meetings to round table or group discussion 
types or hearing style with recorded transcripts in addition to accepting written 
comments.

Individual

1851 2 It is important to the process for attendees to hear the comments of others.Individual

1851 3 Please add additional meetings in areas which would be directly impacted, either 
positively or negatively-specifically Sonoita and Sahauarita.

Individual

1851 6 What assurances that via this format (dropping our comment sheets into an 
unguarded box near the exit door at the first public meeting at the Desert Vista 
Campus on March 18th 2008) our comments will be recorded and become part of the 
official record?

Individual

1851 10 Why were young people bussed in to show support for the project? (see photo- 
second page)

Individual

1851 13 What local leaders of Vail (Cienega Corridor to include Corona de Tucson, Rincon 
Valley, Rita Ranch, New Tucson, Civano, etc.), Sonoita, and Sahuarita have been 
contacted to be a part of the process?

Individual

1851 14 What local media outlets have been contacted to help facilitate the process? 
(meaning small papers and send outs such as the Southeast Side Connections)

Individual

1851 15 Why were the initial scoping meetings held during the Vail School District Spring 
Break? (As well as the U of A and Pima College spring breaks?)

Individual

1851 16 Has there been "on ground, door to door" contact in the rural communities located 
east and west of Sonoita Highway 83 to involve the people in the scoping process?

Individual

1880 2 The press release lists three public open houses.  However, none of the open houses 
are scheduled in Vail or Sonoita.  Residents of the Cienega and Vail areas will be the 
most impacted by this proposed mine.  It is of the utmost importance that these 
residents have effective input into the public process associated with the evaluation 
of this mine proposal, and that community views and values be properly evaluated 
during this process.  Without input from the more impacted communities there will 
be a serious limit to their constructive participation.

Government
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1883 1 I am writing to ask that you extend the Scoping Period for the Rosemont Copper 
Project.  I have been on your mailing list for almost 2 years and this is the first notice 
of any kind I have received regarding this project.  Getting a notice for a meeting 
with such great importance just one week before meetings are scheduled and ending 
the scoping period on April 18th does not allow anyone the proper time that is 
needed prepare information regarding the proposed action.  I'm sure this was not 
your intent, but the short timeline gives the appearance of an effort to limit 
comments from the general public.  Please consider extending the scoping period 
and adding additional meetings throughout the spring.

Individual

1885 2 I believe the period of time for comments concerning this should be extended O- 
perhaps at least 30 to 60 days.

Individual

1891 6 I urge you not to revise the Forest Plan to accommodate mining, and request that you 
extend the time period for comments another 60 days.

Individual

1891 34 I urge you to not to revise the Forest Plan regarding mining and to extend the period 
for comments another 60 days.

Individual

1895 6 The process by which the Forest service is conducting its investigation appears badly 
flawed. I t seems as if NFS is scheduuling its public meetings so as to keep public 
criticism of the proposed mining operations to a minimum. The Forest Service 
should protect the interests of the American people, not special interest groups like 
the mining industry who pillage our public resources for private profit.

Individual

1895 7 Make the process of drafting the Environmental Impact Statement fair by extending 
the time for comments an additional 60 days, scheduling additional meetings in Vail 
and Sonoita, and involving Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental 
Quality, and the Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation as "Cooperating 
agencies."

Individual

1898 4 the time line for citizen, academic, and sceintific input from those directly and 
indirectly affected should be extened the maximum allowable time.

Individual

1898 7 I note that meetings have not been publicized and scheduled for Vail and Sonoita 
and ask that residents residing in those areas be permitted to comment too.

Individual

1901 4 I hope there will be opportunities in the future for public input - as you can see by 
the turnout in Patagonia, there is much concern & I believe dialogue is the only 
avenue to understanding.

Individual

1902 4 I was very disappointed in the open house venue in Green Valley it was very bias 
and it felt like a police state atmosphere.

Individual

1904 3 I'm asking that you:
Extend the time period for comments by 60 additional days.
Schedule additional meetings to work on the scope of the EIS.
Schedule additional meetings in Vail and Sonoita, both areas with major impacts 
from the proposed mine.

Individual

1914 1 First, there should be open public meetings, where residents can frankly express their 
views to corporate and government officials.  The "meeting" at Patagonia High 
School on 3/10/08 was a travesty.

Individual
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1917 1 Would like a Town Hall meeting with a discussion & Question/Answer, comment 
format for everyone to hear & be officially recorded.

Individual

1920 9 This was not a meeting it was a dog & pony show!Individual

1924 9 Patagonia meeting was a P.R disaster for all partiesIndividual

1924 10 Schedule additional meetings to include sonoita and vail- both will suffer major 
impacts from mine

Individual

1924 11 Schedule additional meeting to work on scoper of EISIndividual

1930 9 Patagonia meeting was a P.R disaster for all partiesIndividual

1930 10 Schedule additional meetings to include sonoita and vail- both will suffer major 
impacts from mine

Individual

1930 11 Schedule additional meeting to work on scoper of EISIndividual

1933 3 This meeting was travesty and made the Forestry Service look BAD.Individual

1939 5 Rosemont put together those skewed, inaccurate maps & graphs at "your" meetingIndividual

1947 2 The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) does not prohibit licensing and 
permits to Augusta; it merely requires that the impacts are understood and disclosed 
to the public. Were you using this pretense of a meeting to check this item off your 
list? Have you now made the required public disclosures? Will you use the sign-in 
sheets that we were asked to sign outside the school building, before we were 
allowed to enter, as your evidence of public disclosure?

Individual
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1947 3 This was my first time to attend such a meeting and I felt intimidated by the presence 
of your security. I did not go home that evening with a positive attitude about the 
conduct of the Forest Service staff members. How much did this cost the tax payers 
and why did you do it? We gathered at our local high school on March 20th to hear 
comments from the US Forest Service and Augusta Resource and to communicate 
our comments to them. Instead of providing speakers, you gave us a green comment 
form and stated that you only wanted to collect written comments (even though the 
3/13/2008 notice of meetings in the Federal Register state that "[w]ritten and oral 
comments may…be submitted during open houses that will be held by the Forest 
Services"). It was a very odd experience. We probably did not need to go to the high 
school on the Thursday evening before Good Friday (the beginning of a long holiday 
weekend) to be given a copy of this form. Most of us have computer access and we 
can print the form from our homes or library. You spend a lot of time and tax payer 
money to come here to distribute a form and the local citizens who turned out in 
goodnumber spnt a lot of their valuable time and money burning expensive gasoline 
to come to the high school to retrieve the form. I can assure you that many of us 
would not have attended if we had known that your purpose was to have us sit down 
and write out comments on half a page of paper and then simply hand them in to you 
and leave. When we asked for a verbal exchange, you abandoned us (simply packed 
up and left without comment) at 6:30 PM. According to the announcement in the 
paper, the event should have been conducted between 6:00 and 8:00PM. The people 
who arrived after your 6:30 department were bewildered that you were not there. It 
was inexplicable and strange and really quite rude. Since it was my first meeting with 
the Forest Service, I am wondering if all of the offices around the country conduct 
their meetings in this manner or if it is just the one in our area. I am curious to know 
how often you travel with a security detail to a meeting of this type.

Individual

1957 2 Please give the public more notice of upcoming hearings, if more there are to be, and 
please publish the format and agenda sufficiently in advance so as to give interested 
persons the time to rearrange their busy schedules and prepare for their meaningful 
participation.

Individual

1957 3 Please extend the comment period for at least an additional 03-60 days, and please 
schedule additional hearings in both Vail and Sonoita, both of which areas will be 
very heavily impacted if this Project proceeds.

Individual

1959 1 as you have certainly heard from others, the limited advance notice made it very 
difficult for concerned individuals to attend the meetings, especially th first one in 
Tucson.  I have been involved in numerous scoping processes over the years and, as 
I remember, advance notice of about one month was generally the norm.  The first 
article that I saw in a newspaper of broad distribution, the Arizona Daily Star, 
appeared 4 days before the first meeting - hardly enough time to get the word out on 
such an important issue.

Organization

1959 2 the out-of-the-way location of the first meeting was a poor choice.  The Desert Vista 
Campus of Pima Community College, on the far southwest side of Tucson, is not a 
location that is well known or easily accessible.  There are numerous meeting halls in 
Tucson that are more centrally located such as DuVal Auditorium at the University 
Medical Center, the Downtown Campus of Pma Community College, union halls, 
etc.  We would have expected that an event as important as this would have been 
sited more centrally.

Organization
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1959 3 the organization of the meetings was seriously flawed.  The "open house" format that 
you were following did not help people understand the NEPA process.  Instead, it 
promoted confused milling around and frustration at the lack of helpful information 
being dispensed.  As you know, by the time of the third meeting in Patagonia, the 
public was aware of the format and came prepared to ask for something better.  That 
the NFS couldn't accommodate what seemed like a reasonable request didn't speak 
well for the agency's interest in addressing public concerns.

Organization

1959 4 A better process would be the following:
-Schedule the program to begin at a specified.  Ask people to be seated.
-The NFS explains the NEPA/EIS process to the assembled crowd.
-The NFS then introduces the consultants, explains how they were chosen and what 
their job is.
-The NFS explains that now is the time to receive public concerns, list topics 
typically considered under NEPA, and distributes the green comment forms.
-The NFS reserves a specified amount of time, perhaps 1/2 hour - 1 hour, to answer 
or to direct questions to the consultants.

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

Organization

1964 1 For me, the public meeting held at the Patagonia High School on March 20th to 
discuss issues relating to the proposed Rosemont Mine was both a success and a 
failure.  On the positive side, it provided me with the opportunity to meet you.  Our 
face-to-face conversation encouraged me to send this letter, especially after learning 
that economic and social issues will play an important role in how you and your team 
interpret your duty to protect and promote the public's interest.  On the negative side, 
the meeting did not provide me or my neighbors with the details needed to 
successfully articulate our case and to exercise our responsibilities (voice and civic 
participation) within a democracy.  Had there been a dialog between the U.S. Forest 
Service and the community -- with both the public and Forest Service listening and 
responding to one antoher -- my neighbors and I would probably have acquired the 
information to: 

* Evaluate the impact of the proposed Rosemont Mine on the daily like of the 
community, particularly its impact on health, safety, and well-being; and 
* Understand the details of how you and your team interpret your responsibilities 
within the various statutes under which you operate to balance August Resource's 
right to create private wealth for management and shareholders AND the right of the 
public to continue to live in an environment (both physical and economic) that 
provides a high quality of daily life.

Individual

1968 8 thank you for adding additional public hearingsIndividual
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1969 4 Let me reiterate what I had said at the outset of the meeting to which you invited us 
in Pategonia on March 20th. We wanted to enter into a real dialogue with the Forest 
Service and Augusta from the outset of this process. That involved from our 
viewpoint hearing from you as a moderator of the meeting and having an opportunity 
to raise issues we hoped would be addressed at the meeting or a subsequent meeting 
and to express our concerns as to the potential impact on our communities of this 
mining proposal. We also wanted to hear from the applicants as to their intentions. 
We did not come to the meeting to harass either of you or have a public 
demonstration. At the same time, we preferred not to have just another "dog and 
pony" show by the applicant supported by the Forest Service as occurred at the two 
meetings in Tucson and then Green Valley on the two days before your meeting in 
Patagonia. We were fully prepared to do everything in our powers to assure a 
peaceful, honest exchange of views and at the very least to hear from you.

I believe the audience was very well controlled. We did not even raise any 
complaints about the presence of a local policement and two armed officers of the 
Forest Service and then the arrival of two armed border patrol officials who 
responded to a general call that went out for any law enforcement officers in the area. 
Why you had them there was obviously disturbing to some of our residences. But in 
any event, even that did not result in any problems in the behavior of our citizens. 
And, I should add that the officials were respectful and reasonable in their behaivor.

What was most disturbing to all of us was that after my brief remarks, asking for a 
real meeting with discussion and an exchange of views, and after some of our 
citizens arranged the chairs behind the tables you had set up in the front of the 
auditorium and our citizens had sat down to permit you to begin your meeting, you 
inexplicably and abruptly removed your material and walked out on us. Many of our 
citizens regarded that as an arrogant and irresponsible action on the part of public 
officials who are supposed to be representing us and who should really want to hear 
from us.

So let's get back to responsible behavior and have a real meeting in which there is an 
orderly and meaningful exchange between the Forest Service, Augusta and the 
citizens of both the communities of Patagonia and Sonoita. We would like meetings 
in both communities and with sufficient advance notice of the meetings, not a very 
few days before the meeting and even then with an ineffective method of notifying 
our residents of the meeting, as occurred on this meeting set for March 20th. You 
chair the meeting, make whatever presentation you want to make and hopefully let 
our citizens in each community, who are the ones most affected by the proposed 
mining operation, raise their concerns and hopefully also be permitted to ask 
questions and have a meaningful dialogue with your representatives and those from 
Augusta.

Finally, I do not regard simply asking each of our citizenry to fill in a half page of a 
comment form as a meaningful way for you to hear from us and for us to have a 
meaningful way to participate in the process. A group meeting with you and the 
applicant with an opporunity to ask questions of your representatives and those of 
the applicant is the best way for you to hear our concerns and to enable our citizens 
to understand all of the issues involved and how they are going to be resolved.

Individual
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An open exchange of views and ideas is the very essence of our democracy. It 
assures that we have maximum understanding among ourselves and that our public 
officials and those who want to use our environment for their commercial purposes 
are at least listening to us. The process you want us to follow seems to many of us to 
suggest that you do not really want to hear from us, and that you have no intention of 
trying to understand and consider our views and that your decision is already made. 
Hopefully that is not so.

1973 1 I attended the Forest Service meeting last night in Tucson. It was all set up to show 
all the aspects of the proposed mine by and for the "Proponent," ie., Rosemont 
Mining Company (latest name). There was no venue at all for any opposition-just fill 
out this form with your comments…

Individual

1981 3 More than 200 people came to what was called a "meeting" to voice their concerns.  
Do you realize how many wasted man hours that is?  There is a lot of frustration 
created when people can't talk to someone who can answer their questions honestly 
and with knowledge.

Individual

2075 3 The Forest Service must make this process fair. Extend the time period for comments 
by 30 or 60 additional days. Schedule additional meetings to work on the scope of 
the EIS.  Schedule additonal meetings in Vail and Sonoita, two communities that 
would sustain major, negative impacts from the proposed mine. What is the Forest 
Service's big rush to push this project through?

Individual

2076 1 I attended the Forest Service-Rosemont's non-meeting in Patagonis March 20,2008. 
Meetings in the future should allow verbal comment and opinion by the public. One-
sided presentations waste both your time and money and the public's.

Individual

2082 1 Regarding the Comment Period, will this now be extended as the Vail meeting is not 
to be held until April 5th? It would certainly help us, "Joe Citizen" if the Comment 
Period were to be extended as there is a lot of information to digest and research 
before we can comment with intelligence and confidence. Augusta has had a much 
longer time to put their plan together than we are provided to refute major points. 
We will be very grateful to the Forestry Service if it will extend the Comment Period.

Individual

2085 5 Please extend the time period for comments by 30 or 60 additional days to give the 
public time to review the plan and additional materials submitted by Augusta. And 
schedule additional meetings to work on the scope of the EIS.  Schedule additonal 
meetings in Vail and Sonoita, both areas with major impacts from the proposed mine.

Individual

2092 1 There are three communities that will be directly and immediately affected by the 
Rosemont Copper project should be be approved, whether negatively or positively.  
These communities are Vail, Sonoita, and Sahuarita Arizona.  These are the three 
communities who should had scoping meetings scheduled immediately and without a 
second thought.

2092 3 Don't get me wrong, this project has the ability to affect many communities indirectly 
in many ways and there should be many meetings.  I do not intend to minimize 
anyone's struggle.

2092 4 It is due to the tenacity of the citizens of the Vail/Cienega Corridor and other 
representatives that we were able to get a meeting in the Vail/Cienega Corridor.   It is 
a travesty that Sahuarita, in particular Sahuarita Heights, and Sonoita are still left 
begging.
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2095 10 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 Environmental Justice 
Executive Order. I request a meeting to be held in Sahuarita Heights to inform the 
Community of Rosemont's activities and hw their actions could affect our 
community's groundwater, infrastructure, land subsidence, and traffic issues related 
to the uses of the proposed secondary access road (Santa Rita road).

Individual

2099 1 An Open House format can serve well for those who wish to view adequate 
information in a timely manner, write their comments and then leave. Unfortunately, 
the "chart looking" as it has now been dubbed, has been presented in such a manner 
as to give the impression of bias on behalf of the applicant.

Individual

2099 3 The perception of the format and information presented so far as been one of 
rationalization of a proposed project rather than empasizing the need to answer 
environmental questions associated with it. Many of us are hearing that this is a 
"Done Deal" and the actions we have seen so far do little to make us feel the Forest 
Service sees things differently.

Individual

2099 4 I truly believe there will be less discord if a balanced perspective is shown at these 
Open House meetings and a hearing style meeting as promised is given before the 
end of the scoping period for those who chose to attend.

Individual

2099 5 It is imperative that all of the communities who will be directly impacted by the 
proposed project have a public meeting. Although the Vail/Cienega Corridor is now 
scheduled to have a meeting on April 5th 2008 at one of the VSD High Schools in 
the later afternoon, early evening, Sahuarita and Sonoita have not, to my knowledge, 
been scheduled for a meeting.

Individual

2099 6 If you want people to be either less cranky or less comatose, provide salty, not sugar 
snacks. Most of the attendees are adults-how about some coffee, veggies, cheese and 
crackers along with the water instead of cookies? Pretzels are cheap too. You could 
leave one contractor home for the evening and pay for the extra cost.

Individual

2099 7 Perception is powerful. If people are told to put their comment sheets into an 
unguarded open basket that look like it came from Michaels, what does that say 
about how the Forest Service feels about our comments?

Individual

2099 8 Security is provided for a reason. If the Forest Service perceives there is a security 
issue, use the paid security. Members of the public did not feel there was a threat and 
running out the back door from a meeting does not speak well for the leadership. In 
Patagonia, other people arrived after the meeting ended abruptly and there was no 
one there aside from members of the public to tell them what happened. Some of us 
drove many miles, especially since these initial three meetings were scheduled 
extremely far away from the proposed project area.

Individual
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2103 1 I attended a meeting on Thursday, March 20, at Patagonia, that seemed to me, as to 
many, an attempt by the Forest Service and Augusta Mining to "get around" the 
opposition of the people who are truly going to be negatively impacted by the 
proposed Rosemont Copper Project. The parking lot at Patagonia High was packed 
in anticipation of a question and answer session with the Forest Service, but it 
actually was a series of stations, a promotion of the project staffed by many Augusta 
employees and some Forest Service employees. It looked very much like an 
avoidance of the overwhelming dissatisfaction of those who will bear the burden of 
water, air, and noise pollution; the destruction of watersheds; the loss of endangered 
and threatened species; the loss of tourism and recreational opportunities; negative 
economic impacts; and just the plain ugliness of open pit mines and mine dumps, an 
ugliness that will not change for millenniums. They did not want to hear the people 
who live here, and so they chose to side-step our opposition. They chose not to hear 
us.

Individual

2103 3 I also understand that Augusta packed the Tucson meeting with a couple of busloads 
of young people they had wined and dined and given job applications so they would 
be supporters of the proposal. This is shameful.

Individual

2103 6 We need meetings in Patagonia and Sonoita, not just Vail, with 30 days notice 
instead of the short times we have been getting, during which we can ask questions 
and receive answers to our questions. This process is being run AROUND us. I do 
not think that is the way we should be treated. Legal it may be; ETHICAL IT IS 
NOT.

Individual

2105 2 Meetings were not adequately advertised to reach the bulk of the local population in 
Pima and Santa Cruz Counties (as intended by federal law), most of whom do not 
read newspapers or bulletin boards in Post Offices. The mode of advertisement you 
selected is archaic and does not recognize 21st Century American culture. People are 
reachable by e-mail, text messaging, TV, radio, telephone, billboards, and direct 
mail. A negligible percentage will see the announcements of meetings in newspapers 
or on bulletin boards.

Individual

2105 3 The meetings were not designed to allow public input, as intended by federal law.Individual

2105 4 The meetings are too few, too close to together, and the comment period is too short 
to allow adequate public input as intended by federal law.

Individual

2105 5 Legitimate and peaceful public input in Patagonia the evening of March 20,2008 was 
met with excessive use of law enforcement personnel and threats of accusation of 
"civil disobedience"; Forest Service personnel refused dialogue and left the area, 
leaving no recourse for the public. All available witnesses declared there was no 
threat or evidence of "civil disobedience". In every public encounter the Forest 
Service must recognize and address questions and not refuse dialogue. It is the 
facilitator of a public process, not the sole ruler of the process.

Individual
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2105 6 The three public meetings were not designed to provide significant or adequate 
information as to Augusta's plan for the Rosemont area--specifically, its likely effect 
on watershed,  contingencies to contain leakage (70% of modern open pit mines have 
been documented to leak toxic chemicals), water use as percentage of regional water 
availability in the projected like of the mine, air quality, safety for children (in school 
buses) and normal traffic on State Highway 83, the local economies for the projected 
life of the mine including "down" cycles (which can last for years), wildlife (birds, 
reptiles, mammals), soil stability and structure (erosional effects of overburden and 
tailings), astronomy (representing investments of many millions of dollars from 
taxpayers and private sources), recreational opportunities (including hunting, ORV, 
hiking, birdwatching, picnicing, camping, amateur astronomy) on Forest Service 
lands included in and adjacent to Rosemont.

Individual

2110 2 We have a long journey ahead of us and we all want to see the best job done in a 
very delicate situtation. I sincerely hope you will reconsider this "Open House" style 
format in which individuals are unable to do more than drop off comments in an 
unguarded box and look at vague project boards.

Individual

2110 3 Additionally, while one of the areas which would feel immediate direct impacts-the 
Vail/Cienega Corridor is now scheduled to have a public meetings, two other 
communities which would also be directed impacted-Sonoita and Sahuarita still do 
not (to my knowledge) have meetings scheduled.

Individual

2110 5 I fear that continuing to ignore the will of the people will result in anarchy and 
implore you to listen to the pleas of those from communities who stand to endure the 
greatest direct impacts to change the format and add additional meetings.

Individual

2110 7 Also, as many of us leave work directly and drive an hour or more to attend these 
meetings it would be helpful to have some other snacks aside from sugary cookies. 
Our input is not frivolous and our community building is a valuable resource. I am 
sure you understand the value of volunteerism.

Individual

2111 1 Last night we attended a "meeting" at the Patagonia High School in hopes that you 
folks would discuss this issues concerning the Rosemont Copper project. No meeting 
was held. When we attemped to start one. everyone packed up and left. It was 
suppose to go from 6:00 to 8:00. I live in Sonoita. I was home by 7:00. Needless to 
say, we were disappointed. We requestt that you reschedule and discuss in a proper 
meeting format with an agenda the issues that effect the final approval of this project.

Individual

2112 1 In the announcement of the public scoping sessions specify what the format of the 
meeting is. It is very helpful to the public if the USFS describes the scoping session 
as being preliminary to the EIS public hearings. It is an informal open house with 
exhibits and specialists at tables to brief the public in a one-on-one setting on the 
proposed mine and on the EIS process. Comments and questions may be directed to 
the specialists. Emphasize that these are not public hearings and no opportunity is 
provided for any individual to publicly address an assembled audience.

Individual

2112 2 Explain in the announcement of the public scoping sessions that written comments 
and questions may be brought to the meeting or written on a form provided at the 
meeting, and submitted to the USFS. Specify that additional time provided during 
the scoping process for submitting written comments and questions, and the ways to 
do that. Explain that if some issues and concerns are not raised during the scoping 
process it might be too late to consider them later.

Individual
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2112 4 Additionally, schedule public scoping sessions in Vail, Corona de Tucson, and 
Sonoita. These areas face major impacts should this proposed mine be approved. 
After the public scoping sessions and the initial public comment period schedule 
additional public meetings to work on the scope of the EIS. This gives the public an 
opportunity to provide more input as the scoping process advances.

Individual

2112 5 Extend the time for the initial public comment period to 120 days.Individual

2115 4 I also wish to comment on the NEPA Review Meeting held last night at Pima 
College. I believe that Augusta Resource, namely Jamie Sturgess made a farce of this 
public opinion process by bussing in people with little or no information on the mine 
or what it will entail.

Individual

2115 5 I do hope the Forestry Service will give the public a chance to voice a negative 
opinion on this issue and will not let Jamie Sturgess overpower the meetings tonight 
and tomorrow ngiht.

Individual

2119 7 In addition why isn't a public hearing be held in the area most effected by this Mine. 
Corona De Tucson, the Empire fagan Valley, Davidson Canyon and Vail? Residents 
along 83 to Sonita.

Individual

2122 6 Please do consider extending the comment period to allow more time for public 
input, as this decision is an important one that will have profound impacts on the 
entire region; impacts that will extend beyond our lifetimes.

Individual

2130 1 Today's story in the Tucson Citizen is more detail on the EIS scoping meeting on 
Tuesday, March 18, at Desert Vista in Tucson.

Individual

2133 1 Please hold MORE Scoping meetings in midtown Tucson, at least 2 more for those 
who can't attend tonight. Rosemont mine is a a huge concern to Pima County 
residents. The format should be Forest Service speakers in front so that all can hear 
the all the questions and all the answers.

Individual

2134 1 I am upset about two aspects of subject open house in Green Valley, 1. the Short 
notice appearing in the Arizona Star (6days). 2. I was not notified directly. I 
understood that I was on yout notification list of any public notices or information.

Individual

2141 2 Please extend the time period for comments by 30 or 60 additional days.Individual

2141 3 Schedule additional meetings to work on the scope of the EIS.Individual

2141 4 Schedule additonal meetings in Vail and Sonoita, both areas with major impacts 
from the proposed mine

Individual

2144 5 What is the hurry? I request that the time period for comments be extended by 30 or 
60 additional days.

Individual

2144 6 I request that additional meetings be scheduled to work on the scoping process of the 
EIS. (I would prefer that the Forest Service Just Say No to the project!)

Individual
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2147 1 I first want to protest the very brief time you have allotted for comments on the 
Rosemont Copper Mine proposal as well as the very short notice of the open houses. 
Whether or not this was an intentional effort to limit the opportunity for comment by 
opponents of the project, this is the impression you have created. This is another 
blow to the reputation of the Tucson office of the Coronado National Forest as 
unreponsive to the needs and interests of residents in the adjacent communities.

Individual

2148 2 Please give the public a fair change to make their thoughts know and extend the time 
period for comments by 30 or 60 additional days, include additional meetings in 
areas that will be affect.

Individual

2153 1 It has come to my attention that notice of the ongoing scoping meetings in Pima 
County has been late, leading to a suspicion that the National Forest Service (NFS) 
is attempting to rush the process and as a result prevent many who have important 
things to say about this project from presenting their concerns within such an 
abbreviated time frame. I would appreciate the NFS taking whatever measures 
necessary that would mitigate the interference with public comment which this 
procedural decision may have caused.

Individual

2156 2 Extend the time period for comments by 30 or 60 additional days.Individual

2156 3 Schedule additional meetings to work on the scope of the EIS.Individual

2156 4 Schedule additonal meetings in Vail and Sonoita, both areas with major impacts 
from the proposed mine.

Individual

2166 1 Please extend the time for comments on revision of the Forest Plan to accommodate 
Rosemont mining in the Santa Rita mountains. This issue is too important to rush 
through without sufficient public notice.

Individual

2167 1 I had requested to be on the list for notification of any hearings or actions concerning 
the Rosemont Mine envionmental process.
However, I was not notified of the upcoming hearing--for which we only had less 
than one week notice: 
Posted on Federal Register March 13, first hearing, March 18
Obviously, I am concerned that otherswho had requested to be on the notification list 
were not contacted.
Therefore, I request the list so that I can be assured all who did request a notification 
recieves one.

Individual

2174 2 Extend the time period for comments by 30 or 60 additional days.Individual

2174 3 Please schedule additional meetings to work on the scope of the EIS.  And allow the 
public to speak at those meetings.

Individual

2174 4 Please schedule additonal meetings in Vail and Sonoita, both areas with major 
impacts from the proposed mine.

Individual
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2180 1 My question; if the Forest service is encouraging public participation, why is there 
no nearby scheduled meeting for those of us most severely impacted by this 
situation? We live between both mining operations, Davidson Canyon Natural 
Preserve ("natural preserve" which apparently doesn't count) and the Rosemont 
Canyon (Canadian mine!) off State Scenic Route 83. Those haul trucks full of 
tailings, to dump on OUR public lands, will be running 24/7 every 10 minutes down 
in front of our property and yet we have to travel away from the impacted area to 
have our voices heard. Unacceptable.

Individual

2180 2 Those haul trucks full of tailings, to dump on OUR public lands, will be running 
24/7 every 10 minutes down in front of our property and yet we have to travel away 
from the impacted area to have our voices heard. Unacceptable.

Individual

2191 1 I am most concerned that the Public Meeting notice was released (March 11) only a 
week before the first meeting (March 18, March 19, and March 20). And that if I had 
not received it by email from a neighbor on the contact list for Pima County that I 
would not have seen the notice.

Individual

2191 2 March 10-21 is the Spring Break period for the Vail School District (which will be 
directly impacted by the proposed mine), and the residents may be on vacation 
during this time. Therefore both the notice and the meetings would be past without 
any input from these residents.

Individual

2217 1 I attended the Scoping Meeting in Green Valley and was very disappointed with the 
method used by the Forest Service to present this important project to the public so 
the most meaningful comments will result in this phase of the EIS.

Individual

2217 2 A letter had been prepared in advance concerning infrastructure impacts of 
"construction and operation of infrastructure, such as utilities and their corridors on 
non-FS land" (quote from the FR). I also had prepared remarks intended to be 
presented orally during public comments. There was no available expertise or 
opportunity to make my remarks, both of which would have been beneficial to you 
and the NEPA process. My oral remarks would have synthesized this issue with any 
new information gathered during the scoping meeting.

Individual

2217 3 Provide meaningful displays. There were only three, (1) an overview of EIS process 
(good), (2) multiple copies of ONE display of the mining area, (3) one with some 
topos on one wall board. There were NO displays showing the mining operations, 
truck loads and routes, ore prodution process, proposed buildings, water cycle and 
budget, train information, and other significant issues presented in the Applicant's 
Mining Operations Plan (MOP).

Individual

2217 4 Present the Applicant's MOP to the public. In general, the public needs to hear such 
a presentation with slides showing timelines, graphs showing production numbers 
over time, etc. from the Applicant's MOP, the basis for the EIS. No copies of the 
MOP were available for the public (not everyone has Internet access). I would expect 
that the Applicant would have prepared, as a minimum, a simulation showing the 
mining site changes from present, construction, early mining, late mining, and 
reclaimation phases of this process; environmental and economic impacts; ect. Why 
weren't the Applicant's views presented?

Individual
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2217 5 Provide expertise. There were no Applicant's personnel presenting the technical 
issues at the displays or available to participate in providing answers or explanations. 
Why was there no expertise present or available for every area in the MOP?

Individual

2217 7 Contact the Scoping Meeting as a "Meeting". There was no agenda, no speakers, no 
presentations, no questions, and no information recorded for the record. These would 
have occurred and made this part of the EIS scoping more successful, if there had 
been an Agenda such as:
(1) Introduction by FS and lay out the ground rules for the meeting,
(2) EIS Process Overview including the roles of EIS Contractor,
(3) Scoping Overview and what we are doing today,
(4) Project Overview by the Applicant including environmental impact plans,
(5) Specific Project Issues (from the FR) presented by the FS as EIS goals,
(6) Public Comments (3 minutes each) with caution not be reperitive, and
(7) Closing Remarks by the FS with what is next in the EIS Process
This would have provided much better results because "hearing" and "seeing" gives 
one an opportunity to consider diverse points of view and have a better 
understanding and knowledge of the project. This will lead to more diverse and 
better scoping comments, covering a wider range of issues to be considered for 
analysis. 
For example, have any comments been received with respect to molybdenum 
transportation and processing to the molybdeum plant on W. Pima Mine Road, 
adjacent to the Santa Cruz River, inside the 100-year floodplain, and across the street 
and upstream of the Tohono O'Odham Reservation (and when flooded, will pollute 
that reservation with toxic molybdenum in various processing stages)?
Correlation of such diverse factors is facilitated by hearing others and by not having 
presentation such scoping issue comments will not be made. Why wasn't a meeting 
conducted?

Individual

2217 8 Provide a public record of every meeting are essential to keep all parties informed. 
The "green" comment sheets collected at the Scoping Meeting are important but will 
never be available to others. Public comments should be made available by and to all 
concerned. Transcripts contain what was actually said, provide a common reference, 
and can be useful throughout the EIS process. Will the "green sheets" have the same 
usefulness? (Note: your comments concerning what you wanted were excellent and 
would not have been overlooked if presented during a real "meeting") Where is the 
public record of these scoping meetings?

Individual

2217 9 Arranging this kind of an Agenda, should be considered as this approach should 
have easily avoided reading new articles about the unsuccessful scoping meeting in 
Patagoinia.

Individual
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2218 1 For me, the public meeting held at the Patagonia High School on March 20th to 
discuss issues relating to the proposed Rosemont Mine was both a success and a 
failure.  On the positive side, it provided me with the opportunity to meet you.  Our 
face-to-face conversation encouraged me to send this letter, especially after learning 
that economic and social issues will play an important role in how you and your team 
interpret your duty to protect and promote the public's interest.  On the negative side, 
the meeting did not provide me or my neighbors with the details needed to 
successfully articulate our case and to exercise our responsibilities (voice and civic 
participation) within a democracy.  Had there been a dialog between the U.S. Forest 
Service and the community -- with both the public and Forest Service listening and 
responding to one antoher -- my neighbors and I would probably have acquired the 
information to: * Evaluate the impact of the proposed Rosemont Mine on the daily 
like of the community, particularly its impact on health, safety, and well-being; and * 
Understand the details of how you and your team interpret your responsibilities 
within the various statutes under which you operate to balance August Resource's 
right to create private wealth for management and shareholders AND the right of the 
public to continue to live in an environment (both physical and economic) that 
provides a high quality of daily life.

Individual

2236 1 The recent series of public gatherings of principle organizations, persons and 
proponents to the USDA Forest Service environmental impact study of the proposed 
Rosemont Mine clearly pointed out deep public concerns about the veracity of the 
obsolete 1872 Mining Law, challenges to the massive collective of Congressional 
and state legislation which could include destructive water quantity and quality 
impacts, destruction of wildlife habitat, further deterioration of the biological, scenic 
and social-economic quality of life in the Pima County region including impacts to 
the expanding urban communities in and near Green Valley.

Individual

2246 1 I attended the Forest Service Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping meeting 
in Green Valley on March 19, and in Vail on April 5. At the Vail meeting I was 
pleased to see that some of the Forest Service agreements made on March 27 with 
Representative Gabrielle Giffords has been implemented. There were signs on the 
wall above the tables to tell people who they were talking to. I found the "Resources" 
signs above the Forest Service tables confusing. Why not say "Forest Service"?

Individual

2246 5 At this point the oral explanation of the EIS process was given. It was agreed to be 
done at the start of the meeting. It came about a half hour into the meeting. Also 
there was a small paper handout with a brief explanation of the EIS process. I don't 
know if this paper is intended to satisfy the agreed upon written explanation of the 
EIS. If so, it lacks the detail required. Both the oral and written explanation should 
introduce the companies and put them in context.

Individual

2246 6 There was no one at this EIS scoping meeting who was prepared to tell the local 
community even one reason why it's not good for the environment to put an open pit 
copper mine in these mountains. So there's not much gained by these meetings other 
than to give mine proponents a chance to talk you out of your opposition. You’re not 
going to gain anything by arguing with them. Their minds are made up. They are all 
making money off of this proposed mine.

Individual
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2246 7 The environmental organizations, who had very good reasons to share for not putting 
this proposed mine in these mountains, were not in the room. At the Green Valley 
scoping meeting, Green Valley Recreation, Inc., who provided the venue for the 
meeting, did not even allow them outside the room or outside the building. Nowhere 
on their property. The Vail school district, true to their education mission, did allow 
environmental organizations to set up tables outside the school building.

Individual

2246 10 For the next scoping meeting on April 23 in Elgin, the Forest Service has a chance to 
show good faith by offering tables inside the meeting room to environmental 
organizations. I think my comments make a compelling case for inviting an 
environmental group to the next scoping meeting on Wednesday, April 23 in Elgin.

Individual

2249 2 The meeting tonight is to be held in Sahuarita another area which will feel direct 
impacts if the proposed mine is accepted in the current MPO. As most of you know, 
I have been focusing on environmental justice issues.

Individual

2254 1 My neighbors and I are one of several groups trying to distribute educational 
material concerning the impacts of the proposed Rosemont Copper mine and are 
attempting to obtain permission to have tables outside of the high school building 
tomorrow night (Tuesday April 22). We have been informed by Joanne Hariis 
(Sahuarita High School) that this is not possible under any circumstances. 
This letter is an appeal to allow us the ability to bring our own tables and displays for 
the meeting and the permission to display information outside the building.
The Forest Service has given permission and has allowed this disciplined freedom of 
speech at 3 Open Houses in the part. As a matter of fact, it worked very well at the 
last Open House in Vail, just down the street from you.

Individual

2254 2 One of your citizens, Robert Robuck has worked tirelessly for this meeting to give 
the individuals of your community, especially those of more modest and low income 
neighborhoods, an opportunity to learn a full spectrum of information about this 
proposed project. I am sure as educators and public servants you understand the need 
present all sides of an issue-especially to those who might nor have another 
opportunity to attend other meetings given the rising cost of gasoline.

Individual

2299 10 I attended the NFS/Rosemont Mine Scoping meeting at Vail, AZ and was left with 
concerns regarding the Rosemont Mine plans as affecting the public safety.

Individual

2314 9 We expect the Media to be at all public meetings to record all sides of issues raised 
and the FS itself must provide a general presentation to the public and media at these 
hearings. Federal political leaders recognize the importance of town hall-type 
meetings, and the FS must again remember and implement the intent of democratic 
public meetings: the opportunity for open and fair debate.

Individual

2314 10 We would ask that an extension of the comment period be 60 days AFTER Augusta 
submits ALL information and data the Forest Service requested in their letter dated 
Oct. 19, 2007, rejecting Augusta's mining plan last July 2007.

Individual

2328 1 The USFS should allow the public to speak at public hearings. We don't want to just 
hear the USFS officals speak. We think they have their opinions but they should 
keep them for their EIS documents. The NEPA process should allow the public to 
speak, the public to provide input and the public to ask for oversight and scrutiny of 
the projects planned on our public lands.

Individual
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2337 2 The Forest Service should extend the time for citizen response for 60 days after the 
complete MPO has been distributed to the public.

Individual

2338 2 The Forest Service should extend the time for citizen response for 60 days after the 
complete MPO has been distributed to the public.

Individual

2364 1 I was somewhat disillusioned and very disappointed after attending the Open House 
Forum on 23 April 2008 at the Elgin Elementary School concerning the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Project Mine Plan of Operations. At the Open House, too many 
questions were left either unanswered or insufficiently answered. I believe many of 
these questions could have been more completely addressed had an environmental 
impact study been completed beforehand. It seems odd to me that the Open House 
Forums are being held before completing the necessary studies.

Individual

2392 1 I was somewhat disillusioned and very disappointed after attending the Open House 
Forum on 23 April 2008 at the Elgin Elementary School concerning the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Project Mine Plan of Operations. At the Open House, too many 
questions were left either unanswered or insufficiently answered. I believe many of 
these questions could have been more completely addressed had an environmental 
impact study been completed beforehand. It seems odd to me that the Open House 
Forums are being held before completing the necessary studies.

Individual

2402 5 I request a meeting be held in Sahuarita to inform the community of Rosemont's 
activities and how it will affect our community.

Individual

2406 1 I attended the FS Hearing at Elgin last week, and wondered if you could direct me as 
to where to find some information about what one of the speakers said. Ron Pace, 
who works for Augusta, spoke after Congresswoman Giffords and mentioned the 
number of jobs and revenue the proposed Rosemont mine might bring to the area. I 
know this information is available elsewhere, but it seems to vary with the speaker 
and I want to make sure I have Augusta's most current estimate. Is this information 
aviablble online yet, and, if so, where on the FS website would I find it?

2408 1 I am upset about two aspects of subject open house in Green Valley
1. The short notice appearing in the Arizona Star (6 days).
2. I was not notified directly. I understood that I was on your notification list of any 
public notices or information.

2409 1 We received on Aril 7, 2008, an invitation to an Open House regarding the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Project. The problem is the meeting took place two days earlier on 
April 5, 2008. I am certain you are aware of the importance of this proposed project 
to the Town of Sahuarita.
The notice was addressed to our previous P.O. Box. We contacted the offices of 
Coronado National Forest to update our address, but apparently this has not taken 
place. However, even if the address was correct, the postmark on the envelope was 
April 1, 2008; barely enough time for it to be delivered and for us to make 
arrangements for a Town representative to attend. The Town has a profound interest 
in this proposed project, and needs timely notice of any meetings concerning the 
discussion and outcome of this project. We ask your office to please update your 
files and computers to reflect our new address of:
375 W. Sahuarita Center Way
Sahuarita, AZ 85629

Government
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2429 1 I would like a publicly announced meeting with at least 2 weeks notice. I would like 
the meeting to be led by the Forest Service and contain the information citizens need 
to take to prevent the mine from being built on Forest Service lands.

Individual

2441 4 In the letter of agreement between yourself and Congresswoman Giffords it is stated 
that there will be "Three public hearings…"
It is my hope that the Forest will take a pro-active approach in these hearings. The 
CNF should respond to NEPA questions and moderate the hearings by referring all 
other questions to the appropriate Augusta Resource staff and their consultants. An 
open facilitated dialogue is what the public expects in its efforts to dig out the issues 
that must be confronted.
We all know what hearings look like. Most people have watched Congress in recent 
hearings with General Petraeus, and Chairman Bernanke. True hearings function as a 
means to try to establish a common knowledge among a body of stakeholders.

Individual

2444 1 This is my input into the Forest Service EIS Report on the proposed Rosemont 
Copper Mine. I am very appreciative of the steps the Forest Service has already 
taken to make the comment period more workable for the public. In extending the 
length of the comment period and allowing people to speak at the public meetings 
you are restoring our confidence in your fairness in functioning as an impartial 
agency whose clear motive is supposed to be the management of the forests for the 
common good of all.

Individual

2468 2 Augusta Resource Corporation has not yet completed or submitted the requested 
documentation after their second Mining Plan of Operation was rejected: therefore, it 
seems that ending the public comment period on July 11th is unfair. I request that the 
comment period be extended to a date some 30-60 days AFTER all of the requested 
documentation is received by the Forest Service and made available to the public for 
our review and comments.

Individual

2468 23 I would demand that media be at all public meetings to record ALL sides of issues 
raised and that the Forest Service provide a general presentation to the public and 
media at all hearings, allowing opportunity for open and fair debate of this issue.

Individual

2483 8 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 disensing of literature. Will the 
proposed discussion hearings that are scheduled for May 12, June 7 and June 30 be 
as constrictive?

Individual
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2490 4 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 a revised 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 July 2007, how can this 10-month-old document 
possibly serve as the "MPO of record" and thus procide the statuary 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 
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 Forst provide an appropriate 
further extension of the formal scoping period once the revised MPO is issued and 
available to the public.

Individual

2492 8 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 disensing of literature. Will the 
proposed discussion hearings that are scheduled for May 12, June 7 and June 30 be 
as constrictive?

Individual

2535 1 I write to report my dismay at the actions taken by Coronado National Forest 
personnel at the "open house" to discuss the development of the environmental 
impact statement on the proposed Augusta Resource Rosemont Mine on Thursday, 
March 20, 2008 in Patagonia.  When citizens in attendance expressed a concern 
about the format of the meeting and requested an opportunity to speak and be heard 
the Forest Service personnel left the meeting, 30 minutes after it started.
According your own press release the open house was "designed to allow attendees 
to view informational displays and ask specialists about the Rosemont Copper 
Project and the environmental impact statement (EIS) process, and 2) to submit 
written or oral comments onsite."  With over 100 individuals in attendance, the small 
number of personnel present was not able to either answer questions or hear from 
even a fraction of those who wanted to receive or give information.  When a change 
in format for the meeting was requested they did not even deign to discuss it; they 
just packed up and left.
Prior to the "open house" there was already a strong concern that the Forest Service 
is just paying lip service to their responsibility to obtain public comment since the 
times and dates of the meeting were announced only a week in advance.  I feel 
strongly that our rights as citizens to speak on this important issue have been 
seriously abridged and urge you to provide meaningful opportunities for citizen 
comments with a minimum of 30 days advance notice of any meetings.

Individual
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2538 1 I was somewhat disillusioned and very disappointed after attending the Open House 
Forum on 23 April 2008 at the Elgin Elementary School concerning the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Project Mine Plan of Operation. At the Open House, too often 
questions were left either unanswered or insufficiently answered. I believe many of 
these questions could have been more completely addressed had an environmental 
impact study been completed beforehand. It seems odd to me that the Open House 
Forums are being held before completing the necessary studies.

Individual

2549 1 What is the Sheriff's Office doing at a peaceful (if heated) public meeting?  It is an 
insult to basic democratic practice.  More than an insult, a threat. - Prejudices 
opposition

Individual

2552 1 Why is law enforcement doing at a peaceful (if heated) public meeting?  It's an insult 
to the basic guarantees of a democratic society.  More than an insult, a Threat.

Individual

2552 4 What is the Sheriff's Office doing at a peaceful (if heated) public meeting?  It is an 
insult to basic democratic practice.  More than an insult, a threat.

Individual

2571 1 The public scoping process will be extended from the original 30 days to 120 days.  
The closing date for the public scoping process will be extended to July 11th 2008.  
This expanded window will ensure that the public has ample opportunity to learn 
about the IIS process and provide their comments to the Forest Service.  It also 
demonstrates that the Forest Service is serious about collecting public comments.

Government

2571 2 Three additional open-house meetings will be scheduled.  To ensure ample 
opportunity for the public to educate themselves about the EIS process and provide 
comments, three (3) additional open-house meetings will be scheduled.  In our 
meeting you indicated that one has already been scheduled for April 5 in Vail and 
another is in the planning stages for Sahuarita.  A third will be scheduled in the 
Sonoita area in the coming weeks.

Government

2576 1 We write to you today regarding the scoping process for the Augusta Resources, Inc. 
proposal to mine for copper on or adjacent to the Rosemont Ranch in the Santa Rita 
Mountains. 
We respectfully request that the Forest Service suspend the current EIS scoping 
process pending receipt of a complete Mine Plan of Operations for this project. A 
new scoping process should then be initiated at that time. We make this request for a 
number of reasons.

Government

2576 2 We are troubled by correspondence from our constituents and local government 
officials reporting confusion as to the purpose of scoping, deadlines for submitting 
comments, and the delayed or curtailed release of important studies and documents 
to the public.

Government

2576 8 While we appreciate the Forest Service's willingness to extend the comment period 
and to hold additional public hearings on the matter, We strongly believe, as a result 
of the issues raised above, that the scoping process has been flawed from the 
beginning and should be restarted. In our view, re-noticing the scoping process and 
beginning scoping anew at that time, with objectives more clearly described, would 
greatly benefit the community and the Forest Service in this case.

Government

2589 10 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others: 
Scoping flaws/ miss-stops from the beginning and no public hearing in the affected 
communities (Vail or Corona),

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 239 of 309



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Process and Procedure

Scoping meetings

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

2589 29 I hereby request a 'No Action' decision by the Forest Service for this project due to 
the Scoping flaws, and the lack of a Public Hearing in the Vail/ Corona areas.

Individual

2592 16 Technical references (e.g., various reports by Tetra Tech, Westland Resources, 
Hargis and Montgomery, Harshbarger and Associates, Montgomery and Associates, 
etc.) that would provide the public foundational information pertinent to the 
understanding and evaluation of the proposed project are cited in this and succeeding 
sections of the MPO, but have not been made readily accessible for review. These 
referenced should be available in pdf format via the USFS website. Because the 
inability of the public to access the technical references makes it impossible to 
develop informed comments, the public comment process should be restarted once 
USFS makes technical information on the process readily available (USFS personnel 
indicated to me at public meetings that they were looking into developing an e-
library of technical references, but this has not occurred.

Individual

2593 1 The initially scheduled set of public meetings was totally inadequate, and insufficient 
information was available to make informed comments.
Beginning the process before the Mine Plan of Operations was approved made 
sensible comments impossible.

Organization

2614 3 coming from the perspective of an individual who has seen and structured many 
complex financial deals, I am very concerned about what I see as the failure of the 
Forest Service to perform due diligence in deciding whether there was "sufficient 
information available to determine initial project feasability" in the decision to 
proceed to the scoping phase under NEPA.

Individual

2614 4 I have studied Rosemont's Mine Plan of Operations along with the letter written by 
Ms. Jeanine Derby, Forest Service Supervisor, to Mr. Jamie Sturgess, VP Projects 
and Environment, Rosemont Copper Company dated October 19, 2007.  The letter 
contained the issues the Forest Service raised when deciding whether there was 
enough information to initiate the scoping phase of NEPA.  In comparing the two 
documents, it is apparent that the Forest Service did not receive adequate 
information to address material issues and therefore, did not make an informed 
decision when it gave the go ahead as required under NEPA.

Individual

2614 23 In conclusion, the above examples illustrate that the Forest Service did not do an 
adequate review  of many material issues regarding the financial and corporate 
integrity of Rosemont Copper Company and Augusta Resources.  It therefore, did 
not make an informed decision in giving the go ahead for the scoping phase as 
required under NEPA.  As a result, a project was advanced which should not have 
been advanced.

Individual
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2615 1 In your letter to us of June 6, 2008, you expressed the view that the current scoping 
process has been an "overwhelming success" and that the many public comments 
received thus far are proof of its effectiveness.  It is true that over the last 4 months 
both the Forest Service and SWCA have become more adept at facilitating the 
scoping process.  However, we do not share your views on the process overall.  
Rather, we feel that numerous problems have prevented it from being the success it 
could - and should - have been.

On July 10 we received your press release entitled "Next Steps in the Rosemont 
Scoping Process: Expanding the Conversation."  This release lists 6 new concurrent 
efforts to "significantly increase public and government engagement while advancing 
development of the environmental impact statement…."  We were pleased to see that 
the list contains several initiatives which we have been advocating for several 
months, as well as some new positive efforts.  Because of this, even though we 
continue to have concerns, we hope that the shortcomings of the scoping phase may 
yet be remedied.

Individual

2615 2 We respectfully call your attention to several issues that we raised in our May 22 
letter to you, but which were not addressed in your reply of June 6.  We are still 
interested in your response to these issues and request the favor of a prompt and 
detailed reply.

1. Your letter failed to respond to our point that, since a complete MPO has still not 
been submitted, it was unavailable for comment during the EIS scoping process.  In 
our view, this constitutes a critical flaw in the scoping process.  Why was the scoping 
process begun prior to submission of a complete Mine Plan of Operations (MPO)?

Individual

2615 10 The bottom line, in our view, is that the scoping process was begun precipitously and 
prematurely.  It proceeded without necessary and complete information from the 
project proponent, careful process planning by the Forest Service, or input from 
important affected parties.  In our communication of May 22, we requested that the 
scoping process be suspended and restarted only when all the above issues had been 
addressed.  Since you have declined this course of action, we respectfully request 
that these issues be addressed from this point forward in the process.  Failure to do 
so will inevitably, and justifiably, undermine the credibility of the process.

Individual

2615 11 We fully support and share your stated goal of fostering "a community of 
participation and to seek relevant breakthroughs that add quality and credibility to 
the process."  That is our goal as well.  Our priority is to ensure that both this project 
and our constituents benefit from the best-managed, most transparent, most inclusive 
process possible.  Unfortunately, we  do not believe the scoping process met these 
standards.

Individual
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2642 1 I am writing to voice my complaint and the complaints of my neighbors, in the way 
the the local Forestry Service has handled the public input meetings for the 
Environmental Impact Studies Review concerning the Augusta Resource/Rosemont 
Copper mine.  Three meetings have been held that had no speaker available from the 
Forestry, they were simply poster sessions with "comments" sheets.  The third 
meeting held at Patagonia Union High School last night was a total disgrace; when 
the attendees voted on a meeting versus a poster session and laid out the chairs for 
the audience, the Forestry Service and the SWCA reps packed up and rushed out the 
side door, with no explanation.  They then called in more police and border patrol 
reinforcements for a group of people sitting in chairs waiting to hear and be heard.  
These reinforcements did not even have to leave their cars.

This is a waste of time for the F.S. and the citizens  of the local communities and 
today when we spoke to Forestry Service personnel, they are claiming that the 
meeting attendees became threatening to them which is in no way factual.  People 
wanted to air their dissatisfaction about this open pit copper mine and find out just 
where the process was and what our options are.

Thank you for your time and I look forward to your response on this matter.

Individual

2645 5 We believe Forest Service at this time should be doing the following activities 
without delay. Suspend the EIS scoping process until Rosemont submits a 
comprehensive hydrological study of the USC aquifer to determine the impact of 
water withdrawl

Business

2650 12 The EIS system provides an opportunity for the various federal agencies to review 
the merits of a mining project while providing the public opportunity to comment on 
the project.

Individual

2658 1 I was present at the public comment meeting in Tucson at Rincon High School, 30 
June, and did comment in that venue, but found that three minutes was insufficient to 
enumerate all of my concerns.

Individual

2658 19 The potential affect of the project on hunting in Unit 34A, and on the hunting-related 
economies of local communties, needs to be formally and substantively assessed, and 
the effects of the proposed Rosemont Copper Project need to be mitigated.  Such 
mitigation efforts must become part of the plan of operations, and should include 
bonding or other set asides to ensure that mitigation efforts will be completed.

Individual

2672 2 Last night I attended a scoping meeting (hearing) at Rincon HS Auditorium. Local 
media estimated attendance at round 300, including, for a time, Congresswoman 
Gabrielle Giffords. At least 106 of those people signed uup to speak for or against 
the mine. By my admittedly inexact count, the ration of speakers AGAINST the mine 
was at least 10 - 1. Only four persons spoke in favor of the mine by the time I left the 
meeting near 8pm; three of them were driectly connected either to the mine(Rod 
Pace, the Project Manager, Lyman Tinnie, the Ranch Foreman where the mine will 
be), or another man whose business was selling mining equipment. In other words, 
there was almost ZERO support for the mine were residents from the area closest to 
where the mine is to be built, or at the other end of Highway 83, the proposed 
principal transportation corridor for mine production.

Individual
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2672 21 I would like to see residential public opinion have some power - they already live 
there so their desires should count for something. I appreciate that the present 
approval process would have to be changed by an act of Congress, but I would like 
to see residnts already living within a certain geographical distance (say 50 miles, for 
example) of a proposed "major works" (a new copper mine, for example) be given an 
"up or down" vote on whether to allow the new "major works" to be built in their 
midst. It's only fair as they were living there first and their lives will be affected most 
by the new addition. The vote might go favorably.

Individual

2675 1 I am currently a resident of Corona de Tucson and certainly have an interest in the 
outcome of the NEPA scoping process for this proposal.

Individual

2675 3 The period for stakeholders to comment was extremely short for the magnitude and 
complexity of this proposal, and had to be extended by the intervention of local 
legislators.

Individual

2675 8 To consider the full impact of the proposer's activities and for stakeholders to 
effectively comments, all of the proposer's holdings on both sides of the Santa Rita 
Mountains must be made public. Reports at the last scoping meeting indicated that 
Rosemont had bought further properties in the area and had plans to aquire more in 
the future. These properties should be listed, mapped and updated in a timely fashion 
as new aquistions are made, as should any intentions to purchase further parcels.

Individual

2732 3 I urge you to suspend the scoping process until a final plan is received and made 
available to the public.

Individual

2772 3 I would like to speak at the Meeting on Monday in Favor of allowing the mine to 
work [illegible] the Forest Service.

Individual

5285 10 "Open houses" and "Public Hearings" have provided little information about these 
issues.  Forest Service and mining company personnel have been unwilling (or 
unable) to answer questions about these topics.

Individual

5286 1 I regret that chores at home, and nightfall, obliged me to leave the May 12 hearing in 
Elgin, apparently just before my name was called for comments, and also that I was, 
unfortunately, unable to attend yesterday's Sahuarita hearing.  I congratulate the 
Forest Service on a very well-organized and -conducted public hearing in Elgin on 
this disputatious subject.  I was at the infamous Patagonia Open House/ riot some 
time ago, and I certainly welcomed the additional opportunities you have provided 
for we are very concerned citizens to exercise our constitutional right to be heard, in 
a much more orderly manner.

Individual

6712 2 These meetings are a critical part of the Scoping Process. And I came here tonight to 
emphasize the importance of listening to members of the community about the 
Proposed Mining Operation.

Government

6712 7 So the Scoping Process, which is now underway, must ensure that all potential 
impacts of the mine must be identified and properly analyzed.

Government

6738 1 Last time I was down here in Elgin there was more cops than cowboys.  It's good to 
see these cowboys out here.  I didn't really appreciate it, kind of blocking the 
entrance, you know, letting us know how far they had to pull us to throw us in the 
back of one of them squad cars.  Wasn't really inviting, but we encouraged them.

Individual
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6747 4 I've spoken -- I mean, I'm really pleased at the changes that I've seen since the 
scoping meetings.  And I thank God for the man in Patagonia who got up and 
demanded that we have a real meeting.  Gabrielle Giffords acted upon that.

Individual

6747 5 And I spoke with John Able after that meeting about why -- where environmental 
organizations, like Save the Scenic Santa Ritas, Earthworks, and another one that's a 
good strong one we have here, why weren't they at those scoping meetings, along 
with the representatives of the mine and their consultants?

Individual

6759 15 Public involvement is essential.  Only then can thoughtful and knowledgeable 
decisions be made regarding the mine.

Individual

6766 4 How come we do not have a meeting like this in Vail?  I volunteered at the Vail 
Open house Forest Service meeting, and it was very good.  It is our community that 
will have the mine if it is allowed.  We'll have the people.  We will have the trucks 
on the Sonoita Highway and the freeway.  We will have the dust.  We will have the 
lights, the noise, have our water blocked.  And we will have the leftover mess.

Why didn't we have a meeting where we could talk too?  It costs us a lot of money in 
diesel to drive here because there was not a meeting scheduled in our area, when our 
area is the one that is most affected.

Individual

6768 1 Also, the number of Forest Service meetings and hearings has been nine, or will be 
nine.  The number of meetings we have had in our affected our community is one, 
and that's because we begged for 8 hours.  And we had help from Congresswoman 
Gifford's office.  Why?  What will it take to get the Forest Service to see us?  Who 
will value these lives that will be lost or damaged?  Are we lost for the trees?

Individual

6768 4 When did the Forest lose itself so badly that it can not engage the 60,000 or so 
people who live within the Vail unified scholl district?

Individual

6776 1 I'll tell you what, I'm glad to be here.  But I'm kind of surprised that there weren't any 
signs pointing to this auditorium on the road.  Weren't you?  You know, it doesn't 
surprise me.  You know, sometimes I think that the whole process has been largely 
controlled by Rosemont Copper Company here.  And, you know, it isn't us or them, 
it isn't us or them when I look at it.

Government

6776 2 You know, we're hd to protest, agitate, harass the U. S. Forest Service from county, 
state, and federal elective offices to get this type of an open hearing.  But we also had 
to remind them that in Green Valley we do not hold land use meetings between the 
months of May to October, that this thing should be delayed.  Because if they could 
get 300 people in Elgin, they should be able to get 3,000 people in Green Valley 
because of the type of thing that the lady mentioned with the dust that we have 
experienced, with the water reduction, and the groundwater experience that we have 
had due to the mines.

Now I want you to know that I have met with the Forest Service representatives, and 
I expressed that.  And I hope that as they say we will impact the process, that we will 
have meetings in October for people who are well spoken and well thought to speak 
in Green Valley sometime soon.  And October would be great.  Any time around 
those months between October and May suit me just fine, and I know they suit the 
people fine who represent Green Valley through the Community Coordinating 
Counsel and other political offsets.

Government
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6797 1 I want to read you a letter I got from the Forest Service yesterday, in case when 
you're taking a shower, or driving to town you think of something you haven't said 
by July 14th.

"It is important for you to know that an official end date for any scoping period does 
not preclude you, your organization, or other members of the public from submitting 
comments to the Forest Service beyond that date of July 14th.  Be assured that all 
public comments concerning the Rosemont Copper Project NEPA review will be 
reviewed and addressed by Forest Region 3 and Contractor Resource Specialists 
through the date of release of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement scheduled to 
be done March '09".  But I think it will be much later.  I said that.

"Therefore, even though the official scoping period end date is July 14th, you may 
submit comments for our consideration up until the Draft EIS is released".

I just wanted you all to know that.

Individual

6803 1 Many members of the Hilton Ranch Road community feel the entire scoping process 
for the proposed Rosemont mine has been flawed from the beginning. Many in the 
public have been led to believe that the proposed Rosemont mine is a done deal. The 
public was not informed and did not understand and purpose of the scoping process.

Organization

6806 1 When does the commenting period for the scoping process end? Numerous 
statements from the Forest Service have indicated that public comments will be 
accepted after July 14th. In an article in the Tucson Citizen dated June 9th, Heidi 
Schewel of the Coronado National Forest Service said, and I quote: The service will 
not stop taking comments after the official comment period ends July 14th. We will 
continue to accept comments beyond that point, unquote.

From an article in the Green Valley News June 10th, I quote: The Forest Service will 
hold another hearing on June 30th at Rincon High School in Tucson and we will 
continue to take comments after the official comment period ends July 14th. 
Comments can be given in several formats and informationis available on the 
website of the Coronado National Forest, unquote.

In an article on July 11 in the Arizona Daily Star, quote: U.S. Representatives Raul 
Grijalva and Gabrielle Giffords, both Tucson Democrats, both seeking to have the 
scoping efforts started over. They said their constituents and local government 
officials are confused about deadlines for submitting comments.

Individual
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6806 2 On page 28, the Citizens Guide to the NEPA process clearly states, quote: If you feel 
strongly that a particular alternative should be addressed and do not raise it during 
the scoping process, then it will not get the benefit of comparative analysis with the 
other alternatives, unquote.

Our question is: Will all comments received after July 14th be included in the 
comprehensive analysis like those before the cutoff date? If not, then we feel the 
Forest Service has misled the public and hindered the efforts of citizens to submit 
researched and informed commnets into the scoping process before the July 14th 
deadline. We propose that a firm date be set for the end  of the public commenting 
period. According to the time line established in a memorandum of understanding 
between the Forest Service and Rosemont officials, the draft EIS will be completed 
by March 2009.

Individual

6807 2 The open houses hosted by the Forest Service for the purpose of educating the 
general public did not provide adequate facilities to opposing the Rosemont mine or 
those negative impacts of this mine. 

For example, at the Elgin and Vail open houses, concerned organizations were 
allowed to set up information booths but were not provided a comfortable 
environment to discuss those concerns with the general public. Extreme heat, wind, 
and bright sun were the conditions they had to contend with.

The Sahuarita meeting was held in a facility that would not allow any organization 
other than the Forest Service or Rosemont representatives to set up information for 
the general public.

Individual

6807 3 While I applaud the Forest Service's decision to add three open mic meetings to the 
agenda, I question the selection of the chosen locations.

Public anger at the Patagonia meeting concerning the format of the open house 
would certainly warrant an open mic meeting in that community.

The Vail community withthemost impact should certainly have an open mic meeting, 
as should Green Valley who is already greatly impacted by mining. We find it ironic 
that the three communities currently threatened by mining activities are not being 
provided the opportunities at a reasonable location.

There have been many flaws the public scoping process for the proposed Rosemont 
Mine. Neither the public nor the media seem to understand the process. Many think 
this is a done deal.

Individual

6807 5 Those impacted most by the proposal have not had reasonable access to voice their 
comments, and organizations attempting to educate the public about the negative 
impacts about the mine proposal have been excluded from the public information 
hearings or not provided reasonable accommodations.

Individual

6807 7 I propose a committee of Forest Service representatives, Rosemont representatives, 
concerned citizens, and our federal representatives be forumed to analyze the 
scoping process to date, identify problems,and create solutions. The Hilton Road 
community would gladly contribute to this process.

Individual
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6816 3 when the Forest Serivce is deliberating on the merits of the project, we want them to 
keep in mind the strength of the opposition and its breadth. This level of concern is 
as important, if not more, than comments on individual technical issues. For this 
scoping process to in any way be democratic, the concerns of the community must be 
incorporated, and they must be heeded.

Organization

6820 1 It was a 70-mile round trip to testify today. I spoke at the hearing in Sahuarita also. 
Why did we drive so far? Because our community, which has a population of close 
to 45,000 people and 25,000 registered voters did not have a hearing, even though it 
si the community closest to the proposed copper mine and most of its impacts. We 
still have not figured out why.

Individual

6820 4 By ignoring us, it is only going to hurt everyone in the long run. Please give us what 
we deserve, which is our own open microphone hearing when school's actually in 
session. The first three open houses and last two hearings were held during Vail 
School District breaks.

Individual

6822 1 As a whole, I question this entire process, how this entire process has been handled. 
Entire communities have been ignored or forced to drive excessive distances to come 
to meetings.

Individual

6838 3 your memorandum of understanding that is, your contract, I'm talking about to the 
Forest Service people, with the applicant, sets forth a very ambitious timetable for 
completing the NEPA process. This accelerated schedule was reflected in the initial 
design of the scoping process, three open houses and a 30-day comment period, 
you'll recall, a process and time fram which proved to be wholly inadequate for 
meaningful public comment.

So why the rush? The EPA estimates there are 100,000 abandoned mine sites in 
Arizona alone, many of which are contaminated and awaiting scarce public funds for 
clean-up. Unfortunately, the applicant's submittal is a receipe for another such site. 
So why are we rushing through this environmental assessment?

The Forest Service should also have a contract with us, the public, assuring us that 
you will not hurry through this process, but rather be deliberate and careful and take 
the time necessary to conduct an impartial, technically sound, and comprehensive 
assessment. We must trust you to be absolutely certain that the draft Environmental 
Impact Statement meets the highest possible standards. Given the stakes, nothing less 
is acceptable.

Individual

6881 1 This letter is part of the County's continuing comments during the scoping period for 
the Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine 
project.  The Pima County Board of Supervisors approved the submittal of these 
comments at their July 1, 2008 meeting.  Furthermore, at the meeting the Board 
asked that the Forest Service hold a public hearing in Vail, as the Vail community 
and surrounding communities will be directly impacted by this proposed mine.  Five 
members of the audience addressed the Board during this item, the audiio of which is 
enclosed on compact disk.

Government
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6881 2 Flawed Scoping Process

This scoping process for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine has been 
fundamentally flawed from the beginning.  The duty of the Forest Service during the 
scoping period is to provide adequate notice and begin a meaningful dialogue.  
However, the notice in the Federal Register was confusing.  It was premature of the 
Forest Service to initiate the scoping process based on an incomplete mine plan of 
operations.  Not only does this present an incomplete set of information for 
evaluation, but it prevents any real assessment of the cumulative impacts of the 
project.

Government

6881 5 I have sent three letters to the Forest Service since the beginning of the scoping 
period, expressing these concerns (attached).  In addtion, for similar reasons, 
Congressman Grijalva and Congresswoman Giffords requested that the Forest 
Service suspend the current EIS scoping process pending receipt of a complete mine 
plan of operations.  These issues have still not been addressed.

Government

6881 17 In summary, the scoping process for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine is a 
flawed process.  Scoping should be halted and started agan when a complete mine 
plan of operations is available so that direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts can be 
assessed, and when cooperative agencies have been invited into the process to 
contributed needed expertise.

Government

6899 2 I do appreciate the fact that the meetings now are being held in town hall style so that 
the public can actually give their input on this important issue that will affect the 
environmental state of the Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding areas for 
generations.

Individual

6933 1 First, I was extremely disappointed and put immediately on the defensive at the first 
scoping meeting I attended in Green Valley.  It was so poorly done that one 
wondered if the Forest was trying to pull off a "token" presentation and if this was 
indicative of the quality (or lack of) of our government people who would be in 
charge of judging the merits of or the public opinions about this momentous mining 
project.

I have now attended the two recent meetings in Sonoita and Sahuarita where the 
proceedings were much more organized and obviously designed to get more public 
input on the project.  These meetings were of the kind that an American citizen could 
be proud of.  Every speaker had their three minutes to make his or her points.  There 
was respect give to each person's views.  The presentations were very well thought 
out.  There was no sign of radicalism.  This is the way it would have been if the 
Forest had started out with this approach.

Individual

6946 1 I have serious concerns about the mine.  I have brought forth some concerns in my 
previous comments.  I am beginning to wonder about this entire process and its cost 
in dollars as well as the physical impacts.

I am concerned about what is the  scoping process,

Individual

6968 1 Gentlemen, I have been following the news releases and attended some of the initial 
meetings concerning Community Water of Green Valley and the proposed mine. I 
was convinced from the start that the public meetings were only to placate the public 
and all permits were issued or would eventually be issued.

Individual
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7007 1 There was a public hearing held at the Sahuarita High School on Saturday 7 June 
2008 at 9 am to 12 noon.  This is the first public hearing I have ever attended on the 
Rosemont Mine, in particular the mine operating plan.  I have no previous 
knowledge or involvement with the Rosemont Mine or its personnel.  I have several 
comments which address some of the complaints that I heard at the public meeting.  
Incidentally, I do not even know what is in the Mine plan; all I have knowledge 
about is some complaints and an interest to offer some suggestions to alleviate the 
complaints.

Individual

7010 1 Bob has started working on getting the Elgin hearings on a new YouTube account. 
There are 9 videos on there so far.

Here is Gayle Hartmann of Save the Scenic Santa Ritas. Congresswoman Giffords, 
Supervisor Carroll, Attorney Dinah Bear, Former 1983 Morenci Copper Striker Bob 
Harris and more citizens can be heard at the account as well.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ssqzwB8QL9U

To hear Pima County BOS Chairman Elias and COT Vice Mayor Trasoff, see 
YouTube user VailCoronaAz.

Individual

7029 2 This was taken aprox 2.5 miles from the proposed dam. We certainly do not deserve 
to have a hearing in our 425 square mile boundaries. No, we certainly do not.

Individual

7030 14 *It is not acceptable to hold the first 3 Open Houses during the Vail Unified School 
District's Spring Break and the last two hearings during the VUSD's modified 
Summer Vacation. (The first was in Elgin, AZ.)

AND MOST IMPORTANTLY!  It is NOT Acceptable to DENY the community of 
nearly 25 thousand registered voters with an estimated population of 44K (according 
to PAG today) who would be the most affected by the proposed action, whether, 
negatively or positivelym, the opportunity to SPEAK ITS MIND at a HEARING IN 
THE COMMUNITY!

The meeting that had the most comments, aside from the free dinner night was the 
VAIL open house ! (of course!)

It is OUR responsibility to attend the last Coronado Forest Service Hearing on June 
30th from 6:00-9:00pm at Rincon High School on the corner of 5th and Swan in 
Tucson to let them know it it NOT ACCEPTABLE!  You do not have to speak but if 
you want to, sign up is from 5:30-8:30pm.  This is not just about Elizabeth being on 
a tear or a bunch of Old People Nimby, College Student Environmental Wack-a-
Doodles with nothing better do do as some would like to imply.

Individual

7031 13 Number of Forest Service Open Houses in the Location of the Proposed 
Project/Affected Community: One
Number of Hearings held in the Location of the Proposed Project/Affected 
Community: Zero

Individual
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7031 17 Go read the Forest Service comments from the first night.  It just smells bad.  All of 
the way around.  Tucson deserved an unblemished Forest Service meeting and it has 
yet to receive one, and we got just the one Open House.  It sucks when you are the 
one paying to have a Government agency ignore you.

Individual

7088 2 The conduct of the NEPA scoping to date regarding this proposed Rosemont mining 
operation has not complied with applicable federal statutes, and the Forest Service is 
aware of that.  The letter from Congressional Representatives Giffords and Grijalva 
regarding the failure by the Forest Service to provide all studies and public records 
before closing the comment period are on record and DWAZ concurs with their 
statements.  Also, DWAZ is aware of strong arm tactics used to intimidate people, 
especially the elderly, at public meetings allegedly designed for public comment on 
the scoping.  To call a SWAT team because a man in his 70s has complained about 
the lack of information and answers at these meetings is clearly a violation of the 
constitutional rights of freedom of speech, freedom of assembly, and freedom of 
association.

By filing the following comments regarding the NEPA scoping, DWAZ does not 
Arizona accept the NEPA scoping process to date as being entirely legal or meeting 
federal statutory requirements, and reserves the right to litigate these aforementioned 
issues in the future, including civil rights violations, and a request for a federal grand 
jury investigation into the matter, including racketeering.

Organization
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7093 1 Question 1:  Why was there no hearing held in the Vail area since they are one of the 
most affected areas?

Question 2:  It has been stated that comments will be taken through March 2009 but 
will those comments have the same weight as comments due by todays date of July 
14, 2008?

Comments:
I attended the first open house forum with an open mind in hopes of learning about 
the proposed project.  It was a small room and it was difficult to see the displays or 
talk to anyone since there were a large number of attendees.  When you waited your 
turn to speak to a Forest Service Representative there was always a mining 
representative  standing close by.  Every person that I spoke to and asked questions 
of would reply, "That is a good question, put it in writing by filling our a comment 
form."  I could not get an answer to any question.  I was given website addresses and 
told that most information could be found there.  When I asked a question of Heidi 
Schewel, of the FS, about the format of the meeting and that the majority of people I 
had talked to that evening wanted to ask questions and have a dialogue with the FS, I 
was told that this was the style of meetings that would continue and that many people 
preferred that type of meeting.  She also had to take a phone call during my 
discussion with her.  I assume it was an emergency.

It was distressing to learn that many of the attendees at the Tucson open house were 
in fact job seekers who had been transported  to the location and given meals.  
Everyone that was opposed to the mine that I talked with that evening had the same 
opinion that this type of meeting was not the best suited for the needs of the 
interested parties.

I attended the Patagonia open house forum and was amazed at the quick and 
seemingly planned exit by the FS personnel, the SWCA audit personnel, and the 
mining personnel.   It was shocking to see the prompt and seemingly planned 
entrance of armed FS and Sheriff's police force.  There was no riot as publicized, 
only an orderly attempt to bring out chairs after someone shouted that we would like 
to have a dialogue between us and the FS or Mining Representatives.  That forum 
should not be counted in the numbers of meetings held since there was no forum.

I attended the Elgin open house forum where there were at least five law 
enforcement vehicles outside giving the first impression that they expected trouble.  
When I talked with three sheriff's officers that were wearing full riot gear, they said 
they were prepared in case trouble started as had been the case in Patagonia.  When I 
explained to them that there was no "riot" in Patagonia and that it was intimidating to 
have them and their vehicles  so visible so they were dismayed that we felt 
intimidated.  They were there to enforce law and order if need be but did not mean to 
frighten anyone.  I talked with several persons living in the Elgin and Sonoita area 
that agreed and some made statements that they did not come to that meeting for fear 
of a "riot" that had been reported.  It was gratifying to see that no one was 
intimidated and did come out in large numbers for the Elgin Public Hearing that was 
held later.

Thank you for changing the format and allowing Public Hearings.  It would have 

Individual
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been helpful to actually have at some point during this formal scoping period to have 
a dialogue with the FS and mining representatives.

Please review and extend the formal comment period to allow Vail to be represented.

7102 12 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others:
1) Use of groundwater,
2) Potential for groundwater contamination / containment dam / etc,
3) Safety concerns for heavy commercial truck use of State Highway 83, (wide load, 
bus stops, Undersized road, mine traffic, etc
4) Containment of tailings, especially due to the heavy winds that are in this area in 
Spring, Fall, and Winter,
5) Cumulative impact of Proposed Mine since there are other Proposed Mines in the 
area (Cal-Port, Seel, and Andrada),
6) Loss of Tourism,
7) Wildfire corridor issues / contradiction of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan,
8) Emergency Services issues, Communication issues (cell service is notoriously bad 
on Route 83),
9) History of failed reclamations,
10) Scoping flaws / miss-stops from the beginning and no public hearing in the 
affected communities (Vail or Corona) , and
11) Many other issues that have been brought up by various parties at greater length.

Individual

7102 18 (6) (A2,P4,L25-28) There is mention that the process used by the Forest service has 
been flawed. This being the case, how can the process continue? There is also 
mention about the possibility of a lawsuits, again, why is the flawed process 
continuing?

Individual

7126 13 Finally, I demand that the Forest Service extend the public comment  period to 60 
days AFTER Augusta submits ALL information and data the Forest Service 
requested in their October 19, 2007 letter rejecting Augusta's mining plan last July 
2007, and that the Forest Service holds public meetings in the Vail area to allow 
local residents who would most be impacted by the devastation of Rosemont mine, 
should it become operational, the chance to voice their significant concerns.

Individual

7134 3 The proposed mine directly affects FICO's farming and business operations. FICO 
representatives have attended and participated in the three "open houses" and the 
three "public hearings" conducted by the Coronado National Forest to elicit 
comments on the NEPA scoping process.

Business
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7134 11 2. Republish the Notice of Intent to Reframe the "Purpose and Need" and 
Recommence Scoping Process

A good scoping process is often the key to an effective and efficient implementation 
of NEPA thereafter. The process includes the identification of associated  legal and 
regulatory requirements at all levels of government, designation of appropriate roles 
for other federal, state, tribal and local governments, identification of important 
public concerns, identification of the need for studies and other relevant information, 
the establishment of tentative schedules, and a host of other substantive and 
organizational needs. Unfortunately, in this case, scoping to date falls far short of 
achieving these goals.

An essential predicate for informed involvement in the scoping process is, of course, 
an understanding of the proposal and its major attributes. The Forest Service 
commendably demonstrated that understanding by returning the initial submission by 
Augusta Resources Corporation and Rosemont Copper Company for additional 
information.
However, a number of news reports over the past few months have suggested that the 
scope of the project may be changing in ways that would significantly affect the 
spatial and temporal scope of the analysis and the identity of interested parties. 
According to industry periodicals quoting Augusta President Gil Clausen, there have 
been reports that Rosemont intends to explore and open additional sites in the Santa 
Ritas. There have also been reports that Rosemont is considering proposing a 
pipeline tunnel  through the Santa Rita Mountains. If accurate, these changes should 
be immediately reflected in the scope of the proposed project.

Further, as laid out in our letter to Supervisor Derby dated February 15, 2008, and 
incorporated by reference herein, there is a serious lack of substantive hydrologic 
data and analysis such that additional information is needed prior to commencement 
of the preparation of the DEIS. While we understand, of course, that the analysis in 
the DEIS would be expected to evaluate such water impacts in detail, there appears 
to be a fundamental lack of hydrological information on which to base the 
beginnings of an adequate analysis in the draft EIS.

Business
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7134 14 Scoping is also the time period for identifying "existing documents pertinent to the 
environmental analysis ….(including) resource management plans, and other 
pertinent documents, including State and local land use plans or data sources…" 
FSH 109.15, ss 11.4.  While the Colorado National Forest (CNF) Plan has been 
posted on the website, no other existing environmental analyses or related documents 
have been. There are a variety of Pima County and State documents as well as other 
CNF documents that would meet the Forest Service Handbook direction and that 
have not been posted.

We reiterate the request we made at the May 12, 2008, public hearing in Elgin, 
Arizona,  for the Forest Service to make available as soon as possible the monitoring 
reports produced in compliance with the CNF Plan on such issues as recreation, 
wildlife, riparian resources and cultural resources for the portions of the CNF within 
the spatial range of potential impacts from the Rosemont proposal and ask that these 
reports be posted on the CNF website and made available in Forest Service reading 
rooms, as well as being deposited in libraries of affected towns and communities, 
such as Green Valley, Elgin, Patogonia, Sonoita and Tucson. We also repeat our 
request made at the Elgin hearing that the Forest Service make available as soon as 
possible its determination of what other requirements apply to this proposal and the 
tentative timeframes for compliance with these requirements in relationship to the 
NEPA process.

In sum, the Notice of Intent should be republished with a new "Purpose and Need," 
the various procedural steps outlined above should be accomplished, and the 
necessary hydrologic information should be made publicly available prior to a new 
round of intergovernmental and public scoping.

Business

7134 17 4. Rosemont's Mining Plan of Operations is Incomplete, and FS has provided 
insufficient information for the public to make full comment regarding potential 
impacts.

In July 2007, Rosemont submitted its initial Mining Plan of Operations. The 
Coronado National Forest deemed this unacceptable because of the significant lack 
of information regarding the Mining Project: the lack of which prohibited the Forest 
Service from initiating the full evaluation required by law and the regulations, 
particularly, but not limited to, 36 C.F.R. Part 228, Subpart A. In response to the 
Forest Service's request for additional information, Rosemont's "further documents" 
in November. Notwithstanding, it is not clear that Rosemont's "further documents" 
have been fully evaluated and provide sufficient information to inform the public 
regarding, among other concerns, the use and impacts of water resources, the firm 
life of the mine and the full area of impact (particularly in the context of reclamation 
requirements), the impacts on traffic and air quality in the impacted region, the 
financial and social impacts on the employment base, and the financial visibility of 
the applicant. Although Rosemont apparently submitted additional information in 
May 2008, well after commencement of the NEPA process by the Forest Service, 
there has been no public announcement of the Forest Service's evaluation of the 
relevance and responsiveness of this information. Thus, in addition to the comments 
set forth above, it appears that the NEPA scoping process was begun well before 
adequate information was provided to the public so that the public could play the 
needed important role in identifying potential impacts of the Mine Project.

Business
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7136 1 These are my State Route 83 Scoping Questions for the proposed Rosemont Copper 
mine and I reserve the right to ask more scoping questions and enter more comments 
before the July 14th ending time of 11:59pm

Additionally, I support Representative Gifford's and Grijalva's request to restart the 
scoping period.

I also feel it is a grievous injustice that the 425 square mile area that would be most 
directly and indirectly impacted by the proposed project than any other was denied a 
hearing before the end of the scoping period.

Individual

7143 2 We or our representatives have attended three Open Houses and three public 
hearings offered by the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) on the scoping of the Rosemont 
Mine EIS. We ask that our previous letters and comments be incorporated into the 
record, along with some relevant materials that describe the natural and historical 
assets of our region.

In addition to our previous comments, we wish to emphasize the following points 
and ask that the USFS address them in the EIS process:

1. The USFS notice of intent (NOI) and handling of the scoping process has been 
seriously flawed, so that the public has not had adequate opportunity to understand 
and participate in the scoping process.

The wording of the NOI gives the impression that the USFS's granting of permission 
for mining activities on USFS land is a "done deal," and has misled much of the 
public and press into thinking there are no options for meaningful change in the 
mine's plan of operation, siting, or associated activities and impacts. In fact, part of 
the purpose of NEPA is to elucidate feasible alternatives that are less harmful to the 
environment. Moreover, regulatory constraints based on environmental mitigation 
may well affect the economic viability of the proposed mine.

The meeting format, especially in the earlier meetings, was user-unfriendly. The 
public could not ask questions and hear answers as an audience, the NEPA process 
was not well explained, and the timeline for the scoping process was unclear. 
Because the mining plan of operations (MPO) was incomplete, and because 
information was voluminous, hard to understand, and not readily accessible in hard 
copy form, it made it difficult for citizens to participate. The fact that working groups 
and cooperating agencies were not named at the scoping stage of the process 
decreased the quality of participation and information. Due to the scoping process 
being rushed over the summer months many local citizens who travel during the hot 
summer months did not have the notice and chance to participate. A number of our 
neighbors said that more public meetings in other towns throughout the region are 
needed to inform and solicit views from those most affected.

Moreover, due to conflicting statements by USFS officials, the public is confused 
over whether and how long after July 14, 2008 it can submit comments for the EIS.

Organization
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7151 1 There are a number of reasons why scoping should not yet have begun and therefore 
we believe that this deadline for the close of scoping comments is improper. 
Nonetheless,  we are submitting the following comments in a timely manner for your 
July 14, 2008 deadline. However, we reserve the right to augment and/or replace 
these comments if and when the scoping process is reinitiated in a more proper 
manner.
In general, the scoping process is premature and/or not properly facilitated for the 
following reasons:
The initially scheduled set of public meetings was very inadequate, and insufficient 
information was available to make informed comments.
Beginning the process before the Mine Plan of Operations was approved made 
sensible comments impossible.
The process of selecting consultant organizations was unclear.
The statement in the Federal Register that the purpose of the process is "to grant 
permission to the Company to use NFS land for certain activities relating to the 
operation of the Rosemont Mine" appeared to predetermine the outcome of the EIS 
process. A clear statement that the "no action" alternative is possible is necessary for 
public trust in the fairness of the process.
We understand that the Forest Service has committed to establishing a system of fair 
and balanced advisory committees including representation from affected local 
communities. To date we detect no movement on that commitment.

Organization

7155 2 Before addressing some of the specific issues at stake with this proposal, we would 
like to reiterate that the scoping process itself is flawed. Augusta Resources 
Corporation has still not produced relevant documentation and studies requested by 
the Coronado in relation to the proposed mine, including hydrologic studies that may 
take years to complete. We believe that an adequate and responsible assessment of 
the possible impacts of this mine is impossible without complete, detailed, and 
reliable studies and documentation on which to base the analysis. The requested 
information should be provided to the Coronado and the public as soon as possible, 
and the NEPA process should be halted until Augusta is forthcoming with the 
necessary information.

Organization

7199 5 It is mutually beneficial to the parties that this NEPA review be of high priority, be 
inititated and completed on schedule, make the best use of existing information, 
focus on substantive environemntal issues, and provide every opportunity for public 
involvement, consistent with applicable policy and legal requirements.
Question
If they are concerned the public have "every opportunity for public involvement" 
shouldn't the scoping be extended to allow the public to learn more about the 
proposal?

Individual

7231 3 It is ironic that a community that will feel the most impact from this mine has been 
completely ignored when requesting an open mike hearing from the Forest Service.

Individual

7253 1 The initially scheduled set of public meetings was totally inadequate, and insufficient 
information was available to make informed comments.
Beginning the process before the Mine Plan of Operations was approved made 
sensible comments impossible.

Organization
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7257 3 I ask again for the hearing we deserve, optimally in the fall when Green Valley 
residents could attend as well, but minimally the middle/end of August to give 
VUSD parents time to get settled back into school.  Remember that the first three 
Open Houses were during Vail's Spring Break, the last two hearings were during 
Vail's summer break and the closest hearing was 50 miles away round trip.

Individual

7260 1 I find your 3/24/08 & your 4/2/08 News Releases ambiguous as to the terminology 
pertaining to the "comment" period and the "scoping" period deadlines.

The public only cares about the date that they need to respond by, for valid 
objections in order to be considered valid objections by the forest service.  Is it the 
"comment" period (which seems to be somewhat never ending) or the "scoping" 
period (which is ambiguous as it relates to the "comment" period.) that the public 
needs to be concerned about?

I hereby request (actually, as a tax payer, "demand") that you issue a new "News 
Release" clarifying your terms "comments" and "scoping" and make if very clear to 
the public what deadline must be met in order for the forest service to legally accept 
public objections.

Individual

7262 1 Just wanted to document the phone call I just had with Elizabeth Webb at about 
11:00 a.m. this morning, July 7, 2008.

She wants to go "on the record" as requesting a hearing for the Vail area. In a 
previous phone conversation, she said she was not requesting a hearing because of 
"meeting fatigue." However, while she remebers that comment, her emphasis this 
week is to push for a hearing. She and others will be sending out many emails and 
making other contacts with us and with elected officials. She said she knows we have 
exceeded the requirements of NEPA to conduct scoping. 

Finally, she says she does not expect any of us to reply to her many email requests.

Individual

7266 1 This letter is to inform you of the concern by Tucson Audubon regarding the scoping 
process for the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Rosemont mine, and 
the subsequent 30 day comment period deadline. Our Concern focuses on the short 
notice period given for the initiation of this process.

To have less than seven days' notice of the start of the scoping meetings is both 
extremely short and rather unusual. To restrict the comment deadline to 30 days is 
also rather limiting. We all know that a thorough scoping process is in the best 
interests of us all, including the Applicant and the Service. Therefore we respectfully 
request that you extend this time period for comments by 120 additional days.

Organization

7266 3 We are interested to learn what format the meetings will take this week. We hope 
that the Forest Service meetings will be used to brief the public on the project and 
the process in a meaningful way that all can understand, and that you will alow some 
public comments and questions. We hope that you will take the opportunity of 
clearly explaining to the public the scope and the nature of the project and its 
potential impact on the landscape.

Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 257 of 309



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Process and Procedure

Scoping meetings

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

7266 4 Speaking on behalf of our members in the region, we would hope that once we have 
been able to examine in detail the information that will be revealed this week, you 
will schedule follow-up meetings to receive input on the scope of the EIS. We also 
hope that you will arrange for follow-up nmeetings in Sonoita and Vail, Since it is 
our understanding that each of these areas will be impacted by the proposed mining.

Organization

7267 2 After attending the Patagonia Open House which was put on by the Forest Service in 
an attempt to educate the public about the Proposed Rosemont Mine, I became 
outraged at what I witnessed. One man stood up on a chair in an attempt to get the 
attention of the Forest Service and Rosemont representatives, to ask for an open 
forum, a discussion, a question and answer session with them. The responcse we 
received was to have the police, border patrol and other offical law enforcement 
called in to keep the peace.

Individual

7267 6 I am asking you to help us get another open mike hearing put in place before the july 
14th deadline. The Vail citizens deserve to be heard in their own town and not 
ignored by the Forest Service.

Individual

7268 1 These are just some scoping questions and I reserve the right to send in more before 
11:59pm July 14th 2008 although I still hold out hope that someone will hear our 
pleas and see the incredible injustice that is being wrought upon our community 
within the 425 square miles and give us a stay and schedule a hearing and associated 
scoping continuance.

Individual

7268 4 -Why was there only one Open House held in the Vail Unified School District's 425 
Square mile boundaries?
-Why wasn't there an Open Mic hearing held in the VUSD's 425 Square mile 
boundaries?
-Why were the last two Open Mic hearings held during the VUSD's modified 
condensed summer break?
-Why weren't direct mailer lables sent to the addresses within the most impacted 
areas, even though I  made this suggestion to Ms. Everson in March of 2008?

Individual

7268 7 REGARDLESS, as early as 2007, the Coronado National Forest has been aware that 
one, there was a potential for Environmental Justice issues based on Ethnicity, or 
two, that holding meetings during the summer with a NEW population was going to 
skew any attempt to receive accurate testimony.

Individual
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7269 2 As mentioned in our letter of September 14, 2007 (Attachment 3), we continue to 
believe that initiation of the scoping process is premature. Augusta is continuing to 
conduct exploration and define its project components. This results in considerable 
uncertainty in the project description and therefore in understanding just where the 
affected communities might be. Furthermore, the mining plan of operation itself is 
still incomplete in many important details, such as water and smelting. Also, more 
time is needed to collect data so that it can be incorporated into the Draft EIS.

Premature scoping increases the likelihood that a supplemental effort at scoping will 
be needed. This seems particularly true given the project description in the Federal 
Register notice dated March 13, 2008. Amendments to the project description and 
supplemental scoping will be both confusing and stressful to citizens, if not to the 
Forest Service. Another possible consequence could be the need for a supplemental 
EIS.

We reiterate our concerns that the community is not receiving adequate information 
about this proposed mining action from the proponents or Forest Service. Question 
and answer sessions are a respectful way to foster group learning and better issue 
identification for the scoping. Multiple methods of accessing information are needed. 
The communities of interest also need better access to more detailed information 
than is available on Rosemont Copper's website.

Government

7273 1 I attended last night's (3/18) US forest service meeting on the Rosemont mine 
project. I am against this mine and have stated so in several occasions.

It was appalling to see that Rosemont bussed people in, after having treated them to a 
dinner, made them sign petitions in support of the mine and make them wear 
Rosemont badges. I spoke to several of these individuals they clearly had no idea of 
the issues at hand and simply enjoyed an evening of "wining and dining".

I would expect a US government agency to disallow such obvious manipulation of 
the hearing process.

Individual
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7274 1 I have attached the comments I submitted to you on April 16, and the Guest 
Comment which appeared today in the Green Valley News & Sun, and which I also 
forwarded to you and many other interested parties on April 16. The slight difference 
between the two attachements is in my conversation with Daniel Roth of M3 
Engineering.

I'm wondering if you have not replied because I sent the comments to the news 
media and interested parties. I think my comments make a compelling case for 
inviting an environmental group to the next two scoping meetings on Tuesday, April 
22 in Sahuarita, and on Wednesday, April 23 in Elgin.

It is short notice, but I think one organization who can be there is Save the Scenic 
Santa Ritas, www.scenicsantaritas.org. Please email Lainie Levick at 
lainiel@comcast.net, phone 760-2494, and Kim Beck at kim@scenicsantaritas.org. 
The email for the organization is info@scenicsantaritas.org, and phone is 495-4339.

Two other very important environmental organizations to invite are the Coalition for 
Sonoran Desert Protection, www.sonorandesert.org, and Earthworks, 
www.earthworksaction.org. Representatives from both organizations have attended 
the scoping meetings. They are bigger than Save the Scenic Santa Ritas so they 
might not be in a position to accept on short notice.

Individual

7279 1 I think there should be more meetings in Tucson for the Rosemont scoping.  Also 
they should be talks to all attending instead of one person at a time talking to each 
specialist.

Individual

7283 1 I attended the Forest Service Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping 
meetings in Green Valley on March 19, and in Vail on April 5.  At the Vail meeting 
I was pleased to see that some of the Forest Service agreements made on March 27 
with Representative Gabrielle Giffords had been implemented.  There were signs on 
the wall above the tables to tell people who they were talking to.  I found the 
"Resources" signs above the Forest Service tables confusing.  Why not say "Forest 
Service"?

There was a "Consultants" sign.  Additionally, I suggest signs so that each company 
is in context.  For example:  "SWCA.  The environmentally consulting company 
selected by the Forest Service to do the EIS.  SWCA is paid by the mining company.  
The Forest Service does not control the amount of their contract.  The Forest Service 
is responsible for the scope and accuracy of the EIS."

Individual

7283 6 The environmental organizations, who had very good reasons to share for not putting 
this proposed mine in these mountains, were not in the room.  At the Green Valley 
scoping meeting, Green Valley Recreation, Inc., who provided the venue for the 
meeting, did not even allow them outside the room or outside the building.  Nowhere 
on their property.  The Vail school district, true to their educational mission, did 
allow environmental organizations to set up tables outside the school building.

Individual

7283 9 For the next two scoping meetings on April 22 and April 23 the Forest Service has a 
chance to show good faith by offering tables inside the meeting room to 
environmental organizations and cooperating agencies

Individual
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7285 1 Article in 03-28-08 Tucson Citizen on the bussing of people to the Desert Vista 
proposed Rosemont/Forest Service meeting.  Several of EFC members were at this 
meeting and saw all these people getting off the bus.  I was there but did not know 
these details.  This is sadder than I thought.

Individual

7287 1 I attended last night's (3/18) US forest service meeting on the Rosemont mine 
project.  I am against this mine and have stated so in several occasions.

It was appalling to see that Rosemont bussed people in, after having treated them to a 
dinner, made them sign petitions in support of the mine and make them wear 
Rosemont badges.  I spoke to several of these individuals they clearly had no idea of 
the issues at hand and simply enjoyed an evening of "wining and dining".

I would expect a US government agency to disallow such obvious manipulation of 
the hearing process.

Individual

7291 1 Please hold MORE Scoping meetings in midtown Tucson, at least 2 more for those 
who can't attend tonight.  Rosemont mine is a huge concern to Pima County 
residents.  The format should be Forest Service speakers in front so that all can hear 
the all the questions and all the answers.

Individual

7297 9 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.

Individual

7314 3 Additionally, I would like to know what specific outreach techniques were used to 
draw these individual communities into the discussion about the proposed project, 
particularly the communities with environmental justice issues.
-Why was there only one Open House held in the Vail Unified School District’s 425 
Square mile boundaries?
-Why wasn’t there an Open Mic hearing held in the VUSD’s  425 Square mile 
boundaries?
-Why were the last two Open Mic hearings held during the VUSD’s modified 
condensed summer break?
-Why weren’t direct mailer labels sent to the addresses within the most impacted 
areas, even though I made this suggestion to Ms. Everson in March of 2008.

Individual

7330 3 I ask you this question:

Why couldn't the Forest Service have taken the time to send out a mailer, using zip 
codes as a reference, to the thousands of people who will feel the most impacts from 
this proposed Rosemont Mine? Why couldn't we have been included from the 
beginning? Most importantly why were we the Vail community along with Patagonia 
not given an open mike meeting? Why were we made to drive over 50 miles to 
attend the closest meeting?

Individual
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7336 3 The Scoping/Public Hearing process was flawed also. Initially it was all but 
nonexistent. Rep. Giffords and others stepped in to enhance public participation 
convincing the Forest Service to extend the scoping period to July 14. The Sahuarita 
Public Hearing was moved without notice and without significant signage. How 
many came and left? Does this comply with or interfere with the public's right to 
comment on the proposal? By omitting the communities which would be most 
adversely affected by the proposed mine from the public hearing process; the Forest 
Service has contributed to the alienation of a large percentage of the adjacent 
population. Are these legal challenges in the making? What steps is the Forest 
Service taking to insure that all people potentially affected by the project are fully 
informed of the potential benefits and risks, and have been given ample opportunity 
to comment and participate in the public process?

Individual

7353 1 How can We be expected to comment effectively in this scoping process if the 
documents Augusta submitted for review that I am commenting on keep changing. It 
is as if Augusta is using the scoping process to restructure and refine every aspect of 
their proposal based on our concerns comments. How can I determine in such a short 
time what these new and ever changing Augusta proposals will cause of what will be 
affected when scrutinizing the broad far reaching impacts of those changes?  I am not 
even sure I have the latest version of their proposal for me to review even now! Did 
it change last week, last night or will it change tomorrow after this comment was 
made?

How can I asses the impact of their plan if they keep changing it based on what they 
hear from us? The plan as it sits now is likely 30 to 40% revised and is not even 
close to what was presented when this scoping process was started. The scoping 
process in no valid!

We need Augusta to provide their real plan and present it for a new scoping process 
not present us a living document that keeps us guessing if our concerns and 
proposals are even relivent. Every new change presents a new set of problems and 
concerns. We need to have their real final plan to be able to properly participate in a 
real scoping process. We need to be allowed to have time for our timely input on the 
real Rosemont mining plan with all those revisions. If there is a proposed long term 
expansion or new claims to be added, then that needs to part of this process as it will 
have propound immediate and future impacts on the current plan and will likely 
invalidate anything they have proposed to date!

This scoping process so far has been at its best an example of incompetence and at 
its worst a willful, planned execution of a perpetrated fraud on this community as a 
whole!

Individual
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7371 1 The majority of the public were not properly informed due to biased reporting by the 
local newspapers, improper, untimely scheduling of meetings by the Forest Service, 
and Forest service personnel giving conflicting statements.
This mine is in all their "back yards" ( the phrase the proponents like to throw out 
there).
We have, as yet, to have a meeting in the Vail community of 40,000 + residents.
It needs to be set at a time that residents will be able to get to the meeting.
The residents need to be properly notified with plenty of time to make plans.
It is extreme neglect to overlook a community that is going to be impacted in so 
many negative ways by the Rosemont Mine.

Individual

7414 1 These comments are in regard to a press release that was released on 10 July 2008, in 
my opinion, prematurely. The Coronado National Forest was well aware that 
residents in the 425 Sq. mile boundaries of the Vail/Cienega Corridor/Corona Area 
had requested a hearing in the affected area and had been working to achieve that 
goal before the end of the scoping period on July 14th 2008. Additionally, Pima 
County Supervisor Ray Carroll had mentioned the same request for Green Valley 
(also in his district) during his public testimony at the Sahuarita Hearing on June 7th 
2008. Additionally, Federal representatives Giffords and Grijalva had requested that 
the scoping be restarted.

Individual

7433 2 The Scoping process Meetings was initially Flawed when informational meetings 
were scheduled to coincide with Spring Break in VAIL. After many citizens voicing 
their concern and Help from our US legislators Giffords ,Grijalva and US Forest 
Service the scoping process was extended 120 days. The scoping process has 
recently acquired a telephone line in order to make comments on ,courtesy of the 
Forest Service at the end of the scoping process. I question the usefulness of this so 
late in the process, a better idea 120 days ago. OPEN MIKE meetings were 
scheduled in every community ,except the one that is the closest in proximity to the 
proposed mine and will suffer the greatest IMPACT !MY QUESTION IS WHY 
WOULD YOU HAVE OPEN MIKE MEETINGS IN ELGIN, SAHUARITA AND 
TUCSON, BUT  NOT VAIL, WHERE APPROX. 40,000 MEN ,WOMEN AND 
CHILDREN RESIDE. They will feel the Impact the MOST 24/7 on every 
level,Polluted aquifers Domestic wells going dry, Heavy mine traffic on Narrow 
,Dangerous ,Scenic Sr 83 ,and Toxic Dust from the DRY stacking tailings to name a 
few! When you FACTOR all the possible impacts the mine could have on their lives. 
One additional Meeting is not asking much. Just remember if any one of us has not 
corrected a oversight its our children and their children ,who will have to bear the 
ultimate responsibility! The learning curve continues and will the Forest Service will 
correct this FLAW? After all it will be a “known” missing piece of the SCOPING 
PROCESS.

Individual

7438 2 After attending the Patagonia Open House which was put on by the Forest Service in 
a attempt to educate the public about the Proposed Rosemont Mine, I became 
outraged at what I witnessed. One man stood up on a chair in an attempt to get the 
attention of the Forest Service and Rosemont representatives, to ask for an open 
forum, a discussion, a question and answer session with them. The response we 
received was to have the police, border patrol and other official law enforcement 
called in to keep the peace.

Individual
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7438 5 I am asking you to help us get another open mike hearing put in place before July 
14th deadline. The Vail citizens deserve to be heard in their own town and not 
ignored by the Forest Service.

Individual

7451 2 We  have not been granted a hearing and respectfully request a hearing in the 
Vail/Cienega/Sonoita area that will be the most directly and indirectly  impacted by 
the proposed action whether positively or negatively. The last school in the district 
returns the 18th of July and the first three Open Houses were held during Vail's 
spring break and the two of the three hearings were held during Vail's summer 
vacation. Parents need a minimum of two weeks to get their kids settled back into 
school before another hearing is planned. (preferably at Empre High School)

Individual

7451 22 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
30. When the first Open Houses were listed and I questioned why the 
Vail/Cienega/Corridor did not receive an Open House, I was told there was not a 
building large enough for an Open House. Hm.

Individual

7451 32 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
40. The first 3 Open Houses were held during VUSD's spring break, the last two 
hearings were held during VUSD's summer vacation. The first hearing was in Elgin. 
I'm not even exactly sure where Elgin is. (The only two meetings I missed were in 
Elgin)

Individual

7451 34 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
43. The Forest Service did nothing to stop a CAREER MINING FAIR held at the 
same location as the last Forest Service hearing 2 and a half days beforehead when 
we did not even get a hearing in the area where the proposed project would be 
located.

Individual

7451 37 We ask yet again, why weren't we given a hearing and may we please have the 
hearing we deserve some time in the reasonable future after parents have the time to 
settle in after school starts?

Individual

7451 38 We understand that all of the legal requirements were met. They were met when the 
scoping was listed in the Federal Register and an opportunity to send in comments 
was provided.

We do not believe the moral and ethical requirements were met when compared to 
the other communities outside of the proposed project area. Combined, some the 
people in the affect area have driven thousands of miles to have their voices hear. 
Not everyone can afford that.-mentally and economically. What has the Forest done 
to provide outreach as shown in the Citizens guide, to engage our environmental 
justice communities? I learned at the Career Fair that a HUGE segment of the 
population has no idea there is even a process going on, and these are people who 
are in the field.

Individual
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7453 1 5 days left for the community which will be most impact (whether negatively or 
positively) by the proposed action should it be approved and we still have not had a 
hearing scheduled in the our 425 sp. Mile boundaries. The closest  hearing was 
aprox. 50 miles away round trip. I got to thinking perhaps people honestly just don't 
know how our area will be affected so I sat down and wrote out a list. This list was 
compiled off the top of my head from memory, I'm sure there would be more if I 
used the MPO right in front of me. This list also includes some other reasons, but 
mostly impacts.

Individual

7453 22 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
30. When the first Open Houses were listed and I questioned why the 
Vail/Cienega/Corridor did not receive an Open House, I was told there was not a 
building large enough for an Open House. Hm.

Individual

7453 32 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
40. The first 3 Open Houses were held during VUSD's spring break, the last two 
hearings were held during VUSD's summer vacation. The first hearing was in Elgin. 
I'm not even exactly sure where Elgin is. (The only two meetings I missed were in 
Elgin)

Individual

7453 34 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
44. The forest Service did nothing to stop a Career Mining Fair held at the same 
location as the last Forest Service hearing 2 and a half days beforehand when we did 
not even get a hearing in the area where the proposed project would be located.

Individual

7453 36 I ask yet again, why weren't we given a hearing and may we please have the hearing 
we deserve some time in the reasonable future after parents have the time to settle in 
after school starts?

Individual

7453 37 I understand that all of the legal requirements were met. They were met when the 
scoping was listed in the Federal Register and an opportunity to send in comments 
was provided. 

I do not believe the moral and ethical requirements were met when compared to the 
other communities outside of the proposed project area. Combined, some the people 
in the affected area have driven thousands of miles to have their voices heard. Not 
everyone can afford that.- mentally and economically. What has the Forest done to 
provide outreach as shown in the Citizens guide, to engage our communities? I 
learned at the Career Fair that a HUGE segment of the population has no idea there 
is even a process going on, and these are people who are in the field.

Even so, at the Tucson hearing there were new people from the Vail/Corona area 
who made the trip into Tucson to testify and even waited until the very end to listen. 
(11:30pm). I heard a community name that left early before she even got a chance to 
speak. To be quite frank we deserve more than one hearing, but I know I should not 
be greedy.

Individual
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7459 1 Thank you for your attempts to help our community get the hearing it deserves.

If you look at it from a legal standpoint which requires only notice in the Federal 
Register and a way to submit comments then it has met the legal requirements. When 
you compare the way OUR community, the one which will be impacted the most 
directly and indirectly by the proposed project should it be approved, then it is quite 
clear our community has been ignored and NOT given the same treatment.

Individual

7460 2 I am still upset that there is not a better way of informing the general public, and 
especially those who stand to be impacted the most by a project of this proportion.

It is my understanding that the two major purposes of the environmental review 
process are; better informed decisions and citizen involvement. My question is why 
is it that the people who are going to be impacted most by this proposed mine were 
left out in so many ways. How many people do you think make it a habit of checking 
the National Register to see if anything is about to happen in their part of the world 
that will affect them. I think when a project of this magnitude is about to be 
considered more should be done to make sure that the citizens who live close to the 
project are made aware of and asked to be included from the beginning.

Individual

7460 4 I feel that the people who are opposed to the project should be included and invited 
to be a part of the scoping process.The entire process is supposed to be about 
informing the public, why can't both sides be represented? Lets face it, the big 
companies have unlimited funds to advertise and spin things to suit their needs, 
while the unsuspecting public is on it's own. If not for a few NIMBYS, 
ENVIRONMENTALISTS, and SENIOR CITIZENS, will to do the research we 
would not have this chance to introduce our concerns.

It wasn't until the famous Patagonia open house meeting where the Police, Border 
Patrol, and Swat teams were called in to TAME the crowd, and the efforts of 
Congresswoman Giffords, and Congressman Grijalva that we were given a 120 day 
extension on the scoping process.

Individual

7460 6 I would say that considering the fact that having an open mike hearing in Vail, one 
of the areas most directly and indirectly impacted by the proposed Rosemont mine, 
should have been the only DONE DEAL involved here. We were however 
completely overlooked when considering the sites for the open mike hearings. Vail 
deserves to have a chance to stand up and be heard. I feel a hearing in Vail should be 
added to the scoping period so that the people with the most to loose can beheard 
without driving 50-100 miles round trip to do so. Proper notice given to the people 
most impacted, with the assurance that all comments and concerns will be considered 
with as much weight as all of the others already received by the Forest Service. The 
last school to return to seession will be on July 18th, I would request that the hearing 
be put in place after the 18th when vacationing families have returned.

Individual
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7465 1 Senator McCain, 
I would like to request your assistance to receive a Vail/Cienega Corridor area Forest 
Service Hearing for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine. Our area covers 425 
square miles and has approximately 44 thousand residents and 25 thousand 
registered voters, not including the 250 or so regiestered voters of the Empire 
Elementary School District.

We did not receive a hearing although our area is the one that have the majority of 
the direct and indirect impacts from the proposed project,should it be approved.

To make such a hearing fiar, it would have to scheduled at a minimum of two weeks 
after the school year has begun, which is July 18th 2008. To make this hearing 
available to our winter visitors of which we have many (and perhaps to accommodate 
our winter visitors from Green Valley who are also in Pima County District 4), it 
would be fair to hold it in October. Also, to be assured that the comments would be 
legally a part of the DEIS, the official scoping period would have to be extended to 
accommodate this as well.

Individual

7468 1 My Community within a 425 sq. mile boundary has essentially been ignored by the 
Coronado National Forest throughout the scoping process from the onset. I will not 
go into details unless you request them. On paper, it all looks good, I'm sure if you 
are to look at the end result. Legally, I know all of the requirements have been met. 
Yes, we can send comments in via fax, email or snail mail and now a new phone line 
that was put into a press release on the 29th of June 2008, essentially 2 weeks before 
the end of the scoping period. I appreciate Ms. LaFord's efforts at the phone line, but 
without education on the project it makes it difficult for people to make comments.

Http://www.azstarnet.com/allheadlines/246022.php

Individual

7468 2 If you are to look at the treatment of the community that is closet to the proposed 
action, which would feel the most direct and indirect impacts (whether negative or 
positive) and compare it to other communities, you will find it sorely lacking. If all 
of the other hearings  had not been a minimum of 50 miles away (roundtrip) then 
perhaps we would not have had anything to complain about. The fact is, they did get 
hearings and we did not. Additionally, the proponent Rosemont Copper felt it was 
necessary to hold a "Career Fair" 2 and half days before the last Forst Service 
Hearing in the SAME location. They shared the day with other mining and 
engineering firms, but it was quite obvious what the intent was. 

Here is an article that was written in the paper about it

http://www.azstarnet.com/allheadlines/246304.php

Individual

7468 4 Have all legal requirements been met. I'm sure they have. It looks that way from the 
reading I've done. Has our community, the one closest to the proposed action been 
treated in an adequte, just and fair manner? Not in the least. We live here. We are the 
ones who SHOULD BE HELPING WITH ALTERNATIVES and pointing out 
issues.

Individual
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7468 6 Rosemont Copper has hosted neighborhood meetings, why can't the Forest do this 
and take the scoping questions them? We have driven HUNDREDS of miles EACH 
to these meetings/hearings. Combined we have driven THOUSANDS of miles. 
Hearing are about HEARING what your neighbors and experts with other 
perspectives have to say. Would I have known that animals walk/fly up to water 
storage areas in mine sites and drink poisonous water and then die if I had not 
attended a citizen's forum where wildlife biologist spoke? Would I have known that 
"Scalies" a type of Quail live in small area around the Davidson Canyon if I had not 
attended another hearing for an Outstandin Waters Classification? Would I have 
known that Green Valley is becoming know as Lupus hot spot? No.

Individual

7468 7 And, we become known as Yuppie/Senior Citizen/College Student/Environmental 
Wack-a-Doodles because the working class in-betweens with younger children 
cannot afford to drive 50-150 miles round trip and stay out until 1:00am to attend 
these hearings. ( no kidding. I was at the last one from 5:00pm until 11:30pm and 
did not get home until 12:30am and there were people there would live 15miles 
further south than me there). My children are older and I am fortunate my husband is 
fairly tolerant.

The best Open House (or most well attended) was the one held in Vail/Cienega 
Corridor and it was even held during the day on a Saturday  on Cienega High 
School's prom day. Ms. LaFord and I worked in collaboration on new educational 
boards, it was the first meeting where there was a presentation at the beginning, and 
there were even salty snacks! Ms. Laford had the contractor put out signs for the 
Open House in some of the more economical challenged neighborhoods -next to the 
cluster mailboxes.

Again, I am just so very disappointed that what could have been a FANTASTIC 
opportunity for the public (small groups could have been invited to a luncheon 
maybe?) and the Forest has now turned into another reason to distrust them. People 
REALLY responded to hearing Dinah Bear when she spoke at the Citizens' Forum 
on the proposed Rosemont Mine. The chance to hear someone from Washington 
speak to a group about NEPA from an outside agency has just been ruined.

Anyhow, I have rambled on enough. I hope you will at least take away from this that 
we would like our community  to have the hearing it deserves in a reasonable time in 
the future after school has started (after July 18th 2008) and parents and students 
have had time to settle in. This would mean extending the scoping period a 
MINIMUM of two weeks after July 18th 2008 as we would only feel comfortable if 
it was within the legal time frame of the scoping period.

Individual
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7468 8 If you have an interest in watching any of the heraing on YouTube (the poor man's 
marketing), here they are:

An assortment, includes the Career Fair - also the latest hearings at Rincon High 
School

http://www.youtube.com/VailCoronaAZ

This one is me:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bEj9jCMH3BI

Here are the more professional videos, including our new water commercial that is 
going to be on the radio this week somewhere (still not sure where)

http://www.youtube.com/user/azroberth

Individual

7472 7 Please extend the comment period 60 days after Augusta submits all information and 
data the Forest Service requested in their letter dated Oct. 19, 2007, rejecting 
Augusta's mining plan last July 2007.

Individual

7486 1 Our area is an area that would be directly and indirectly impacted by the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Mine should it be allowed by the Coronado National Forest. We 
are very concerned that we have not been given a hearing, although three other 
communities, all of which were at least 50 miles roundtrip were given one. This has 
been an ongoing pattern of the treatment of our community of aprox 44 thousand 
people.

Individual

7504 2 The conduct of the NEPA scoping to date regarding this proposed Rosemont mining 
operation has not complied with applicable federal statutes, and the Forest Service is 
aware of that.  The letter from Congressional Representatives Giffords and Grijalva 
regarding the failure by the Fores Service to provide all studies and public records 
before closing the comment period are on record and DWAZ concurs with their 
statements.  Also, DWAZ is aware of strong arm tactics used to intimidate people, 
especially the elderly, at public meetings allegedly designed for public comment on 
the scoping.  To call a SWAT team because a man in his 70s has complained about 
the lack of information and answers at thsees meetings is clearly a violation of the 
constitiutional rights of freedom of speech, freedom of assembly, and freedom of 
association.

7508

7515 2 I would like to request that the Forest work with the communities closet to the 
proposed action to accommodate the request for a hearing in the 425 square mile 
boundaries. To accommodate the is requent, there would need to be an extension of 
the scoping period as it would seem appropriate to allow parents to have their 
children settle back into the routine in school and so forth. The VUSD returns to 
school on July 18th and at a minium - two weeks past that would seem reasonable. 
AND, given that most people cannot stay up so late to testify, we might need more 
than one night of hearings. Or, maybe the Center mgiht gave some better conflict 
resolution ideas?

Individual

7530 1 It is really horrible when a citizen from the community which would be the most 
directly and indirectly impacted by the proposed action (whether positively or 
negatively) is reducedto begging for what should be rightly theirs.

Individual
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7531 1 Thanks for the coverage on the last Coronado National Forest Open Mic for the EIS 
during the official Scoping period before July 14th. It is not the end however, (The 
NEPA process lasts quite some time) and opponents were not the only ones who 
spoke as Mr. Davis accurately ointed out in the Star article as did Mr. Poole in the 
Citizen.

It was be nice; however, if someone would truly concentrate on an issue that is really 
at the heart of the the Forest Service problem thus far. Why is the community which 
stands to have the most direct and indirect impacts of the proposed mine it it should 
be approved being ignored? The MPO is not complete, so how can the scoping be 
accurate?

Individual

7531 2 A large majority of the speakers against the mine drove a minimum of 70 miles 
round trip to attend and to speak- from Vail, Corona and Sonoita. Some drove 
further, from areas that did not receive a hearing.

Individual

7551 4 The process has been flawed and a detriment to the due process the public deserves. 
The hearing should have been close to all impacted parties - no hearing in Vail is 
inexcusable.

Individual

7556 1 As a resident who is going to be directly affected by the Rosemont Mine if it is put 
into place I am absolutely offended that the closest places to give my public opinion 
are close to 45 minutes/hour away in every case.

Individual

7556 8 Given the cost of gas (I just paid 3.81 a gallon for diesel), it is utterly shameful and I 
ask you to consider schedualing a public meeting as soon a possible in Vail/Cienega 
Corridor area. The Vail School District is very helpful about locations for public 
meetings.

Individual

7564 6 I urge you to extend the time for public comments, since this information is just now 
reaching the public, this last day.

Individual

7580 2 And you need to do a better job of getting this information out of people to comment!Individual

7592 1 I am currently a resident of Corona de Tucson and certainly have an interest in the 
outcome of the NEPA scoping process for this proposal.

Individual

7592 3 The period for stakeholders to comment was extremely short for the magnitude and 
complexity of this proposal, and had to be extended by the intervention of local 
legislators.

Individual

7592 8 To consider the full impact of the proposer's activities and for stakeholders to 
effectively comments, all of the proposer's holdings on both sides of the Santa Rita 
Mountains must be made public. Reports at the last scoping meeting indicated that 
Rosemont had bought further properties in the area and had plans to aquire more in 
the future. These properties should be listed, mapped and updated in a timely fashion 
as new aquistions are made, as should any intentions to purchase further parcels.

Individual

7607 2 The good citizens of the Vail-Hilton Ranch area certainly deserve to have a public 
hearing on this mine held in their area.

Individual
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7607 5 If you could find the time to hold a hearing in Elgin, which will only be slightly 
impacted, as compared to the Hilton Ranch area, you can certainly find the time to 
hold a hearing nearer the Hilton Ranch area. This is a time when outrageous fuel 
prices make driving anywhere a daunting prospect, and the economy is so bad that 
none of these hard-working citizens can afford to take time off to drive to either 
Tucson or Elgin to allow you to hear them in person, as is their right under our great 
nation's Constitution. If you need to extend the comment period for this to happen, I 
see no reason why that can and should not occur. This is just too momentous a 
decision for our entire area's econom and environment for it to be jeopardized by a 
hasty decision-making process undertaken simply to satisfy Augusta Resources's 
understandably ambitious schedule.

Individual

7616 1 My name is Mylan Webb and I am a student in the Vail School District.
It was a 70 mile roundtrip to testify today.
I spoke at the hearing in Sahaurita also.
Why did we drive so far?
-because our community, which has a population of close to 45 thousand people and 
25 thousand registered voters did not have a hearing, even though it is the 
community closest to the proposed copper mine and most of its impacts.

Individual

7616 4 The most important thing to remember is this. By ignoring us, it is only going to hurt 
everyone in the long run. Please gice us what we deserve, which is our own Open 
Microphone Hearing when school is actually in session. The first three Open Houses 
and the last two Hearings were held during Vail School District breaks.

Individual

7634 2 I believe that you (the forest service) have conducted a fair scoping process and look 
forward to continuing the NEPA process.

Individual

7652 2 James A Sturgess stated on June 7, 2008 at the Sahuarita High School Forest Service 
Hearing that he had 50 United Well Owners signatures on a well protection 
program.  I hold here today a letter dated May 6, 2008 from Hugh Holub that says 
"That a permanent agreement (the well protection program) should be completed 
within a year…after the hydrology study is completed."  My Question is How could 
the Rosemont mine (James A Sturgess) get 50 of the United Sahuarita Well Owners 
to sign a permanent agreement when the hydrology impact study has not been 
completed?

Individual
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7654 8 THE NEPA PROCESS IS OFF TO A BAD START.

WE WANT TO EXPRESS OUR DISAPPOINTMENT AND DISMAY WITH THE 
U.S. FOREST SERVICE FOR BEGINNING THE NEPA SCOPING PROCESS 
PREMATURELY.

THE FLAWED NOTICE OF INTENT, BIASED COMMENTS BY 
CONSULTANTS, UNFRIENDLY FORMAT AND RUSHED TIMING FO 
PUBLIC MEETINGS-

AS WELL AS THE INCOMPLETENESS OF ROSEMONT'S MINING PLAN OF 
OPERATIONS HAVE SERIOUSLY UNDERMINED PUBLIC CONFIDENCE IN 
THE FOREST SERVICE'S HANDLING OF THE NEPA PROCESS AND IN 
ROSEMONT AS A COMPANY.

IT HAS BEEN DIFFICULT FOR CITIZENS AND EVEN PUBLIC OFFICIALS 
TO GET TIMELY, COMPLETE INFORMATION IN A USABLE FORMAT.

SADLY, THIS WILL INEVITABLY LEAD TO LITIGATION, NOT ONLY 
UNDER NEPA, BUT ALSO UNDER OTHER CAUSES OF ACTION THAT 
MANY AFFECTED PARTIES HAVE.

Business

7656 1 After receiving notice from a reporter (not the Forest) on March 11th 2008 that the 
EIS process was going to begin, I immediately contacted Pima County to let them 
know I was very upset that the Vail area has not received a meeting location. 

County Administrator Chuck Huckleberry responded the very next day with a memo 
to Supervisor Derby stating that the "residents in the Cienega-Vail area would be the 
most impacted by the proposed mine. It is of utmost importance that these residents 
have effective input…" Since that was so long ago, I have copies of that memo if 
anyone would like it after I speak.

Individual

7656 7 Where is the open mic hearing for the community who will be the most directly and 
indirectly impacted by the proposed action should it be approved, whether negatively 
or positively?

Individual

7803 1 Many members of the Hilton Ranch Road community feel the entire scoping process 
for the proposed Rosemont mine has been flawed from the beginning.

Many in the public have been led to believe that the Proposed Rosemont mine is a 
"done deal". The public was not informed and did not understand the purpose of the 
scoping process.

Organization
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7806 1 When the public commenting period for the scoping process actually end?
Numerous comments from Forest Service personnel have indicated that public 
comments will be accepted after 7/14/08. Form an article in the Tucson Citizen 
published 6/9/2008 "The service will not stop taking comments after the official 
comment period ends July 14, a spokeswoman said. We will continue to accept 
comments past the point, said Heidi Schewel of the Coronado National Forest." 
From an article in the Green Valley News and Sun published 6/10/2008 "The Forest 
Service will hold another hearing on June 30 at Rincon High School in Tucson and 
will continue taking comments after the official comment period ends July 14, a 
spokeswoman announced at the meeting. Comments can be given in several formats 
and information is available on the Web site of the Coronado National Forest.": 
From an article in the Arizona Daily Star published 6/11/2008 "U.S. Reps. Raul 
Grijalva and Gabrielle Giffords, both Tucson Democrats, wrote Derby last month 
seeking to have the scoping efforts started over. They said their constituents and 
local government officials are confused about deadlines for submitting comments." 
The Citizen Guide to the NEPA process clearly states "if you feel strongly that a 
particular alternative should be addressed and you don't raise it during the scoping 
process then it won't get the benefit of comparative analysis with the other 
alternatives."
Our question is will comments and alternatives received after 7/14/08 receive the 
comprehensive analysis like those received before that date? If not the we feel the 
forest service has misled the public and hindered the timely efforts necessary to do 
the research needed to get their informed comments into the forest service by the 
scoping process deadline. I propose a firm data should be set for an end of the public 
commenting period, or no date at all should be set.

According to the proposed timeline established in the memorandum of understanding 
between the Forest Service and Rosemont officials, the forest service has indicated 
the Draft EIS will be completed by March of 2009. How can they provide this 
estimate prior to the end of the public scoping process? Is this a restricting date, or 
will it be extended as necessary to provide the time needed to research all of the 
publics comments and alternative proposals. I propose this should not be a set date, 
but must remain flexible.

Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 273 of 309



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Process and Procedure

Scoping meetings

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

7807 2 The open houses hosted by the forest service for the purpose of educating the general 
public did not provide adequate facilities to organizations opposed to the Rosemont 
mine, or those attempting to educate the public about the negative impacts of this 
mine. For example, at Elgin and Vail open houses these organizations were allowed 
to set up information booths but were not provided a comfortable environment to 
discuss those concerns with the general public, extreme heat, wind, and bright sun 
were the conditions we had to contend with. The Sahaurita meeting was held at a 
facility that would not allow any opponents to the mine to set up information for the 
general public.

While I applaud the forest service decision to add three open mike meetings to the 
agenda I question the selection of the chosen locations. Public anger at the Patagonia 
meeting concerning the  format of the open houses should certainly warrant an open 
mike meeting in that community. The Vail community with the most impact from the 
mine should be provided an open mike meeting, as should Green Valley who is 
already greatly impacted by mining. We find it ironic that the three communites 
currently threatened by mining activities are not being provided the opportunity to 
voice their concerns at a reasonable location.

There have been many flaws in the public scoping process for the Rosemont Mine. 
Neither the public, nor the media seem to understand the process, many think the 
mine is a "done deal". The numbers presented throughout this process have been 
confusing, the amount of land being considered is not clear, the proposed water 
consumption is not clear, the number of jobs the mine will generate, or when it will 
travel on state route 83 is not clear, the actual distance from municipalities, National 
preserves, and sensitive areas is not clear, the end of the commenting period is not 
clear. Those impacted nmost by the proposal have not had reasonable access to voice 
their comments, http://www.youtube/watch?v=o_-_-kfohB4 and organizations 
attempting to educate the public about the negative impacts of the mine proposal 
have been intentionally excluded from the public information hearings, or not 
provided reasonable accomidations. As you have heard there are many resons to feel 
the scoping process was flawed from the beginning, I can see why Representatives 
Grijalva and Giffords requested it be started over, and I thank them both for their 
efforts, in concludsion, I propose a committee of forest service representatives, 
Rosemont representatives, concerned citizens, and our federal representatives be 
formed to analyze the scoping process to date, identify problems and create 
solutions. Our group would gladly contribute to this process.
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7808 1 Where are we in the process?
The public hearings that I requested have concluded byt questions remain 
unanswered.
At this point in the process, the Forest Service is not off the hook.
The Forest Service has not addressed all of the community's concerns
We are at an impasse because the Forest Service got off to a bad start and has 
damaged its credibility.
These hearings were a good first step but the agency must do more to earn the 
respect of the community.

What are the next steps?
The ball is in the court of the Forest Service. It must try to restore some credibility in 
Southern Arizona or it simply will not succeed.
The forest Servcie has not answered several important questions about:
-its Mine Plan of Operations
-the need for studies on water use and local water supplies
-an ongoing community working group
-including Pima County and US Army Corps of Engineers in the scoping process

Individual

7809 8 THE NEPA PROCESS IS OFF TO A BAD START.

WE WANT TO EXPRESS OUR DISAPOINTMENT AND DISMAY WITH THE 
U.S. FOREST SERVICE FOR BEGINNIG THE NEPA SCOPING PROCESS 
PREMATURELY.

THE FLAWED NOTICE OF INTENT, BIASED COMMENTS BY 
CONSULTANTS, UNFRIENDLY FORMAT AND RUSHED TIMING OF 
PUBLIC MEETING---

AS WELL AS THE INCOMPLETENESS OF ROSEMONT'S MINING PLAN OF 
OPERATIONS HAVE SERIOUSLY UNDERMINED PUBLIC CONFIDENCE IN 
THE FOREST SERVICE'S HANDLING OF THE NEPA PROCESS AND IN 
ROSEMONT AS A COMPANY.

IT HAS BEEN DIFFICULT FOR CITIZENS AND EVEN PUBLIC OFFICIALS 
TO GET TIMELY COMPLETE INFORMATION IN A USABLE FORMAT.

SADLY, THIS WILL INEVITABLY LEAD TO LITIGATION, NOT ONLY 
UNDER NEPA, BUT ALSO UNDER OTHER CAUSES OF ACTION THAT 
MANY AFFECTED PARTIES HAVE.

THIS IS WHY THERE IS UNPRECEDENTED AND BIPARTISAN OPPOSITION 
TO THIS PROJECT--RANGING FROM OUT TWO SO. AZ CONGRESSPEOPLE, 
TO THE GOVERNOR, TO ELECTED OFFICIALS FROM ACROSS THE 
REGION.

Business
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7812 2 Augusta Resource Corporation literature for stockholders and potential investors 
clearly indicates that the proposed Rosemont Copper Project is only the initial step in 
creating a four-mine complex within the area defined as the "Rosemont Project" in 
the MPO (Figures 1-2 and 1-3.) Although the MPO makes passing reference to the 
Peach-Elgin prospect and the Broad Top Butte prospect (p.2), it fails to state that 
these two areas, along with the Cooper World prospect are integral to Augusta's 
mining plans for the Rosemont area. Fig 1 on the following page shows the 
geographic location and the extent of this four-mine complex. The following 
discussion underscores the fact that the Rosemont Copper Project is part is a much 
larger mining plan for the greater Rosemont Area, thus the scope of NEPA review 
must be expanded to include the additional elements of Augusta's overall plan for the 
area.

Individual

7812 29 I respectfully request that you prepare a Scoping Summary Report. This report 
should (1) set forth a complete list of all issues and alternatives raised in the scoping 
process (2) identify and describe in details, those issues and alternatives the Forest 
Service intends to address in the Draft EIS along with the reasons for doing so; (3) 
list those issues and alternatives which you reject, along with the reasons for doing 
so; and (4) a list of the personnel involoved in screening and selecting the issues and 
alternatives for consideration in the Draft EIS.

Note that use of such a Scoping Summary is addressed in a Memoradum on Scoping 
Guidance issued by the CEQ and dated April 30, 1981. A discussion of scoping 
summaries is set forth on section B.6 of this memorandum. Specifically the 
memorandum states:

"Several agancies have made it a practice of sending out a post-scoping document to 
make public the decisions that have been made on what issues to cover in the EIS. 
This is not a requirement, but in certain controversial cases it can be worthwhile. … 
The post-scoping document may be as brief as a list of impacts and alternatives 
selected for analysis; it may consist of the "scope of work" produced by the lead and 
cooperating agencies for their own EIS work or for the contractor; or it may be 
special document that describes all the issues and explains why they were selected."

In light of the controversial nature of the proposed project, the extensive public 
comments, and the fact that virtually all elected officials and local governments in 
the area are unanimously opposed to the project, this summary report should be 
comprehensive and detailed, and the process for its preparation should be as 
transparent and as open to public scrutiny as possible. Moreover, consistent with 
your agency's stated commitment to the fullest public participation in the NEPA 
process, I urge you to publish the report for public review and written comments, 
and to subject it to public hearings. Public response to this report should be 
undertaken prior to the preparation of the Scope of Services for the Contractor and 
prior to the initiation of the actual preparation of the Draft EIS.

Note that an abbreviated form of this request was presented in my public testimony 
at the June 30, 2008 public scoping hearing.

Individual
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7812 33 Before closing, I call to your attention the pressing need for public hearings in the 
communites of Green Valley and Vail, since these communities are among those 
most likely to be adversely impacted by the proposed project. Please consider 
additonal hearings in the early fall for these areas; the integrity of the scoping 
process will surely benebfit form reciving their comments prior to engaging in the 
preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide written as well as oral comments on the 
proposed Rosemont Copper Project. The Forest Service decision to hold public 
hearings has been well received by the public; these hearings have been very well 
attended, proffessionally conducted and , I trust, very informative to all parties. I also 
commend you on establishing and maintianing a useful website, and for making 
public comments available in a timely manner.

Individual

8615 1 I thank you for providing this phone-in comment. However, there seems to be no 
documentation as to who the person is who is calling in, anybody could call in as 
many times as they want to and voice their opposition or their support for it. It 
doesn't seem to be a very credible, credible way to do this. When you write in a 
comment, you're supplying an address and a name. And this is merely a phone 
number. I'm not sure if that's good or not, I'll have to think about it.

Individual

8794 1 First of all, the scoping period should be extended. Mostly due to the fact that the 
audio files for the second two public hearings have not been uploaded. And anyone 
who is visually impaired and needs to hear the audio, or even just to hear the audio 
for the testimony is, it's quite unfair that none of that has been available to the public. 
And it's only a few days until the final comments are due. I looked on line today on 
the Forest service site. It's July 10th, sorry July 9th, 2008. We're only one, two, three 
four, we're only five days away from the comment period deadline, and there are no 
audio files uploaded. That's just atrocious.

Individual

8794 8 Lastly, I believe the impact statement and scoping period should be extended seeing 
as the third and final meeting was held in the summertime when the majority of 
Tucson leaves town. There's not a lot of students here right now.  There's a lot of 
people out of town. Seems to be a pretty bad time to hold a public hearing when 
there's just a huge amount of water and environmental impact going to happen just 
south of Tucson.

Individual

8815 2 And the meeting is at Rincon High?  Why would that be?Individual

8824 1 I'm the president of the Santa Rita Foothills Community Association here in Corona 
de Tucson.  Corona de Tucson is located about six miles from the proposed 
Rosemont Mine and the people of this area are very, very concerned about this 
invasion into our area.  And we're particularly concerned about the fact that the 
Forest Service has not seen fit to hold a hearing, a meeting in our area, since we are 
the people most directly affected by this proposed venture.
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8824 2 We have two schools here, we have Sycamore Elementary school, we have Corona 
Foot Hills, we have a gymnasium, we have places at the fairgrounds that can be 
used.  We use those for our Vail Pride Day meetings.  We could use Empire High 
School, Cienega High School meeting areas.  And the fact that the Forest Service 
chose not to have a meeting where members of this area could attend is very 
unsettling and unnerving because our water is going to be affected, our quality and 
quantity of water is going to be affected.  Our fire department is going to be affected 
because they're going to be the closest emergency responders to Arizona 83 where 
the copper ore will be transported and explosives and the toxic waste will be 
transported.
And so we feel that we were not given just opportunity to comment and express our 
concerns

Organization

8827 1 I'm calling to express my concerns regarding solicitation of public comment about 
the proposed Rosemont Mine.  I live in Corona De Tucson and feel that we have 
been denied the opportunity to attend an open forum in an area that has the greatest 
number of potentially affected people.  The Vail Corona mountain view areas are 
among the most heavily impacted by the proposed mining activity.  Not making 
arrangements to conduct an open forum in an area occupied by tens of thousands of 
potentially affected people, seems deliberate and calculated to minimize input and 
the possibility of unwanted publicity.

Individual

8842 1 I went to several public meetings and because of the rudeness of the people opposing 
the mine I could not even speak.  The intimidation was terrible.  The heckling that 
was done to each person who did speak in favor of the mine was outrageous.  I am 
shocked and dismayed by our community.  And one way or another those public 
meetings were not reflective of our community.

Individual

8854 1 I must say that I do have some concerns about the mine and hearings that are going 
on. But they do not seem to have included the Corona de Tucson area, which is 
where I live, and I think that these issues need to be addressed. It seems as though a 
lot of these hearings have been going on in areas that really have not as much impact 
on the mine and the residential areas around it. So anyway, I do have concerns about 
that and I hope that they would be addressed at some point in time.

Individual

8859 6 I feel that the Forest Service is backpedaling with this comment line trying to recoup 
the fact that the public has been made aware of this. I think this would not be the 
case right now without all the public and especially the political outcry that the 
Rosemont Copper project has created.

Individual

8889 3 I find it interesting that you are conducting this type of a survey question and answer 
comments when a lot of people are out of town for the summer.

Individual

10862 2 Also, why won't the Forest Service hold a hearing in Vail? Why are the meetings 
held in schools far away from the area which will be affected?
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11042 10 When does the public commenting period for the scoping process actually end? 
Numerous comments from Forest Service personnel have indicated that public 
comments will be accepted after 7/14/08. From an article in the Tucson Citizen 
published 6/9/2008 "The service will not stop taking comments after the official 
comment period ends July 14, a spokeswoman said. We will continue to accept 
comments past that point, said Heidi Schewel of the Coronado National Forest." 
From an article in the Green Valley News and Sun published 6/10/2008 "The Forest 
Service will hold another hearing on June 30 at Rincon High School in Tucson and 
will continue taking comments after the official comment period ends July 14, a 
spokeswoman announced at the meeting. Comments can be given in several formats 
and information is available on the Web site of the Coranado National Forest." From 
an article in the Arizona Daily Star published 6/11/2008 "U.S. Reps. Raul Grijalva 
and Gabrielle Giffords, both Tucson Democrats, wrote Derby last month seeking to 
have the scoping effort started over. They said their constituents and local 
government officials are confused about deadlines for submitting comments." The 
Citizen Guide to the NEPA process clearly states "if you feel strongly that a 
particular alternative should be addressed and you don't raise it during the scoping 
process then it won't get the benefit of comparitive analysis with the other 
alternatives." Our question is will comments and alternative received after 7/14/08 
receive the comprehensive analysis like those received before that date? If not then 
we feel the forest service has misled the public and hindered the timely efforts 
necessary to do the research needed to get their informed comments into the forest 
service by the scoping process deadline. I propose a firm date should be set for an 
end of the public commenting period, or no date at all should be set.

Individual

11042 13 The open houses hosted by the forest service for the purpose of educating the general 
public did not provide adequate facilities to organizations opposed to the Rosemont 
mine, or those attempting to educate the public about the negative impacts of this 
mine. For example, at the Elgin and Vail open houses these organizations were 
allowed to set up information booths but were not provided a comfortable 
environment to discuss those concerns with the general public, extreme heat, wind, 
and bright sun were the conditions we had to contend with. The Sahaurita meeting 
was held at a facility that would not allow any opponents to the mine to set up 
information for the general public.

Individual

11042 14 While I applaud the forest services decision to add three open mike meetings to the 
agenda I question the selection of the chosen locations. Public anger at the Patagonia 
meeting concerning the format of the open houses should certainly warrant an open 
mike meeting in that community. The Vail community with the most impact from the 
mine should be provided an open mike meeting, as should Green Valley who is 
already greatly impacted by mining. We find it ironic that the three communities 
currently threatened by mining activities are not being provided the opportunity to 
voice their concerns at a reasonable location.

Individual

11042 16 Those impacted most by the proposal have not had reasonable access to voice their 
comments, and organizations attempting to educate the public about the negative 
impacts of the mine proposal have been intentionally excluded from the public 
information hearings, or not provided reasonable accomodations. As you have heard 
there are many reasons to feel the scoping process was flawed from the beginning, I 
can see why Representatives Grijalva and Giffords requested it be started over, and I 
thank them both for their efforts.

Individual
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11047 32 For the record, I would like to state that the injustice that has occurred by not 
allowing the Vail/ Cienega Corridor to have a hearing is inexcusable. The rumor that 
is circulating amongst politcos that it is the fault of one volunteer is even more 
inexcusable. It is my understanding from the spirit of NEPA that it is to see who are 
the interested parties.  
If certain communities are unaware that an action may take place, than they cannot 
be interested. Education is very important and by holding so many of these meetings 
while the Vail Unified School District was on breaks or out of the area the CFS has 
failed to engage an important affected area. Additionally, I cannot speak for everyone 
so I cannot know how the data will be skewed for the neighborhoods that were 
excluded from the process. 
I can speak for my own experience when I say that we receive one TV station and 
that is KGUN 9. (ABC). I would not have seen any of the last weekend's news 
coverage (July 12th and 13th 2008) if I had not known about it and gone to someone 
else's house to view it. We do not have a library or community center within our 425 
square mile boundaries either.
Please view the attached photo on July 13th 2008. which shows the people of the 
Vail/ Cienega Corridor Requesting a hearing on July 13th 2008.

Individual

11057 1 It has come to my attention by more than one individual that perhaps you might have 
misunderstood a phone converstation you and I had some time back.  (well before 
the Rincon HS hearing)  As I have heard a couple of different reditions, I am not 
exactly sure what is being said.

I am sure; however, that you did not mean to imply that I was not interested in a 
hearing in the Vail/Cienega Corridor with the appropriate  extension of time so that 
our parents/students and part time residents could settle back into their schedules.  
Perhaps these individuals have misunderstood your attempt to communicate what 
was said?

I have several emails and documents stating my requests for a hearing in the 
Vail/Cienega Hearing, in addition to testimony on June 7th 2008 making a reference 
to the Vail/Cienega Corridor being excluded from the process.  Additionally, I 
testified to the Pima County Supervisors on July 1st 2008 asking that it be made part 
of the official County Scoping Comments that the Vail Cienega Corridor receive a 
hearing.  This  was voted on unanimously by the BOS.

Individual

11066 1 Has anyone stopped to think about the people who commute 50 to 100 miles 
roundtrip to work every day? Do you think they have the money, time and energy  to 
to go BACK out to a hearing that is a minimum of 50 miles roundtrip? If they are 
even in town? 
For those of you who might think this past weekend' s publicity in an attempt to get 
the hearing the Vail/ Cienega Corridor deserved was ANY kind of publicity for the 
CORONADO NATIONAL FOREST SERVICE'S phone line, and that the FOREST 
SERVICE deserves any sort of credit for it, I think we need to seriously re-evaluate.

Individual
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11066 2 We have been doing the job of the Coronado National Forest Service, Side by Side 
with community members for the last 4 months and shame on those of you who have 
refused to listen to the constituents who have supported you.  This is not about the 
proposed mine, it is about the SHAMEFUL treatment of this community and what is 
starting to happen now that the hearing request was rejected.
I wish people would at least have the courage to say they don't want to stand up for 
the Vail/ Cienega Corridor and not start blaming volunteers and saying inane things 
like we have had a "phone line". Well, that phone line has only been in existence for 
two weeks and certainly does not qualify for the same treatment that other 
communities have received.
I know people who left before they were able to speak at the last hearing.
Let's focus. This is the area that will be directly impacted by the proposed project 
should it be approved. Shouldn't it be involved?

Individual

11068 1 I am currently a resident of Corona de Tucson and certainly have an interest in the 
outcome of the NEPA scoping process for this proposal.

Individual

11068 3 The period for stakeholders to comment was extremely short for the magnitude and 
complexity of this proposal, and had to be extended by the intervention of local 
legislators.

Individual

11068 8 To consider the full impact of the proposer's activities and for stakeholders to 
effectively comments, all of the proposer's holdings on both sides of the Santa Rita 
Mountains must be made public. Reports at the last scoping meeting indicated that 
Rosemont had bought further properties in the area and had plans to aquire more in 
the future. These properties should be listed, mapped and updated in a timely fashion 
as new aquistions are made, as should any intentions to purchase further parcels.

Individual

11081 1 Has anyone stopped to think about the people who commute 50 to 100 miles 
roundtrip to work every day? Do you think they have the money, time and energy  to 
to go BACK out to a hearing that is a minimum of 50 miles roundtrip? If they are 
even in town? 
For those of you who might think this past weekend' s publicity in an attempt to get 
the hearing the Vail/ Cienega Corridor deserved was ANY kind of publicity for the 
CORONADO NATIONAL FOREST SERVICE'S phone line, and that the FOREST 
SERVICE deserves any sort of credit for it, I think we need to seriously re-evaluate.

Individual

11081 2 We have been doing the job of the Coronado National Forest Service, Side by Side 
with community members for the last 4 months and shame on those of you who have 
refused to listen to the constituents who have supported you.  This is not about the 
proposed mine, it is about the SHAMEFUL treatment of this community and what is 
starting to happen now that the hearing request was rejected.
I wish people would at least have the courage to say they don't want to stand up for 
the Vail/ Cienega Corridor and not start blaming volunteers and saying inane things 
like we have had a "phone line". Well, that phone line has only been in existence for 
two weeks and certainly does not qualify for the same treatment that other 
communities have received.
I know people who left before they were able to speak at the last hearing.
Let's focus. This is the area that will be directly impacted by the proposed project 
should it be approved. Shouldn't it be involved?

Individual
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11082 2 I also have to say, the fact that Forest employees have been out of town when they 
knew we were requesting a hearing kind of tells me where this ranks on the priority 
list. Or maybe that peole are just out of town this time of year and that perhaps it was 
not the best time to hold the hearings.

Individual
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56 2 The Forest Service was vested with protection of National Forests. This project is a 
travesty and a breach of public trust.

Individual

160 119 Issues Related to Novice Mine 
Operator                                                                                           It is also 
important to note that despite the optimistic potentials of incorporating beneficial 
alternatives into the MPO, the adverse impact of this open-pit mine will likely be 
exacerbated due to inexperience of its novice operator.

160 121 Historically, reclamation of open-pit copper mining has proved wholly unsuccessful 
or unsatisfactory, thus there is a very high likelihood that the proposed project would 
lead to the same results, particularly in the hands of a novice operator. As such, 
adverse effects from inadequate reclamation and/or remediation might be reduced 
but likely not eliminated under any of the alternatives. Moreover, the costs of 
inadequate reclamation and/or remediation invariably result in burdening the public 
with long-term economic and social costs or remediation. There is a very high 
likelihood that the proposed project, regardless of alternatives, would lead to the 
same unsatisfactory results, particulary in the hands of a novice operator. (Relevant 
Comment number 8A, 9A, and 9B).

1531 3 how will the mine be monitored & by who. Is this a 10-20 year plan?Individual

1566 4 based on history of mining, we cannot trust Rosemont to be responsible stewards of 
the land and wter no matter what they say now.

Individual

1593 6 keeping promises-need guaranteeIndividual

1650 4 There is a real possibility that Rosemont does not actually intend to mine, but is 
acting as a speculative holder of these assets.  Meanwhile, millions of dollars of 
public money are being spent on this bizarre charade.  As taxpayers, we insist that an 
accurate and complete accounting of the costs related to Rosemont be made public 
on a quarterly basis and that these costs are rolled into the cost of the lease 
applications.

Individual

1671 1 How can we trust a corporation which deceitfully lured unsuspecting public to a 
scoping meeting by swaying their support with the promise of job opportunities, a 
free dinner and transportation to the meeting? Doesn't this show a lack of integrity 
and misrepresentation?

Individual

1672 5 I and many other have lost faith in the Fosest Service.  You are not doing your job.  
Which is to protec our lands.

Individual

1696 8 there is an apperance of bias towards Rosemont on the part of the Forest Service.Individual
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1699 3 We are not fools, to take your words seriously all your words are lies lies and lies.Individual

1712 7 I have not met one person in our area who is for this mine. And to feed people and 
bus them in to try to show support for the mine is so cheap and low, that it makes 
you wonder what other dirty trickes this company would stoop to.

Individual

1731 10 I am concerned about the integrity of Augusta Resources. A company that has 
engaged in skullduggery, most recently, promising jobs, where no jobs exist, in order 
to gather signatures on a petition to support the mine.

Organization

1738 5 We have great concerns as follows:
Not fulfilling all of the commitments as proposed.

Individual

1775 7 do we really place our futures and those of generations to come into the care of a 
company so desperate for recognition and "validity" that they actually play tricks on 
our less than fourtunate citizens, promising dinners, future jobs, great benefits, etc.? 
(See Deogean: Stunt pulled by mining firm just shameless, by Anne T. Denogean in 
the March 28,2008 issue of the Tucson Citizen)

Individual

1818 8 Augusta's mining operation plan now includes an operation on the west side of the 
mountain.  Why does their plan keep changing and how can you ever trust what they 
are saying?  How can we believe their core sample analysis results after so many 
other companies have tried unsuccessfully in the past to mine this area?  Augusta 
Resources is a neophyte when it comes to copper mining- what credibility can their 
promises actually have?

Individual

1826 3 The ethical standards of Augusta Resources are in question. See attached article by 
Anne T. Denogean published in the Tucson Citizen on March 28, 2008. Sumitomo 
Corp. of America has recently agreed to loan Augusta $40,000 in exchange for the 
right to negotiate a minority ownership interest in the Rosemont project. Neither 
company has my trust, on its own, or together, to live up to the commitments and 
promises being made now.

Individual

1831 6 The Rosemont company (and Augusta cannot be trusted.  They made false promises 
about employment and offered free dinner for supporting the company.

Individual

1856 7 do we really place our futures and those of generations to come into the care of a 
company so desperate for recognition and "validity" that they actually play tricks on 
our less than fourtunate citizens, promising dinners, future jobs, great benefits, etc.? 
(See Deogean: Stunt pulled by mining firm just shameless, by Anne T. Denogean in 
the March 28,2008 issue of the Tucson Citizen)

Individual
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1891 16 Mining companies are notorious for not being responsible in such clean-up or in 
declaring bankruptcy to avoid it. To quote once again:

"……Investigators looking for the owners of the Gibson Mine in copper country 
near Miami-Globe, Ariz., followed the trail to an order of Franciscan friars in 
Oakland, Calif. The mine owner had left it to them in his will. "This mine was leased 
out to various people over the years, and these friars, it's not their fault" that the 
pollution occurs, said Laura Gentile, an EPA staff member who deals with the mine. 
"We're not going to go to these friars. … Unfortunately, that's a problem with 
abandoned mines nationwide." The very scale of today's massive open-pit mining 
operations means that sometimes cleanup costs will outstrip the value of the metals 
pulled out of the ground, as happened with the $232 million cleanup of the 
Summitville mine in southern Colorado. To help close that gap, some states have 
increased the size of bonds that mine owners must post before they start work, rather 
than relying on promises that the company will pay later. Too often, regulators have 
found no company able to pick up the bill …. That further bankruptcies in the 
mining industry might stick taxpayers with an even bigger cleanup bill.

Individual

1896 2 Augusta has no intentions of stopping with the Rosemont Mine.  According to an 
article in World Mining Stocks from Sept 2007, issue 11 Gil Clausen, president and 
CEO of Augusta Resource noted that although developing Rosemont is the 
companies primary focus, three other properties are the Peach-Elgin, Broadtop Butte, 
and Copper World prospects.  The article makes it clear that Augusta has not 
inentions of stopping with the Rosemont Mine.  Rosemont may be where they plan 
to start but it looks like they intend on pursuing several future mines along the 
Sonoita-Patagonia Scenic route, and one on the west side of the Santa Rita's, which 
will be visible from Green Valley.  Augusta is not making it clear to the public what 
their future intentionsare in the Santa Rita's.

Organization

1908 6 How can we expect two foreign companies (Canadian and Japanese) to truly care 
about the future of the land so long as they can extract copper from our beautiful 
mountains.

Individual

1915 7 Augusta Resources Corp., a foreign company is saying that they will not compromise 
the region?  Living in this region for 60 years of my life, I do not believe one word 
said in behalf of Rosemont Mine.

Individual

1928 3 Their mining will rape the land just like the mines and tailing ponds west of GV have 
done. Don't believe their claims that they won't.

Individual

1939 6 We want accountability & less arrogance on the part of Rosemont mine officialsIndividual

1942 1 Augusta Corporation is being very untruthful. They say they will protect the 
environment + use modern technology to guarantee no leaks or spills.  That is 
patently untrue.  They are doing a public relations campaign that lies.

Individual

1942 5 They are a foreign corporation with no conscience only loyalty to stockholders.  
They should be investigated by SEC for their deceptions to stockholders.

Individual

1954 1 this cheap attempt to corrupt the public hearing process reflects poorly on the ethics 
and corporate characters of Rosemont.

Individual
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1957 17 Once it recovers its investment, Rosemont has no incentive to hang around for the 
end game.  It is, after all, a part of a profit-incentivized Canadian enterprise, and I'm 
sure I need not remimd you that Canadian mining firms have been responsible for 
some of this great nation's worst environmental disasters.  Even more frightening, 
this one has absolutely no mining experience.

Individual

2124 5 They have proven themselves as less than trustworthy.  Our own government appears 
to be in league with them at times. I trust the federal agencies who are supposed to 
be the watch dogs over this process as little as I trust the mining companies.

Individual

2185 7 The promises being made by Rosemont Copper Company for environmental controls 
and safety issues are pure lies. "MINING COMPANY'S LIE" to get what they want 
and then tell the authorities to "get lost".

Individual

2212 1 http://www.tucsoncitizen.com/daily/local/80975.php

Pleas read 3/28/08 article in Tucson Citizen newspaper about Rosemont Copper 
recent actions:

Individual

2291 22 [4] Intent and Accountability
There is a real possibility that Rosemont does not actually intend to mine, but is 
acting as a speculative holder of these assets. Meanwhile, millions of dollars of 
public money are being spent on bizarre charade. As taxpayers, we insist that an 
accurate and complete accounting of the costs related to Rosemont be made public 
on a quarterly basis and that these costs are rolled into the cost of the lease 
applications.

Individual

2312 3 Shame on you US Forest Service for even entertaining the idea of crawling in bed 
with Rosemont Mining.

Individual

2312 4 It is now that the line must be drawn in the sand in order to fulfill the PROMISES 
made by the US Forest Service to the people of this Nation.

Individual

2344 4 The public has no reason to believe anything that these mining companies say. 
Rosemont Copper even bought the domain name - save the scenic Santa Ritas - just 
to keep the organization bearing the same name from using it! That is flat out 
underhanded and unethical!

Individual

2512 14 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 Aufusta 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).

Individual
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2538 2 It also seems peculiar to me that the National Forest Service is advocating 
construction of the mine. The Coronado National Forest is owned by the constituents 
of the United States of America - the National Forest is simply the agency assigned 
the duty of administering the use of the land and I do not believe exploitation is (or 
should be) one of their goals. The thought of the National Forest Service approving 
construction of a mine against the will of the people most directly and adversely 
affected by it, is absurd. As the name implies, the Forest Service is charged with the 
task of servicing forest lands, not foreign investment companies or foreign countries.

Individual

2542 9 It is shocking that the U.S. Forest Service would agree to, and promote an OPEN 
PIT MINE in a scenic area whose survival depends on remaing unpolluted/not 
poisoned by the effect of an open pit mine.

Individual

2549 3 How can citizens ask meaningful questions when a complete mine plan has not been 
filed?  How can citizens hope to match the resources of a company with PR firms, 
lawyers, deep pockets  We/re being asked to take on faith what it plans.  But how can 
we?  No mining company has ever been responsible, nor is there any means to assure 
that they made responsible.

Individual

2552 7 How can citizens ask meaningful questions whan a complete mine plan has not been 
filed?  How can citizens hope to match the resources of a company with PR firms, 
lawyers, deep pockets.  We're being asked to take on faith what Rosemont says it 
plans.  But how can we when no mining company has ever been responsible?

Individual

2589 18 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attachment #2.
(A2, P4, L29-33) There have been new designations of the various waterways that 
would be impacted by this Proposal as well as possible revisions of the US hard rock 
mining. Has this POO been submitted in bad faith to get this in before the revisions? 
If that is the case, it is not a 'good faith Application' and it should be rejected.

Individual

2601 5 Augusta is an unproven Canadian company attempting to mine in an area which has 
been left by experienced large, US mining companies as unprofitable.

Individual

2612 2 Obviously the interestes of the mining company are purely monentary and are not 
concerned with its natural beauty or the inhabitants of the surrounding area. As 
evidenced by past open hearings and the attitude that the mining representative 
expressed.

Individual

2619 5 My government Is Suppose to work for Me and protect me. I am concerned that my 
government will Not have my Best interest at heart.

Individual

2624 2 So far it seems that the people at Rosemont are bordering on the "scam artist" side. 
They load up the audience by saying it is a job recruiting meeting, then brag about 
the high paying jobs.

Individual

2640 15 The assurance by the mining company that the land damaged by the mining process 
will be reclaimed is both empty and impossible.

Individual

2644 1 After attedning several Rosemont Mine scoping presentations by the U.S. Forest 
Service/Augusta Resources, and listening to the Company consultants explain the 
minimal impact on the environment and water in the area of the mine over the next 
18 years and their reclamation plans, anyone that has lived any amount of time in 
their lives would find it a bit incredible to be able to believe what they were told 
based on what has happened with such projects elsewhere.

Individual
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2645 7 Establish a community work group as agreed upon This is sorely needed to establish 
trust and formulate acceptable direction and planning.

Business

2650 13 In the case  of the Rosemont project this process shows that mining companies 
accept responsibility for continually developing mining methods and reclamation 
plans that allow for the a project to provide a positive economic impact to a 
community while still minimizing the environmental impac.t

Individual

2673 4 The bulk of the concerns are summarized as misrepresentaions of the Rosemont 
Project information and the failure of Rosemont to utilize an alternative mining 
approach that would have a smaller footprint and be less invasive on all concerned.

Individual

2673 7 The tailings pile is represented as being different from other such previous mines in 
that it would have a slope of one foot of rise for every three feet of horizontal 
distance covered. The Rosemont's own diagrams of the site with contour lines clearly 
show that this is not true.

Individual

2673 24 The Rosemont estimate of five employees to a vehicle coming to work together is 
probably inaccurate.

Individual

2673 27 The off property highway impact on the rural state two road is understated. The sixty 
loaded trucks hauling ore concentrate on the Sonoita Hwy does not include the sixty 
trucks going into the mine to pickup the ore nor the acid delivery trucks etc.

Individual

2675 6 Federal employees are held to a higher ethical standard than most by the Code of 
Federal Regulations, which calls for them to avoid not just impropriety, but the 
appearance of impropirety (5CFR Part 2635.101, Basic Obligation of Public 
Service). The actions outlined above present that appearance of impropriety to 
stakeholders.

Individual

2675 13 Any activity illegally undertaken by the proposer on land they do not currently own 
should be cause to stop the scoping process until the extent of this damage is 
evaluated. In addition, on-going project activites that alter any of the areas of interest 
reinforce to stakeholders the perception that the proposal is in the process of being 
implemented, rather than under consideration.

Individual

2675 28 Individual

2675 36 . Environmental measurements must be collected and analyzed by parties 
contractually and financially independent of those who can benefit from this 
proposal being successful.

Individual

2682 9 Do not believe that they will care and pay for the damage done to our environment 
once they obtained their loot - they just will declare bankruptcy and run.

Individual

2683 2 I believe that a thorough, impartial and credible (i.e. done by neither those involved 
in any way with the mine nor by anyone in the U.S. Forest Service) environmental 
assessment must be undertaken to determine the effect that this mine would have on 
the environment and on the people living in Southern Arizona.

Individual

2683 47 The public has been uninformed or at times even misinformed,Individual

2688 29 We are uneasy about our local economy because we are filled with distrust that 
Augusta Resources, will live up to their promises to repair environmental damage.

Organization
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2688 33 We are troubled about the integrity of Augusta Resources, a company that has 
emerged in skullduggery, promising jobs, where no jobs exist, in order to gather 
signatures on petitions to support the mine project. The use of company employees 
or of individuals under contract to the company to make statements to the media in 
favor of the project without identifiying themselves as such, behavior that at best, 
give the appearance of dishonesty.

Organization

2729 29 We are uneasy about our local economy because we are filled with distrust that 
Augusta Resources, a rank amatuer in the hard rock mining game, will live up to 
their promises to repair environmental damage.

Organization

2729 33 We are troubled about the integrity of Augusta Resources, a company that has 
emerged in skullduggery, promising jobs, where no jobs exist, in order to gather 
signatures on petitions to support the mine project. The use of company employees 
or of individuals under contract to the company to make statements to the media in 
favor of the project without identifiying themselves as such, behavior that at best, 
give the appearance of dishonesty.

Organization

2736 55 Historically, mines have not necessarily been interested or cooperative in future or 
regional issues; what is Rosemont's position?  Why should we believe anything 
would be any different?

Government

2763 10  It is your responsibility to take care of that public land for the taxpayers who are 
honest citizens, not holding their purses open for rich individuals or companies from 
other countries who only want to exploit the natural resources available for their own 
profit..

Individual

3931 1 The MPO contains assertations that imply that although they have no obligations 
regarding the Green Valley Aquifer, they are making commitments that are 
satisfactory to the community and helpful to the crisis.  This is not true.  These are 
statements and implications designed to gain approval from the Forest Service 
without addressing the crisis of defining the damaging effects; and they assume that 
no changes will occur in regulations or rule-sets.  For example - 

The Mine Plan of Operations Item 2.8.5 Recharge Plan states - 
"Rosemont Copper has no legal obligations to replace any of the water it will 
produce for the operation of the mine" … "However Rosemont has made a 
commitment to the local community to utilize CAP water to recharge 105% of the 
total water production over the life of the project.   The recharge will be within the 
Tucson AMA, and as close to the water production as possible."

"Although construction and operation of a nearby recharge facility is not required by 
law, regulation, or any contractual obligation, Rosemont Copper is committed to 
recharge available CAP water at groundwater storage facilities close to its production 
wells to lessen impacts of mine water production on local water users."

The assertations regarding "no legal obligation" or "not required by law, regulation, 
or any contractual obligation" overlooks the fact that "law, regulation, or contractual 
obligation" can and do change over time in the face of crisis and necessity.

Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 288 of 309



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Process and Procedure

Trustworthiness

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

08

5286 13 The extra time required for underground mining would be very useful:

b.  It would allow time for the record-high price of copper, and the record-low 
Colorado River streamflows, to stabilize, if indeed they do, so that all  can be more 
asssured of this mine's future.  The last thing Arizona needs, now that relatively non-
polluting tourism/winter visitor income has become so important to our econom, is 
another boom/bust ghost town and ugly abandon open-pit mine, which is a good 
possibility if copper prices crash, as many expect, and/or Colorado River Basin 
snowfalls keep dropping, as some predict.  One study, described on CBS's Sunday 
Morning TV program some weeks ago, predicts that Lake Mead will be completely 
dry in just 13 years.  California's forward-looking Governor has just declared an 
official state-wide drought, and instituted mandatory water rationing, and many of 
California's municipalities have begun curtailing the construction of new housing 
because of the impending water crisis.  If this mine loses its much-ballyhooed aquifer 
recharge capability because the Colorado either runs dry, or just has tobe reallocated, 
Sahuarita-area water wells will fall even lowe than they already have, even before 
Rosemont starts production.  Once it recovers its investment, in three quick year, 
Rosemont has no incentive to hang around for the end game, and it surely won't if its 
process and dust control water runs dry, and/or copper crashes.  It is, after all, a part 
of a profit-motivated Canadian enterprise, and I'm sure I need not remind you that 
Canadian mining firms have been responsible for some of this great nation's worst 
environmental disasters.  Even more frightening, this particular firm has absolutely 
no mining experience at all.

Individual

6738 3 I know that Rosemont is out giving tours.  I'd like one of them tours.  I'd like to 
know what all the semis I counded on Sunday morning were bringing in to the 
Rosemont Junction Ranch.  I'd like to know.  Well, I followed one of them.  And it 
was getting unloaded.  It looked like a bunch of pump type equipment.

But, you know, then I kind of wandered over and started looking at the ranch 
compounds themselves that are high link-chain fence.  And inside I want to know 
what all those 55-gallon barrels are doing.  I want to know what's in them.  Will I 
ever know? I doubt it.  I bet -- I bet I can't get in there.

Individual

6739 1 I'd like to know from the Forest Service how we can expect the hydrological studies 
being done to be unbiased when Augusta is hiring and paying for them.  These 
studies should be done by someone who is independent.  And that could be easily 
done and still financed by Augusta Resources since they're the Canadians that are 
going to profit from this.

Individual

6739 2 I'd also like to know why are they here?  Company shareholder literature brags about 
a $29 million long lead (phonetic) order for a SAG and ball mill.  Has this project 
already been given the go-ahead, and we're just here blowing hot air around the 
room?  I don't know what the Forest Service has to stay about that.

Individual

6739 3 And I don't know how an EIS can be formed without knowing the full extent of this 
project.  Augusta's literature talks about further exploration outside of the boundaries 
of the described plan already submitted, including the possibility of underground 
mining and more than one pit.  How can you do a study and asess the environmental 
damage when this company is not being forthcoming about the extent of this 
project?  Is this just a foot in the door to what is going to become a mine complex?

Individual
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6739 4 Augusta Resources is not being open or honest about anything.Individual

6742 1 First I'd like to quote the Forest Service Mission Statement.  I'm quoting the Forest 
Service Mission Statement, if anyone missed that, "Helping states and communities 
to wisely use the forest to promote rural economic development in a quality rural 
environment.  Protecting and managing the national forest and grasslands so they 
best demonstrate the sustainable multiple management concept?  What does it have 
do with the quality of rural environment?

Individual

6742 3 At a Forest Service Open House meeting, when answering a question about the 
displacement of aquifer, and the test wells that they are drilling now, as Ray Carroll 
mentioned, a key forest person used this language, when the pit goes in.  Not if the 
pit goes in.

Individual

6743 3 The other side of that is what happens to that water after it's been used and full of 
toxic chemicals? Who will assess that?  Why it turns out, a company paid for by 
Mining Company.  Is that a conflict of interest? It is.

Individual

6743 4 It's a conflict of interest.  Forest Service says that's part of the process.  If it's part of 
the process, it's a flawed process.  And flawed processes of this kind have led to 
Superfund cleanup sites that has cost the taxpayer millions of billions of dollars.  We 
do not need another one in Arizona.

Individual

6744 13 Third, we believe it's essential to have nonadvocate review of the science, water 
usage, ecological studies, transportation studies, and economic input.

Individual

6747 2 I'm concerned that this should be a fair process.  I've heard Washington is dictating 
the decision to the Forest Service.  I'm praying that the Forest Service has the 
courage to do what they know from the good science.

Individual

6747 6 Reta said, and correctly so, we want to hear from you, we want to know your 
concerns.  If so many people are obviously concerned about this mine, why wasn't 
someone who would be representing those concerns at those scoping meetings?  So I 
want to know that this process will be fair, that the Forest Service will show very 
good faith in this process.

Individual

6752 9 The Forest Service must require Rosemont to provide accurate data as to the true life 
of this mine.  I moved to this valley before open pit mining started here.  In the 70's, 
when FICO sued the mines over their use of groundwater and prevailed in the courts, 
the mines testified that they had a 20-year life span.  That was 35 years ago.  Those 
mines today still say that they have a 25 year life.  Realistically a mine life is 
probably 100 years.

Business

6762 2 The remark made by an executive officer of Augusta Corporation, that if the well 
goes dry it's because it wasn't drilled deep enough and would have gone dry anyway, 
I have found to show both his arrogance, and it was insulting at the same time.

Individual
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6777 5 So if you want to be socially conscious, please, this is what Jamie Sturgess has to 
look at.  Stop understating the local community opposition to your investors.  I've 
heard you do it twice.  Once in a telephone survey that was totally misleading, it was 
done in Tucson.  How would you feel about this mine if we did it exactly like we 
said we would do?  It misrepresented the statistics on that.

The second was a teleconference call that I listened to to their investors.  And they 
told their investors that there's really not very much local community opposition.  
They understated it.  And  they do that because investors don't want to invest in 
something controversial like this is.  They've got better places for their money, and 
that's where it's going to go if they find out.

Organization

6778 1 I'm the former Mayor pro tem of a town in Colorado that was absolutely overrun 
by -- I've heard every promise in the book and haven't seen one kept.  And I see no 
reason why Rosemont will keep any of their promises.

Individual

6781 11 Augusta Resources claims that this mine will not pollute.  They will use state of the 
art new techniques.  How can they be trusted when they have used deceptive tactics 
such as providing potential mine workers with a free dinner and bus transportation to 
the first scoping meeting?  How credible was their survey in which they said that 64 
percent of Tucson area residents would approve of this mine as long as it was built 
and operated according to the MPO?  Those who somewhat approved were counted 
as approving.  A miniscule number of those who would be most affected  were 
surveyed.  Again, deception.

Individual

6781 12 And why are salaries claimed to be on average 59,000 a year at Rosemont, when the 
average of the new Safford mine is 40,000?  Could executive salaries be included in 
the Rosemont figures to make them appear to be higher?

Individual

6798 3 So my concern is if Rosemont couldn't be bothered to send people who knew what 
they were talking about to answer our questions, what does that really say about their 
concern for what we think?

Individual

6798 4 Mr. Sturgess said that no one in the country is listening as closely as they are to our 
opinions -- are listening Mr. Sturgess, are you here?  My question is how can we 
trust this organization if they don't respect us enough to be prepared to come and 
answer our questions to an open house, that is supposedly an open house so we can 
make decisions?

Individual

6810 5 The following are just a few issues raised as a result of community research that 
merit investigation and might even result in one of those coveted media awards.

Investigating why, if it is true, that Forest Service supervisors back in May were 
voicing opinions that implied that the mine is a done deal; determining if and when 
the Forest Service will appoint the community work group they promised 
Congresswoman Giffords; doing research on the expertise of the Coronado National 
Forest staff who are doing the evaluation; monitoring whether the Forest Service 
brings in necessary expertise; determining that appropriate cooperating agencies are 
involved in the NEPA process; analyzing the ability of Augusta, a young company 
that has never operated a mine, to do what it's proposing, seems like a thorough 
investigation of professional, financial, and legal histories of Augusta and Augusta's 
directors and officers is in order.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 291 of 309



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Process and Procedure

Trustworthiness

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

08

6821 1 I had an opportunity to talk to a former employee of the Forest Service whose name 
escapes me at this moment. He told me that he was a former director of the Forest 
Service and at the meeting he was acting as a consultant to Rosemont Mining 
Company. I don’t know how you feel about that, but I felt that that was an 
abomination. Jesus said it better than I can: One cannot be master to two faiths. After 
all, are not the taxpayers paying for his retirement while he represents the mining 
company against the interest of the taxpayers? This man not be illegal, but in my 
view, it is certainly immoral.

Individual

6827 2 When he was at Cypress, four of their five operations in Arizona came under federal 
violations from the Environmetal Protection Agency, including our local Cypress 
Sahuarita Mine, where they ran the moly roasters without the environmental 
equipment, always in the middle of the night, of course. And there was a fine paid 
some eight years later on that violation.

Actually, every major mine in Arizona has violated the EPA federal standards at one 
time or another.

Individual

6831 1 I just want to say at the end of this process that I continue, as I mentioned, 
wondering what will the Forest Service do, but I'm hoping that they've listened to the 
citizens that have come out time and time again and spoke from their heart, not from 
some greed, but from their heart, not from some corporate talking points list, not 
from some company line that has been fed to them time and time again at what they 
should say and how they should say it at these types of hearings, and lastly, I've 
never been fooled by the type of people that would actually round up the 
economically vulnerable of our community, tell them what to say, and bus them to 
meetings like this. That was despicable.

Government

6834 13 And think about this, in the entire mining history of Arizona, what percentages of the 
promises made by mining companies have been kept? How many smoking holes in 
the ground have not been cleaned up because money ran out? How much habitat has 
been destroyed?

Individual

6944 7 I've read about all the wonderful things the Rosemont Mine operators want to 
provide to the area and let me tell you from the experiences we have had here, 

"MINING OPERATORS ARE NOTHING BUT A BIG BUNCH OF LIARS"

What they say they will do and what they actually do is the biggest lie of them all.

Individual

6947 5 These companies are profit driven and once they have completed their mining 
operations to extract as much of the minerals as they can, they will not be concerned 
with spending their profits to recover the land and the fact this company is foreign 
owned just reinforces my fear they will pull out and leave the mess for the U.S. 
taxpayer to deal with.

Individual
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6949 1 In reference to the NEPA Review for the Rosemont Mine please allow me to submit 
the following comments.
After attending several Rosemont Mine Scoping Presentations by the U.S. Forest 
Service/Augusta Resources, and listening to the Company Consultants explain the 
minimal impact on the environment and water in the area of the mine over the next 
18 years and their reclamation plans, anyone that has lived any amount of time in 
their lives would find it a bit incredible to be able to believe what they were told 
based on what has happened with such projects elsewhere.

Individual

6995 5 With Sumitomo Corporation of America getting into the picture,k one gets the 
impression that it is a "done deal."

Why is the Forest Service asking for public comment?  Just to appease the many 
voices raised against it?  It
looks to me as if they have already which way they will go.

Individual

7003 2 The reasoning is that the mines are notoriously deceptive in their publicized plans 
and what they have done and will do if allowed to develop such a mine project.

Individual

7008 2 They claim how little their operation will impact the environment and how greatly it 
will benefit the economy.  Hogwash.  Since the property is question is located in a 
sparsely populated rural area, Augusta Resource Corporation wrongly assumes that 
gaining access to the federal land will be a breeze.  You know why the Canadian 
mining companies come to the U.S. to mine?  Well, our environmental laws are not 
as tough as theirs and the royalty payments they pay on the minerals they extract 
amounts to peanuts.  The U.S. taxpayers get screwed in more ways than one.

Individual

7062 6 I keep hearing mining geologists claim that "new technology" will prevent damage 
and pollution to the area and that a huge berm will hide the mine from travelers. 
What a farce.

Individual

7099 1 The following photographs were copied from the hiltonroad.com site by Rosemont 
copper and put on their website without my permission. They then put new captions 
on each picture with rather vaque comments stating that the pictures were from 
Rosemont mine and Rosemont Ranch area trying to insinuate they were all on 
private property. In actuality most were from National Forest locations but Rosemont 
interperts "Rosemont Ranch area" in a different manner than I do. Is it right for a 
company to do this when they claim they want the project "fully vetted"? In actuality 
it appears they have tried to confuse the average citizen at every turn. What is the 
definition of the Coronado National Forest land in this area, is it Rosemont property? 
Are the roads that are marked forest roads private roads?

Individual

7111 13 The mining company's claims that another mine will bring untold benefits to our 
state is nothing but propaganda. The workers' salaries that will be "spent here in 
Arizona" and in the turn benefit our local economy is a mere drop in the bucket 
compared to the amount of money they will extract by ravaging our land and will be 
paid directly to THEIR invertors, stockholders, and their profits in Canada and 
Japan, NOT Arizona or the United States! We, the taxpayers, will in turn be forced 
to pay for the damages and the clean up of their destruction for years to come.

Individual
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7125 22 [4] Intent and Accountability
There is a real possibility that Rosemont does not actually intend to mine, but is 
acting as a speculative holder of these assets. Meanwhile, millions of dollars of 
public money are being spent on bizarre charade. As taxpayers, we insist that an 
accurate and complete accounting of the costs related to Rosemont be made public 
on a quarterly basis and that these costs are rolled into the cost of the lease 
applications.

Individual

7143 21 Rosemont must disclose which of those members of the public who testified during 
the EIS process in support of the mine are or have been on the payroll of Augusta, 
Rosemont or its subsidiaries, and/or which have sold or rented land to Rosemont. 
There should be disclosure of any bonuses or other compensation promised to 
employees of domestic water utility companies associated with the proposed 
Augusta-Community Water Company pipeline if the deal is completed.

Some of the proponents at the public hearing admitted they were on the Rosemont 
payroll, or hoped to be. Others did not, such as Rosemont's outside water resources 
lawyer. This goes to bias and misleading surveys of support that Rosemont 
representatives quote. Rosemont should be required to submit any reports made to 
shareholders and investors about the regulatory risks related to the mine, and the 
likely duration of the NEPA and other regulatory processes.

Organization

7155 5 We expect the Coronado to analyze the company's claims with the sort of skepticism 
they deserve from an agency tasked with protecting the public trust. Augusta has 
proven itself thus far in this process to be manipulative, disingenuous, and evasive in 
its communications with both the Forest Service and the public. No information 
provided by this company should be taken at face value.

Organization

7170 2 Question
Who will research the wells at Rosemont? I have found by researching the Arizona 
sites that there are inconsistencies in the well information as to ownership, placement 
and well completion documents. All the wells are documented as being domestic 
wells, stock wells or mineral exploration. One of the wells is a three phase well and I 
can find no record of the pump ever having been changed. I contend that Rosemont 
has been misleading the state of Arizona on their well requests and it needs a 
thorough exploration during the EIS process.

Individual

7177 1 We have discussed the road conditions and Rosemont coppers proposal to use state 
route 83 for access to and from the proposed mine. We were told that Rosemont 
copper would force the employees to abide by all traffic regulations or they would be 
fired by the company. I took one of the mine tours in the Rosemont copper tour bus 
and was driven by non other than Jamie Sturgess, vice-president of Rosemont 
Copper. There were 10 people in the van tour vehicle and while on the tour Jamie 
was driving at times on the forest service roads at speeds of 29-30 mph. The forest 
roads have speed limits of 15 miles per hour, is this the same Jamie Sturgess that is 
going to fire a mine employee or truck driver for breaking speed limits? If we cannot 
trust them to abide by regulations now, how can we believe we will be safe on state 
route 83 later with the heavy truck traffic? This speed was determined by gps satellite 
positioning and is very accurate.

Individual
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7181 1 According to an article in World Mining Stocks from Sept 2007, issue 11 Gil 
Clausen, president and CEO of Augusta Resource noted that although developing 
Rosemont is the companies primary focus, three other properties in Augusta's land 
holdings offered opportunities for Further exploration. These properties are the 
Peach-Elgin, Broadtop Butte, and Copper World prospects. The article makes it clear 
that Augusta has no intentions of stopping with the Rosemont Mine. Rosemont may 
be where they plan to start but it looks like they intend on pursuing serveral future 
mines along the Sonoita-Patagonia Scenic route, and one on the west side of the 
Santa Rita's, which will be visible from Green Valley. Augusta is not making it clear 
to the public what their future intentions are in the Santa Rita's.

Individual

7189 2 If the Rosemont Copper Mine owners never intended to mine the property in the first 
place,and simply took a profit by flipping the property, all their statements to the 
public and to the Forest Service to the contrary will be deemed to be fraudulent. 
And, accordingly, the Forest Service will come under intense scrutiny for 
inadequately carrying out its due diligence responsibilities.

This hypothesis of the owners' intentions is not unreasonable, give the prevalent style 
of many investment firms that pursue quick profit opportunities.

Individual

7199 6 Question
If they are concerned the public have "every opportunity for public involvement" 
shouldn't the scoping be extended to allow the public to learn more about the 
proposal? Their public relations firm, Strong Point, in collaboration with Rosemont 
Copper and August Resources purposely took the names savethescenicsantaritas 
(.org .com .info .net) and stopped a local group from having or using the names. 
When questioned on the point Strong Point reps stated they should not have done 
that and the names would be released, Gil Clausen (CEO of August Resources) 
concurred the name would be released and it was a mistake, the names were never 
released even after the promise. How are they to be trusted when they lie to us and 
restrict our free speech by such methods?

Individual

7199 8 As soon as the scoping process Is underway, the Proponent will limit its 
communications with the Prime Consultant and the Forest Service to matter of 
budget, schedule, and fulfillment of information requests (see F.3 and F.4). 
Question
Under which category of the above statement does bussing in people to a public 
hearing qualify? In addition, what fulfillment of information request does having 
your employees show up at public hearings satisfy? It does cause a lack of trust when 
this is done.

Individual

7257 1 If you do not think the Forest Service will ignore your will or your community 
because it suits their needs, then look at what has happened to our community.  The 
actions of the past speak to how we will be treated in the future.  If we have been 
treated this poorly until now, HOW CAN WE BELIEVE ANYTHING that may be 
put into a mitigation plan or any alternatives that might be created is Rosemont 
Copper's proposal is accepted?

Individual

7304 5 Augusta is an unproven Canadian Company attempting to mine in an area which has 
been left by experienced, large, US mining companies as unprofitable.

Individual

7309 1 In reports to Rosemont, the cope samples stored at Rosemont cannot be verified as to 
location.  I suggest that the verification be done on those core samples.

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 295 of 309



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Process and Procedure

Trustworthiness

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

08

7309 3 Augusta has approximately 11-12, 000 acres under unpatented mining claims.  Have 
all 12,000 of those mining claims been proven, because they want to control them?

7313 6 The ethical standards of Augusta Resources are in question. See the article by Anne 
T. Denogean published in the Tucson Citizen on March 28, 2008. Sumitomo Corp. 
of America has recently agreed to loan Augusta $40,000,000 in exchange for the 
right to negotiate a minority ownership interest in the commitments and promises 
being made now. What is the plan for administration and oversight of the mine and 
its operations to ensure that Augusta is performing in accordance with the final Mine 
Plan of Operation? Who will pay for the costs of this oversight and administration? 
Will the oversight process be open to public scrutiny? What recourse will there be if 
Augusta , et al, does not honor its commitments?

Individual

7336 5 In my opinion the Augusta/Rosemont Copper Company has a serious credibility 
problem. They have no past experience mining. They have already been cited for 
dust violations in Sahuarita, drawn down adjacent wells, engaged in cyber squatting 
(a federal offense), packed a meeting by misinforming people about their intentions, 
issued conflicting public statements, allowed cattle to die on the Rosemont Ranch, 
and taken permanent refuge behind a blanket disclaimer in their white paper, in 
which they cite a federal law exonerating them from responsibility for forward 
looking statements made in their proposal and plan. Who will protect the public's 
interest if they turn out to be wrong about Rosemont, wreak havoc on our National 
Forest, our communities and our economy, then cut their losses and run?

Individual

7379 12 Augusta Resources claims that this mine will not pollute. They will use state of the 
art, new techniques. How can their word be trusted when they have used deceptive 
tactics such as providing potential mine workers with free dinner and bus 
transportation to the first Scoping Meeting?

And how credible was their Survey in which they claimed that 64% of Tucson area 
residents would approve this mine as long as it was built and operated according to 
the MPO, while not revealing any information contained in the MPO? Those who 
somewhat approved were counted as approving, and a miniscule number of those 
who would be most adversely affected --- were polled.
Again .. Deception.

Any why would salaries be touted as $59,000 average annual wage at Rosemont 
while at the new Safford copper mine, wages are said to be on average $40,000 
annually. Could Rosemont management's salaries be included in this average to 
inflate the numbers?

Individual

7407 2 It is endemic of the ecological and socio-political irresponsibility that characterizes 
many business and political practices these days. It is more unfortunate that the 
Tucson government has actually fallen prey to practices that ravage the Earth in 
exchange for greed and profit.

Individual

7423 1 What the Coronado National Forest Service did with that press release today before 
the scoping period ended when it knew we were trying to get an additional hearing 
for an area with 44k people is unconscionable.  The staff could not even take the 
time to call one of us?  They had to send out a press release?  This is the agency that 
can be trusted with a mitigation plan and decision?

Individual
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7438 3 Rosemont official have done everything in their power to continue to give the 
impression that they want to be good neighbors to those of us living close to the 
Proposed mine site, while behind the scenes it is a different story. Buying up URL's 
that would oppose the mine such as "no rosemont mine" "stop rosemont mine" Save 
the Scenic Santa Rita's", distorting the numbers as far as the approval of Arizona 
citizens with their survey results of 64.5% by asking FAIRYTALE questions, and 
then the job fair held just 2 days prior to the last scoping meeting at the Rincon high 
school. Spouting to all the world that the United States needs the copper that they 
would be mining, when in reality it is only the fact that the price of copper has 
reached an all time high that has prompted this venture. Again it is GREED rather 
than NEED that has put our land in jeopardy.

Individual

7468 3 Another thing that really disappoints me given the fragile relationship that I thought 
Ms. LaFord  and I were trying to develop is that you were in Tucson and we as an 
active impacted community, and now I find out that Pima County who has an 
enormous investment in this area and Save the Scenic Santa Ritas, an environmental 
organization who has been involved in this project for over 10 years were all 
excluded from any of your meetings. I'm fairly new to this, but I do like to read and 
from what I've read in the Citizen's Guide to the NEPA and other online publications 
through CEP and NEPA, this does not seem to be the way to do things. It is my 
understanding you met with another civilian group, so it does not seem as if that is 
an adequate excuse. 

I am more than disappointed. It makes me doubt the sincerity of the Forest to work 
with the community during this process. Additionally, it makes me wonder if anyone 
in our community is going to stand any chance of being on any of the work groups 
that were spoken of during the press conference with Rep. Giffords and Ms. Derby in 
March of 2008.

Individual

7469 1 First, water is a major issue here in AZ. It is far more important than copper. It is at 
the very core of each of our being. COPPER IS NOT. Without sufficient water, we 
will not have to worring about mining . Based on the meetings that my husband and I 
have attended, we question Augusta Resource Corporation's experience in this area. 
So, we would like this closely examined and scrutinized by objective third parties in 
this field. At last weeks hearing (June 30, 2008), my husband and I were horrified to 
learn that Augusta Resource Co. had either "stolen or unlawfully accessed" 
www.scenicsantaritas web site. This speaks loudly to us that this company is 
unreliable and cannot be trusted. To put it bluntly, I would not rely on their 
calculations of water needed for this mining project. Also, by the way that Augusta 
plans to obtain water for the mining, they would be exhausting private homeowners 
wells and possibly contaminating their water supply as well as others' water supply.

Individual

7502 9 Those opposed to this mine have every reason to doubt the promises that nothing 
will change in this area…that the environment, both natural and human, will not be 
forever impacted.

Individual
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7504 1 The conduct of the NEPA scoping to date regarding this proposed Rosemont mining 
operation has not complied with applicable federal statutes, and the Forest Service is 
aware of that.  The letter from Congressional Representatives Giffords and Grijalva 
regarding the failure by the Fores Service to provide all studies and public records 
before closing the comment period are on record and DWAZ concurs with their 
statements.  Also, DWAZ is aware of strong arm tactics used to intimidate people, 
especially the elderly, at public meetings allegedly designed for public comment on 
the scoping.  To call a SWAT team because a man in his 70s has complained about 
the lack of information and answers at thsees meetings is clearly a violation of the 
constitiutional rights of freedom of speech, freedom of assembly, and freedom of 
association.

7508

7504 113 Often, the land is so scarred that nothing can be grown or reclaimed for years.  The 
ancient Romans had metallic sulfide mines that still leach sulfuric acid into the 
areas.  I say show me one of these large pit mines that has been returned to any level 
of its previous condition.

Reclamation of Sierrita Mine, Green Valley, Arizona.  The mining officials claim 
they will return this site to a recreation area.  That stretches credulity.

7508

7509 1 We realize that being against the Rosemont Mine is a study in futility as the big 
money interests will win out in the end.

Individual

7522 4 At the top of the list of concerns from residents was Arizona water, degradation of 
the infrastructure and landscape and concerns about Rosemonts abilities as a 
"mining" company.

Individual

7545 1 I believe your meetings are a sham. You have already made an agreement with the 
Foreign Corp. to let them desecrate our US property. You are Public Servants and as 
such are supposed to act in the best interest of the citizens who pay your 
salary….INSTEAD YOU BETRAY US! SHAME ON THE US FOREST 
SERVICE!!! 

AS USUAL THE WILL OF THE MAJORITY IS OVER-RIDDEN FOR THE 
BENEFIT OF BIG BUSINESS

Individual

7547 1 We have lived in Green Valley for 14 years,and every year dust blows into our home 
from the copper mines to the west of us. The people supporting the proposed 
Rosemont Mine promise that it will be environmentally friendly. But if you look 
back into newspaper articles and other documentation from the other mines around 
Green Valley, they promised the same thing. Like politicians, they lie. And they lie 
regardless of its effect on the people who live here. So do the proponents of 
Rosemont Mine.

Individual

7553 1 Time after time, the representatives of AR tell us that the mine will be safe and new 
technology will ensure our safety. However to press their point they rely on an 
antiquated mining law that dates back to the late 1800's. There is no proof of the AR 
assurances. In fact "safe" mines through out the United States create air pollution, 
water pollution, light pollution, noise pollution and the destruction of natural forest 
lands every day.

Individual
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7562 2 The tailings pile is represented as being different from other such previous mines in 
that it would have a slope of one foot of rise for every three feet of horizontal 
distance covered. The Rosemont's own diagrams of the site with contour lines clearly 
show that this is not true.

Individual

7583 8 Mines, in the past, have left eye sores and pollution. Augusta, who has never 
constructed or operated an open pit copper mine before, will be no different - no 
matter what they say. They can't be trusted. After all, they paid people to attend one 
of the Forest Service open houses. Pretty untrustworthy, if you ask me.

Individual

7590 12 If they are so interested in mineral extraction why did the remove their interest from 
other areas. It seems as if they are experimenting with our states health and water to 
see if it is profitable.

Individual

7592 6 Federal employees are held to a higher ethical standard than most by the Code of 
Federal Regulations, which calls for them to avoid not just impropriety, but the 
appearance of impropirety (5CFR Part 2635.101, Basic Obligation of Public 
Service). The actions outlined above present that appearance of impropriety to 
stakeholders.

Individual

7592 13 Any activity illegally undertaken by the proposer on land they do not currently own 
should be cause to stop the scoping process until the extent of this damage is 
evaluated. In addition, on-going project activites that alter any of the areas of interest 
reinforce to stakeholders the perception that the proposal is in the process of being 
implemented, rather than under considerations.

Individual

7592 20 For the purposes of surface water management "…the open pit, the heap leach 
facility and the plant site are considered closed systems, with all direct rainfall and 
local runoff contained on site." (pg. 46 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Considering the complexity of the terrain, the extremes of weather 
occurring in this area, the level of proposed mining activity and feasible unforseen 
circumstances, this assumption is a fiction. In fact, the dam containing the Process 
Water Temporary Storage pond has a spillway capable of passing the half probable 
maximum flood into a diversion that empties into Barrel Canyon drainage. The 
compliance point dam at the end of this drainage is the final point to monitor ground 
and surface water before release, however, "larger flows will overtop the dam and 
continue downstream" (Pg 49 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Contaminants carried by these larger flows will neither be contained nor 
monitored and will be released into the environment.

Individual

7592 30 There is no credible documentation provided to establish that an activity of this size 
and complexity using large amounts of hazardous materials will merit such leeway.

Individual

7592 37 Much, if not all, of the environmental data upon which a decision will be made to 
allow this proposal to proceed has been collected by the proposer or sub-contractors 
working for the proposer. Environmental measurements must be collected and 
analyzed by parties contractually and financially independent of those who can 
benefit from this proposal being successful.

Individual
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7613 2 It appears that the Augusta Resource Corporation is a novice with little on-the 
ground mining experience. Perhaps that explains their overly ambitious tone which 
offers enticements that are likely to be only facile, empty promises.
In particular, Augusta promises liberal funding for the following:
-purchases of CAP water for recharge
-compensation to Sahuarita well-owners for drawdown of their local water table
-construction of a CAP pipeline to Green Valley
-initial and ongoing endowment of the Santa Rita Mountains Regional Trust for 
environmental projects
-operation of the Singing Valley Ranch as a working memorial to historical 
southwestern lifeways
-payment for the NEPA process
-reclamation of the mine site
-bonding as a guarantee against default in future reclamation
Doesn't all of this sound too good to be true? Have sreious vulnerabilities of the 
company been factored in? Energy prices continue to climb, which will affect a 
mining venture in all aspects of its operation- electrical power, fuel for vehicles and 
machinery, water pumping, manufacture and transport of supplies, reagents, 
equipment. Junior companies are subject to hedging, takeovers, bankruptcy, and debt 
overextension. The current boom in metal prices may be transient- a lot can change 
in 2- years. If the land is left holding the bag, how will it be remediated? In taking 
the long view and keeping historical experience in mind, how safelycan it be 
assumed that the projections of the augusta Resource Corporation will be realized 
and their many promises kept? In mining's past, too much long-term damage has 
already been done for short-term gain.

Individual

7650 30 If Rosemont Copper continues to demonstrate unethical behavior, such as before the 
first open house, when it "fed" prospective job seekers, such actions must not be 
condoned.  In fact, suspending the NEPA process if further unethical behaviors 
occur is prudent and proper.  Demanding removal of personal from this project is 
also expected for any and all unethical or fraudulent action.

Individual

7708 1 By withholding critical information needed to assess the immediate and cumulative 
impacts of the proposed action, it seems that Augusta is attempting to achieve 
piecemeal approval of this mine, while hiding its true and cumulative impacts from 
oversight agencies such as yours as well as concerned stakeholders.

Individual

7775 1 Augusta behaves in such a shifty manner that it is not to be trusted. Moreover, it is 
NOT a mining company - just a front. Canadian compnies have not had a very good 
track record re environmental consideration, in this country. What is left of our 
glorious SouthWest does not deserve to be sacrificed so that greed can exploit it for 
"quick frofit and run" !!

Individual

7807 1 I am concerned because information has not been readily available to the public. 
Since April of 2006 Augusta Resources and/or their public relations firm 
Strongpoint have been the registered owners of the following domain names, 
www.stoprosemont.com, norosemontmine.com, and savethescenicsantaritas.com. 
The only rational purpose for them to own those domain names would be to try to 
suppress opposing information from the public.

Organization
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7809 13 ROSEMONT HAS SAID THAT IT WILL ONLY OPERATE FOR 20 YEARS. WE 
HAVE HEARD THAT BEFORE! IN THE 1970S WHEN FICO SUED THE 
MINES OVER THEIR USE OF GROUNDWATER AND PREVAILED IN THE 
COURTS, THE MINES ALSO TESTIFIED THAT THEY HAD A 20-YEAR LIFE 
SPAN. THAT WAS 35 YEARS AGO!

THE THREE MINES ON THE WEST SIDE OF OUR VALLEY ARE NOW 
GOING ON 55+ YEARS. DUE TO IMPROVED TECHNOLOGIES AND THE 
COST OF MINERALS, MANY BELIEVE THAT 100 YEARS IS A REALISTIC 
LIFE SPAN FOR A MINE.

Business

7810 1 According to an article in World Mining Stocks from Sept 2007, issue 11 Gil 
Clausen, president and CEO of Augusta Resource noted that although developing 
Rosemont is the companies primary focus, three other properties in Augusta's land 
holding offered opportunities for further exploration. These properties are the Peach-
Elgin, Broadtop Butte, and Copper World prospects. The article makes it clear that 
Augusta has no intentions of stopping with the Rosemont Mine. Rosemont may be 
where they plan to start but it looks like they intend on pursuing several future mines 
along the Sonoita-Patagonia Scenic route, and one on the west side of the Santa 
Rita's, which will be visible from Green Valley. Augusta is not making it clear to the 
public what their future intentions are in the Santa Rita's

Organization

7812 3 Augusta is actively planning significant additional mineral extraction beyond the 
scope set forth in the MPO. Even following submittal of the MPO and prior to the 
initiation of the NEPA process, Augusta published materials on their website 
identifying additional areas planned for mining, and undertook field explorations to 
expand the scope and magnitude of the ore body within the Rosemont area, 
including the possibility of an "underground operation". Note also that the feasibility 
study referenced in the President's Message followed the completion of the MPO 
submitted to the USFS in July 2007. It seems highly irregular to prepare the 
feasibility study after completion of the MPO, particularly since the MPO was 
already submitted to the US Forest Service for review and initiation of the NEPA 
process.

Individual

8591 2 Although I'm skeptical that the Forest Service is the one making the decision because 
they almost always, inevitably, vote on the side of big corporations or against the 
will of the people. Uh, so I really wish the decision was not in their hands. I suppose 
we have to live with it.

Individual

8627 2 I do not feel this company would be a good corporate citizen. They have used 
deceiving tactics to advance their plan.

Individual

8703 9 We've also been in Leadville, Colorado and have seen the results of the three dead 
lakes that are up there as a result of the molybenum mining, by this parent, the parent 
company, I believe, of the Rosemont Copper Group. So we are opposed on several 
accounts.

Individual

8704 9 We've also been in Leadville, Colorado and have seen the results of the three dead 
lakes that are up there as a result of the molybenum mining, by this parent, the parent 
company, I believe, of the Rosemont Copper Group. So we are opposed on several 
accounts.

Individual
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8717 5 when it comes to how many people the mine says they'll employ, I kind of have my 
doubts about that because so many other things don't seem to come true once you get 
started.

Individual

8718 1 The fact that the Forest Service is even contemplating permitting of a copper mine in 
that area is so obviously inappropriate for that kind of development , that it makes 
me wonder if in future years with a change in National government the officials in 
charge of making these decisions to allow this copper mine in this area will not be 
investigated for malfeasance or using their public positions to enrich themselves.

Individual

8797 1 Augusta and its officers have made a lot of promises about this being a new kind of 
mine. But they've made bogus promises before. Specifically Ronald Ward, CEO, and 
Donald Clark, vice president of Augusta. They're both involved in a company called 
Cyber Com Systems, Inc. It was listed and went bankrupt in 2002. How did that 
work out for their shareholders? What happens when Rosemont can't keep its 
financial and environmental promises?

Individual

8827 2 I'm calling to express my concerns regarding solicitation of public comment about 
the proposed Rosemont Mine.  I live in Corona De Tucson and feel that we have 
been denied the opportunity to attend an open forum in an area that has the greatest 
number of potentially affected people.  The Vail Corona mountain view areas are 
among the most heavily impacted by the proposed mining activity.
The fact that the US Forest Service makes no apologies for such a flagrant oversight 
leads to specualtion that the US Forest Service is not interested in getting the greatest 
possible input from the NEPA process.  If it's possible to regualte the amount of 
input received one has to wonder to what degree the EIS will be compromised.  In 
my opinion, intregrity and reputation of the US Forest Service has been damaged by 
handling of the NEPA process for the Rosemont Mine.  The poor communications 
and weak explanations have done nothing to convince me that they have handled this 
process with the appropriate level of importance or given the taxpayers the 
appropriate level of respect.

Individual

8830 2 Is the Forest Service not a part of and working for this state.  It seems it wants to 
have it destroyed.  If allowed, Canada and Japan will be very satisfied.

Individual

8859 7 you can obviously tell that I am not pleased about Rosemont Copper going into the 
Santa Ritas. If it hadn't have been for our legislators and so much public outcry and 
the fact that the Forest Service was a little bit slipshod about the initial presentation 
of the comment I think it would have been a back office done deal claiming that 
there's the mining act of 18 whatever, 1867.

And I just feel that it was a fast one trying to be pulled over the public. This is a 
public access land, this is Forest Service that our taxes pay for. We will not be able 
to publicly recreate in a tremendous area that will be impacted by Rosemont Copper.

Individual

9307 1 I don't believe the company assurances that the mine will be low impact.Organization

10128 1 I do not believe Rosemont and Augusta can be trusted.Organization

10634 1 I wonder who is being paid under the table. There is no reasonable reason for the 
Santa Ritas to be opened for mining except for greed in many places.

Organization

10716 1 Nope, I still don't trust the mining companies.Organization
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10869 2 I highly incourage an investigation into the Forest Service for the DIS-SERVICE 
they have given us as residents of this area. They will have no choice but to listen if 
we all speak in on voice!

Organization

11068 6 Federal employees are held to a higher ethical standard than most by the Code of 
Federal Regulations, which calls for them to avoid not just impropriety, but the 
appearance of impropirety (5CFR Part 2635.101, Basic Obligation of Public 
Service). The actions outlined above present that appearance of impropriety to 
stakeholders.

Individual

11068 13 Any and all past and present activities by the proposer that have changed affected 
areas from their pristine condition should be made public and their effects excluded 
from the environmental baseline that defines "pre-mining" conditions. All affected 
areas on both sides of the Santa Rita Mountains should be examined to ensure they 
remain in their original state. Any activity illegally undertaken by the proposer on 
land they do not currently own should be cause to stop the scoping process until the 
extent of this damage is evaluated. In addition, on-going project activites that alter 
any of the areas of interest reinforce to stakeholders the perception that the proposal 
is in the process of being implemented, rather than under considerations.

Individual

11068 20 For the purposes of surface water management "…the open pit, the heap leach 
facility and the plant site are considered closed systems, with all direct rainfall and 
local runoff contained on site." (pg. 46 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Considering the complexity of the terrain, the extremes of weather 
occurring in this area, the level of proposed mining activity and feasible unforseen 
circumstances, this assumption is a fiction. In fact, the dam containing the Process 
Water Temporary Storage pond has a spillway capable of passing the half probable 
maximum flood into a diversion that empties into Barrel Canyon drainage. The 
compliance point dam at the end of this drainage is the final point to monitor ground 
and surface water before release, however, "larger flows will overtop the dam and 
continue downstream" (Pg 49 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Contaminants carried by these larger flows will neither be contained nor 
monitored and will be released into the environment.

Individual

11068 30 In fact, Rosemont seeks to take advantage of an EPA designation of Conditionally 
Exempt Small Quantity Generator (CESQG) to facilitate its disposal process (pp. 54, 
55 from the Rosemont MPO). There is no credible documentation provided to 
establish that an activity of this size and complexity using large amounts of 
hazardous materials will merit such leeway.

Individual

11068 36 Much, if not all, of the environmental data upon which a decision will be made to 
allow this proposal to proceed has been collected by the proposer or sub-contractors 
working for the proposer. Environmental measurements must be collected and 
analyzed by parties contractually and financially independent of those who can 
benefit from this proposal being successful.

Individual
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3 3 A list of "interested parties" and community leaders should be considered for public 
input from the Vail/Cienga Corridor as follows: again, not comprehensive
Vail Preservation Society
Santa Rita Neighborhood Association
Hilton Ranch Neighborhood Association
Empire-Fagan Coalition
A.W. Marrs Development
Andrada Ranch
Vail C.A.R.E.S. Community Action board
Vail Unified School District
Vail Education Foundation
Rincon Valley Fire Department
Corona De Tucson Fire Department
Highway Patrol
Pima County Sheriff's Department
Rincon Valley Coalition
Cienega Watershed Board
Cienega Corridor Conservation Council
Colossal Cave Mountain Park
South East Business Alliance
Cienega Rotary
Local Businesses
Local Churches
Local homeowner's associations
Local developers
Loval ranchers
The Optimist Club

Individual

1666 8 Another agreement made by the Forest Service with Representative Giffords is to 
allow a community work group to participate in the EIS process to assure that public 
concerns regarding the proposal are addressed.

Individual

1683 4 Our Congressional Representatives further assert that the Forest Service agreed to 
establish working groups of citizens and cooperating agencies to weigh in on 
Augusta's proposed operation. However, working groups have not yet been 
organized and the scoping process is scheduled for completion in less than two 
months. The Town of Sahuarita maintains the Forest Service must honor that 
agreement and wants to be a part of that discussion.

Government

1969 20 In order to make the steps agreed upon meaningful depends on establishing the 
working group immediately providing us with as much information on the issues 
raised by our written comments as well in advance of the meetings as possible and 
setting the dates for the meetings well in advance and assuring that we have the 
opportunity to ask questions of the Forest Service representatives and representatives 
of the applicant at these meetings to the extent that the information provided by the 
Forest Service and applicant in advance of these meetings is incomplete.

Individual

2131 1 At the March 19, 2008 Open House in Green Valley, I discussed with Jeanine Derby, 
Beverly Everson, and Kenneth Houser (SWCA) the need to establish a Community 
Advisory Group to oversee the planning and execution of the EIS. This group would 
consist of qualified citizens living in communities that would be affected by the 
Rosemont Mine.

Individual
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2131 2 I have read Senator Gifford's statement that the Forest Service has agreed that "A 
community work group will be established to participate in the EIS process. A work 
group will be convened to provide community and technical input throughout the 
process. This group will include representatives of appropriate public agencies, 
members of affected communities, and my staff. The group will be charged with 
assuring that all specific public concerns relevant to the project are raised and 
addressed in the EIS."
We believe that this approach is necessary and will work well in building trust and 
avoiding contention. This approach was taken several years ago as a condition of an 
ADEQ consent agreement with Phelps Dodge in Green Valley and has served well in 
resolving a highly contentious isse of aquifer contamination. For further information 
you may contact ADEQ or Ned Hall-Chief Environmental Engineer- Environment, 
Land & Water Department- Freeport-McMoRan Copper & Gold, Sierrita Operations 
Office: (520)648-8857   Cell: (520)235-4089

Individual

2131 3 We request that our Green Valley Community be represented on this Community 
Advisory Group. We have concern that the Rosemont Mine will irreversibly harm 
our community and believe that no governmental agency should be in a position to 
approve a plan that will knowingly cause harm to our community in time of crisis.

Individual

2131 4  We believe that the Green Valley Community Coordinating Council (GVCCC) is in 
the best position to represent, or choose representation for our community. GVCCC 
is a de facto governance wntity with 66 separate Homeowners Association members 
representing more than 90% of all residents and with 21 local organizations and 
businesses as institutional members. (see http://www.gvccc.org). Tom Miller, 
Chairman of the GVCC Environmental Committee may be contacted at Phone 520-
648-1936 for further information.

Individual

2246 9 Another agreement made by the Forest Service with Representaive Giffords is to 
allow a community work group to participate in the EIS process to assure that public 
concerns regarding the proposal are addressed. In the oral explanation of the EIS 
process it was stated that during the projected one year to do the draft EIS the Forest 
Service will work with cooperating agencies. In the spirit of this agreement, why not 
invite them into the discussion now during this scoping process?

Individual

2337 3 Working groups must be implemented during this process and before the final public 
comment is complete.

Individual

2338 3 Working groups must be implemented during this process and before the final public 
comment is complete.

Individual
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2395 5 We also believe our previously submitted March 30, 2008 should be carefully 
considerd. This contains Senator Gifford's statement that the Forest Service has 
agreed that "A community work group will be established to participate in the EIS 
process. A work group will be convened to provide community and technical input 
throughout the process. This group will incude representatives of appropriate public 
agencies, members of affected communities, and my staff. The group will be charged 
with assuring that all specific public concerns relevant to the project are raised and 
addressed in the EIS."
We believe that this approach is necessary and will work well in building trust and 
avoiding contention, and should be implemented immediately. We request that our 
Green Valley Community be represented on this group and that the Green Valley 
Community Coordinating Council (GVCCC) is in the best position to represent, or 
choose representation for our community. GVCCC is a de facto governance entity 
with 66 separate Homeowners Association members representing more than 90% of 
all residents and with 21 local organizations and businesses as institutional members. 
(see http//www.gvccc.org). Tom Miller, Chairman of the GVCC Environmental 
Committee may be contacted at Phone 520-648-1936 for further information.

Organization

2571 6 A community work group will be established to participate in the EIS process. A 
work group will be convened to provide community and technical input throughout 
the process. This group will include representatives of appropriate public agencies, 
members of affected communities, and my staff. The group will be charged with 
assuring that all specific public concerns relevant to the project are raised and 
addressed in the EIS.

Government

2576 7 Furthermore, the Forest Service agreed to establish working groups that included 
citizens and cooperating agencies. We are now less than two months from the end of 
the extended scoping period and there has been no apparent movement on this 
commitment.

Government

2583 3 Do you have a plan for organizing citizen working groups? Because of the 
complexity and wide-ranging nature of this issue, it seems imperative to us that 
community working groups be formed to assist in the analysis of data. You have 
publicly stated that you plan to organize such groups, but we have not heard any 
details from you. We would like to point out that the requirements of FACA (The 
Federal Advisory Committee Act) are rigorous and sometimes time consuming. 
Thus, it would be good to get started as soon as possible in organizing these 
committees so that the FACA requirements can be met and the committees can begin 
work in a timely fashion.

Organization

2593 2 Community groups and potential cooperating government agencies were not 
involved in planning the scoping process.

Organization

2593 6 We understand that the Forest Service has committed to establishing a system of fair 
and balanced advisory committees including representation from affected local 
communities. To date we detect no movement on that commitment.

Organization

2615 8 Your letter and subsequent press release indicated that you are planning to establish 
a prototype community working group.  To date you have still provided no timelines 
or other details, such as who would be asked to join the working group.  Please 
provide details of your plans to convene this prototype group.

Individual
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2645 6 We believe Forest Service at this time should be doing the following activities 
without delay. Establish a community work group as agreed upon with 
Representative Gabrielle Giffords.

Business

2745 24 During the scoping meetings and in press reports, there have been discussions of a 
citizen's team to assist the formal Forest Service EIS Team. I would be happy to 
provide objective support, if so requested.

Individual

6712 5 The Forest Service has made the right decision to establish work groups to 
participate in the review of the analysis that's going to be identified through the EIS. 
The involvement of citizens and agency experts will be critical to the credibility of 
the process.

So I urge the Forest Service to move as quickly as possible to establish these work 
groups, to ensure that memberhsip is diverse, and that we will truly have a 
representative voice from the community that will speak to how the mine will affect 
their way of life and the community in which we live.

Now to have maximum benefit from these work groups, they should be brought into 
the process, in my opinion, during the Scoping Process so we get all the voices at the 
table as soon as possible. These work groups will further enhance the credibility of 
the Scoping Process, and will show the community that their interests will be -- 
continue to be considered as the EIS's are reviewed.

Government

6712 16 Again, just to ensure that the EIS covers all the relevant questions and concerns, I 
want to reiterate that the Forest Service should work with working groups, pull the 
community together, accountability is everything.  And I want to thank everyone for 
being here tonight. Thank you.

Government

6717 6 Because of the lack of information, and despite the extension of time for scoping, we 
ask that the forest services extend the scoping period for a longer time until there is 
complete information about the Mining Proposal itself, and sufficient studies about 
the probable impact, as well as the establishment and convening of the working 
groups, which were referred to earlier.  We agree with Congresswoman Giffords that 
those working groups need to contribute to the Scoping Process.

Individual

6744 14 Finally, our members stand ready to work with the Forest Service on any of the 
working groups that the Congresswoman -- Congresswoman Giffords mentioned 
earlier today.  There are many people with many talents who would be willing to 
serve on those groups.

Individual

6755 5 We also believe that our previously submitted March 30th letter should be carefully 
considered.  This contains Senator Gifford's statement that the Forest Service has 
agreed a community work group will be established to participate in the 
Environmental Impact Statement process.

Organization

6789 2 I was very pleased to see this morning that the Forest Service will implement the 
establishment of working groups, including citizens and local agencies.  I will 
comment that it has been almost two months since the regional forester agreed to 
these committees, and if there's been any progress in their development the public 
has not been informed of it.

Organization
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6794 1 I would like to simply corroborate what some of the previous speakers have said 
regarding this community work group.  It's a terrific effort, and I urge tht we adopt 
that group -- that we form that group as soon as possible.

Individual

6810 4 The following are just a few issues raised as a result of community research that 
merit investigation and might even result in one of those coveted media awards.

Investigating why, if it is true, that Forest Service supervisors back in May were 
voicing opinions that implied that the mine is a done deal; determining if and when 
the Forest Service will appoint the community work group they promised 
Congresswoman Giffords; doing research on the expertise of the Coronado National 
Forest staff who are doing the evaluation; monitoring whether the Forest Service 
brings in necessary expertise; determining that appropriate cooperating agencies are 
involved in the NEPA process; analyzing the ability of Augusta, a young company 
that has never operated a mine, to do what it's proposing, seems like a thorough 
investigation of professional, financial, and legal histories of Augusta and Augusta's 
directors and officers is in order.

Individual

6917 1 Will the citizens on the Community Working Group be able to review all the NEPA 
comments before any of these are thrown out?

Individual

7083 14 I hope you will consider the following agencies as "cooperating agencies," during the 
EIS process - Pima County, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, 
Arizona Game and Fish, and Arizona State Office of Historic Preservation.

Individual

7127 2 I want to SINCERELY believe that these new "workgroups" will have our adequate 
representation and that we will be treated with a bit more dignity and respect from 
here on out. Additionally, I sincerely hope there will be more honesty to the media 
from the Forest about the end of the scoping period and when comments will be 
accepted according to the legal notice of intent.

Individual

7134 13 the Forest Service also announced that they would convene a community work group 
or groups to provide input throughout the process. Public statements have suggested 
that this group will include representatives of government agencies, as well as 
members of the public. However, as the announced deadline for scoping comments 
approaches, we have yet to understand the nature of this group, whether it will be 
convened under the Federal Advisory Committee Act, what its charge will be and 
who will be on the group(s). These issues should be clarified and the group(s) should 
be established in a manner that allows its involvement in the scoping process.

Business

7134 28 We suggest that the public advisory groups that the Forest Service plans to establish 
later this year be asked to contribute to the identification of specific spacial areas for 
particular types of impacts. To the extent that the Forest Service has already made 
preliminary determinations of special and temporal scope, we ask that those be made 
public as soon as possible.

Business

7253 2 Community groups and potential cooperating government agencies were not 
involved in planning the scoping process.

Organization

7253 6 We understand that the Forest Service has committed to establishing a system of fair 
and balanced advisory committees including representation from affected local 
communities. To date we detect no movement on that commitment.

Organization
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7283 8 Another agreement made by the Forest Service with Representative Gabrielle 
Giffords is to allow a community work group to participate in the EIS process to 
assure that public concerns regarding the proposal are addressed.  In the oral 
explanation of the EIS process it was stated that during the projected one year to do 
the draft EIS the Forest Service will work with cooperating agencies.  In the spirit of 
this agreement, why not invite them into the discussion now during this scoping 
process?

Individual

7300 1 At the March 19, 2008 Open House in Green Valley, I discussed with Jeanine Derby, 
Beverly Everson, and Kenneth Houser (SWCA) the need to establish a Community 
Advisory Group to oversee the planning and execution of the EIS. This group would 
consist of qualified citizens living in communities that would be affected by the 
Rosemont Mine.

Subsequently, I have read Senator Gifford's statement that the Forest Service has 
agreed the "A community work group will be established to participate in the EIS 
process. A work group will be convened to provide community and technical input 
throughout the process. This group will include representatives of appropriate public 
agencies, member of affected communities, and my staff. The group will be charged 
with assuring that all specific public concerns relevant to the project are raised and 
addressed in the EIS."

We believe that this approach is necessary and will work well in building trust and 
avoiding contention. This approach was taken several years ago as a condition of an 
ADEQ consent agreement with Phelps Dodge in Green Valley and has served well in 
resolving a highly contentious issue of aquifer contamination. For further 
information you may contact ADEQ or Ned Hall - Chief Environmental Engineer - 
Environment, Land & Water Department - Freeport-McMoRan Copper & Gold, 
Sierrita Operations Office: (520) 648-8857    Cell: (520) 235-4089

We request that our Green Valley Community Coordinating Council (GVCCC) is in 
the best position to represent, or choose representation for our communitiy. GVCCC 
is a de facto governance entity with 66 separate Homeowners Association members 
representing more than 90% of all residents and with 21 local organizations and 
businesses as institutional members. (see http://www.gvccc.org). Tom Miller, 
Chariman of the GVCCC Environmental Committee may be contacted at Phone 520-
648-1936 for further information.

Organization

7301 3 4. Establish a community work group as agreed upon with Representative Gabrielle 
Giffords. This is sorely needed to establish trust and formulate acceptable direction 
and planning.

Organization

7530 2 Where are the promised work groups? That was 3 months ago. Where are the co-
operating agencies?

Individual

7656 6 Where are the promised community work groups?Individual

11042 17 I propose a committee of forest service representatives, Rosemont representatives, 
concerned citizens, and our federal representatives be formed to analyze the scoping 
process to date, identify problems and create solutions. Our group would gladly 
contribute to this process.

Individual
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2199 15 What will be the cumulative impact on people of the mining and transport 
operations?

Individual

2214 13 What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the 
Coronado National Forest from the deleterious impacts of daily blasting?

Individual

2554 9 This danger to human, bird and animal health from radioactive chemicals, heavy 
metals, sulfuric acid, and other processing chemicals, such as cyanide and 
xanathates, must be thoroughly investigated and any and all impacts must be avoided 
The bottom line is that we already have three Superfund sites in Pima County that 
pollute the water, air, and soil with. For the sake of our health, we do not want 
another one!

Organization
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3 2 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 residents with undesirable consequences to the community.

43 15 Sonoita Highway is not in a Fire District, but it is in Corona De Tucson's Response 
Area. Historically, the mines in the area have not reimbursed the Corona De Tucson 
Fire Department after it has responded to calls. (site examples) Given the high 
probability of increased traffic accidents if the mine is approved, it is suggested that 
the Forest Service require Rosemont Mine pay for a contract along the entire the 
length of Sonoita Highway 83 Interstate 10 to the Rosemont access road, pay for 
additional on call staff, pay for an additional truck (etc, etc and things I do know that 
a fire station needs) prior to even considering acceptance of the EIS.

Individual

47 6 Plus, it would be unhealthy for residents.Individual

1505 4 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 consequenses to the community and 
Rosemont's transportation of our groundwater could dramatically affect future 
growth in our communities.

Individual

1551 6 which may cause asthma in peopleIndividual

1585 3 The health consequences to humans would be irreparable and unconscionable.Individual

1596 2 the only rescue squad in Corona de Tucson is responsible for accidents between I-10 
and Rosemont Junction turnoff- and fear that this could be disasterous for traffic 
safety.

Individual
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1601 1 The people who live in Corona de Tucson, to the North of the proposed mine site 
fund through our property taxes the only emergency services between the mine and 
the City of Tucson.  We will be paying for the services required when 20 ton ore 
trucks smash into passenger cars, motorcycles, school buses, etc.  Augusta Resources 
has assured us they will provide First Aid for their employees.  We, the tax-payers of 
Corona de Tucson Fire District will pay for personnel & equipment for assistance to 
injured people on US 83 & the other roadways used by these trucks.  Out of District 
responses give us a pay back of about 35%.  Our firefighters will be risking their 
lives on that road and we will have the moral responsibility for their well being.

Individual

1602 1 I have been a resident (full year around) the last 5 years.  Last spring I became sick 
(for 2 months Mar & April '07) and in May '07, I was put in the hospital & found to 
have blood clots in my lungs and 2 months later set up for an 8 hr lung operation in 
San Diego at UCSD. 

 I believe the blood clots were formed by dust from mines behind us or poluted water 
in our area (using community water of GV since Feb. 05).

Individual

1602 3 Why should we see more health problems in this "great" place of retirement!Individual

1615 1 I sent an e-mail already to Bev outlining all of the serious consequences that will 
resolt if this mine goes through.
Safety, health, tourism, property values, shutting down of Hwy 83, water depletion-
all negative.

Individual

1618 3 The bottom line (cost/benefit) is a loss to AZ and especially this region. Loss of 
environmental health would be greater than the $ gained by a prurate Mining 
Company.

Individual

1622 7 The mining of copper releases toxins in the environmentIndividual

1658 2 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.

Individual

1658 11 Many of the trace materials in the strata of mines in Pima County, when exposed 
through a mining operation and released airborne are established human and animal 
CARCINOGENS, notably nickel, cadmium, arsenic, beryllium, and under some 
special conditions iron oxides and cobalt oxides.  Nickel, cadmium arsenic and 
beryllium are Priority Pollutants under the Toxic Substances Control Act.  No 
consideration of the health impacts of other trace constituents present, notably lead 
and tungsten, were discussed either.  Lead is a well known neurological and 
developmental toxicants.

Individual
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1658 12 When dealing with carcinogens and neurotoxins, the regulations use a risk 
assessment paradigm.  The science of risk assessment for toxic chemicals has 
evolved considerably since first proposed in 1974 by then Administrator of EPA, 
Russell Train.  No provision for a risk assessment of a single carcinogen is present in 
the planning document, and now one has to consider the risk assessment possibilities 
of multiple air pollutants because of the nature of the materials being processed.  It is 
this situation which puts me in personal jeopardy with respect to health and welfare.

Individual

1665 3 We want our children and there school buses to remain safe.Individual

1670 4 I am extremely concerned about health issues relating to changes in air quality for 
Vail, Green Valley, and Sonoita. What actions will mitigate these inevitable health 
issues?

Individual

1698 4 Also, as a community Leader + Fire Board members, I'm concerned on the Safety on 
Highway 83. Corona Fire Services this Road and we have only 14 full time 
employees.

Individual

1700 2 My concerns are centered around Drinking water, Life safety and my love of our 
Desert we, 
(Citizens of Tucson area) are told not to waste water because our water tables are 
critically low

Individual

1731 3 As a taxpaying resident of the Corona de Tucson Fire District, I am concerned about 
heavy, unwiely ore-trucks using US-83, a winding, 2-lane, poorly maintianed 
roadway. Firefighters and medics, supported by our property taxes, are the only 
emergency responders between the mine and the City of Tucson. I am concerned for 
the safety of these brave public servants as well as the wellbeing of those who travel 
that road, children on school buses, motorcyclists, bicyclists, tourists and commuters.

Organization

1748 14 The Mine's operation will deleteriously affect:
Human health risks

Organization

1759 3 I understand there is a plan for containment of the sulfuric acid.   However, rain 
water acting on dug rock piles can also leach toxins into run off that will impact 
large human populations.  As a doctor who deals with cancers this is of the most 
importance to me and should be to the USFS and our State.

Individual

1827 3 What are the pros and cons of using chemical dust suppressents? What are the 
impacts of dust and chemical dust suppressents on the health of the Area residents, 
wildlife and vegetation? Will there be a rise in the incidence of Valley Fever? Will 
the Health Department, and the Department of Environmental Quality be consulted 
on this manner and their findings made public? If the above-mentioned agencies will 
not be consulted, then what is the reason for this?

Individual

1850 2 Sulfates that seep down to the aquifers are totally detrimental to human consumption.Individual

1858 4 We live in Elgin and must use Highway 83 to go to work an school. This 
mountainous road can not take any more traffic and especially the traffic of a mining 
operation. The transportation of sulfuric acid for the mining operation will endanger 
the environment and the safety of those who use Highway 83.

Individual
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1859 4 We live in Elgin and must use Highway 83 to go to work an school. This 
mountainous road can not take any more traffic and especially the traffic of a mining 
operation. The transportation of sulfuric acid for the mining operation will endanger 
the environment and the safety of those who use Highway 83.

Individual

1860 4 We live in Elgin and must use Highway 83 to go to work an school. This 
mountainous road can not take any more traffic and especially the traffic of a mining 
operation. The transportation of sulfuric acid for the mining operation will endanger 
the environment and the safety of those who use Highway 83.

Individual

1864 5 I’d tell you to ask my uncle who was born in Bisbee and who worked in the mines all 
his life but he died of cancer, as did my father who also was born in Bisbee, and 
numerous other Bisbee residents I have known in my many years of living in 
Cochise County. Mining is a carcinogen any way you look at it-to people, animals, 
and the environment in general. Would you live here?

Individual

1891 2 It is a tremendous concern to me that a mine is being proposed in the Rosemont area. 
There are multiple reasons form my concern including environmental impact, health 
concerns, wear on roads, inevitable water impact, among others.

Individual

1891 10 The plan submitted by Augusta is for an open pit mine in an area of frequent high 
winds and a watershed that will drain into the Tucson water supply. The impact on 
environment, air quality, water supply, and most importantly the health of a large 
population over the hill in Tucson and its surrounding area must be very carefully 
evaluated.

Individual

1891 13 Domestic ruminants are especially sensitive to levels of molybdenum and copper and 
to the proportions of each in the grasses they eat. Cattle seem most sensitive of all, 
and cattle grazing on grasses containing certain proportions of copper/ molybdenum 
will die if not removed from the land. Sonoita has traditionally been cattle country 
with many large ranches and smaller cattle operations currently functioning in the 
area. The winds in the Sonoita/Santa Rita area are famous for their ferocity at times, 
and an open pit mine in the region could be disastrous to the cattle themselves and to 
the financial survival of the cattle business in the area.

Further, residue levels of molydenum poisoning. Rather, this metal has been 
determined to be toxic in combination with other chemicals and metals, most 
particularly, copper. At the present time, we have no ability to test for molybdenum 
poisoning vs. copper deficiency in these animals. Until such diagnostic testing 
becomes available, it is untenable to propose mining in cattle producing country. 
More longterm effects on the population eating the beef from such an area should 
also be investigated in advance of open pit mining.

Individual
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1891 20 For physicians treating cancer, it is unthinkable that we should be allowing 
poisonous toxins into our drinking water and environment this close to Tucson. 
WILL cyanide be used to dissolve valuable chemicals from the unwanted rock?? Its 
health hazards are only too well known. Molybdenum mining with the many 
incidental toxins released into the environment during the mining process is also 
certainly suspect. A quote from the Multinational Monitor:

Many residents also fear that molybdenum released into the water supply could cause 
several forms of cancer, as well as other diseases. The alliance backs this allegation 
with the results of a 1974 study conducted by University of Colorado scientists. That 
state hosts two AMAX molybdenum mines, and the study found that drinking water 
near them contained abnormally high levels of the heavy metal.
The molybdenum levels, in turn, were statistically related to higher-than-usual 
incidence of all forms of cancer, including leukemia and other diseases of the blood, 
as well as high blood pressure, several digestive-track diseases and birth defects.

Individual

1891 23 he determination of the effects of molybdenum/copper mining on the developmental 
stages of wildlife and humans as well as in utero effects. 
Improvement in animal and human diagnostic testing for molybdenum chemicals and 
compounds.

Individual

1892 12 CAP water is notorious for compiling the contaminants from agricultural and 
industrial processes throughout the Colorado River Basin, as well as for spreading 
invasive aquatic species and diseases.  Bringing these contaminants into such a 
relatively pristine basin poses obvious threats to the area's human and wildlife 
populations.

Organization

1893 7 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 to the community

Individual

1900 3 Millions of tons of waste rock and tailings from the Rosemont Mine will f… Barrel 
Canyon, one of the main tributaries to Davidson Canyon, mercury, arsenic… other 
solvents will be the risk for unintended leaks and spills, on surface and gro… water 
and our aquifers will be at risk from contamination.  What will be done to pro… 
humans from contamination?

Individual

1900 8 I feel that the danger from this mine to humans is greater than at any oth… mining in 
the past.  What will be done to protect the humans of this area for this generation and 
future generations.

Individual

1911 3 It would be a hazard to the people who live near and recreate in the Santa Ritas.Individual

1911 8 Air quality would suffer in an area with a large population of older residents.  
Asthma and other lung problems might occur.

Individual

1917 9 I am concerned about the following environmental & health issues:  Health of mine 
workers and surrounding area residents due to mining operation.

Individual

1931 6 Hazardous dust from existing mining operations in the area already create significant 
public health issues for humans. Mine operators choose to pay the minimal fines 
levied rather than attempt to resolve the problem. How does Rosemont plan to 
address the problem?

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 5 of 36



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Public Health and Safety

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

1947 4 I did not see handouts at your March 20th "meeting" in Patagonia that addressed the 
negative impacts on our communities nor any suggestion that you intend to consider 
them. Did I miss something? Are you acting in the best interest of the public and 
especially regarding health issues? We have good friends and neighbors with serious 
lung problems and I am afraid that the open pit mine that you are advocating and 
moving to approve will cause more damage.
The New England Journal of Medicine published an article by Dr. Jonathan Samet 
and others, "Fine Particulate Air Pollution and Mortality in 20 US Cities 1987-
1994." This study found an undeniable link between fine particulate pollution, PM-
2.5, and the death rate. It's a linear relationship: as fine particulate pollution goes up, 
no matter where the city, deaths from cardiovascular and respitory illnesses go up- 
and in direct proportion.
Particulate matter (PM10-PM2.5) is comprised of solid particles of liquid droplets 
tiny enough to remain suspended or floating in the air for up to weeks at a time. Of 
greatest concern to the public health are the particles small enough to be inhaled into 
the deepest parts of the lung. These particles are less than 10 microns in diameter- 
about 1/7th the thickness of a human hair- and are known as PM10. This includes 
fine particulate matter known as PM2.5. PM2.5 has a specific range of particles 2.5 
micrometers or less. PM 10 is a major component of air pollution that threatens both 
our health and our environment. General PM composition can include everything 
from fine dust to carbon (soot), and can be microscopic or visible to the naked eye. 
Particulate matter is generated from a variety of sources including traffic on paved 
and unpaved roads, combustion, and earth-moving activity such as mining, farming, 
and construction. Pima County Department of Environmental Quality "Air Info 
Now" (emphasis added)
Jones, of the Lung Association, said asthema is the number one reason children miss 
school and that one-fourth of Arizona's 320,000 asthmatics are children. Pima 
County is number three in the state for illness and death due to asthma, trailing only 
Yuma and Mricopa counties, she said. "It's just not about death,by about quality of 
life issues and premature death," Jones said. "It's hard for us to measure those sorts 
of issues." 5/10/2001 Tucson Weekly.

Individual

1947 6 Has the US Forest Service addressed these issues and advised the citizens who will 
be living nearby and the tourists on bicycles who will be breathing in this additional 
pollution in the air? Apparently, Augusta felt the need to address the facts to their 
stock holders.

Individual

1952 3 There is too much dust here now causing Valley Fever.Individual

1960 6 may cause a risk to health and safety of the residentsIndividual

1961 4 Also, the dust from mining operations is likely to conatin toxins that would be 
harmful to people and animals, the water supply, and the vegetation for miles around.

Individual

1964 2 In a nutshell, I believe that Augusta Resource (Augusta) has not supplied sufficient 
information on the critical soft science issues for the Forest Service or the public to 
determine whether the operation of the Rosemont Mine will significantly degrade the 
health, safety and well-being of those who live or work in the area surrounding the 
mine.

Individual

1964 14 What is likely to be its impact on children's health and on nature's health?Individual
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1964 20 At the moment it is clear that the common sense and intuition of "ordinary people" in 
Santa Cruz County oppose an open pit copper mine.  They believe, it will not 
enhance the happiness, well-being, health, or welfare of their families, friends, and 
communities.

Individual

1969 15 Some of the issues that need to be considered:
The imposition on the health

Individual

1974 8 Health hazards due to hazardous materials on highways such as sulfuric acidIndividual

1974 9 Cost to state for highway repair - traffic control (dps and legal mattersIndividual

1978 3 forming an extreme health hazard, especially to children and the myriad older 
persons who have retired to southeastern Arizona.

Individual

1978 5 shock waves that are detrimental to psychological health.Individual

2095 6 National Environmental Policy Act Section 101 paragraph B pertains to Rosemont'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 to the community and Rosemont's transportation of 
our groundwater could dramatically affect future growth in our communities.

Individual

2095 18 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 residents with undesirable consequences to the community. Rosemont's 
transportation of our groundwater could dramatically affect any future growth in our 
community.

Individual

2126 6 may cause a risk to health and safety of the residentsIndividual

2137 9 Finally, I want to let you know that I walked the proposed mine site with a group of 
people last year. We talked with the geology company employee there who was 
packing up to leave the site. He told us that his company report to Augusta 
Resources was negative for mining at this site. The rock formations run counter to 
what is needed to dig there. His words to me were "they can't mine here." This raises 
a safety issue, and, if true, should provide you with what you need to deny a permit.

Individual

2144 12 We left Green Valley partially because my dog and I became ill from the YELLOW 
WATER we were getting at our home from the mine in Green Valley!

Individual

2144 22 I opposed the mine on the ground that the air quality already is decreasing at a rapid 
rate. When we moved to Green Valley in 2000, the air was very clear. Now air 
pollution all the way from Tucson seems to be getting STUCK in Green Valley. 
Adding particulates and toxics to that mix will cause many health problems for 
residents.

Individual

2152 2 The unintended consequences to the environment and the flyway will cause harm to 
people.

Individual

2154 2 Including the healthIndividual
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2198 9 Diane and I would not be able to co-exist with the mine so close to our residence 
with all the aforementioned sources of pollution adversely affecting her health. We 
are advised by her physician to relocate if the mine goes thru.

Individual

2198 11 The population of Metro-Tucson has literally grown up around the mine site in 
relative close proximity. The city limits of Tucson proper goes east of Vail Rd., north 
of I-10., which is only a short distance. The ECONOMIC IMPACTS of this mine 
will weigh heavily on the health of our Citizens

Individual

2199 17 What will be the composition of airborne toxics and particulates? Will these be 
deleterious to human health?

Individual

2200 5 Besides destroying the habitat, it poisons the air and water; and, concentrates the 
radioactive elements already present in the rock.

Individual

2209 16 The Corona de Tucson Fire Department is the ony rescue squad within 20 miles of 
this proposed mine. The fire chief is certain the wrecks would be quite deadly.

Individual

2218 2 In a nutshell, I believe that Augusta Resource (Augusta) has not supplied sufficient 
information on the critical soft science issues for the Forest Service or the public to 
determine whether the operation of the Rosemont Mine will significantly degrade the 
health, safety and well-being of those who live or work in the area surrounding the 
mine.

Individual

2218 14 What is likely to be its impact on children's health and on nature's health?Individual

2218 20 At the moment it is clear that the common sense and intuition of "ordinary people" in 
Santa Cruz County oppose an open pit copper mine.  They believe, it will not 
enhance the happiness, well-being, health, or welfare of their families, friends, and 
communities.

Individual

2222 1 Please consider the following exerpt from the Rosemont Mine Plan for a public 
safety question (see attachment for complete document).

On page 32 the plan states:

"2.4.8 Powder Magazines and Ammonium Nitrate Silos

Separate magazines will be provided for blasting powder and detonator caps.  The 
powder magazine will be a 30-ft by 30-ft masonry block building with a 12.5-ft 
eave.  The detonator cap magazine will be a 13-ft by 13-ft masonry block building 
with a 10.5-ft eave height.  The hollow masonry blocks will be filled with dry-sand 
cement above foundation level for bullet resistance.  Storage capacity will be about 
32,000 lbs and 8,000 lbs for explosives and caps, respectively.  The magazines will 
exceed code requirements and be separated by at lest 200 ft with intervening 
separation berms."

Individual

2222 3 4.  Evidence of safety steps to prevent static discharge or lightning strikes is not 
evident in the planning of this building.

5.  No evidence of precautions to prevent organic condemnations or animal 
infestation of the explosive is explained or demonstrated in the planning of this 
building.

Individual
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2222 5 8.  Amounts of explosives and blasting caps are given in approximation and 
accounting techniques are not specified; not is there reference to how these are to be 
safely handled or secured.  At least a Manuel or set of mining industry standards 
could be cited; but it is not.

Based on this section of the Rosemont Mine Plan I have to think there is a risk to the 
environment due to the amount of explosives planned to be used on-site, a building 
which does not meet federal standards as a bunker (ie. a comparable storage facility 
on a federal base or contract facility), and absence of plans, specifications, manuals, 
and safety/health precautions cited in the plan.

A disaster plan is to be written later and trained; but no such planning for prevention 
of a disastrous discharge of these explosives is even mentioned in the Rosemont 
Mine Plan.

Individual

2226 4 We the tax payer can not be expected to endure the brunt of the mines impact 
through personal sacrifice in the form of increased risks for personal safety.

Individual

2232 3 What are the HEALTH RISKS TO OUR COMMUNITY FROM THESE TOXIC 
CHEMICALS?

Individual

2232 5 How will the company COMPENSATE THE COMMUNITY for the health risks 
being forced on us?

Individual

2234 2 TOXIC CHEMICALS such as MURCURY, LEAD, ARSENIC, IRON, 
ALUMINUM, CADMIUM, COPPER, AND ZINC. These TOXIC CHEMICALS 
enter into the Human Body through the water we drink and Air we Breathe and 
through the Skin. After these TOXIC CHEMICALS have entered the body they will 
begin their damage.

Individual

2291 3 WATER: There is a great potentiality that toxic heavy metals and other chemicals 
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.  
More health issues here also…for us all!

Individual

2291 9 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. Mental health?

Individual

2335 1 I am concerned with the health and safety of the people of the Santa Cruz Valley and 
Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

2335 7 Many of the mining facilities also have the potential to generate large amounts of 
dust. Such dust, or PM10, is one of the most serious air quality health concerns in 
Pima County and can cause a variety of health problems, including breathing 
difficulties, respiratory pain, reduced lung function, weakened immune system, 
increased severity of acute bronchitis and asthma, heart attacks, and permature death 
(1 to 8 years).

Individual

2335 9 Evidence exists for significant pollution with public harm to include disability and 
death from open pit copper mining.

Individual
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2335 11 Since Rosemont cannot guarantee their operations will do no harm or that their 
releases will be any different from ASARCO (a bankrupt company and originator of 
18 Superfund sites from similar industry practice), I feel that the Rosemont Mine is a 
danger to the public health.

Individual

2335 12 It is my intention to provide additional details to support me claim of public health 
risk from the proposed Rosemont Mine using both published and new data from the 
ASARCO mining operation here in Sahuarita/Green Valley.

Individual

2339 8 Might there be carcinogenic effects on the land and water table from the extraction 
and processing of ores as well as the huge areas for tailings and left overs?

Individual

2369 2 If we are not allowed to use the area The Forest Service needs to change the maps for 
our safety! No reason my safety should be in jeopardy during the approval process! 
When the area is on Nationa Forest Service Map as an approved OHV area.

Individual

2371 6 may cause a risk to health and safety of the residentsIndividual

2402 2 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 reidents with undesirable consequences to the community.

Individual

2405 10 At a minimum, the study should consider: 
Communications should be improved along highway 83 so accidents can be reported 
and rescue performed in a timely manner. Cellular service is not available now, but 
would be the best solution.

Individual

2432 2 Why is it that the almighty dollar means more than peoples' health.Individual

2453 14 Construction and mining activities involve heavy machinery and blasting, there fore 
safety considerations must be paramount to protect the public using NF lands or 
living in the proximity of the mine.

Individual

2475 2 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.

Individual

2475 11 Many of the trace materials in the strata of mines in Pima County, when exposed 
through a mining operation and released airborne are established human and animal 
CARCINOGENS, notably nickel, cadmium, arsenic, beryllium, and under some 
special conditions iron oxides and cobalt oxides.  Nickel, cadmium arsenic and 
beryllium are Priority Pollutants under the Toxic Substances Control Act.  No 
consideration of the health impacts of other trace constituents present, notably lead 
and tungsten, were discussed either.  Lead is a well known neurological and 
developmental toxicants.

Individual
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2475 12 When dealing with carcinogens and neurotoxins, the regulations use a risk 
assessment paradigm.  The science of risk assessment for toxic chemicals has 
evolved considerably since first proposed in 1974 by then Administrator of EPA, 
Russell Train.  No provision for a risk assessment of a single carcinogen is present in 
the planning document, and now one has to consider the risk assessment possibilities 
of multiple air pollutants because of the nature of the materials being processed.  It is 
this situation which puts me in personal jeopardy with respect to health and welfare.

Individual

2487 1 I have asthma- I moved to Az for health reasons- for clean air.Individual

2494 2 Our local emergency service is already overloaded with a huuge response area and 
high call volume.

Individual

2494 4 And if there is an accident @ the mine, will the fire department be prepared for such 
an emergency?

Individual

2510 10 Why I am opposed to mining in the Santa Ritas 7. Impact on the general health of 
people in Senoita, Green Valley, etc-

Individual

2512 5 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!!!!

Individual

2512 6 I come from the holistic health community- am well vensed in helping people 
detoxify their bodies from contaminates. Through testing-improved testing, we are 
able to insulate via ex: hair analysis exactly what is making us sick- via chelation. 
Point: we are degrading our immune systems are overloaded.

Individual

2512 8 I come from the hollistic health community- am well vensed in helping people 
detoxify their bodies from contaminates. An environmentally ill man was standing 
with his cane on my porch when the wind shifted from the WEST (already existent 
former Phelps/Dodge mine.) This man's nervous system is so compromised that his 
body went into severe attack like palsy. I could not detect any smell- this gent has 
lost his olfactory sense- yet his nervous system told the tale.

Individual

2512 9 An environmental engineer from Phoenix who manages construction sites 
throughout Arizona, confirmed for me that there are organisms being released into 
the air now, that heretofore have been unrecognized….seeminly in herent solely to 
this desert. There are studies being done to ascertain how much humans, etc are 
being impacted.
You must not the following FACT: there hs been a 300% increase in deaths from 
lung cancer in the last two years, and these being non-smokers.

Individual
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2527 2 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.

Individual

2527 11 Many of the trace materials in the strata of mines in Pima County, when exposed 
through a mining operation and released airborne are established human and animal 
CARCINOGENS, notably nickel, cadmium, arsenic, beryllium, and under some 
special conditions iron oxides and cobalt oxides.  Nickel, cadmium arsenic and 
beryllium are Priority Pollutants under the Toxic Substances Control Act.  No 
consideration of the health impacts of other trace constituents present, notably lead 
and tungsten, were discussed either.  Lead is a well known neurological and 
developmental toxicants.

Individual

2527 12 When dealing with carcinogens and neurotoxins, the regulations use a risk 
assessment paradigm.  The science of risk assessment for toxic chemicals has 
evolved considerably since first proposed in 1974 by then Administrator of EPA, 
Russell Train.  No provision for a risk assessment of a single carcinogen is present in 
the planning document, and now one has to consider the risk assessment possibilities 
of multiple air pollutants because of the nature of the materials being processed.  It is 
this situation which puts me in personal jeopardy with respect to health and welfare.

Individual

2554 3 Uranium is practically inert in its natural state. However, when it is ground into 
powder and treated with chemicals in copper processing--it is converted into Gross 
Alpha, gross Beta, radon and other components that are regulated by EPA, as they 
are known to be carcinogens. [Attachment Five].We do not know the effects on our 
bird and animal population that we should be protecting in our National Forests. 
Even so, it is easy to surmise the consequences of their ingesting chemicals that 
cause cancer in humans. The Federal Department of Justice cited Morinci, AZ 
copper mine for bird deaths on the premises. [Attachment Six]

Organization

2589 8 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others: 
Emergency Services issues, Communications issues (cell service is notoriously bad 
on Route 83),

Individual

2589 27 I hereby request a 'No Action' decision by the Forest Service for this project due to 
the Safety Issues

Individual

2591 28 To what extent could the airborne dust particles impact human health, as in asthma, 
allergis, emphysema, other respiratory diseases and other disease conditions?

Individual

2591 29 Could human and animal health be affected by massive increase in disturbance of 
earch from stirring up release and contact with spores that cause Valley Fever? Can 
we expect higher levels in incidence of that disease, which in its severe form can be 
fatal?

Individual
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2591 30 Can contaminated dust affect immune systems of people who have compromised 
immune systems? Can it trigger problems in people whose immune systems can 
become compromised through long-term exposure to that dust?

Individual

2591 31 How does Augusta/Rosemont propose to protect its own workers? How does 
Augusta/Rosemont take responsibility for the larger community if there are increaed 
incidences of health problems that emerge from exposure to contaminated dust and 
spores?

Individual

2592 4 Here and throughout the text the MPO incorrectly identifies the project as being 30 
miles southeast of Tucson. Tucson city limits are less than 10 miles from the project. 
Tucson city limits and its associated population will expand closer based on the 
planned and project residential and commercial development along the Interstate 
corridor and in the Vail area. A more comprehensive analysis of future growth in the 
vicinity of the mine is needed to evaluate potential impacts to public health, safety, 
and quality of life in the area of growth around the proposed project.

Individual

2592 34 Since the mine will operate 24/7/365 a statistical analysis should be conducted to 
evaluate the incremental increases in health risk factors presented to the local area by 
the proposed project such as traffic accidents and the effects of dust emissions.

Individual

2593 24 Important considerations are the impact of air and dust pollution on the health of 
both employees and area residents, region- wide visual impact on scenery and view 
sheds and the impact on plant and animal life.  The effect on recreational and 
property values should be established.  Furthermore, the consequences of mine 
operation for ongoing efforts by the City of Tucson and Pima County to meet EPA 
air quality standards must be considered.

The EIS should also consider the following questions and concerns:

-What is the current air quality of the area, and how would the mine affect it?
-What are the wind velocities (minimum, maximum and average) at the mine site 
throughout the year?
-What is the prevailing wind direction throughout the year?
-How far would windblown materials travel from the site and in what directions?
-What would be the composition of the windblown materials and what are the 
associated health risks?
-How does this compare to air quality standards?
-Does the project meet the State and County air quality control regulations?

Organization

2593 61 HEALTH IMPACTS
A number of questions need to be answered with respect to the health risks 
associated with the proposed mine:
-What are the types of chemicals that would be used at the mine, and how would 
they affect people and animals if they were released into the environment?

Organization

2593 63 HEALTH IMPACTS
A number of questions need to be answered with respect to the health risks 
associated with the proposed mine:
-What are the types of chemicals that would be used at the mine, and how would 
they affect people and animals if they were released into the environment?
-What are the concentrations proposed for use at the mine and at what concentrations 
do they become harmful to people or animals?

Organization
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2593 65 HEALTH IMPACTS
A number of questions need to be answered with respect to the health risks 
associated with the proposed mine:
-What are the types of chemicals that would be used at the mine, and how would 
they affect people and animals if they were released into the environment?
-What are the concentrations proposed for use at the mine and at what concentrations 
do they become harmful to people or animals?
-What are the health risks to our community from these toxic chemicals, and are 
these worth the small economic gain we might receive from the mine?
-How would the company compensate the community for the health risks being 
forced on our citizens?
-How would metical costs and insurance rates be affected by the health risks from 
the mine?
-Would medical coverage rates increase fro people living near the mine site?
-What would be the impact of mine related health problems on the limited medical 
facilities available in Sonoita and Patagonia?

Organization

2599 9 What are the health effects of such dust pollution and toxic emissions?  Will 
residents as far away as Vail, Tucson, Sonoita, Elgin, Huachuca City, Sierra Vista, 
Patagonia, Nogales, Corona de Tucson, Green Valley Tubac, and Sahuarita be 
affected?  Will areas of Mexico be affected?  If so, will any bilateral agreement 
between the U.S. and Mexico regarding air pollution be violated?  How will dust and 
airborne toxins affect people according to age and health status?  What diseases will 
be caused, and who is likely to be a victim?  How many doctor visits and 
hospitalizations will be required by these impacts?  How many people will die from 
these effects?  There is a possible connection between a spike in the incidence of 
lupus in persons residing near the Sierrita Mine southwest of Tucson and emissions 
caused by that mine: could there be a similar spike among residents in the vicinity of 
Rosemont Mine?  Health effects may well be cumulative and/or latent: what 
agency(ies) will monitor mine emissions to ensure that they remain within County, 
Arizona, and federal limits?  Who will enforce such standards?  Will there be any 
remedy for persons whose health or whose livestock animals' health is adversely 
affected by mine-caused dust pollution and toxic emissions?

Individual

2617 20 How will you guarantee that the chemicals used by the mine or the many toxic 
metals and minerals that would be released from the soil or rock by the mining 
operation (for example but not limited to: uranium, asbestos, mercury, lead etc.) are 
not released into the environment causing human health damage?

Individual

2617 24 People move here because the clean environment has a  positive impact on their 
health.

Individual

2617 26 What impact will the particulate increase have on the health of these older, already 
fragile people who have moved here for health reasons?

Individual

2617 50 It is know that almost every disease starts with stress, either emotional or toxic. All 
the pollution concerns that we have listed are all known stressors that cause an 
increase in disease, Thu, there will be a loss of health due to the stresses put upon the 
residents throughout the area. How do you plan to compensate those whose health is 
impacted by either emotional or chemical or other stressful assaults stemming from 
the mining operation?

Individual
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2625 3 If the Federal Government actually carried out the policies spelled out in NEPA it 
would have to reject this proposed mining plan. These plans need to be upheld. They 
are: assure for all Americans safe, healthful, surroundings

Individual

2625 7 If the Federal Government actually carried out the policies spelled out in NEPA it 
would have to reject this proposed mining plan. These plans need to be upheld. They 
are: attain the widest range of beneficial uses of the environment without 
degradation, risk to health or safety, or other undesirable and unintended 
consequences

Individual

2635 3 How many children grew up with severe health problems and adults wih a terrible 
death?

Individual

2640 8 The issues that are crucial to all the inhabitants of the area include: public health and 
safety

Individual

2644 11 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying  assorted health conditions 24/7, 
would seem to give some pause.

Individual

2646 5 Bad planning for the health of  all of us (people/Americans)Individual

2670 3 Health issues are another concern of ours. I have had problems with asthma and 
allergies all of my life.

Individual

2671 29 I am concerned about the immediate and long term effects on human healthIndividual

2672 15 For a few examples of the "beauty" of open pit mines, visit Bisbee, Green Valley, 
Winkleman, Superior, Kearny, and Sahuarita amoung others. Not only are they ugly, 
and dust resulting from mining operations will affect people in the surrounding area 
for miles around, depending on the wind - and the wind does blow around there.

Individual

2675 33 There should be information collected on the baseline chemical composition of 
airborne particulates.  This information is necessary to distinguish the net 
contribution of mining activities to airborne pollutants and is basic to projecting 
human health effects as well as environmental impacts.

Individual

2676 15 What we are literally looking at is the wealth of the few against the health of the 
many

Business

2680 7 Air is another concern I have. What kind of toxic materials will be airborne? What 
affect will they have on me? How will we even know if we are affected until it is too 
late?

Individual

2683 24 The residents of this area should not be exposed to these toxins, nor should those 
working for the mine.

Individual

2683 25 We all know the stories of miners dying early because of occupational diseases. This 
is a risk not worth taking.

Individual

2683 29 If the pollution from tailings would be harmful to people, it would have an even 
greater effect on wildlife.

Individual

2688 8 There are 2 schools in Corona de Tucson with a combined enrollment of 1,100 
students. The health of these children and their families could be jeopardized by 
tainted water.

Organization
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2688 13 As a member of the Fire Board I have a fiduciary responsibility to the taxpayers of 
the Fire District who pay for emergency services with a property tax of $2.60 per 
$100 assessed value. Firefighters and medics, supported by our property taxes, are 
the only emergency repsonders between the mine and the City of Tucson. These men 
and women have a moral duty to act in an emergency. But the Corona de Tucson 
taxpayer foots the bill.

Organization

2688 27 We are justifiably apprehensive about our air quality. We suffer the blustering "Vail 
Gale", a term used by long time residents of our area, in all seasons, whipping up 
pollen, making life miserable for allergy sufferers. Everytime a developer to the 
south of our little village has bladed the desert for the purpose of building houses, 
the number of people and animals infected with Valley Fever, a disease endemic to 
the Southwest, rapidly increases.

Organization

2698 26 the truck traffic just mentioned will add to the pollution as it moves through Metro 
Tucson, bringing the problem right into our faces. The prevailing winds are from the 
southeast - consider the main runway orientations at TIA and DM for verification - 
so the pollutants will usually be carried into and largely dissipated over Tucson. The 
addition of a vast burden of new particulate and chemical pollution will create health 
problems for the general population

Business

2698 29 The addition of a vast burden of new particulate and chemical pollution will create 
health problems for the general population

Business

2711 6 The proposed project would likely affect safety.Individual

2711 13 What about first responders? Who handles medical and vehicular accident funding?Individual

2717 4 Dry-stack tailings dump pollution will blow into the Rincon Valley & the Saguaro 
National Park East which is a severe health risk.

Organization

2725 4 I am concerned about air quality if the Rosemont Mine goes into production. I live 
only about 30 miles from the proposed mine. I have asmatha and live here for the 
purity of the air. Any particulates in the air will directly affect my health.

Individual

2726 26 the truck traffic just mentioned will add to the pollution as it moves through Metro 
Tucson, bringing the problem right into our faces. The prevailing winds are from the 
southeast - consider the main runway orientations at TIA and DM for verification - 
so the pollutants will usually be carried into and largely dissipated over Tucson.

Business

2726 29 The addition of a vast burden of new particulate and chemical pollution will create 
health problems for the general population and my dissuade the economically critical 
toursit market from visiting, with severe economic consequences.

Business

2729 8 There are 2 schools in Corona de Tucson with a combined enrollment of 1,100 
students. The health of these children and their families could be jeapordized by 
tainted water.

Organization

2729 13 As a membe of the Fire Board I have a fiduciary responsibility to the taxpayers of the 
Fire District who pay for emergency services with a property tax of $2.60 per $100 
assessed value. Firefighters and medics, supported by our property taxes, are the only 
emergency repsonders between the mine and the City of Tucson. These men and 
women have a moral duty to act in an emergency. But the Corona de Tucson 
taxpayer foots the bill.

Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 16 of 36



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Public Health and Safety

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2729 27 We are justifiably apprehensive about our air quality.  Everytime a developer to the 
south of our little village has bladed the desert for the purpose of building houses, 
the number of people and animals infected with Valley Fever, a disease endemic to 
the Southwest, rapidly increases.

Organization

2736 73 How are medical emergencies south of the mine to be dealt with?Government

2744 13 We are on the same side of Highway 83, a few miles away from where they are now 
saying the blasting will actually start!  The noise and light pollution will surely 
disrupt our business here as we have been able to hear test blasting already.  It 
literally shakes the earth at our ranch, which since many of our workshops involve 
horses, is also a serious saftey consideration for our guests.

Business

2758 4 Wind blown tailings can reach nearby residential areas causing mortal illness and 
law suits. Green Valley experienced blown tailings from a nearby mine a few years 
ago and had to close down wells as a result, and it can happen again. Health of 
Arizona citizens is far more important.

Individual

2768 12 See also attached court casesIndividual

3946 1 Winds may blow pollution into grape fieldsOrganization

4474 18 The dust can cause various skin and respiratory problems.  The greatest threat of dust 
is the prevalence of a fungus that causes Valley Fever in the Southwest, particularly 
in Arizona.  The spores are extremely small, so they can be carried hundreds of miles 
by the wind.  Once inside the lungs, the spores reproduce, perpetuating the cycle of 
disease.  The disease is particularly deadly to the elderly, young, and those with 
compromised immune systems.  In 2007, there were 4,000 cases reported in Arizona, 
870 cases in Pima County, principally attributed to the construction industry.  I am 
including two studies of the danger of Valley Fever in disturbed dust, one by the 
Infectious Diseases Department of Mayo Clinic and one from the U.S. Geological 
Survey.
See Attachment Five: Studies of Mayo Clinic and U.S. Geological Survey.

Individual

5277 3 Who will pay to drill new deeper wells for those of us who have wells.Individual

5277 4 We don't need another health issue down here.Individual

5279 8 Specific impacts of concern are:

Air Quality.  Dust raised by minig operations could adversely affect the health of 
people nearby, especially if they are exercising.  This could be particularly harmful 
to mountain bikers, trail runners, hikers, and horses.

Organization

6712 11 I have a list of questions that I'm going to leave here ranging from water, air 
pollution, noise pollution, safety, energy needs, roads, economic impacts, 
restoration. I'm sure you're going to hear a lot about this from the public tonight.

Government

6769 7 Access for rescue helicopters should be considered.  Currently they block the road.  
And they land on Highway 83 if they need to rescue.  Training and equipment to 
handle hazardous materials should be provided to our fire fighters on an ongoing 
basis.

Individual
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6785 2 But our medics and our fire fighters will be required to respond to accidents along 
U.S. 83.  And when we talk about Mr. Sturgess, about recompense, or what they're 
planning on doing about emergency services out there, he assured us they would 
have first aid at the mine site.  I'm not sure first aid at the mine site was of utmost 
concern to the tax payers in my fire district.

Government

6785 3 What we're concerned about is the money it's going to cost us to fund emergency 
responses on U. S. 83.  And I think that needs to be considered by the Forest 
Service.  I think that needs to be considered by all of the other government agencies, 
because I can assure you my government agency is extremely concerned about it.

Government

6799 9 I ask that the Forest Service in its process be guided by two key factors.  There are 
three medical people in my family, and the most basic tenant in medicine is first do 
no harm.  That must be the tenant for the human body, and it must be the tenant for 
the body of land and responsibility for that land that could be impacted in its most 
wide reaches by the Forest Service on this particular area of land and extending 
much beyond that.

Individual

6801 6 We plan on digging in this pristine national forest setting. We plan on leaving 
debris -- we call it tailings now. We plan on leaving debris in piles for some other 
generation to clean up. We plan on blasting and digging day and night, causing noise 
pollution, light pollution, air pollution, water pollution, creating environmental chaos 
throughout the region that have unknown health consequences. 

And we think this is a good idea because? The price of copper went up. And 
somebody will make a lot of money.

Individual

6809 3 If you read the MPO, and I urge you to do so, you would find, among other 
disturbing information, that Rosemont Mine would use nine million gallons of diesel 
fuel each year for 20 years. Emissions from this diesel  would be carried by 
prevailing winds to the northeast over Tucson and could elevate ozone levels, which 
lately have been 90 percent of the federal limits. Add to these emissions dust and 
blasting residue and there would be serious health issues to consider; increases in 
lung caner, heart attacks, and asthma are likely.

Individual

6809 4 Recent studies suggest that exposure to diesel fumes can affect the brain, causing 
oxidative stress which has been implicated in degenerative brain diseases like 
Parkinson's disease and Alzheimer's.

Individual

6825 3 One of the other items is the dry tailings. This being a new process, not been tried 
here in the United States, as it dries, it blows, some will blow away. In my speaking 
to several people over in Green Valley, I'm told some people have gotten lupus, in 
which a doctor had informed them this is getting to be a hot spot for it. What's going 
to happen when -- I called the Lupus Foundation and they don't have a study on it, 
but they think that it's necessary to start one for Green Valley.

Individual
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6851 1 it wasn't until I worked on Iron Eagles II on location just east of I-10 or I-19 across 
from Green Valley that I discovered one of the offshootsof mining, which was 
arsenic poisoning.

The movie set people began to develop symptoms of -- cold symptoms. They had 
sore throats, they had runny noses, they had stuffy noses, and it wasn't until we took 
a homeopathic remedy called arsenic that the symptoms left.

I also, subsequent to that, worked in the mine behind Green Valley on two films, The 
Postman was filmed there and Tank Girl was filmed there. And I can report that 
similar symptoms of arsenic poisoning from tailings that blew around affected the 
movie crews on those locations.

So what we have to look forward to in Corona de Tucson when the wind is from the 
west is arsenic poisoning; what we have to look forward to in the Tucson Valley 
when the wind is to the south is arsenic poisoning; and, I'm sorry about that, and I'm 
imagining that the result of the public outcry against this mine will result in no mine.

Individual

6867 5 Health and safety impacts from explosions, excavations, noise, lighting, and tons of 
dust with particulates, many with contaminates carried by wind unknown numbers of 
miles affecting the astronomical skies with our world class observatories, affecting -- 
impacts on wildlife behavior and breeding and ability to survive there or threatened 
species, affecting possibility of health of humans with increase in respiratory 
problems, asthma, allergies, emphysema, valley fever, and many more possibilities, 
valley fever with spores that are stirred up.

Individual

6867 8 Health and safety impacts from explosions, excavations, noise, lighting, and tons of 
dust with particulates, many with contaminates carried by wind unknown numbers of 
miles affecting the astronomical skies with our world class observatories, affecting -- 
impacts on wildlife behavior and breeding and ability to survive there or threatened 
species, affecting possibility of health of humans with increase in respiratory 
problems, asthma, allergies, emphysema, valley fever, and many more possibilities, 
valley fever with spores that are stirred up.

Individual

6869 8 Here are some of the endangered who I think in the future, if this mine comes, will 
be called the disappeared. The archaeological sites in the area, the American Indian 
graves -- they're supposed to be protected by the American Indian Graves and 
Protection Act -- Indian holy sites, all the birds, animals, fish and plants. The 
tourists, they will be endangered too, you know, they won't come. The observatory, 
which will be endangered by the light and the dust. And the humans, we are all 
endangered, and the water and the land, and the air.

Individual
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6870 5 Since some forms of copper are extremely soluble in water, they pose a serious 
human hazard. According to the Oregon Department of Human Services, when 
copper occurs in food or water in levels greater than one part per million, stomach 
irritation and vomiting result. Infants or children exposed to copper for weeks or 
months may suffer liver and kidney injury.

Many copper-bearing rocks contain lead, zinc, and iron. Stream mining have been 
poisoning themselves in the process due to the accumulation and exposure to lead. 
These dangers have long been known, though the modern understanding of their full 
extent and the small amount of lead necessary to produce them is relatively recent. 

Blood lead levels on considered safe are now considered hazardous, with no known 
threshold. Lead poisoning may cause irreversible neurological damage, as well as 
renal disease, cardiovascular effects, and reproductive toxicity.

Mercury poisoning caused by sufficient exposure of all mercury-based toxic 
compounds, mercury damages the central nervous system, endocrine system, liver, 
gastrointestinal tract, kidney dysfunctions, neuropsyciatric system, brain damage, 
and ultimately death. Mercury and its residue are particularly toxic to fetuses and 
infants.

How will you keep mercury from getting into our water and what kind of health care 
will you provide for the people of southern Arizona which are afflicted with the 
chemical toxicity and other health problems due to you mining on our land?

Individual

6874 4 If Augusta will be using 36 to 53 tons of blasting agent per day, has there been 
health evaluation of respiratory concerns or the activation of valley fever spores in 
the air affecting the surrounding communities?

Individual

6886 1 The Process Water Temporary Storage (PWTS) pond is designed to provide lined 
storage for the equivalent of three days of process flows (69 million gallons) plus the 
100-year, 24-hour storm event.  Rosemont assumes that the dam will be classified as 
an intermediate size, "significant" hazard dam per ADWR dam safety regulations.  
The size classification is based on the height of the embankment at the maximum 
section  (approximately 90 ft) and the storage volume, while the hazard classification 
is based on the assumption of unlikely loss of life, but potentially significant 
downstream damage if the dam were to fail.  This assumption will be confirmed with 
ADWR and ADEQ during final design.  As a result of the classification, the dam is 
required to have a spillway capable of safely passing the half probable maximum 
flood (PMF).  The spillway is situated in the north saddle dam and discharges into 
the north diversion.  The Davidson wash separates many residents from highway 83 
and their homes.  I recommend a study is completed along the Davidson wash with 
recommendations for public safety.  If there were a catastrophic failure, how would it 
impact Highway 83, the surrounding recreation areas, and homes near the Davidson 
wash or its tributaries.  I propose a warning system be established in case the PWTS 
dam failed.

Individual

6892 4 Experience with Tenorm in Arizona has been these minerals have contaminated the 
aquifer; and, have been potentially dangerous to man and wildlife.

Individual
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6892 6 If the Rosemont mine has radioactive element that could be released as Tenorm into 
the aquifer that would be of interest to the NEPA process and constitute an 
environmental and health impact to everyone in the area adjacent to the mine; as well 
as to the workers of the mine.

Individual

6898 3 For the last 19 years, we haved lived in the Copper Cut sub-division which is located 
on the north side of the Santa Rita Mountains.  During many of those years we were 
faced with difficulties when there was an active mining operations being conducted 
within 1/4 mile of our home.  The mine was originally owned and operated by a local 
family and then was sold to Georgia Marble who made many promises, but never 
followed through on them.  A few years back, the mine was sold to JP Henderson, 
who attempted to get the necessary permits to mine the area.  In this case, 
government and people spoke up and were heard and this project was abandoned.

When we say difficulties, below are some of the issues that made living here with an 
operational mine very difficult:
-Constant blasting created windows that no longer closed properly
-Blasting contributed to cracks in the surface of our in ground pool
-Dust pollution was extreme, which as you know, is a source of illness in our bodies
-Their drilling of a well had a negative impact on our community shared well.  We 
believe that their blasting was liable for our well collapsing and necessitated us 
spending a large amount of money to drill a second well. In addition, our well did 
not charge as fast.
-Heavy vehicles going to and from the mine created a hazard both to our children 
and ourselves.

Individual

6902 12 This mine is incompatible with the community that it will invade and stands to lower 
our living standards, property values, raises concerns about our personal safety and 
threatens our water resources while endangering our quality of life.

Individual

6938 1 For a governmental agency to knowingly subject the humans and wildlife 
surrounding the Coronado National Forest to such contamination and thereby 
jeopardizing the health of all concerned would be unconscionable.

Individual

6949 7 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying noise, vibration, lights, hazardous 
materials, back-up beepers, large truck traffic, excessive wear and tear to publicly 
supported roads and assorted health conditions 24/7, would seem to give some pause.

Individual

6950 6 Arizonan's on the other had have gotten:

4) Potential, if not real, large medical bills and suffering for some citizens who 
worked or lived around the mining area.

Individual

6962 4 Normally, this area is free from the haze that envelops Tucson.  Will the mine 
produce the unhealthy haze that has not yet been a problem for our area?

Individual

6964 5 If it presents such a serious health hazard why one earth would it be allowed in a 
populated area?

Individual
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6966 1 The mine tailings can have profound health and environmental consequences 
especially for children in nearby communities or for sensitive riparian or wildlife 
refuge areas due to the metal content amoung other contaminants of the tailings piles 
that contain from as little as 0.1 percent to as much as 5 percent lead, arsenic, copper 
and zinc.

Individual

6966 16 The hwy 83 access safety issues and inconveniences, noise pollution, light pollution, 
and exposure to the mines airborne contaminants not to mention my overall quality 
of life?

Individual

6971 2 Are there homes or/ sensitive habitat at risk by these airborne contaminants?Individual

6982 5 The unrecoverable destruction of the scenic Santa Ritas, the draining of our water 
resources, the obliteration of wildlife, the damage to our highways and the myriad of 
health and safety issues will be the effects felt by hundreds of thousands of 
southeastern Arizona residents.

Individual

6997 3 Our family is strongly opposed to the Rosemont Mine for the following reasons:

2. Increased Air Pollution to all surrounding areas. Southern Arizona's residents' 
health (including young children) will be greatly affected by an increase in mining 
pollution.  Southern Arizona's already has a cancer cluster in Sierra Vista that is 
being investigated that may be related to mining.

Individual

7000 5 These effects are not exclusive to the detriment of the Observatory, as Green Valley 
residents know all too well that their dark skies are becoming more polluted, and air 
and water at times are dangerous to their health because of contamination with toxic 
chemicals from nearby copper mines.

Individual

7002 5 The unrecoverable destruction of the scenic Santa Ritas, the myriad of health and 
safety issues will be the effects felt by hundreds of thousands of southeastern 
Arizona residents.

Individual

7030 3 *Not acceptable to expose are community to the chemicals, the dust, the diesel, the 
explosives, the arsenic in the water.

Individual

7044 6 IS IT NOT EASIER ER AND COST EFFECTIVE TO JUST SAY NO TO 
ROSEMONT?

Individual

7046 6 IS IT NOT EASIER ER AND COST EFFECTIVE TO JUST SAY NO TO 
ROSEMONT?

Individual

7060 2 My Name is Tami Bowman, I live on Total Wreck Lane not far from the proposed 
mine site. You have heard all the statistics, etc. concerning the mine. Here is my two 
cents worth. My husband and I moved out here 14 years ago to get away from the 
Tucson pollution. Now we are finding it creeping towards us. I have asthma, and air 
pollution is a large problem for me as it is with anyone with lung disease. What do 
you think the open pit mine will do for my health and those like me? People without 
lung diseas well be affected, as will the wildlife. Mine dust can cause Lung Cancer, 
Silicosis, Asthma, COPD, just to name a few.

Individual
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7088 6 For perspective, the mining of copper ore in Arizona, which has left a legacy of 
contamination and destruction of the environment and public health, must be 
examined, including but not limited to: 
-Lead poisoning and elevated levels of lead in blood and bones, as indicated by high 
levels of lead in children's blood in Hayden and Winkelman, Arizona, in levels so 
high that the state of Arizona's Department of Health Services had to be notified and 
had to investigate the causes.
-Arsenic poisoning, as indicated by high levels of arsenic detected in children's urine 
in Ajo, Arizona, so much so that the mining operation had to be closed down due to 
the public health threat is posed.
-An increased lung cancer rate, an increased death rate, and an incresed incidence of 
birth defects caused by heavy metal contamination in affected areas.

Organization

7088 10 There must also be a comprehensive study of what health effects might be 
anticipated in the affected area, along with calculations including projected 
population growth and future settlement.

Organization

7088 14 What will be done to protect nearby residents from toxic airborne materials?Organization

7088 23 The Forest Service needs to evaluate the potential of the Rosemont mine to add to 
this environmental and health menace the proposed mine poses.

Organization

7088 75 There will also be an impact on human health, and these impacts need to be 
examined and evaluated.

Organization

7095 5 As property owners who are dependent on a well for the sole source of water and are 
required to cross the confluence of Davidson and Barrel Canyon washes for 
access/egress to our property the impacts of the propose Rosemont Copper Mine 
Project are dangerous and unacceptable.  In summary, I request a no action decision 
on the proposed Rosemont Copper mining Project.

Individual

7102 28 I hereby request a 'No Action' decision by the Forest Service for this Project due to 
the (1) Points made by the document made in the June 23, 2008 handout at the 
Augusta Shareholders meeting, it seems that they have no confidence in the project, 
(2) the incompatibility of this Project on FS land vs. the FS mission, (3) the 
cumulative effects that this action would have on the Davidson Canyon / Cienega 
Creek, and Watershed, (4) Safety Issues, (5) cumulative effects due to three other 
mines Proposals in the general area (Cal - Portland, Andrada, and Seel on BLM/ 
AZSLD), (6) Scoping flaws, and (7) the lack of a Public Hearing in the Vail / 
Corona areas.

Individual
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7108 1 This is an addition to my June 30, 2008 Hearing speech.

In that speech I reported that ASBESTOS is found in the Tailings from the Mining 
of Hardrock Minerals. Exposure to asbestos causes a form of CANCER known as 
MESOTHELIOMA. In this disease, malignant cells develop in the mesothelium, a 
lining that covers most of the body's internal organs. Its most common site is the 
pleura which is the outer lining of the lungs and chest cavity, it may also occur in the 
peritoneum which is the lining of the abbdominal cavity or it can affect the 
pericardium which is a sac that surrounds the Heart.

Hayden, Arizona which has the Ray Mine has reported an increase in Lung Cancer 
by 50%. ASARCO has $2.6 billion in claims by asbestos victims. What will you do 
to ensure that the people of Southern Arizona do not get this disease?

Individual

7110 8 Recent studies suggest that exposure to diesel fumes can affect the human brain , 
causing oxidative stress, which has been implicated in degenerative brain diseases, 
such as Parkinson's and Alzheimer's. Increases of lung cancer, heart attacks, and 
asthma are likely as well.

Individual

7114 3 *Will the health effects of blowing tailings become a health burden, and financial 
burden to the community members and the school district who will have to deal with 
sickly children?

Individual

7116 6 THERE SHOULD BE IN PLACE RULES OF PROCEDURE THAT WOULD 
ESTABLISH A FAIR ,UNBIASED THIRD PARTY ARBITRATION. THIS 
WOULD DETERMINED FAIR COMPENSATION FOR HOME OWNERS AND 
THEIR PROPERTY; WHO WOULD BE DISPLACED BY MINE OPERATIONS, 
AIR , NOISE, WATER POLLUTION , WELL GOING DRY OR HEALTH 
REASONS. THESE HEALTH CONSERNS WOULD NOT NECESSARILY 
PREEXIST AND COULD MANIFEST THEMSELVES AFTER OPERATIONS 
STARTED.

Individual

7119 2 The noise and dust will cause  more severe ailments among the people who have 
lung trouble,asthma, etc they have moved to AZ for a more healthier atmosphere and 
will have to leave for a better climate.

Individual

7125 3 WATER: There is a great potentiality that toxic heavy metals and other chemicals 
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.  
More health issues here also…for us all!

Individual

7125 9 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. Mental health?

Individual
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7129 7 I protest Augusta being a burden upon citizens of the area in ways listed below and 
not limited to those in the list:

a. Health impacts.
A mine this size is likely to result in fatalities of some workers. 
Increased traffic on roads and highways will likely result in accidents that would not 
have occurred without the mine. Augusta has not offered just compensation to the 
victims of future accidents.

Individual

7129 10 Pollution of water drainig from the mine into Tucson's watershed and air pollution 
drifting to populated areas will have at least a small impact on health. If the mine 
reduces the life expectany of people in the Tucson metro area by just one day, that is 
equivalent to the taking of aproximately 30 human lives. How can that be 
compensated? No offer has been made by Augusta to compensate the Tucson 
population.

Individual

7153 12 DARK SKIES
There are already extremely bright lights at the proposed copper mine area every 
night. They are very dangerous since they are distracting to drivers on Highway 83, 
which is a winding mountain road.

Individual

7155 9 The effect on air and water quality of the numerous toxic materials produced by such 
a mine must be analyzed in the context of historical failures to control such 
substances, the absolute lack of any track record for Augusta in managing such a 
mine, and the inherent risks to the region's human and natural environment when the 
inevitable escape of such materials occurs.

Organization

7163 6 Defenders is particularly concerned about the potential of numerous proposed 
hardrock mining projects to have significant regional impacts on sensitive, 
threatened and endangered species and their habitats. We are also troubled by the 
potential of these projects to significantly impact the quality of life, health, safety and 
sustainability of the surrounding human communities.

Organization

7163 37 Questions to be answered in the EIS:
What are the potential ecosystem and health-risk effects of contamination and point 
and nonpoint source pollutions resulting from mine operations, especially with 
regard to uranium, lead, arsenic, thorium and other hazardous materials used and 
generated during and after the life of the mine's operations?
Which pollutants pose the greatest human and ecosystem health risks, and how much 
of these will be emitted into the environment?
What would be the human and wildlife-health related impacts of increased pollution 
due to mining operations?

Organization

7166 6 HEALTH: The environmental hazards of open pit mining are well documented. How 
will the Augusta Corporation protect the public, wildlife and any threatened animal 
species, and surrounding natural ecosystem from potential water and air pollution?

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 25 of 36



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Public Health and Safety

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7166 10 Asthma is one of the top 3 health issues affecting children in the U.S. Has research 
been done to examine the effects of airborne mining pollutants on kids and adults 
with breathing problems? Have other mines been totally successful in avoiding 
similar damage? A few years ago, high winds in Green Valley  caused a sticky 
chemical substance from the local mine to be blown into many Green Valley homes, 
including my parents' home. Although the mine offered a small amount of cleanup 
compensation to homeowners, what about the long-term damage from having 
breathed this substance?

Individual

7184 4 Manganese, selenium, thallium. lead, copper, zinc, cadmium, aluminum, iron, and 
arsenic are all potential products of acid mine drainage. These toxic substances, 
together with sulfuric acid which can be 20-300 times more acidic that acid rain, can 
impact mammals, riparian vegetation, and most importantly, human health.  Acid 
mine drainage can last for thousand of years and cost millions of dollars to manage.

Individual

7188 4 Humans and wildlife would suffer illness and death.Individual

7192 12 CAP water is notorious for compiling the contaminants from agricultural and 
industrial processes throughout the Colorado River Basin, as well as for spreading 
invasive aquatic species and diseases.  Bringing these contaminants into such a 
relatively pristine basin poses obvious threats to the area's human and wildlife 
populations.

Organization

7193 6 Issue #4. Leaching of minerals and toxins from the tailings of this mine by rain water 
will eventually contaminate the water sources surrounding the Santa Ritas and 
Tucson. Who will be responsible for decontamination of the water sources, and 
payment of medical bills for the individuals who acquire cancer and/or autoimmune 
diseases secondary to ingestion of the contaminated water?

Individual

7196 5 Federal mortality data shows that a hardrock miner is seven times more likely to be 
killed on the job than American workers in other industries. As Arizona continues its 
shift to a more diverse, sustainable job base, the state will also likely see safer jobs 
become more widely available.

Individual

7253 24 Important considerations are the impact of air and dust pollution on the health of 
both employees and area residents, region- wide visual impact on scenery and view 
sheds and the impact on plant and animal life.

Organization

7253 61 HEALTH IMPACTS
A number of questions need to be answered with respect to the health risks 
associated with the proposed mine:
-What are the types of chemicals that would be used at the mine, and how would 
they affect people and animals if they were released into the environment?

Organization

7253 63 HEALTH IMPACTS
A number of questions need to be answered with respect to the health risks 
associated with the proposed mine:
-What are the types of chemicals that would be used at the mine, and how would 
they affect people and animals if they were released into the environment?
-What are the concentrations proposed for use at the mine and at what concentrations 
do they become harmful to people or animals?

Organization
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7253 65 HEALTH IMPACTS
A number of questions need to be answered with respect to the health risks 
associated with the proposed mine:
-What are the types of chemicals that would be used at the mine, and how would 
they affect people and animals if they were released into the environment?
-What are the concentrations proposed for use at the mine and at what concentrations 
do they become harmful to people or animals?
-What are the health risks to our community from these toxic chemicals, and are 
these worth the small economic gain we might receive from the mine?
-How would the company compensate the community for the health risks being 
forced on our citizens?
-How would metical costs and insurance rates be affected by the health risks from 
the mine?
-Would medical coverage rates increase for people living near the mine site?
-What would be the impact of mine related health problems on the limited medical 
facilities available in Sonoita and Patagonia?

Organization

7271 1 I promised not to be a pen-pal, but this is a "heads-up" of a letter being sent to you 
by Certified Mail on various aspects of our recent telephone call of 4-11-08. Copies 
of the letter have also been sent to people on my special Rosemont mailing list.

It is long, and primarily meant to be helpful, but it does indicate concerns that I have 
for my longterm health and welfare, which under current proposals will be adversely 
affected by the Rosemont Mine Project.

Individual

7293 7 The National Environmental Policy Act, Section 101 Paragraph B pertains to 
Rosemont's activities of transporting groundwater away from Sahuarita that would 
interfere with the natural balance of the environments ability to maintain critical 
water levels for the overall development and welfare of the community.  Rosemont's 
transportation of groundwater from Sahuarita, which is already suffering from 
groundwater depletion and subsidence, may cause a risk to health and safety of the 
residents with undesirable consequences to the community (wells drying up and 
property becoming worthless)

Individual

7297 4 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, cadmiun, 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 mine 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.

Individual
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7297 17 (b) Human health aspects of air pollution. Many of the trace materials in the strata of 
mines in Pima County, when exposed through a mining operation and released 
airborne are established human and animal CARCINOGENS, notably nickel, 
cadmium, arsenic, beryllium, and under some special conditions iron oxides and 
cobalt oxides. Nickel, cadmium arsenic and beryllium are Priority Pollutants under 
Toxis Substances Control Act. No consideration of the health impacts of other trace 
constituents present, notably lead and tungsten, were discussed either. Lead is a well 
known neurological and developmental toxicants. 

(c)  Risk assessment methodologies. When dealing with carcinogens and 
neurotoxins, the regulations use a risk assessment paradigm. The science of risk 
assessment for toxic chemicals has evolved considerably since first proposed in 1974 
by then Administrator of EPA, Russell Train. No provision for a risk assessment of a 
single carcinogen is present in the planning document, and now one has to consider 
the risk assessment possibilities of multiple air pollutants because of the nature of the 
materials being processed. It is this situation which puts me in person jeopardy with 
respect to health and welfare.

Individual

7312 15 It is assumed that the dam will be classified as an intermediate size, "significant" 
hazard dam per ADWR dam safety regulations. The size classificaiton is based on 
the height of the embankment at the maximum section (approximately 90 ft) and the 
storage volume, while the hazard classification is based on the assumption of 
unlikely loss of life, but potentially signficant damage if the dam were to fail.
Question
Is any notification to be installed to warn the residents downstream? If there is a 
catastrophic failure there is significant probability of injury and death with homes 
being so close to the wash.

Individual

7313 10 Will there be a rise in the incidence of Valley Fever? Will the Health Department, 
and the Department of Environmental Quality be consulted on this matter and their 
findings made public? If the above-mentioned agencies will not be consulted, then 
what is the reason for this?

Individual

7333 1 Open pit mining is a real health hazard apart from an eyesore and will certainly keep 
visitors away, esp. those who are discerning and are willing to spend money on their 
touristic activities

Individual

7334 6 It will also likely lead to health impacts to the human and wildlife inhabitants.Individual

7336 24 The Forest Service should publicize the level of increased environmental toxins and 
risks to the public health, including a complete list of copper/molybdenum/silver 
mine associated diseases, it considers acceptable, in the draft EIS and prior to the 
proposal receiving approval. Accidents happen. What steps can be taken after 
irreversible damage has been caused? What guarantees can a tiny company like 
Augusta/Rosemont Copper make that the public can expect them to honor in the long 
run?

Individual

7411 9 Air Quality- In addition to a comprehensive study of the potential health risks of dry 
tailings

Individual
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7413 1 Our highway department has installed many safety rails on 83 making it very 
difficult for a car and wide load to pass.  The car has to get to the end of the safety 
rail or the wide load or car can't make it.  Some of these wide loads reach from safety 
rail to safety rail.  All of this happens on a two lane road.  I have been an EMT for 
Sonoita/Elgin Fire Department early on, and I can just Imagine what could happen 
under these circumstances
I have heard that Agusta is "working" with the rail road to fix this situation.  We 
have been working with them many years to no avail, but money talks. Good Luck!

Individual

7419 6 If citizens are diagnosed with lupus from polluted air and cancer from polluted 
water…you will be responsible.

Individual

7421 1 We are aware of what the Proposed Rosemont mine will do to control dust by 
attending all meetings sponsored by the U.S. Forest Service Nepa Scoping process 
and the internet web site for Rosemont mine.  Unfortunately we do not believe this 
will be enough.  DRY STACKING will Problematic for my wife and others who 
have respiratory problems and disesases, especially who live nearby.

Individual

7421 2 We are aware of what the Proposed Rosemont mine will do to control dust by 
attending all meetings sponsored by the U.S. Forest Service Nepa Scoping process 
and the internet web site for Rosemont mine.  Unfortunately we do not believe this 
will be enough.  DRY STACKING will Problematic for my wife and others who 
have respiratory problems and disesases, especially who live nearby.  Dry stacking is 
new technology and has never been tried on this large of scale.It has been used a few 
times in REMOTE and UNPOPULATED areas.  This area is neither and the 
reprecussions will be far reaching.  The reduction in water usage will be beneficial, 
but on the other side of the coin the wind driven dust emissions will be intolerable 
for people with respiratory problems.

Individual

7432 14 As often happens with a stroke victim, the nature of the “body” of Patagonia life will 
be distupted and negatively affected forever. This cannot be evaluated in terms of 
money? On this level, the clogging of our arteries, and the health of the Southern 
Arizona community will suffer a damage beyond what can be evaluated in simply 
economic terms.

Organization

7440 7 What will be done to ensure that mine tailings do not impact our health?Individual
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7450 5 1. We have Interstate highway 10 going east and west. 2. We hve Scenic Highway 
SR 83 going north and south 3. There is a road with a car coming off of I-10 onto SR 
83. 4. There is a road with a car going off of SR 83 onto I-10. 5. There is a car 
coming across the bridge onto SR 83 from the west off ramp of I-10. 6. A car has 
just turned west to get to the housing development on the west side of SR 83. and 7. 
there is another car turning east to get to the housing development's P.O. boxes. 8. 
About a half a mile south from this point there is a pick up turning west into the 
housing development. 9. After the turn off of I-10 there are two pull-off's Sometimes 
the west one is full of wide loads waiting for police escorts to take them over the 
mountain. Sometimes there is maybe one on the east side waiting until they can park 
on the west side for the same reason. Our highway department has installed many 
safety rails on 83 making it very difficult for a car and wide load to pass. The car has 
to get to the end of the safety rail or the wide load or car can't make it. Some of these 
wide loads reach from safety rail to safety rail. All of this happens on a two land 
road. I have been an EMT for Sonoita/Elgin Fire Department early on, and I can just 
Imagine what could happen under these circumstances

I have heard that Agusta is "working" with the rail road to fix this situation. We have 
been working with them many years to no avail, but money talks. Good Luck!

10. NOW, enter ore trucks from the supposed open pit mine. Information has them 
onteh road every 15 minutes with their chemicals, dirt, and dust, Those trucks, which 
are wide loads in themselves, and the usual wide loads throw rocks from their tires to 
put holes in our windshields. And we are happy about this? The highway Dept. has 
put up many safety rails, some parallel to each other, and there are no passing stripes 
in many places. Where do you suggest ordinary traffic go? Dr.'s appts will have to be 
adjusted, store delivery to and from Sonoita/Elgin will have to be changed, Fed-X 
and regular mail schedules will be effected
How do we get to Tucson as well as, how do people get to Sonoita and Patagonia 
from Tucson. Regular mail schedules will be effected. Those people going and 
coming from work in Tucson will be exhaust. Worst of all is how will the ambulance 
from Sonoita/Elgin get through this mess?

Individual

7451 25 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
33. The is no Fire District on Highway 83. Why should the taxpayers of the Rincon 
Valley District and Corona Fire have to support this project when there is a mining 
accident on SR 83?

Individual

7451 26 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
34. There is no reliable cell phone serivce on SR 83. How will people call in when 
there are accidents on SR 83? As one speaker mentioned, in the past people have 
come to the house to use his landline and helicopters have landed on SR 83.

Individual

7453 25 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
33. The is no Fire District on Highway 83. Why should the taxpayers of the Rincon 
Valley District and Corona Fire have to support this project when there is a mining 
accident on SR 83?

Individual

7453 26 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
34. There is no reliable cell phone serivce on SR 83. How will people call in when 
there are accidents on SR 83? As one speaker mentioned, in the past people have 
come to the house to use his landline and helicopters have landed on SR 83.

Individual
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7466 3 Further, the mine will have a permanent negative effect of the health and well being 
of the citizens of Pima county.

Individual

7469 3 There are major health concerns. With the increased diesel fuel emissios, the ozone 
increases as does global warming, which are unhealthy to us all. Ozone is just one 
pollutant that will be increased, one can only imagine the other pollutants that the 
mine will spue into the air. Already, in Green Valley, due to the nearby mining, there 
is a significant increase in the number of cases of Lupus. God only knows what other 
illnesses have increased with the mining in this vicinity. The risk of these health 
concerns and issues must be fully examined by an objective third party and the 
findings must bemade known to the public before any action is taken on the 
proposed mine.

Individual

7487 29 I am concerned about the immediate and long term effects on human healthIndividual

7497 6 To risk their health and security is in my opinion against the law.Individual

7499 6 Diseases such as Lupus and cancer as well as gastrointestinal, repiratory and 
dermatological ailments will definitely increase in the area.

Individual

7504 8 For perspective, the mining of copper ore in Arizona, which has left a legacy of 
contamination and destruction of the environment and public health, must be 
examined, including but not limited to:

1) Lead poisoning and elevated levels of lead in blood and bones, as indicated by 
high levels of lead in children's blood in Hayden and Winkelman, Arizona, in levels 
so high that the state of Arizona's Department of Health Services had to be notified 
and had to investigate the causes.

2) Arsenic poisoning, as indicated by high levels of arsenic detected in children's 
urine in Ajo, Arizona, so much so that the mining operation had to be closed down 
due to the public health threat is posed.

3) An increased lung cancer rate, an increased death rate, and an increased incidence 
of birth defects caused by heavy metal contamination in affected areas.  

4) The risk of widespread contamination due to dust containing heavy metals 
blowing away from the Rosemont mining operation.  This includes a year by year 
assessment of the potential size of the tailing pile(s) and the dispersal of the dust 
from these tailings piles. The levels of arsenic in the pile of crushed rock and dust in 
tailings range up to 35 parts per million, according to EPA's sampling.  The 
following pictures are from the tailings pile grew to the size of a mountain over a 
period of decades, and only after civil rights complaint was filed against the ADEQ 
was the company ever required to duppress the dust, which it was always required to 
do by federal and state statutes.

7508
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7504 12 A comprehensive study must be included in the EIS that determines how far and in 
what direction the airborne particulate matter and other airborne materials will travel 
and what their composition will be, including toxic heavy metals and radionuclides, 
including uranium and its accompanying emitters.  There must also be a 
comprehensive study of what health effects might be anticipated in the affected area, 
along with calculations including projected population growth and future settlement.  
Prevention of airborne release of tailings solids to the environment by provision of 
dust-suppression measures has not ever worked in Arizona, and with the additionally 
high temperatures associated with global warming effects in the desert Southwest, it 
will be even less effective.  Will these measures work consistently in regions of high 
winds such as the Rosemont mining operations?

7508

7504 17 What will be done to protect nearby residents from toxic airborne materials?7508

7504 122 There is no hazmat response capability outside of Tucson in rural Pima County, so 
the potential impacts of a hazardous materials spill or release from a Rosemont 
mining vehicle or tanker must be fully examined in terms of response, recovery, and 
potential environmental and economic impacts.  Simply calculating the likelyhood of 
such an event is not sufficient as emergency planning and response is designed to 
determine how and what the repsonse would consist of, with requisite personnel, 
training and equipment, and the associated economic impacts.

7508

7504 135 What are the security measures planned for transport and on-site storage, and the 
potential risk of accident, or criminal or terrorist activity?  What will be done to 
prevent static discharge or lightning strikes from causing an unplanned explosion?  
What consideration for shock effects or damage to cities, power-lines, wells, pipes, 
or the underground aquifer from such a large amount of explosive discharging 
accidentally will be provided as protection for the community and the environment?  
What planning has been done and will be done for this contingency?

7508

7504 146 Daily blasting is required to remove rock (or overburden) covering the ore body.  
The impact to nearby residences, wildlife and recreational users in the National 
Forest will be equivalent to daily sonic booms, and the cumulative effects must be 
examined.  There will also be an impact on human health, and these impacts need to 
be examined and evaluated.

7508

7504 149 In January of 1995, a fatality occurred at a waste rock dump area at the Sierrita mine 
site in nearby Green Valley, then owned by Cyprus Corporation.  A Caterpillar dump 
truck backed over a berm, and turned over, fatally injuring the driver.  There was no 
illumination provided at the dump area.  The truck was equipped with two back-up 
lights that were quite dirty.  The Labor Board investigated and required that portable 
lighting plants be installed at all dumping areas to provide sufficient illumination for 
safe dumping operations.

7508

7524 5 Many of the issues listed are Quality of Life issues and Health Issues, and since 
tourism and recreation are such large parts of our economy, they thus become 
economic issues as well.

Business

7541 2 Are you, the Forest Service, willing to be responsible for the health and lives of the 
citizens who in 20 years might be diagnosed with Lupus, Cancer or whatever as a 
result of the contamination of the aquafer? You could be facing a Class action 
lawsuit some day. Is it fair to us as taxpayers to bear this burden?

Individual
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7569 6 This is not so much as a NIMBY issue as it is for our public health and safety.Individual

7589 4 the Tetra Tech memorandum dated November 12, 2007 states, "Operational and 
maintenance controls necessary to ensure the integrity of the facilities at Rosemont, 
whose failure could potentially endanger human health and the environment, are 
limited with this project." Why are there only limited operational and maintenance 
controls for a situation that could endanger human health and the environment?

Individual

7592 25 Yearly estimates are presented for the use of hazardous materials including, but not 
limited to, 9,000,000 gallons of diesel fuel, 73,000 tons of sulfuric acid, 105,000 
gallons of fuels and oils and 1200 tons of ammonium nitrate. These materials have 
significant potential for explosion, toxic and corrosive spills and damage to health 
and the environment.

Their potential for release to air or groundwater should be especially closely 
monitored, as should the hazaroud waste removal process.  However, the only 
hazarous wastes projected are mundane items such as paint thinner, acetone in small 
quantities and residue waste from containers and cans. In fact, Rosemont seeks to 
take advantage of an EPA designation of Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity 
Generator (CESQG) to facilitate its disposal process (pp. 54, 55 from the Rosemont 
MPO)

Individual

7592 34 There should be information collected on the baseline chemical composition of 
airborne particulates. This information is necessary to distinguish the net 
contribution of mining activities to airborne pollutants and is basic to projecting 
human health effects as well as environmental impacts.

Individual

7598 11 Estimate the increase in local emergency response costs for both accidents and 
potential hazardous materials incidents. Please provide the assumptions and error on 
these calculations as in item a) above. Will the local taxpayers of Sonoita, Vail and 
Sahuarita communities be expected to cover these costs?

Individual

7598 36 There is no doubt that local air quality will be affected by mining operations which 
will generate dust and vehicle emissions. We am concerned about the immediate and 
long term effects on human health and habitat.

Individual

7598 39 a) Please provide analysis of air constituents as a function of distance and direction 
from mining operations and year of operation. Analysis should include all stimulus 
factors such as dust generation from blasting, shoveling, hauling, dumping, and 
grading, emissions from power generation and vehicles both onsite and in transit, use 
of chemical volatiles in the course of operations, effectiveness of dust control 
techniques, variability of the local climate and winds, and changes in the local micro-
climate due to effects created by mining operations such as wind pattern changes 
created from the pit and waste tailing mounds. Please provide an uncertainty analysis 
on these predicted effects. 

B) Please provide the long term human health effects of item a above.

Individual

7655 2 According to the Environmental Protection Agency, the mining industry releases 
over a billion pounds of toxic chemicals each year, more than any other industry! 
Please provide a Material Safety and Data Sheet for every chemical used in the 
processing of mining. Also provide and identify all Health risks associated with the 
use of these chemicals.

Individual
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7655 6 Since you are using the method of dry stacking which involves removing more water 
out of the tailings, what chemicals will you be placing on the tailings to kept them 
from becoming airborne? What are all the health risks associated with using these 
chemicals?

Individual

7655 7 Since some forms of copper are extremely soluable in water they pose a serious 
human hazard. According to the "Oregon Department of Human Services" when 
copper occurs in food or water in levels greater than 1 Part per million, stomach 
irritation and vomiting result. Infants or children exposed to copper for weeks or 
months may suffer liver and kidney injury. 
Many copper-bearing rocks contain Lead, Zinc, and Iron. During mining, workers 
have been poisoning theselves in the process due to accumulation and exposure to 
lead. These dangers have long been known, though the modern understanding of 
their full extent and the small amount of lead necessary to produce them is relatively 
recent. 
Blood lead levels once considered safe are now considered hazardous, with no 
known threshold.
Lead Poisoning may cause irreversible neurological damage as well as renal disease, 
cardiovascular effects, and reproductive toxicity. 
Mercury Poisoning
Caused by sufficient exposure of all mercury-based toxic compounds. Mercury 
damages the central nervous system, endocrine system, liver, gastrointestinal tract, 
kidney disfunction, neuropsychiatric symptoms, brain damage and ultimately death. 
Mercury and its compounds are particularly toxic to fetuses and infants.

Individual

7655 9 What kind of Health Care will you provide for the people of Southern Arizona which 
are afflicted with chemical toxicity and other related health problems due to mining 
on are land?

Individual

8604 6 I just wanted to oppose the Rosemont Mine for the environmental reasons as far a 
the animals, the pollution, air pollution, and noise pollution and, uh, draining the 
water table. Also for the health hazards it's going to cause for the people in the area.

Individual

8751 1 I am concerned for the environment and water consumption.  But what is heavy on 
my heart is the health issue of the individual people that will be affected.  Have you 
truly given thought of the schools.  The teachers many times are going to have to 
keep the kids off the playground because of the air pollution, the gray dust on the 
ground and so forth.  These same situations are on houses, on the golf course.  Those 
who try to get out, walk.

Individual

8751 2 . . .have you taken account of the time that has already been involved to get any past 
clean up done by the owners.  The procrastination back and forth.  And now 
knowing that people out of our country will be involved.  Are you kidding me.  I 
hear words from the miner supporters about jobs, clean up, and so forth.  Well, they 
sound good but realistically the people working there and living here will bring more 
devastation to the medical arenas than they can even handle.

Individual

8790 2 I am a registered nurse who drives by the Rosemont site on my way to work from 
Sonoita to Tucson for days a week. And just as I know that human beings require 
clean air, clean water an peaceful surroundings for their optimum health, so do our 
national forest eco systems need clean air, clean water and peaceful surroundings for 
the optimum -- for their optimum health.

Individual
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8794 3 The second concerns are health concerns, just water, health, dust, blasting.Individual

8794 5 The second concerns are health concerns, just water, health, dust, blasting.Individual

8795 2 what I've read and what I can find out and what I can look up on line it just does not 
seem to me to make  sense at all to work with that much water and all the other 
health hazards that would be involved with such a project, so.

Individual

8812 2 And I have great concerns about the proposed mine.  I'm worried about the economic 
impact, the safety impact as well as the environmental impact of the mine.

Individual

8844 5 I'm a recent resident here.  My name is James Linton, and I'm 305 Smelter, 
Patagonia.  And very much interested in not seeing that the copper mine be 
implemented here.  The environmental impact alone is something that's detrimental, 
especially for our health.

Individual

8858 2 I have something to do with one of the biggest companies in Patagonia, and many 
thousands of people have come through there per year. And they need access from 
the airport in Tucson to that on a daily basis, so, it's affecting the health and the well 
being of the citizens local, and also globally actually it has an affect.

Individual

8874 6 I would like to go on record strongly objecting to the Rosemont Mine project.  The 
reasons are inadequate water, and water contamination, air pollution, destruction of 
habitat and other safety issues.

Individual

8899 2 The response to items 27 of CNFS letter dated 10-19-2007, Temporary Shutdown 
Procedures is vague and insufficient at best. There are insufficient details with regard 
to procedures to be used for a temporary shut down in operations. Little to no detail 
is provided regarding the plan or procedure to be used in the event of an emergency 
situation. In the event of an emergency, the mine should have specific guidelines and 
procedures in place to ensure the safety and well being of its employees as well as 
area residents and community, all while safeguarding the environment.

Individual

9179 2  Public safety and welfare and major enviornmental concerns prohibit minig.Organization

9918 4 There is nothing positive which can come from mining the Santa Rita Mountains -- 
only a detrimental & destructive impact to the health of the community. Who 
benefits? only the mining companies and then they move on. This must not happen.

Organization

10204 4 Approve this operation and you will be dputting our very health at risk. And your 
name will be attached to it.

Organization

10352 5 The traffic on Hwy 83 can not support the vast number of trucks and autos required 
for mine works 24/7. The commiunties that depend on Hwy 83 for access to Tucson 
for work, shopping and especially medical care will be blocked with traffic on 83 
due to the mine. Emergency vehicles, Fire Trusks, Ambulences will have impossible 
jobs.

Organization

11047 7 Chemical Dust Suppressants or binders- What specific sort of dust suppressants or 
binders? Please list these and associated health impacts.

Individual
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11068 25 Yearly estimates are presented for the use of hazardous materials including, but not 
limited to, 9,000,000 gallons of diesel fuel, 73,000 tons of sulfuric acid, 105,000 
gallons of fuels and oils and 1200 tons of ammonium nitrate. These materials have 
significant potential for explosion, toxic and corrosive spills and damage to health 
and the environment.

Individual

11068 34 There should be information collected on the baseline chemical composition of 
airborne particulates. This information is necessary to distinguish the net 
contribution of mining activities to airborne pollutants and is basic to projecting 
human health effects as well as environmental impacts.

Individual

11082 9 "The Rosemont Tailings exhibit a Liquid Limit of 23.5% by dry weight"…"It can be 
concluded the trafficability of Rosemont tailings will be very poor and likely 
impossible with the proposed stacking and operational equipment at moisture cotents 
above 16% by dry weight. Therefore the, the tailings filter plant must be capable of 
consistently dewatering tailings to produce a dry tailings product with moisture 
contents less than 16%." 
My Question is-
What happens if there is an accident on Highway 83, the highway is blocked and 
employees can't get to work? I assume that OSHA has time limits on employees 
shifts.

Individual

11082 22 Also, as a resident I am well aware of how many rabid animals we have in our area. 
By leaving open water available for animals that might not be well, does the 
company intend to pre-vaccinate all its employees for rabies?? Rabies is a fatal 
disease. Especially given that the operation is 24 hours and with the lights there 
might be an opportunity for employees to be bitten by rabid bats. When I was bitten 
by a feral cat that was bitten by a skunk I was told that the rabies vaccines are no 
longer painful. I just waited for the test to come back on the cat though and 
fortunately the cat did not have rabies. I did feel bad because they had to kill the cat 
to find out it did not have rabies though. That is the reality of living in an area with a 
lot of rabid animals. 
What other sort of pest control procedures and educational outreach will the 
company use to protect its emloyees? There are deer in the area and they carry ticks 
which can carry Lyme disease. Additionally, there are chiggers.

Individual

11082 23 What kind of health benefits does Rosemont Copper intend to offer its employees? 
Also, I've noticed in some other mine pictures that miners were wearing some very 
advanced looking masks and so forth. What sort of personal health and safety 
equipment does Rosemont Copper intent to use?

Individual
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6954 7 I am opposed to allowing Rosemont to mine in the Santa Rita Mountains for the 
following reasons:

5. Southern Arizona has had enough experience with mine operators who abandon 
their projects and leave the sites in an unrestored, polluted state.  We do not need 
another one of these.  Rosemont claims that it will annually contribute an inflation-
adjusted amount to a clean-up fund, but what happens if it closes the operation 
before sufficient funds have accumulated for restoring the site?

Individual
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22 2 Will a trust be established securing funds for wells that are directly or indirectly 
affected by Rosemont Mine?

160 85 COMMENT 9: AUGUSTA UNDERESTIMATES THE SCOPE AND COSTS OF 
MINE REMEDIATION, RECLAMATION, AND CLOSURE. THE 
ASSUMPTIONS UNDERLYING AUGUSTA'S INITIAL RECLAMATION BOND 
COST ESTIMATE MUST BE CAREFULLY EXAMINED IN DETAIL AND THE 
ESTIMATE MUST BE MODIFIED AS NECESSARY. Underestimation of the 
scope of activities and costs necessary for mine remediation, reclamation, and 
closure has become a significant national issue with modern mining. In the last 20 
years, at least 15 "state-of-the-art" mines have filed for protection under bankruptcy 
leaving to the taxpayers the immense financial burden of mine closure, remediation 
of environmental contamination, and habitat reclamation totaling over $12-billion 
(see ATTACHMENT F which is incorporated herein by reference).
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160 87 Augusta proposes a reclamation plan that will be carried out concurrently with 
ongoing mining operations. This option allows incremental bonding and phased 
bond release. This bonding option requires that several complicated steps must be 
performed without error. The initial bond estimate must be accurately calculated 
based on preliminary conceptual designs, drawings, maps, and a number of 
subjective assumptions regarding future events and cost factors. As more detailed 
designs and real-time information become available, the bond cost estimate is 
recalculated either to confirm the original estimate or to modify bonding 
requirements. As concurrent reclamation milestones are met, phased bond releases 
are authorized. And, when mine reclamation and closure are successfully completed, 
the remaining bond amount is released.                                            If, however, 
Augusta is unable to complete the requirements of mine reclamation and closure, the 
Forest Service must rely upon the reclamation bond and the accuracy of its 
underlying cost estimate to accomplish what Augusta could not. Therefore, in the 
interest of avoiding all taxpayer financial liability, every effort must be made by the 
Forest Service to verify on an ongoing basis Augusta's reclamation bond cost 
estimate or modify the bond requirements accordingly.        Augusta's current 
reclamation bond cost estimate underestimates future costs. For example, future 
diesel fuel costs are estimated by Augusta based on an incorrect current per-gallon 
price of $3.20. As we are all painfully aware, the current diesel fuel per-gallon price 
is in excess of $4.75 and climbing - a cost underestimation by Augusta of 33 percent. 
Augusta's reclamation bond cost estimate must be built upon correct starting 
numbers and an accurate future inflation factor.         COMMENT 9A: WELL 
DEFINED CRITERIA FOR DETERMINING SUCCESSFUL COMPLETION 
MUST BE DEVELOPED FOR EACH RECLAMATION ACTIVITY UNDER THE 
RECLAMATION PLAN TO AVOID PREMATURE PHASED BOND 
RELEASES.              Discussion: Incremental bonding and phased bond release 
require diligent and continuous monitoring of the Mine's implementation of the 
concurrent reclamation plan. For example, mine re-vegitation practices have not had 
a successful long-term track record in the U.S. Southwest - many plants are planted, 
but few survive. Therefore, in this example, a phased bond release for mine re-
vegitation must not be authorized until the plantings in question have met well 
defined criteria for healthy survival - a defined number of plants per unit area are 
planted, and a defined number survive for a defined period of time.  Mitigation: The 
Forest Service must not authorize a phased bond release until the underlying 
reclamation activity is successfully completed. Well defined criteria for determining 
successful completion for each reclamation activity must be developed by the Forest 
Service.        COMMENT 9B: COSTS OF IMPLEMENTING THE MITIGATION 
PLAN AND OF REMEDIATION OF POSSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL 
CONTAMINATION MUST BE ACCURATELY ESTIMATED AND INCLUDED 
IN THE RECLAMATION BOND ESTIMATE.    Discussion: Upon finalizing a 
mitigation plan for the Mine, the costs of implementing the plan must be estimated 
and included in the reclamation bond estimate. Mitigation should also be in 
concurrence with the guidelines of Pima County's Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan 
and Conservation Land System. In addition, the estimated costs of remediation of 
any environmental contamination by the Mine that may be discovered either before 
or afater mine closure must also be included in the bond cost estimate. These costs 
must be included in the reclamation bond cost estimate since the Forest Service must 
rely upon the reclamation bond to accomplish the mitigation plan and remediation of 
any environmental contamination by the Mine in the event that Augusta does not. 
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The burden of financial liabilities arising from Augusta's failure to successfully 
implement the mitigation plan or from environmental contamination by the Mine 
must not be borne by the public.  Mitigation: The discussion under COMMENT 9B 
should be included in its entirety as a Mitigation Measure in the Draft 
EIS.                                                                                COMMENT 9C: WELL 
DEFINED CRITERIA FOR DETERMINING SUCCESSFUL COMPLETION OF 
MINE CLOSURE MUST BE DEVELOPED UNDER THE RECLAMATION 
PLAN TO AVOID PREMATURE PHASED BOND RELEASES.          Discussion: 
The costs of mine closure must be estimated and included in the reclamation bond 
estimate. These costs must be included in the reclamation bond cost estimate since 
the Forest Service must rely upon the reclamation bond to accomplish mine closure 
in the event that Augusta does not. Well defined criteria for determining successful 
completion of mine closure must be developed by the Forest Service.         
Mitigation; The discussion under COMMENT 9C should be included in its entirety 
as a Mitigation Measure in the Draft EIS.

181 2 Will a bond be setup with funds to cover any potential direct or indirect impact the 
mine may have on my well, now and in the future?

182 6 Will a trust be established securing funds for wells that will be directly or indirectly 
effected by Rosemont Mine?

184 5 If the mine closes are there going to be funds put in a trust to cover the expense of 
having a well dug deeper.

184 9 How will they determine the amount of money that would be set aside in case this 
occurs.

1593 7 reclemationIndividual

1594 1 I would like to address the isuues and funding as it relates to clean up and restoration 
of the propsed mining site that are never cleaned or restored. Also when it is time to 
restore these areas people are told that the funds are insufficient, naturally these sites 
are never cleaned or restored. Guarantees and assurances are seldom followed. What 
stops that here?

Individual

1626 1 1.) Inadequate funding for reclamation of land/water. Historically, mines have not 
funded nearly adequately enough for REAL= Reclamation.

Individual

1662 1 If the mine is really going to happen, then require the mine company to put money 
into a fund to completely reclaim the land, so the reclamation will happen even if the 
mine company declares bankruptcy and walks away.

Individual

1762 1 Financial Assurance for potential environmental damages and reclamation must be 
comprehensive and sufficient.

Individual
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1815 1 I'm concerned that if this proposal is approved by the Forest Service that Rosemont's 
plans and intentions for reclamation could be undermined by a lack of funds because 
the estimated of reclamation costs are not accurate. Who will estimate the costs for 
reclamation?
I would like to see at least two independent evaluations of Rosemont's reclamation 
plan in terms of its viability, ultimate impact on the environment, views, water, etc. 
and the costs of the plan and minimum 2 year evaluations of the bonding amounts 
required to ensure reclamation funds are available.
It is very important to me that-if you approve this plan, that you-Forest Service- as 
caretaker of my/our land- ensure that the land is returned to its original state.

Individual

1836 1 If there is a trust for the land reclamation, when will it be funded in full?  Why does 
the Forest Service have the only say on all of the issues?

Individual

1891 17 Mining companies are notorious for not being responsible in such clean-up or in 
declaring bankruptcy to avoid it. To quote once again:

"……Investigators looking for the owners of the Gibson Mine in copper country 
near Miami-Globe, Ariz., followed the trail to an order of Franciscan friars in 
Oakland, Calif. The mine owner had left it to them in his will. "This mine was leased 
out to various people over the years, and these friars, it's not their fault" that the 
pollution occurs, said Laura Gentile, an EPA staff member who deals with the mine. 
"We're not going to go to these friars. … Unfortunately, that's a problem with 
abandoned mines nationwide." The very scale of today's massive open-pit mining 
operations means that sometimes cleanup costs will outstrip the value of the metals 
pulled out of the ground, as happened with the $232 million cleanup of the 
Summitville mine in southern Colorado. To help close that gap, some states have 
increased the size of bonds that mine owners must post before they start work, rather 
than relying on promises that the company will pay later. Too often, regulators have 
found no company able to pick up the bill …. That further bankruptcies in the 
mining industry might stick taxpayers with an even bigger cleanup bill.

Individual

1896 3 What type of trust is being established for the land reclamation?  When will it be 
funded in full?

Organization

1899 1 Expanding the bonding requirements along with penalties if reclamation is not done 
concurrently.  Specify how or how much a mine should be cleaned up.  In addition, 
insert an inflation adjustment clause in the bond letter of credit.  Get regulatory 
authority to issue administrative penalties for violations of their regulartory 
requirements, subject to due process, and clear procedures for referring activities to 
other federal and state agencies for enforcement.

Individual

1921 4 Another significant factor is posting a bond. The Bond needs to secured to the land 
and not the company. Companies go bankrupt and for reclamation and contamination 
intervention, a significant high bond $200 million has to be posted.

Individual

1963 1 Expanding the bonding requirements along with penalties if reclamation is not done 
concurrently.  Specify how or how much a mine should be cleaned up.  In addition, 
insert an inflation adjustment clause in the bond letter of credit.  Get regulatory 
authority to issue administrative penalties for violations of their regulartory 
requirements, subject to due process, and clear procedures for referring activities to 
other federal and state agencies for enforcement.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 4 of 65



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Reclamation

Bonding

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

2216 2 I was told that all mining would cease in 19 years, and the company would do only 
reclamation after that. I do hope that adequate bond will be supplied to do this 
reclaimation if the mine owners are unable to fulfill their obligations.

Individual

2231 1 What type of trust is being establsihed for the land reclamation? When will it be 
funded in full? Historically mines have been sold without requiring the buyer to 
adhere to prior agreements. Will the trust be funded before mining operations begin? 
Quite often when the price of copper drops mines close or go bankrupt. If a 
completely funded trust is not in place the public ends up paying for the cleanup.

Individual

2252 5 What type of trust is being established for the land reclamation? When will it be 
funded in full?

Individual

2253 1 What type of trust is being established for the land reclamation? When will it be 
funded in full?

Individual

2321 4 When the mining stops, what guarentee do you have, that they will clean it up? If 
they leave and do not clean up, WHO WILL PAY FOR THIS CLEANUP? Is there 
going to be money in a Trust for this cleanup? Is the money going to stay in an 
American Bank, or will it be in a Foreign Bank where we cannot get to the money?

Individual

2389 6 Can we expect to have bond money set aside for damages?Individual

2485 3 Is land reclamation guaranteed by a performance bond?Individual

2529 3 Third.  Will you require a bond backed by secure financial resources from the 
applicant to cover the cost of delivering adequate water to us, if our well or wells do 
go dry during the proposed 20 year operation of the mine?  How will you determine 
the amount of the bond to assure it will adequately cover this matter for the areas 
affected, so that we will have adequate protection for the delivery of water to us?

Individual

2536 1 Because so many mining operations go bankrupt they start/finish the reclamation 
process, this company should have a thorough investigation before they are allowed 
to proceed.

Individual

2560 5 Reclaimation - The area can never be the same.  Bonds don't matter because of 
inflation & the Co. will sell the mine or never "shut it down."  Example:  the mine at 
Ajo, AZ.

Individual

2565 8 3) The reclamation design and compliance process needs to be reworked to ensure 
implementation and the desired results.

Based upon my construction experience the reclamation costs are greatly 
understated. The objective should be reclamation not spending a certain amount of 
money. Reclamation costs should be budget at the high end of possibility and a 
contingency factor added. Reclamation funds should be put in a separate fund and 
accounting and use should be monitored by a third party. Continuing and long-
standing contamination from mines in the Patagonia area suggests that the Forest 
Service is not the correct party to supervise reclamation.

Individual

2593 44 Bonding must insure that a responsible third party would have the resources to 
restore the area to multiple-use condition.

Organization
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2593 92 Financial commitments to reclamation are incredibly important.
-How much would the reclamation bond be ,and what form would it be in?
-Will the bond be at least as much as would be required if a third party had to 
reclaim the site.
-Will the bond be of a form that is secure and would still be available even if the 
company goes bankrupt, abandons the mine or sells to another owner?

Organization

2594 1 The history of the west is the repeated story of profiteers mining the earth, mining 
until they are bankrupt, and leaving behind the giant environmental mess that never 
gets cleaned up. Look around Arizona; Bisbee, Jerome, Ajo to name only a few. If 
the Forest Service allows the mining concerns to use the Public's Forest, all the 
issues (IE water, electricity, remediation of the site upon completion) that are being 
hoftly addressed must be backed up with cash amounts. Cash amounts that take into 
consideration the cost of the clean-up at future prices. Cash amounts that grow with a 
logical percentage of mine profits added as the mine progresses and more 
environmental impact is made. These accounts should be values in cash and not an 
insurance policy that may be unstable or non-existent in the future. Real assurance 
needs to be made that this valley is returned to the natural state it was in and water 
and energy users are protected. If this mining company can not afford the upfront 
cost and added account contributions, then they are not the company to be allowed to 
use the Forest land. Who is to say for certain what will be more valuable in the 
future, the copper in the ground or the water in this drought prone land. Forest 
Service, don't let us down, we are counting on you to protect us.

Individual

2595 4 However, should the legal and regulatory means or will not exist to prevent short 
term exploitation of the copper resource, significant safeguards MUST be put in 
place to reserve cash assets to defray the actual and opportunity costs of using up our 
energy, habitat and water resources. Furthermore, the accrual of these cash reserves 
should be concurrent with actual work done on the site. There is a significant 
possibility that despite good planning, circumstances will arise that will make the 
mining project unsustainable at some future point. This may be due to market forces, 
changes in technology, changes in energy costs or failure of the mine to produce 
sufficient ore. The history of mining is rife with unforeseen collapses of once 
vigorous projects. We must be assured that whatever the outcome of the mining 
venture, sufficient funds will be available to ameliorate the damages to habitat and 
the cost of infrastructure and resource replenishment.

Individual

2608 2 Augusta is asking the taxpayers to share these risks unless the reclamation stage is 
fully bonded with projected inflation factors included. The copper market has 
historically been very volatile. The taxpayers should not be left holding the bag if the 
project fails economically.

Individual

2610 30 How will the dollar amount necessary to pay for the remediation project be 
calculated and who will make those calculations? Who will verify that the 
calculations are accurate and have been adjusted for inflation?

Individual

2610 32 Will the fiduciary be a certified private fiduciary or have other proven accountability 
or reliablitiy?  Will annual accountings be required and available for public 
inspection? If not, why not?

Individual

2610 33 Will the remediation funds be protected in the event Rosemont files bankruptcy? If 
not, why not?

Individual
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2617 14 Will Augusta Resource Corp. be required to set aside funds to take care of the water 
and environmental impact if they go bankrupt or run into hard times?

Individual

2625 30 I hope that reclamation bonding amounts will be increased to reflect increased costs 
(diesel fuel, for example) for reclamation done near the end of the project.

Individual

2639 5 Is there a bond put forth by company to assume financial responsibility for any 
damage contamination?

Individual

2648 3 How will you assure site clean-up post mining operations? The bond should be on 
the order of $500 million

Individual

2671 35 Please summarize, other than reclamation, what potential liabilities the bonding 
action is intended to cover.  What will be the amount of this bonding?  Please 
disclose financial details such as bond value growth with time, risks to these bonds 
as a function of time, bond holder, intended rating of the bonds and intended 
governing legal language associated with the bonds.  Please provide an uncertainty 
analysis in the answers.

Individual

2677 43 One of the most significant deficiencies of other mining operations on public land is 
inadequacy of the reclamation bond.Too often the original or subsequent operator 
finds default on the bond to be less expensive than completing the required 
reclamation. One of essentail requirements of this project would be to require a very 
generous reclamation, based on dollar amount at the time of reclamation. 
Furthermore, the Forest should find a way to prevent reclamation delays due to 
calims of future interest in mining.

Government

2688 32 A recent article on environmental problems on the Sierra Club website entitled 
"Going for Broke: How a copper giant plans to make the public pay for its toxic 
mess" by Marilyn Berlin Snell defines the problem. She explains that Arizona has 
never been prudent in overseeing hard rock mining companies. "With 2003 estimates 
of hard rock-mine reclamation liablities at nearly $4 billion, the state still allows 
corporate "self-guarantees," essentially a CEO's pledge that a company will pay 
rather than proof that there's real money behind the promise." Asarco filed chapter 11 
bankruptcy leaving an enormous, costly environmental mess for the Arizona 
taxpayer to absorb. This in a state that has a billion dollar budget short fall. Pulitzer 
Prize - winning author Jared Diamond in  his New York Times bestseller, 
CALLAPSE: How Societies Choose to Fall or Suceed states "the 2 states with the 
biggest taxpayer liabilities, Arizona and Nevada, "arrived at this calamitous situation 
by  "accepting company self guarantess and not requiring insurance bonds" but that 
even when "real insurance company bonds exist, taxpayers face further costs for 
reasons that will be familiar to any of us who have tried to collect from our insurance 
company in a fire or flood. Insurance companies, often under-funded, reguarly 
reduce the amount of the bond payoff by what are euphemistically termed 'negotiated 
settlements'".

Organization

2717 9 To back up Augusta’s guarantee that they will service any well that goes dry they 
should supply $1-4 million performance bond.

Organization

2719 3 Any claims made by Augusta for reclamation, compensation, etc. should be 
accompanied by a guaranteed bond to prevent public expense in the event of 
bankruptcy, etc.

Individual
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2729 32 A recent article on environmental problems on the Sierra Club website entitled 
"Going for Broke: How a copper giant plans to make the public pay for its toxic 
mess" by Marilyn Berlin Snell defines the problem. She explains that Arizona has 
never been prudent in overseeing hard rock mining companies. "With 2003 estimates 
of hard rock-mine reclamation liablities at nearly $4 billion, the state still allows 
corporate "self-guarantees," essentially a CEO's pledge that a company will pay 
rather than proof that there's real money behind the promise." Asarco filed chapter 11 
bankruptcy leaving an enormous, costly environmental mess for the Arizona 
taxpayer to absorb. This in a state that has a billion dollar budget short fall. Pulitzer 
Prize - winning author Jared Diamond in  his New York Times bestseller, 
CALLAPSE: How Societies Choose to Fall or Suceed states "the 2 states with the 
biggest taxpayer liabilities, Arizona and Nevada, "arrived at this calamitous situation 
by  "accepting company self guarantess and not requiring insurance bonds" but that 
even when "real insurance company bonds exist, taxpayers face further costs for 
reasons that will be familiar to any of us who have tried to collect from our insurance 
company in a fire or flood. Insurance companies, often under-funded, reguarly 
reduce the amount of the bond payoff by what are euphemistically termed 'negotiated 
settlements'".

Organization

2760 69 EPA recommends the EIS identify the bond amounts for each closure and reclamtion 
activity at all of the proposed project facilities. The EIS provides the public the 
opportunity to weigh in on the adequacy of the bond amount, and the viability of the 
bnod can be a critical factor in whether a project is environmentally acceptable. The 
EIS should also discuss how the Forest Service can modify the bond during the 
course of operations if temporary, long-term, or perpetual treatment and/or 
remediation needs are discovered during operations. Identify who would be 
responsible for any post-closure cleanup actions should they be necessary. In 
addition to determining the actual cost of reclamation, the bond calculation should 
consider the extra expense of taking over reclamation at a critical time during 
operations, such as when the water balance is high and surplus water must be treated, 
or when environmental or reclamation measures have not been successful in 
controlling pollution and must be redone. The EIS should descrive bonding 
requirements or other measures that the Forest Service has in place to ensure funds 
would be immediately available should the mine operator or its insurer be unable to 
fund the requried reclamation or clousure activities.

Government
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2760 70 The EIS should discuss whether long-term post-closure operations and maintenance 
may be necessary, describe these activities, indicate the projected costs for these 
activities, and discuss any requriements the Forest Service would impose on the mine 
operator to establish a trust fund or other funding mechanism to ensure post-closure 
care. The financial assurance necessary to fund post-closure activities must be kept 
current as conditions change at the mine, and the Forest Service should ensure that 
the form of the financial assurance does not depend on the continued financial health 
of the mine operator or its parent corporation. The EIS should include a general 
description of the trust fund. The amount and mechanics of the fund are critical to 
determining whether sufficient funds would be avialable to implent the post-closure 
plan and reduce the possibility of long-term contamination problems. The discussion 
in the EIS should include the following information:
* projected costs for long-term post-closure activities;
*requirements for timing of payments into the trust fund;
*how the Forest Service would ensure the trust fund would be bankruptcy remote;
*acceptable financial instruments;
*tax status of the fund;
*indentify the trust fund beneficiaries; and
*indentify the operator with responsiblitiy/liablity for financial assurance at this site.

If a long-term trust fund will be part of the proposed project, EPA believes this 
information  is essential in the EIS because it could make the difference between a 
project sufficiently managed over the long-term by the site operator, or an 
unfunded/under-funded contaminated site that becomes a liablity for the Federal 
government. In the absence of an appropriate guarantee, EPA could consider a 
project unacceptable if it could result in an unmitigated exceedence of environmental 
standards on a long-term basis.

Government

5279 11 Specific impacts of concern are:

If it is determined that mining will indeed occur, we would ask that Augusta 
Resources be required to post a bond to cover the full cost of mitigation and 
restoration after the expected 20-year lifespan of the mine has passed.

Organization
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6714 1 In the past 20 years at least 15 state of the art mines have gone bankrupt, leaving 
taxpayers with massive environmental destruction and potential cleanup liability 
exceeding $12 billion.  

To address this issue the United States Forest Service put out an updated guide in 
April of 2004 that explains the requirements for reclamation bonds prior to approval 
of Mining Plans of Operations.  Having done a cursory review of Rosemont Bond 
estimations, some underestimates and omissions have caught my attention.

For instance, in determining hourly operating costs, a diesel fuel price of $3.20 per 
gallon was used.  That number is grossly inadequate since the current price of diesel 
is well over $4 per gallon and rising.  It is recognized that the number was probably 
accurate when the report was written, but it is an example of how quickly costs can 
rise with the impact of inflation.  This is an early warning of how inflationary factors 
in the marketplace will generally increase the cost of reclamation over time.

The Forest Service Bond Guidance Manual states the trend of inflation, as well as 
current market indicators, should be considered when determining a reasonable 
inflation rate.  The larger issue here is that the Rosemont bond estimates did not 
reflect any adjustment for inflation or describe economic outlooks.

How does this underestimate -- understatement of diesel costs impact the reclamation 
and costs of this project?  What other costs may be understated due to inflation?  
Inflationary impacts could significantly erode bond value and put the whole project 
at risk.

Furthermore, another issue that was not addressed in the bonding section of 
Rosemont's Mining Plan of Operations was the kind of bonds that will be issued.  
For instance, is it a liquid bond instrument, such as cash, certificate of deposit, or 
letter of credit that will be readily available, or are the surety bonds that can take up 
to a year or two before they're secured?

Even through it is recognized that the Forest Service will dictate these issues, it 
seems prudent that this information should be included for economic impact as the 
project proceeds.

Individual

6723 4 My second concern relates to bonding requirements.  Augusta acknowledges 
required bonding guidelines, and has provided tables summarizing reclamation 
costs.  They state that the average reclamation cost for the annualized early closure 
basis is just over 10,000 per acre.  If the project reaches completion, the cost will be 
approximately 24 million.  As a taxpayer who will undoubtedly be bearing the 
financial and environmental burden of this project failure, I want to be assured by the 
Forest Service that this dollar amount is adequate.

Individual

6723 5 I'd also like to know what are the measurable standards of performance use in the 
Rosemont cost estimate?  Does the work meet all standards required by law or 
described in the approval plan or permit?  And what is the likelihood that the work 
will continue to meet the standards?  Thank you.

Individual
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6796 2 So I would ask you to consider the legacy left to us long after the miners are gone, 
long after the profits have been spent.  What kind of legacy do we intend to leave for 
the next generation, or the generation after that with the decisions that we make 
today?

Individual

6901 33 In a September 21, 2006 memo written by Kerry Baldwin, Natural Resources 
Division Manager for Pima County Natural Resources, Parks, and Recreation 
regarding review of the Mine Plan of Operations, he stated that, "Any commitments 
for funding, bonds, etc. should be planned into the initial phase of development  as 
an upfront cost."  The Coalition concurs with this statement and encourages the 
Forest Service to consider impacts from various funding scenarios on mitigation 
plans and outcomes.

Organization

6923 12 Given the difficulty and the time-consuming nature of reclaiming land in an arid 
climate, what is Rosemont's detailed plan to restore the native vegetation and wildlife 
to its original state when the mine is closed and how much money will be set aside 
for this purpose in case of bankruptcy?

Individual

6946 6 3.  If the mine goes belly up who will pay for reclamation?

4.  Who will ultimately pay for reclamation and how can 100+ year old trees actually 
be replaced?

Individual

6991 2 What will happen if after they get all the copper from the proposed mine and they go 
bankrupt then what,who cleans up and returns the area back to the way it was.

Individual

7048 10 How much money will Rosemont Copper be required to post as a bond to make sure 
the area is completely reclaimed once they are done mining or leave the area?

Individual

7115 7 The Rosemont company claims that it will restore the land, but this would be a first 
in the history of mining and I do not wish our area to be used as the guinea pig for 
this experiment. They will not be posting a bond nearly large enough to make such a 
guarantee, and once again the potential cost to the taxpayers some day to finish the 
clean-up and restoration which they may not complete must be offset against the 
amount this agreement is expected to produce.

Individual

7117 34 The financial assurance mechanisms are not very strong either as Arizona does not 
require cash or bonds or paid-up insurance, but instead will accept "corporate 
guarantees" or a company's promise to pay. If the company goes bankrupt before 
reclamation is complete, such as is the case with some of the ASARCO mines, then 
the public, the taxpayers, have to pay for any reclamation. The Forest Service should 
evaluate any mining reclamation, remediation and clean up. This should be part of 
any thorough economic analysis associated with this proposed mining operation.

Organization
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7120 2 ASARCO filed for bankruptcy in 2005 facing billions of dollars in claims from 
governments acccusing the mining company of failing to clean up after decades of 
pollution.

What are you going to do to insure that we do not face this same problem?

Will you do Bonds?
We need a for sure amount of money, especially since they are an out of country 
owned company.
It takes at least a HALF BILLION DOLLARS to clean up a modern day mine.

Individual

7143 16 Comprehensive mitigation funding must be a prerequisite to any approval of 
exploration and/or mining activity, and associated risks must be analyzed.

The USFS must carefully review both the scope of potential damages and the 
sufficiency of bond funds and conditions. As history has sadly demonstrated, 
bankruptcies like that of Asarco leave the taxpayers and property owners paying the 
cleanup bills. Augusta Resources Corporation has never permitted and operated a 
mine. Experts predict that the Rosemont mine will be bought and sold several times 
before the deal finishes. The promises made by Augusta will be ephemeral if 
mitigation bonds and safeguards are not in place. Even with those safeguards, 
litigation can ensure over releasing mitigation funds, and of there is bankruptcy, 
those funds may not be reachable. These risks must be considered in the EIS.

Organization

7151 33 Financial commitments to reclamation are very important.
How much would the reclamation bon be, and what form would it be in?
Will the bond be at least as much as would be required if a third party had to reclaim 
the site?
Will the bond be of a form that is secure and would still be available even if the 
company goes bankrupt, abandons the mine or sells to another owner?

Organization

7166 22 ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP: How will the cost of environmental cleanup 
caused by the Rosemont mine be determined? Will the Augusta Company be 
required to put a substantial amount of money in trust for this future purpose? If the 
cost estimate is inadequate, who will pay for the remainder of the cleanup? Would 
citizens of Pima County be required to pay for any of the cleanup?

Individual

7181 18 18. What type of trust is being established for the land reclamation? When will it be 
funded in full?

Individual

7194 4 If the Forest Service allows the mining concerns to use the Public's Forest, all the 
issues (IE water, electricity, remediation of the site upon completion) that are being 
hotly addressed must be backed up with cash accounts.

Individual

7200 26 In a September 21, 2006 memo written by Kerry Baldwin, Natural Resources 
Division Manager for Pima County Natural Resources, Parks, and Recreation 
regarding review of the Mine Plan of Operations, he stated that, "Any commitments 
for funding, bonds, etc. should be planned into the initial phase of development as an 
upfront cost." The Sierra Club concurs with this statement and encourages the Forest 
Service to consider impacts from various funding scenarios on mitigation plans and 
outcomes.

Organization
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7253 44 Bonding must insure that a responsible third party would have the resources to 
restore the area to multiple-use condition.

Organization

7253 92 Financial commitments to reclamation are incredibly important.
-How much would the reclamation bond be ,and what form would it be in?
-Will the bond be at least as much as would be required if a third party had to 
reclaim the site.
-Will the bond be of a form that is secure and would still be available even if the 
company goes bankrupt, abandons the mine or sells to another owner?

Organization

7448 8 Are there monetary assurances from the mining company for reclaiming the area 
after mining ceases? No "self guarantees"?! There has been a long history of mining 
companies going bankrupt and evading their reclamation promises. About 50% of all 
mines that are developed turn out to be non-profitable which makes this a likely 
scenario. A number of Canadian mining companies are guilty of this with previous 
mining operationson U.S. land.

Individual

7456 43 One of the most significant deficiencies of other mining operations on public land is 
inadequacy of the reclamation bond.Too often the original or subsequent operator 
finds default on the bond to be less expensive than completing the required 
reclamation. One of essentail requirements of this project would be to require a very 
generous reclamation, based on dollar amount at the time of reclamation. 
Furthermore, the Forest should find a way to prevent reclamation delays due to 
calims of future interest in mining.

Government

7463 7 should the legal and regulatory means  or will not exist to prevent short term 
exploitation of the copper resource, significant safeguards MUST be put in place to 
reserve cash assets to defray the actual and opportunity  costs of using up our energy, 
habitat and water resources. Furthermore, the accrual of these cash reserves should 
be concurrent with actual work done on the site. There is a significant possibility that 
despite good planning, circumstances will arise that will make the mining project 
unsustainable at some future point. This may be due to market forces, changes in 
technology, changes in energy costs or failure of the mine to produce sufficient ore. 
The history of mining is rife with unforeseen collapses of once vigorous projects.

We must be assured that whatever the outcome of the mining venture, sufficient 
funds will be available to ameliorate the damages to habitat and the cost of 
infrastructure and resource replenishment.

Individual

7466 11 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-What sort of financial guarantees are in place to ensure the land will be restored to 
its pre-mine conditions in the event Augusta Resource goes bankrupt?

Individual

7487 35 Please summarize, other than reclamation, what potential liabilities the bonding 
action is intended to cover.  What will be the amount of this bonding?  Please 
disclose financial details such as bond value growth with time, risks to these bonds 
as a function of time, bond holder, intended rating of the bonds and intended 
governing legal language associated with the bonds.  Please provide an uncertainty 
analysis in the answers.

Individual
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7488 4 We would not that the entry of Augusta Resource Corporation into this region has 
been based on economic projections regarding the market value of three minerals. 
We must assume that their estimates of future income did not include the costs of 
mitigation that a comprehensive EIS should provide. Augusta shareholders are 
unlikely to provide long-term support for a project sure to face rising costs and 
declining proft margins. We urge the Forest Service to also consider the 
uncompensated costs the communities in the region are likely to face in this project, 
once initiated, were abandoned in the face of rising costs that will almost certainly 
include some of the litigation initiated by homeowners, agricultural interests, and 
providers of recreational facilities harmed by the project. Additional costs related to 
the mining of copper can be expected to arise as environmental policies move toward 
reducing the production and distribution of pollution farther upstream toward the 
moment of extraction and processing, rather than at the level of use by consumers.

Individual

7498 8 If contamination is detected locally or downstream, how will it be mitigated? How 
long after the mine closes will water quality be monitored, and what guarantee of 
payment of possible remediation costs if offered? Is the bond amount adequate, 
given probably rising energy prices, water supply shortages and rate increases, 
currency devaluation, cost overruns, inflation, copper price fluctuations?

Individual

7504 110 Reclamation:
When a mine is permitted, it is required to have a plan for reclamation.  To be certain 
that the reclamation will occur even if the company fails, state agencies, including 
New Mexico, require the mining company to post a bond to assure that the 
reclamation will happen-but not in Arizona.  The bond amount is supposed to equal 
the amount that would be required for the government to reclaim.

Corporate guarantees are a promise by the mining company to reclaim the site.  If 
they meet certain requirements, the State of Arizona will allow th ecompany to sign 
and basically promise that they will not go bankrupt. Unfortunately, mines do go 
bankrupt.

7508

7520 3 There are many reasons that the mine is not the best use of these public lands but I 
will only address two. Water pollution and the cleanup of a toxic mess at the 
taxpayers expense.

Individual

7520 5 The current mine has already contaminated our water supply with an encroaching 
sulfate plume and is in trouble financially. The reports I have read indicate that the 
entities that will take over this mine will not be responsible for any toxic waste 
cleanup that the current mine owners have made and that burden will likely be 
placed on the taxpayer once again.

This is a reoccurring theme concerning mines and I do not expect the Rosemont 
mine to be any different. Somewhere down the road the taxpayers is going to have to 
clean up a mess that you, the Federal Government, allowed them to make.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 14 of 65



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Reclamation

Bonding

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

7565 2 During my reading of the Mine Plan of Operations, I was struck by the lack of 
information regarding Reclamation of the land that is disturbed by the mining 
operations. 

As you are well aware, the Santa Rita area is particularly pristine area, and there is 
nothing in the MPO that tells us how one is going to get the area back to a situation 
where it looks like something other than a landfill. There is next to nothing about 
how the project is going to be funded and how the Forest Service will recover 
payment for restoration and closeout of mining activities in the event of financial 
failure of the Augusta Corporate and the Rosemont subsidiary.

Individual

7598 46 Please summarize, other than reclamation, what potential liabilities the bonding 
action is intended to cover. What will be the amount of this bonding? Please disclose 
financial details such a bond value growth with time, risks to these bonds as a 
function of time, bond holder, intended rating of the bonds and intended governing 
legal language associated with the bonds. Please provide an uncertainty analysis in 
the answers.

Individual

7599 3 Will a bond be setup with funds to cover any potential direct or indirect impact the 
mine may have on my well, now and in the future?

Individual

7810 2 What type of trust is being established for the land reclamation? When will it be 
funded in full?

Organization

8696 2 Oh, I'm in favor of the Rosemont Copper project.  As long as the copper company 
posts a bond that covers the reclamation of the area when they are through mining.

Individual

8798 9 Are there monetary assurances, guarantees from the mining company for reclaiming 
the area after mining ceases? No self guarantees, you know, their word, for instance. 
There has been a lot -- long history of mining companies going bankrupt and evading 
their reclamation promises.

About 50 percent of all mines that are developed turn out to be non-profitable, which 
makes this all a likely scenario. A number of Canadian mining companies are guilty 
of this with previous mining operations on US land. Don't believe all their promises 
of a new and improved methods --

Individual

8837 3 But if the Forest Service allows this mining concern to go through and, you know, all 
the issues, water, electricity, remediation of the site, you know, that are hotly debated 
right now,  they need to just be backed up with cash assets, that's how I think the 
solution is.

If the mining company puts in cash accounts, you know, for the cost of future clean 
up at future values, if they have these accounts grow with percentages of mine profits 
so there is money involved that backs up the grandiose plans, than I think they're 
worthy of the project.  If not, we need another mining company to do it that can in 
the future.  So that's my comment.

So yeah, they need to have an up front cost, you know, deposited, along with profit 
contributions sufficient enough to allow this remediation to be met and then the 
water users to be compensated or their wells deepened.  All those issues, you know, 
money talks.  So Forest Service, don't let us down.  We're counting on you to protect 
us.

Individual
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8886 1 I think that mines don't have to pay nearly enough for the destruction they cause. 
They are abominable, they mess up and I don't understand why we never make them 
pay for the destruction they cause. I'm glad that they bring us some money, but 
continually screwing up the land for so little cost, they don't have to pay hardly 
anything for the land they screw up. And then no one comes back on them, really 
make them recover the land the way they should.

Individual

8913 1 Concern:
Inadequate funding for reclamation of land/water. Historically, mines have not 
funded nearly adequately enough for real reclamation.

Individual

11047 19 Monitoring should be paid for by Rosemont Copper and/or any future asignees but 
the agency should be selected by an independent committee selected by ADEQ, a 
local neighborhood association and a local non profit association with ties to water 
quality issues. Additionally, enough bonding should be required for testing to occur 
for the life of the project, for 50 years after the close of the project and for any 
potential mitigation should there be an issue with water quality.

Individual

11048 4 Will a bond be set up so that we guaranteed that Augusta Resources and/or their 
successors in interest, will cover any potential impact, directly or indirectly that may 
result now or in the future as a result of the Rosemont mine?

Individual

11049 4 What compensation would we receive if this were to happen and would Augusta 
Resources be required to set up a bond for this?

Individual

11051 4 What compensation would we receive if this were to happen and would Augusta 
Resources be required to set up a bond for this?

Individual

11080 4 Will a bond be set up so that we guaranteed that Augusta Resources and/or their 
successors in interest, will cover any potential impact, directly or indirectly that may 
result now or in the future as a result of the Rosemont mine?

Individual
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1863 4 The barren rock piles on the west side of Green Valley and Sahuarita are sound 
testimony to the utter disregard mining interests have for the thousands of tax paying 
citizens who have made this area.

Individual

1864 3 Strip mining is not what we want in southern Arizona. Look at Bisbee, 
Clifton/Morenci, Hayden, Ajo, San Manuel, and even closer to home, Green Valley. 
Every one of those mines have left a blight on the land, contrary to what the 
companies promised they would do to undo their rape of the land.

Individual

2182 6 We know from previous mining projects, that no matter what the mining companies 
promise, the land is never restored.

Individual

2183 2 As soon as--perhaps 20 years-- the people with the reason for the destruction will be 
long gone back to wherever. While we will remain with a wounded landscape.

Individual

2193 2 Those mining jobs will be temporary but the harm to the pristine Santa Rita Mts. and 
the wildlife and vegetation there will be permanent. (I seriously doubt that Rosemont 
Copper can adequately "reclaim" that land once it has been mined.

Individual
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2197 10 The cost to all of Arizona for generations to come is incalculable and forever. The 
benefits are trivial and short lived.

Individual

2202 2 I do not believe the profit outweighs the long term effects, in fact we need only look 
to past history to know this is bad for our area.

Individual

2208 11 The negative consequences of mining activity in the Santa Ritas will last forever! 
The destruction of the mountains can never be repaired.

Individual

2213 7 Furthermore, being the father of two young children, it is my responsibility to do all 
that I can to stop further destruction to our national lands. In no way do the 
minuscule benefits of this open pit mine, outweigh the negative impacts that will last 
for generations to come.

Individual

2219 4 While Augusta has made many promises vis a vis the water situation, most of which 
are likely to be broken, note that they have NOT promised to IMPROVE the future 
sustainability of the aquifer that Green Valley and Tucson must live from in the 
future.

Individual

2221 5 Another aspect is the water needed for the mine. As you know, the long term outlook 
for CAP water coming to Tuson area is grim. If the mine is allowed to begin and the 
CAP water withdrawn (because AZ id the 1st to lose rights),  will they simply shut 
down and leave the big hole in the ground and not clean it up, as many mining 
companies have done in the past.

Individual

2221 8 Once it is ruined, it is gone forever.Individual

2228 5 Currently, I don’t see any benefits to the community coming from the mine. The 
company is from Canada and all the profits go to Canada, meanwhile we will be left 
with a environmental disaster, traffic issues, and less groundwater that could be 
polluted.

Individual

2246 4 At one table there was a video by M3 Engineering, and I talked to their 
representative, Daniel Roth. It showed an open pit copper mine. I said that's what 
they want to do to these beautiul Santa Rita mountains; a hole a mile wide and a half 
mile deep. He said the mining company is required to post money up front for 
reclamation. I said there's never been an open pit copper mine that was reclaimed as 
agreed. He said this one is different; that he is able to do reclamation while mining is 
still in progress. I say reclamation is a gross misnomer. The damage done by these 
mines goes far beyond anything that can be reclaimed. That's why people object so 
vehemently.

Individual

2256 6 Is it worth allowing Augusta to proceed when there are so many potentially 
devastating consequences? We Arizonans could be left with one or more huge holes 
in the ground, a ravaged and possibly contaminated countryside and contaminated 
groundwater.

Individual

2352 12 Once National land is sacrificed for these massive operations it will never be 
returned to its former magnificence.

Individual
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2358 7 All anybody has to do is look at the other mining operations around this country to 
see what happens. It is not something one has to imagine, it is there in plain view. 
Promises are made in the beginning, but once this money-driven operation is 
rammed through, the behavior clearly focuses on profit; the earth, heritage, cultue 
and values of other people be damned.

Individual

2376 3 The loss of beauty in the short term, as well as use of the land for recreation, and the 
destruction of the land for an unforseeable long-term are easily enough to outweigh 
any short-term gain.

Individual

2377 3 The loss of beauty in the short term, as well as use of the land for recreation, and the 
destruction of the land for an unforseeable long-term are easily enough to outweigh 
any short-term gain.

Individual

2381 16 In Augusta's operating plan, they suggest that this dump will screen the rest of the 
operation, ignoring the fact that this dump will still be there for all to see, in spite of 
reclamtion for the next millions of years.

Individual

2396 13 There is also a massive amount of historic evidence that indicates that should this 
mine prove not to yield what is currently forecast, and the project abandoned, the 
typical legacy left behind is an irreversible impact to the native fish and wildlife, the 
water quality, and the inevitable visual blight.

Individual

2433 1 Mining in our fragile desert would be a huge mistake. You can't revegetate the 
desert! EVER!

Individual

2663 2 The mines historically have a terrible track record of cleaning up the messes they 
leave behind. I do not believe there is any good reason to start up yet another mess, 
dirty, environmentally destructive process such as this.

Individual

6866 2 The Phelps Dodge mine, Twin Buttes, has polluted my water, taken away two wells, 
encroached on Farmers Investment Company, and it violates the permitting law 
precisely in the following phrase: The mine pit should create a passive containment 
that is sufficient to capture the pollutants discharged and that is hydrologically 
isolated to the extent that it does not allow pollutant migration from the capture zone.

The Phelps Dodge mine is a thousand feet below the water table so naturally 
whenever it rains, it pollutes the waer.

Now, the Rosemont mine is planned also to be under the local water table, which 
means it will undergo the same phenomena. The question is, are we ever going to 
clean up these mines? There's a lot of jobs that could be gotten there. There's no 
hurry on this mine.

Individual

8617 2 If you just look to the west and you see all these mine dumps and so forth and the 
devastation it has created to our earth, I would hope that you -- this all would be 
considered.

Individual

8709 1 This is such a beautiful area. I don't know why we need another mine. The mines 
have defaced so much of southern Arizona for so little. They don't hire that many 
people.

Individual
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8735 1 Having worked in the mining industry in the past for several years I think it's time 
that we take a little harder look at what these guys are doing, because they say one 
thing and do something else and we end up with a big hole in the ground that 
eventually gets used for garbage pit.

Individual

9532 4 We have to much land scarring in Pima County as it is.Organization

9951 1 Arizona has lived through enough raping of its land by mine companies. They make 
their billions and leave the evironmental disaster for others to clean up.

Organization

10701 1 just look at all the abandoned mines in the area. It is a shame that they can scar the 
landscape with impunity.

Organization

11072 4 We don't want another scar on the landscape like the Mission Mine, Duval or any of 
the numerous mines already in southern Arizona. My husband worked at a mine 
years ago and there aren't that many high paid employees. Do they have that many 
now? No. Look at current open and closed mines. That is what you will be left with. 
They will not return the land to the way it looks now.

Individual
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14 4 No amount of reclamation can restore a piece of land to its original state.Individual

41 1 I would like to know how much of the area is planned for reclamation and what uses 
are anticipated for the arias to be reclaimed

Individual

56 3 How is remediation going to be carried out after the mine is exhausted?Individual

134 4 The pristine area would be irreparably and permanently scarred and ravaged. There is 
no way there would be adequate restoration of the devastation of the environment of 
the open pit copper mine and tailings sites. Graniose promises made in such 
instances tend to eventuate in only empty words, with bankruptcy being the easy way 
to get out of responsibility, dumping ultimate burden on the taxpayers.

160 101 Moreover, large open pit copper mines can and do fail, leaving the immense 
financial burdens of mine closure, remediation of environmental contamination, and 
habitat reclamation to the taxpayers.

160 120 Historically, reclamation of open-pit copper mining has proved wholly unsuccessful 
or unsatisfactory, thus there is a very high likelihood that the proposed project would 
lead to the same results, particularly in the hands of a novice operator. As such, 
adverse effects from inadequate reclamation and/or remediation might be reduced 
but likely not eliminated under any of the alternatives. Moreover, the costs of 
inadequate reclamation and/or remediation invariably result in burdening the public 
with long-term economic and social costs or remediation.

1530 1 The Rosemont people claim that they can "restore" the area covered by tailings. In 
the 37 years I spent with the US Forest Service all over the Western U.S, I never saw 
an area "restored" to anything approaching the beauty, productivity, or ecological 
integrity of the original ecosystem. The EIS should require the mining company to 
precisely define what they mean by their claim and provide proof by example of any 
existing successfully "restored" areas.

Individual
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1572 12 L.T. Concerns:
Cleanup after extraction completed- historically- corporate responsibility deicient

Individual

1583 5 They also have agreed to clean up the area and return it to its natural environment.Individual

1586 4 What restoration will the mining company do?  What will become of tailings & rock 
debris  What will happen to the open pit mine when mining is terminated?

Individual

1611 3 Once the National Forest Land is stripped and torn apart to serve the economic 
objectives of private business (a foreign one, at that) it can never be resored to its 
present  beauty and usefulness, no matter what the "restoration plan" may be.

Individual

1618 4 It is short sighted. In 15-20 years we will be left with waste & destruction that will 
take thousands of years to heal.

Individual

1621 5 I am concerned that when the mining ends in 20 yrs. we will be left with an EPA 
Superfund site in our backyards and the Canadians will be long gone.

Individual

1643 2 I for one do not want to say to my grand children look what we left for you to clean 
up.

Individual

1646 2 Land recovery is not possible. Closed open-pit mines (AJO, Tucson, SilverCity, 
NM) are abandoned. The land is barren and of no further use you cannot stand, walk, 
drive, build, or grow vegetation on it.

Individual

1649 6 Projects - ICMM (International Council on Mining & Metals)
you should look at this website. http://www.icmm.com/project.php?rcd=32

The page I am sending you is regarding the idea that Integrated mining closure 
planning should be as important as the opening and taken into consideration towards 
the beginning to better determine economic and environmental impacts.

One of our Phoenix Mining Companies - Freeport-McMoRan Copper & Gold Inc 
are part of this council.

This web-site also discusses Sustainable Development and Environmental 
Stewardship.

Individual

1656 11 What remediation will CNF require to return these lands to their previous uses?Individual

1657 1 I have reviewed the Notice of Intent and Mine Plan of Operations summary, and am 
extremely concerned about many points. My first point of concern is the Waste Rock 
Storage Areas. The proposal says that "revegetation and reclamation of the waste 
rock buttresses would begin as soon as possible," but what exactly does "as soon as 
possible" mean? When the nearby Duval mine was started in the 1960's, residents 
were assured that those buttresses would be revegetated in 20 years. This was a local 
company that was supposed to have the resident's best interests in ming. How can we 
trust similar assurances from a foreign company that doesn't have any reason to care 
about local interests?

Individual

1657 6 Landscapes destroyed by mines like this, once built, can NEVER be restored to their 
original state. I realize that Forest Service lands are "Lands of Many Uses," but in 
this particular case, the proposed land should NOT be used for mining.

Individual
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1665 6 The mines say, "They will replant, but it will take more then 100 years for it to look 
like anything. It will always be a pile of waste tailing in our lifetime. We want 
something better for our state then waste tailing everywhere.

Individual

1666 3 At one table I watched a video presented by the M3 Engineering company, and I 
talked to their representative, Daniel Roth. The video showed an open pit copper 
mine I said that's what they want to do to those beautiful Santa Rita mountains; a 
hole a mile wide and a half mile deep. He said it's not a problem because the mining 
company is required to put money up front for reclamation. I said they never put up 
enough; there's never been an open pit copper mine that was reclaimed as agreed. He 
said this one is different, and he said he is able to do reclamation while mining is still 
in progress. I said what's that, seeding the tailings so grass will grow?

Individual

1667 2 Destruction of mountains, forever eyesore, when jobs are gone- ruined area remains.Individual

1674 6 If amine went into operation, there are going to be leftovers from what is not 
needed - rock, dirt, leached material, tailings. I am familiar with what this looks like 
in Green Valley, Morenci, Miami, and Baghdad. I remember the dead trees in the 
washes, the lack of any vegetation on or near these four story tailings piles. If they 
have developed new technology to handle these large piles of waste, why haven't 
they done something with the current tailings? I'm sure these mining operations 
promised the earth, sun, and the moon. I just haven't seen the end results of 
something I can live with in my own neighborhood.

Individual

1684 11 Perimeter buttresses and waste rock storage will used to shield the mine plant from 
being visible from Route 83. Initially it is expected that this will be seen from about 
a 4-mile stretch of the road, but with time this will decrease. The reclamation will be 
preformed concurrently with the mining.

Individual

1686 3 Will the open pit mine ever be filled back in?Individual

1714 1 What will the footprint look like when the mine closes?Individual

1731 9 Historically mines are temporary industries that rape the earth, then leave behind 
land unfit for other use. Costs of cleaning up contamination of our environment with 
toxic mine tailings is passed on to those taxpayers and residents who remain behind 
to pick up the pieces.

Organization

1739 2 Rosemont will come in, put our water at risk + leave us with all the cleanup.Individual

1742 5 A mine will permanantly damage this mountain range it can never recover. This 
resource will be lost forever no other form of activity can so devistate an area- Please 
keep this in mind as this is the our arching concern of area residents - once this thing 
is done it can never be undone.

Individual

1771 6 We do not need any additional bankrupt mines that need to be cleaned up (illegible). 
This state and country cannot afford it.

Individual

1775 4 once the price of copper falls, 2 years, 5 years, will be left an everlasting scar, never 
to recover, on our traveled scenic vistas in the Empire-Fagan range, and the beautiful 
Scenic Santa Rites. Disgraceful!

Individual
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1776 2 Cattle Grazing ( and overgrazing) and clear cut timber operations and their effects on 
the Forest can Both be reclamed by mother nature but, she is powerless when it 
comes to Reclaiming an open pit mine …. Forever.

Individual

1841 4 The proposals, as you read documents gloss over reclamation efforts; they are weak- 
dig a hole use millions of gallons of water, discharge slag and then fill it in and plant 
trees.  They've tried this in local county and it is still diastrous.

Individual

1842 4 Furthermore, the mine owners should be required to return that material in a manner 
that will not result in additional water pollution or in any other harm to the land.

Individual

1856 4 once the price of copper falls, 2 years, 5 years, will be left an everlasting scar, never 
to recover, on our traveled scenic vistas in the Empire-Fagan range, and the beautiful 
Scenic Santa Rites. Disgraceful!

Individual

1857 8 What's even worse is that the damage will be permanent- as in FORVER. No amount 
of reclamation will be able to restore what will be lost. It is not possible to replace 
the rocks, the dirt, the plants, the mountain itself. No matter what the consultants 
claim they can do, they can NOT re-make the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

1862 4 These mountains have been entrusted to you, so please … please protect them. Once 
they are ruined by mining, they can never be returned to their original state.

Individual

1876 5 Concerns: Restoration capability of site to original
-Financial
-Aesthetics
-"Will"- Hx of mining companies adequately cleaning up their sites is poor!

Individual

1894 14 What happens to the pit and the tailings when Rosemont moves on? The chemicals 
in the pit pond should be neutralized and the pond refilled with the tailings and the 
l;and replanted to its natural ecosystem. Anything less is unacceptable.

Individual

1911 11 The mining companies never have and never will rehabilitate the land to look natural 
again.

Individual

1915 4 waste dumps or buttresses covered with green paint.Individual

1919 6 What happens when the price of copper drops?  We all know that answer - the mines 
quietly leave in the middle of the night.  Naturally leaving a totally degraded - once 
lovely - place behind.

Individual

1922 16 What remediation will CNF require to return these lands to their previous uses?Individual

1926 4 I'm concerned that if copper prices go down or the operation isn't a success, the 
company could walk away leaving people without jobs and leaving an environmental 
"eyesore".

Individual

1934 3 I am concerned that the mining law of 1872 allows us not from this country & with 
no interest in this country to into this country and destroy our flora, fauna and 
ecology with no requirement for reclamation.

Individual

1936 3 Additionally, the pollutants are of great concern and we all get to view, daily, how 
reclamation does not work.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 22 of 65



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Reclamation

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

1949 6 For a short term economic benefit for a limitedd number of people a treasure will be 
lost forever.  No reclamation plan can bring back the beauty of this very special 
area.  There can be no going back - once it's gone, its gone forever.

Individual

1962 1 Due to the fact that no previous copper mine in AZ has been returned to its pre-
mining pristine condition, I seriously doubt Rosemont would be. It is cost 
prohibitive for Augusta Resources to do so.

Individual

1964 4 In a worse case scenario, what are likely to be the consequences on local 
communities if the commodity party peters out, the operation of the mine is no 
longer profitable, and Augusta closes the mine, leaving nothing but a big hole, the 
absence of the promised jobs and tax revenue, and insufficient funds to do the 
rclamation needed to return the mine site and dumping area to its current state?

Individual

1969 11 Some of the issues that need to be considered:
Conditions to be imposed on the applicant for removal of tailings from the mining 
operation and return of the area involved to a natural state (if possible) and financial 
security in advance from the applicant to assure that all of this will be done and to 
cover any deficiencies by the applicant.

Individual

1972 5 A premier site (Santa Rita range) will forever be destroyed for future generations. 
The intrinsic beauty will never be restored despite promises of the developers. Study 
the Bisbee/Warren model for evidence of this.

Individual

1979 3 Whats done with what they don't use?Individual

2088 8 You just have to take a look at Green Valley, the Serrita Mountains are hidden by the 
tailings of the mines in that area. And it will be a 100 years before any vegetation 
grows on the tailings, it's pathetic that anyone would listen to the mining companies 
when they say they will "reclaim the land", it is a physical impossibility.

Individual

2093 2 The copper from this deposit does not come close to paying for the distruction of this 
land.

Individual

2102 1 My major concern is about plans for remediation, revegetation, and restoration in 
general. My concern stems from what I would consider the failure of other nearby 
mines to adequately restore the damaged (mined) sites. While Augusta is not 
normally the same company responsible for these disasters, I believe the entire 
industry of open-pit mining should be held accountable for these failures. Plus, these 
failures do not bode well for the well-intentioned plans of Augusta Mining company.

Individual

2106 11 One only has to travel the areas west of Green Valley/Sahuarita to witness the depth 
of the damage caused by mining in this area. The proposals put forth by the 
Rosemont Corp. are intended to minimize such damage,but talk is cheap.

Individual

2119 5 A Beautiful Area will be destroyed (look at the mess to West of Green Valley) 
Restoration in an open Pit mine is impossible.

Individual

2123 2 The damage will be irreparable.Individual

2124 4 Furthermore, I believe that it is readily appearent that very few mining operations 
actually leave no pollution and no scar, in spite of what they may promise.

Individual
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2136 13 If anyone believes that the mine can put this land back to anything close to what it is 
now, they are just dead wrong. It's impossible. The proposed mining site will destroy 
this area forever.

Individual

2142 1 I write to you as a veteran of the Rosemont battle of 1995 or 1996 whe we thought 
that our efforts had been successful only to learn that greed has once again raised its 
ugly head, this time in the form of a local real estate mogul who wished not the best 
for our beautiful Santa Rita Mopuntains but rather how much money he could get 
out of a deal on the land he owned there.  Instead of taking Pima County's offer for 
much more than he paid for the land, he held out to sell It to the highest bidder, a 
foreign copper mining company which is determined to undo all of the hard work 
that citizens a decade ago did to protect those mountains on our public land.  It is 
clearly a truly unpopular project that will scar forever a beautiful and important 
wildlife habitat.

Individual

2143 2 When such a devastating proposal as an open pit mine in one of the most 
biologically diverse and delicate environments in the United States, our unique 
desert "sky islands", is proposed, certainly there is reason to take time to carefully 
consider actions which will literally take millenniums to repair.

Individual

2143 15 I originally come from Virginia, Minnesota, a place where open pit iron mines 
abound, and believe me, there is no such thing as reclaiming those big pits or those 
big piles of tailings. The mines are still there, ther are deep, ugly and danerous, and 
they are polluted. The environment was changed negatively forever.

Individual

2150 9 There is no amount of compensation that will replace what we will lose when 
operations of these mines start up.

Individual

2150 22 Tucson also has the evidence of empty mines and the eyes sores that the mining 
company left behind.

Individual

2162 2 Since coming to Tucson in 1994 I have repeatedly been struck by the ugliness of the 
Green Valley area. The mines in that area completely deface the entire valley region. 
In exploring the southwest, this massive ruination of scenic beauty is repeated many 
times. Not only is the damage done today, but it will be like that for thousands of 
years.

Individual

2162 3 The Santa Rita's and the surrounding valleys and mountains remain scenic and 
beautiful today. Please stop a mine from ruining this for all time.

Individual

2172 2 Arizona already bears the scars of many mines. The vegetation and animal life will 
never recover. The Rosemont valley with its hills and valleys sustains precious and 
such proposed mining will only further scar the landscape.

Individual

2173 1 This desert environment is a delicate ecosystem that would be permanently harmed 
by the proposed construction.

Individual

2175 1 As much as a company can say that this project will be no impact and that we will 
not notice the operations, you just have to look at the other local mining operations, 
Bisbee, Stafford, Helvica, Pima Mine, Morenci, Winkelmann and we can see the 
impact to the land and to the people.

Individual

2182 3 In addition, the permanent devastation of the landscape is not in the best interest of 
all users of the forest.

Individual
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2184 3 What are we going to leave our children open mine pits in our beautiful Santa Rita 
mountains. This has to be stopped.

Individual

2192 2 Phelps Dodge leaves the mines in Bisbee open just enough so they don't have to do 
any restoration work. There is no intention of any of these mining companies to do 
"restoration" work, whether it's required or not.

Individual

2197 8 Their assurances of environmental care and responsibility are ludicrous on their face.Individual

2204 2 How does a mining company restore -- revegetate a whole mountain? It can't. There 
is no other answer.

Individual

2205 3 You can't do anything about a mine and they may promise but, there's going to be a 
major impact here.

Individual

2207 3 If your not convinced as to the damage this mine will cause, look around at the other 
mines in the area, they weren't suppose to cause a major impact on the invironment. I 
think the big white scar of Mt. Fagan's a good example. I honestly don't believe any 
statements that claim no impact on the National Forest.

Individual

2214 2 Who will be responsible for any toxic cleanup and re-vegetation if Augusta Mining 
Company goes bankrupt?

Individual

2216 6 The 2000 foor depth and 1000 acre size of the main pit concerned me also. Will this 
gigantic hole be filed in during reclamation?

Individual

2218 4 In a worse case scenario, what are likely to be the consequences on local 
communities if the commodity party peters out, the operation of the mine is no 
longer profitable, and Augusta closes the mine, leaving nothing but a big hole, the 
absence of the promised jobs and tax revenue, and insufficient funds to do the 
rclamation needed to return the mine site and dumping area to its current state?

Individual

2219 5 If Augusta is allowed to move forward, and if the price of copper regains some 
semblace of normalct in the next decade (due to the global frenzy to open new 
mines), then Augusta will walk away and leave behind the havoc that their rape, 
pillage and plunder will have created in the Santa Rita Mountains. All promises 
notwithstanding.

Individual

2227 2 We do not want a copper mine dumping their byproducts on our beautiful State land, 
thereby ruining it forever, and making a profit on top of it!

Individual

2240 9 Roads and dust  cause irreparable damage to the local ecosystem.Individual

2242 3 The roads that were put in (rosemont) have destroyed the natural cover that the 
animals need for survival. These roads must be REMOVED & the natural cover 
replaced (this is extremely hard to do in the high desert environment w/ lack of 
water).

Individual

2256 4 The nearly pristine beauty of the Santa Rita Mountains would be destroyed forever. 
Mine reclamation procedures, though promised by Augusta, can never restore such 
beauty. One simply needs to look at the mine dumps at Green Valley to see this.

Individual
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2259 2 The devastation left behind, after the damage is done, sickens me. I feel helpless. 
Arizona has so little left to be proud of from the damage caused by the other mines 
working and closed. Just take a look at Green Valley. Nothing grows. The land is 
toxic.

Individual

2259 5 The impact we will feel is beyond comprehension.Individual

2265 24 If and when this mine project, after much physical damage to the environment, 
sizzles out by lack of mineral deposits that are claimed to exist but so far are 
unproven, will the mining company be required to restore the land to original 
contours? Will a source fund be required to ascertain that this work can be 
completed?

Individual

2265 25 If and when this mine project, after much physical damage to the environment, 
sizzles out by lack of mineral deposits that are claimed to exist but so far are 
unproven, will the mining company be required to restore the land to original 
contours? Will a source fund be required to ascertain that this work can be 
completed?

Individual

2271 2 The Santa Rita Mts are some of the most beautiful in the world. The mine would 
destroy this, possibly forever.

Individual

2275 2 It's an incerdibly short-sighted project that will have a short period of benefit for a 
very few people, & with consequences that will be horribly negative, and 
unimaginably long-lasting.

Individual

2276 7 Truthfully, the economic impact is not equal to the damage that will be done. This 
area cannot be replaced. The mine will eventually run out of quality ore, and the jobs 
will be lost.

Individual

2293 3 A secondary issue is the scarring of beautiful pristine land. Current attempt to 
reclaim the land that have been used by mines in Green Valley are totally 
unsuccessful. What is visible to everyone who lives here is the tailings and soil 
mounds left by the mines.

Individual

2293 5 How can reclamation attempts by Rosemont have any greater success than those 
pitful efforts in Green Valley?

Individual

2295 4 I do not understand what we locals will get in exchange for losing our natural beauty. 
The few hundred jobs that may be created, won’t reimburse us for that, for the 
billions of gallons of groundwater that will be required, nor for the increased traffic 
and wear on our country roads.

Individual

2300 2 Agusta estimates an 18.2 year lifespan of the project, but I have not seen any 
estimates on how long it will take some 3,400 acres of Coronado National Forest to 
recover from a 750 acre, half mine deep open pit mine.

Individual

2312 2 As uncontrolled growth quickly eats up what is left of the grasslands and Sonoran 
Desert, to allow Rosemont to destory a mountain range is incomprehensible. And 
complete destruction it will be in spite of the assurance of Rosemont.

Individual

2313 4 After reviewing the development plan, I'm thoroughly impressed with Rosemont's 
footprint, which appears to be much more eco-friendly compared to other open pit 
developments that occurred decades earlier in this State. Isn't strip coal reclamation 
doing a fine job for the ecology? What makes the Rosemont plan less effective?

Individual
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2323 5 Extreme measures must be taken to protect the environment out there so after the 
copper is gone, we can still enjoy the wonderful place that it once was.

Individual

2331 12 It does not take long driving around this beautiful state to observe the scars and 
incredible destruction that has been created by the mining industry. One short trip to 
communities like Globe and the surrounding area is all it takes to realize that the 
temporary economic gains that come from mining are hardly worth all the negative 
outcomes described above.

Individual

2335 10 The nature of the business like of the mines is short; and, the mines are not held 
responsible for the damage they do. Rather they are shielded by bankruptcy laws 
while the toxic air and ground water releases they cause continue to plague the 
community. These releases include lead, mercury, and radioactive elements (tenorm).

Individual

2339 2 Might the Mine's equpiment, buildings and operation forever limit people's 
opportunity to enjoy and explore these canyons, mountains and valleys?

Individual

2339 9 Why will the Rosemont Mine's plans to revegetate areas be successul when all of the 
explames extant in Arizona have not been successful and look horrible?

Individual

2354 2 Open pit mining is ugly anywhere. It will be a blot on a wilderness area that will 
never be healed. No mine that I know of has ever returned that land to any semblance 
of normal even when they have promised to do so. All of a sudden they go out of 
business or run out of money and can't afford to fix the mess they have made.

Individual

2354 7 We can't afford to ruin any more of our land with mines or any other venture that 
permanently alters the environment for the worse.

Individual

2355 2 Entire sections Arizona (Green Valley, Morenci, the San Pedro river valley) have 
been visually destroyed by copper mines - for ever! Please don't let this happen in 
the Santa Ritas.

Individual

2360 2 I am writing to oppose the Mine's approval for many reasons. Here are some:
The destruction of pristine land that can never be restored.

Individual

2362 9 Certainly we can do better.  The mine will scar our desert forever.Individual

2364 15 The Rosemont Mine contingency showed an interesting time-lapse projection at the 
Elgin forum depiciting evolution of the mine site over the next 20 to 25 years. The 
final slide showed an unscathed landscape except for the open pit itself. The grass in 
the area will probably reclaim itself within a few years: however, I fail to see how the 
slow-growing oak and mesquite trees will miraculously reappear and reach full 
growth within five years of the mine shutting down.

Individual

2368 3 The scenic area that would be compromised by mining must be retained for 
generations to come. It would be short-sighted -- and all too human, it seems to me -- 
for the mining project to go ahead. We can do better.

Individual

2374 13 If anyone believes that the mine can put this land back to anything close to what it is 
now, they are just dead wrong. It's impossible. The proposed mining site will destroy 
this area forever.

Individual

2383 17 This proposed private, for-profit operation utilizing Coronado National Forest Land 
will permanently preclude other historic uses of the forest and have aesthetic, 
environmental, economic, and recreational impacts that will never be remediated.

Individual
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2387 10 A further comment is in regard to the idea that the mine area can be reclaimed. This 
is pure myth. A little cosmetic top soil on the tailing banks is not reclamation. The 
Forest Service should not be misled by extravagant reclamation proposals. Just look 
at the existing open pit mines in Arizona and you will understand that reclamation is 
a word that cannot be applied to completed mining operations. They will be left as a 
destroyed National Forest area.

Individual

2392 15 The Rosemont Mine contingency showed an interesting time-lapse projection at the 
Elgin forum depiciting evolution of the mine site over the next 20 to 25 years. The 
final slide showed an unscathed landscape except for the open pit itself. The grass in 
the area will probably reclaim itself within a few years: however, I fail to see how the 
slow-growing oak and mesquite trees will miraculously reappear and reach full 
growth within five years of the mine shutting down.

Individual

2404 14 Rosemont Copper Company has made many promises to this community. How can 
Rosemont contractually guarantee those promises? We all know the story of Asarco. 
It was purchased by Grupo Mexico, stripped of its liquid assets and forced into 
bankruptcy while still liable for million of dollars of environmental violations, 
including the potential for the Town of Hayden to be declared an EPA super-fund 
site. In the end who pays for such? You and me, the taxpayer! It is worth the cost?

Business

2421 2 Promises to "restore" things to their natural state cannot happen.Individual

2432 4 The mine land will never be equal to what it was before the land is exploited due to 
others greed & it won't stop. The more money companies make the more they want. 
The land we see in our area has already been destroyed by mines. Why should people 
to East & South of Santa Ritas lose their beauty also! One day there will be NO mts. 
to enjoy. Our future generations won't even know what the word "mountain" meant.

Individual

2435 3 Its Win-Win for all Even when the mine becomes inactive, reclamation can create 
numerous recreational and economic opportunities.

Individual

2440 1 Both by experience and education, I have learned that the area is of special value, not 
only to me and my family and neighbors, but to the citizens of our country. It's social-
historical and recreational/resource natural value is unique, great and not replaceable. 
This value would be irreparably harmed by the proposed mine, and merits being left 
protected and undisturbed for the present and future generations.

Individual

2440 26 The short term and long term cost of this operation outweigh the benefit to the 
country of increased copper production to the local area, state of Arizona, the United 
States has only arguable short term return, for permanent long term damage. The 
attractiveness of the Green Valley Area will never return..

Individual

2453 15 Consideration should be given to phased reclamation as units are mined out.Individual

2453 16 Best Management Practices (BMP) should be incorporated for soil, water, AMD, etc. 
Soils and (illegible) material removed should be segregated, (illegible) and available 
for reclamation.

Individual

2470 12 Augusta cannot reclaim this fragile environment with a weed covered berm and 
toxins leaking into Davidson Canyon.

Individual
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2470 36 6]Augusta needs to be more forthcoming with what is the true scope of this project. 
Augusta continues to acquire property, and explore for minerals in proximity to it's 
intended mining area. Will this project become a mining complex, with several pits, 
and possibly underground mining? Is this just a foot in the door for a much larger 
undertaking? How can an accurate EIS be formed without knowing the full extent of 
Augusta Resources'  intentions? Can we trust Augusta's numbers on the economic 
viability of this project? Is Augusta's use of the mining claims as a dump site, not as 
a resource,legitimate use of forest lands? In 20 years this mine may be gone, but the 
ways it will nave changed the Santa Rita Mts and surrounding area will not. To bury 
our U.S. Forest Lands under rubble, spoil our air, water, and wild-life habitat so that 
a foreign mining company might show a profit is NOT what I call "highest use."

Individual

2484 10 My opposition is based on the following objections:
I would object to any corporation mining the proposed area, but to have not one, but 
now two Canadian companies that will reap the rewards and profits, sending the 
siver, copper, gold and other valuable minerals out of the country while leaving 
southern Arizonans with a legacy of environmental damage forever, simply infuriates 
me.  When the price of metal falls, as it inevitably will, Augusta Resource will close 
the mine, lay off the employees, and leave behind the hideous scars on the land that 
will long outlive all of us.

Individual

2485 4 I feel Augusta's reclamation plan is inadequate at best.Individual

2505 3 We believe that this is clearly one of those areas. This proosed 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.

Individual

2513 8 The U.S.F.S. must thoroughly examine the environmental impact the potential of this 
mine will incur forever

Individual

2521 6 If Augusta abandons the mine for economic reasons, can you guarantee that Augusta 
will cure the devastation left behind?

Individual

2530 1 The mining companies have a dreadful record of what they do to the environment 
and the broken promises of reclamation (see Flux Canyon outside Patagonia for one.

Individual

2539 6 If Augusta abandons the mine for economic reasons, can you guarantee that Augusta 
will cure the devastation left behind?

Individual

2549 2 Reclamation - look into it! - has never been done effectively nor is there any means 
for assuring that it would be.

Individual

2552 3 Reclamation has never been done effectively nor are there any means for assuming 
that it would be.

Individual

2552 6 Reclamation has never been done effectively nor is there any means for assuring that 
it would be.

Individual

2578 4 The mine will also have the permanent affect on the desert that a mine has, scarring 
the landscape.

Individual
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2582 3 If allowed to mine, Rosemont Copper will be gone in 19 years. In the mean time, 
they will have ruined the ecology in the area, raped the land, and kill God-knows 
how many animals with the chemicals they use. Strip mining is not what we want in 
southern Arizona. Look at Bisbee, Clifton/Morenci, Hayden, Ajo, San Manuel, and 
even closer to home, Green Valley. Every one of those mines have left a blight on 
the land, contrary to what the companies promised they would do to undo their rape 
of the land. Mining is a carcinogen any way you look at it- to people, animals, and 
the environment in general. Would you live there?

Individual

2584 5 We do not believe successful mine reclamation, returning disturbed land back viable 
wildlife habitat (in this case to support birds of conservation status in Arizona, 
mentioned immediately above) is possible given the dry climate of southern Arizona 
and the hundreds of years the present plant community took to develop. Many of 
these populations could be lost (eliminated locally) in the northern Santa Rita 
Mountains, thus reducing the population distribution.

Organization

2589 9 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others: 
History of failed reclamations,

Individual

2592 62 The stated reclamation initiatives are platitudes that are without substance in the 
context of the MPO.  For example, how is preparation of closure cost estimates a key 
initiative?  For that matter, "reclaiming facilities to blend with surrounding 
topography" is without substance when the proposed project will block most of the 
view of the northern Santa Rita Mountains and excavate a scar in the eastern slope of 
the range to the skyline at almost the 6,000-foot elevation beneath Weigles Butte.

Individual

2592 63 The EIS should consider reclamation alternatives to maintain the unique oak and 
juniper vegetative community that will be destroyed by the proposed project.

Individual

2592 64 The EIS should consider alternatives to to the bleak landform to be left at the end of 
mine life (i.e., a monotonous plateau east of a abandoned pit that is flanked by 
benches of excavated bedrock).  This issue needs to be considered in the context of 
impacts to the scenic value of the federal land requested and the economic impact on 
sustainable industries such as tourism and residential development.

Individual

2592 65 The EIS should consider options for maintaining the scenic views of the east slope of 
the Santa Rita Mountains from the State Route 83 because loss of that scenic vista 
and its replacement with an industrial landscape will seriously degrade the value of 
the visitor's experiences.  Options such as filling the pit with mine waste to eliminate 
600-foot high waste piles, recontouring the land surface to its original topography, 
and revegetation with resident plant species should be the minimum required for 
reclaiming the visual resources of the public land requested for the proposed 
operation.  Other alternatives could include using tailings as building material.

Individual

2592 66 Section 3.3.4 discusses reclamation of the leach pad, but provides no basis for the 
draindown time and no information on solution characteristics.  How can the claim 
that this area be reclaimed early in the project life be made without such 
information?  The EIS should require a complete modeling of unsaturated flow in the 
proposed leach pad to predict draindown time and evaluate the potential legacy risks 
presented by the leach operation.

Individual
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2592 67 The MPO lacks specificity regarding the methods and species for revegetation.  
Therefore, the EIS should require detailed information regarding revegetation 
methods and species in order to identify potential environmental impacts.

Individual

2592 68 The EIS should evaluate alternatives for revegetating the project area only with 
autochthonous plant species (including oak and juniper) so that the character of the 
pre-existing biome is preserved.

Individual

2593 91 RECLAMATION PLAN
Because of the sensitive nature of this watershed, the reclamation plan should do 
more than is required by the Arizona Mined Land Reclamation Act, and Forest 
Service reclamation requirements. Required reclamation must include removal of 
ALL buildings and equipment, and recontouring and revegetation of the entire site, 
including all roads, to a condition similar in topography, vegetation density and 
composition of surrounding un mined areas.

The alternatives in the EIS must include complete or partial back-filling of the open 
pit. The EIS should determine how much additional expense it would be to backfill 
the pit:
- How much additional time would be required in the overall life of the mine to 
include complete or partial back filling?
- How would backfilling of the pit help protect or harm water quality in the 
watershed?
- How deep would the pit have to be backfilled to eliminate the pit lake?
- How much would this reduce the likelihood of aquifer contamination post-mining?
No open pit copper mine has ever remediated the physical damage to the soil and the 
terrain in a manner that has supported native plantings and wildlife.
-How long would it take until the site is completely reclaimed and is a functioning, 
self-sustaining ecosystem?
-Would Augusta/Rosemont Copper guarantee that the site would be reclaimed to a 
self-sustaining functioning ecosystem?
-How many years would the site be monitored after mine closure to be sure the 
revegetation efforts are successful?
-What is the contingency plan if the vegetation is not established and self-sustaining 
within 5 years?

Mine waste used for the berm is notorious for being toxic to plants due to acid rock 
drainage and the exposure of highly mineralized soil to oxygen and water. Native 
plants would not be able to survive these conditions. Investigations should be done 
to determine the type of plants that will survive there. One of the mines in Miami-
Globe even used cattle to introduce nutrients to the sterile mine waste, but they still 
had difficulty establishing vegetation.
-What research has Augusta done to determine a successful revegetation plan?
-How do situations elsewhere compare to the Rosemont site?

Organization
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2599 43 Augusta's Reclamation and Closure Plan for the Rosemont Mine is liberally 
sprinkled with dissembling and qualifying language, including repeated use of the 
phrases "as practicable" and "as needed."  My personal favorite is a combination of 
the two, as in "Soil resources will be salvaged, as practicable and as needed, to 
reclaim the outer surface of the ridge…" In fact, these qualifications are used no 
fewer than 8 times in the 2 1/4 pages comprising this portion of Augusta's 
reclamation and closure plan for the mine.

Other qualifying phrases suggesting intent but in no way committing Augusta to 
action in this plan include:
"if necessary"
"anticipated"
"is investigating"
"reviewing options"
"wherever possible"
"may be considered"

Given the prevalence of this language throughout the reclamation plan, the suspicion 
that Augusta is predisposed to determine certain remediative actions impracticable or 
simply unnecessary seems reasonable.  The point is that thses determinations will be 
made solely by Augusta, which has no legal mandate to remediate anything.  And 
since the possible remediations it offers are all costly and in some cases never before 
attempted, the likelihood of their ever being employed, let alone auccessful, is 
arguable nil.

Individual

2610 29 Rosemont proposes to set aside funds to ensure that there will be money available to 
pay for the costs assoicated with remediation.  Who will oversee the remediation 
project in the event Rosemont cannot finish what it has started or follow through 
with what has been promised.

Individual

2610 31 Who will oversee the remediation funds? To whom will this person or entity be 
accountable?

Individual

2623 8 Rosemont will start reclamation a few years after start of operations to ensure 
concurrent reclamation

Individual

2623 10 Rosemont Copper also has a strong mitigation and reclamation plan is will be 
implementing.

Individual

2625 28 Augusta has an extensive reclamation plan, but the mine pit would be left open. 
Presumably they're not required by law to fill in the pit, but I have a hard time seeing 
that as reclamation. I think it's time to change those requirements. It is absolutely 
wrong to allow a company to blast away the side of a mountain and destroy an 
ecosystem then walk away leaving a gaping wound (the pit) with minor cosmetic 
touches around the edges.

Individual

2634 4 One only has to view the vast sterile tailings ponds West of Green Valley which were 
supposed to be reclaimed by vegetation but will grow nothing and now produce toxic 
particles whenever the winds blow.

Business

2650 3 The use of concurrent reclamation of facilities for the site give an indication of the 
commitment to employ the latest and best available techniques for the project.

Individual
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2672 17 And then when the mine's life is over after less than a score of years, will we be able 
to have our pristine scenic landscape back? Restoration affects profits and the more 
spent on restoration, the lower the profits. Mining is a business. Whatever negatively 
affects the bottom line will be minimized as much as possible.

Individual

2677 16 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Is the Forest required to allow this one use if it permanently damages Forest lands 
and surrounding non-Forest lands forever? Pretending that this forest land will be 
returned to a functioning ecosystem in 20 years is fantasy.

Government

2677 39 We also have a concern about failure of reclamation to occur or to be adequte for the 
needs of wildlife. Rosemont Copper Company tells us that mining operations can be 
completely rehabilitated. However, we have never seen this occur in Arizona's dry 
habitats. There is always a legitimate reason for the lack of reclamation, e.g., the 
mine is staying open to extract ore in the future, or the original company declared 
bankruptcy and is no longer responsible.

Government

2682 10 Do not believe that they will care and pay for the damage done to our environment 
once they obtained their loot - they just will declare bankruptcy and run.

Individual

2683 8 We have all witnessed the kind of "reclamation" that takes place around abandnoed 
mines, and it isn't pretty. Those slag heaps near Green Valley with the spindly trees 
growing in a straight line across the horizon are unacceptable, resembling nothing in 
nature.

Individual

2683 10 While Augusta has said they would reclaim the land, they do not plan to fill the pit, 
and they do not plan to do anything about the tailings except pile rocks in front of 
them.

Individual

2685 6 The cost of repairing the site would far outweigh the financial gain realized by 
Rosemont.

Individual

2688 31 Historically mines are temporary industries that rape the earth, then leave behind 
land unfit for other use. Costs of cleaning up contaimination of our environment with 
toxic mine tailings is passed on to those taxpayers and residents who remain behind 
to pick up the pieces.

Organization

2698 48 Even with the best of reclamation efforts, which are rarely attempted and even more 
rarely achieved, the resulting biome will have much less diversity, as only certain 
plants and animals specifically adapted to mine tailings with steep slopes, high acid 
content, and poor soil survive.

Business

2724 3 The Rosemont mine in the Santa Ritas would permanently destroy over 4,000 
acres(3,670 acres of our public land), which even the best reclamation techniques 
won't restore.

Individual

2724 28 Reclamation would most likely not be adequate to mitigate all the devastating effects 
to the environment.

Individual

2724 62 Plus our modern day knowledge can demand the reclamation process to protect the 
health of the environment.

Individual
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2726 48 Even with the best of reclamation efforts, which are rarely attempted and even more 
rarely achieved, the resulting biome will have much less diversity, as only certain 
plants and animals specifically adapted to mine tailings with steep slopes, high acid 
content, and poor soil survive.

Business

2729 31 Historically mines are temporary industries that rape the earth, then leave behind 
land unfit for other use. Costs of cleaning up contaimination of our environment with 
toxic mine tailings is passed on to those taxpayers and residents who remain behind 
to pick up the pieces.

Organization

2733 13 There have been concerns expressed that the Rosemont Copper Project will have a 
negative environmental impact on the area due to water pollution, air pollution, noise 
pollution, light pollution, and visual pollution. The Rosemont Copper Project has 
taken the concerns very seriously and has addressed them all in their Plan of 
Operation. Rosemont is compared to mining operations in the area that are 50 years 
old or older. Please give due consideration to the measures taken by Rosemont 
Copper to mitigate the concerns and evaluate the new technology being implemented 
forand reclamation.

Individual

2736 50 The physical legacy of mines is contaminated soil.  What happens after the mining 
operation ends? Who will maintain the tailings?

Government

2736 52 How does Rosemont Copper/Augusta Resources guarantee reclamation if other 
entities are operating the mine?

Government

2736 54 What are the implications to the area if reclamation does not occur?Government

2738 3 While most developed metropolitan areas are trying to remediate scars and damage 
done decades ago under poor planning before there was the environmental 
knowledge to do better, here we are burdening the region with well documented 
negative consequences even though we know we we and our descendants will pay 
the huge price of long term environmental degredation and ultimate remediation 
costs.

Individual

2741 10 In the proposed Rosemont plan, 79% of the project land is publicly owned and 
administered, 21% of the land is privately owned – some by the financial group 
based in Canada which is proposing the project. Since so much of the affected land 
is Public, and because the greatest risk of destruction of physical and economic 
resources is borne by the Public, it is germane to have answers to the following 
questions:
* What proportion of profits from this project is pledged in the plan to remediation 
and restoration of environmental and economic damage?

Individual

2742 12 Just today in the obituaries of the Arizona Daily Star I read of a man who wants his 
ashes scattered in his beloved mountains. Once our mountains are scarred and beaten 
and left for “dead” after the copper is gone, there is no turning back … sorry but 
reclamation just doesn’t do it. Man cannot build a mountain (except for nearby 
mountains of trash and garbage).

Individual

2744 26 This mine will destroy living conditions and natural habitats in the region far beyond 
what Augusta Resources' special interests have predicted, turing thriving 
communities into ghost towns.

Business
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2754 10 The Coronado National Forest will be left with a giant pit (38% on Forest Service 
land), a new peak of waste rock on the Santa Rita skyline, and buttresses of waste 
rock, which will be unlikely to grow vegetation without a layer of top soil and 
irrigation.

Individual

2757 3 These mines leave huge, permanent scars on the mountains that can never be undone 
and cleaned up. We can never get "pristine" back.

Individual

2758 9 Open pit mining leaves a desolate landscape that takes decades to recover.Individual

2760 43 The EIS should include the Waste Rock Charachterization and Disposal Plan, or an 
appropriate summary. The waste rock plan should describe how waste rock will be 
charachterized, handled, and disposed. The plan should describe procedures for 
water quality monitoring and reporting as well as monitoring and functioning of the 
waste rock dumps in controlling contact between waste rock and surface or meteoric 
water (e.g., maintenance of run on/runoff channels, underdrains, and collection areas 
at base of dumps; ponding on top of dump; etc.). The waste rock plan should 
describe the Forest Service's implementation monitoring procedures and enforcement 
mechanisms should the mine operator fail to properly follow the plan. The plan 
should also include a contingency plan in the event of unintentional releases of acid 
drainage or other contaminants from the site.

Government

2760 65 The EIS should discuss the following componets of waste management and 
reclamation plans:
*A detailed accout of measures taken to decommission mine operations, stabilize 
slopes, and neutralize and cap waste rock, tailings, and leach heaps;
*Identification (including estimated acreage) of the areas targeted for reclamation, 
and description of the intended degree of treatment in each area;
*Estimation of all irrigation requirements;
*timing of reclamation relative to mining operations and duration of reclamation 
treatment;
*standards for determining and means of assuring successful reclamation; and 
*means of assuring that all maintenance required for reclaimed areas would continue 
after operations cease or while operations are suspended.

Government

2760 66 The EIS should describe the availability, properties, and sources of growth medium, 
discuss how growth medium will be applied to distrubed areas, and identify any 
additional measures (e.g. amendments) that may be needed to ensure successful 
reclamation and revegetation of the project site.

Government

2760 67 Executive Order 13112 on Invasive Species calls for the restoration of native plant 
and tree species. The EIS should describe how the project will meet the requirements 
of Executive Order 13112. We recommend revegetation be accomplished with native 
species indigenous to the area in order to restore the ecosystem to as natural a state 
as possible after mine closure. We also recommend that revegetation success be 
monitored and enforced for at least five years following revegetation efforts. First or 
second year success in meeting the revegetation standards is not necessarily 
indicative of long-term success.

Government
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2760 68 The EIS should discuss provisions that would be made for post-operation 
surveillance to ensure that neutralization and/or stabilization of mining waste sites 
has been effective. Describe the mitigation actions that would be taken should 
destabilization or contamination be detected and identify who would be responsible 
for these actions.

Government

2764 7 The best part of the project however is the ongoing mine reclamation that will take 
place during the life of the mine.

Individual

5012 7 WHY MINE HERE?  
-The Rosemont Mine in the Santa Ritas would permanently destroy over 4,000 acres 
(3,670 acres of our public land), which even the best reclamation techniques won't 
restore.

Organization

5012 22 HOW ARE ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS BEING ADDRESSED?
-Reclamation would most likely not be adequate  to mitigate ALL the devastating  
effects to the environment.

Organization

5279 12 Specific impacts of concern are:

The Arizona landscape is littered with sites of former mines that have not been 
reclaimed; an ironclad guarantee that reclamation of the Rosemont area would occur 
after completion of the mining would ease the most critical concerns for those who 
enjoy recreating in the area.

Organization

6712 15 I have a list of questions that I'm going to leave here ranging from water, air 
pollution, noise pollution, safety, energy needs, roads, economic impacts, 
restoration. I'm sure you're going to hear a lot about this from the public tonight.

Government

6713 4 Topsoil conservation, we're looking at conserving topsoil to put back on the slopes 
as we regrade them. We're looking at regrading the slopes, 3:1 slopes, so that we can 
establish the vegetation easier.

Individual

6713 6 We're also using computerized technology, so we do things right the first time. We 
know how to grade, we know how to put our materials back, we know how to dig in 
the right at locations.

Individual

6715 6 And don't listen to Augusta when they tell you they're going to clean up because, 
guess what, they don't really have to.

Individual

6716 4 And you can forget about reclamation, it doesn’t happen.Individual

6738 4 It's an impossible thing to say you're going to reclamate an open-pit mine.Individual
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6753 1 The Rosemont Copper Company has made many promises to this community.  How 
can Rosemont contractually guarantee those promises?  We all know the story of 
ASARCO.  It was purchased by Grupo Mexico, stripped of it's liquid assets, and 
forced into bankruptcy while still liable for millions of dollars of environmental 
violations, including the potential for the town of Hayden to be declared an EPA 
Superfund site.  In the end who pays for such damages?  You and me, the tax 
payers.  Is it worth that cost?

Who is to say that Rosemont Copper Company, Augusta Resource Corporation, 
won't be bought and bankrupted while we, the citizens of this valley, would be left to 
suffer with no recourse?

Business

6759 14 There is also a massive amount of historical evidence that indicates that should this 
mine prove not to yeild what is currently forecast and the project abandoned, the 
typical legacy left behind is an irreversible impact to the native fish and wildlife, the 
water quality, and the inevitable visual blight.

Individual

6767 3 Because our school district would have to deal with all of these problems from 
mining vehicles on State Route 83, I-10 to Benson, I-10 to the Port of Tucson, the 
horrible intersection of State Route 83 and I-10, more kids in the schools, our water 
being stopped from mining rocks, dust, lights and noise at night.  What is the 
Coronado National Forest planning to make Rosemont Copper give back to Vail and 
the Vail School District if it grants this permit?

Individual

6778 3 Some of my questions to the mine pertain to who monitors the water reclamation.  
Who monitors the runoff from the mine?  Do they? I read Rosemont's reclamation 
plan.  It's totally a joke.  Totally inadequate.

Individual

6784 1 I would like to think Rosemont and Augusta, and the Asians and Canadians, and 
whoever the hell it is that's moved into this place would keep their word, but it hasn't 
been my experience personally that they will.

Individual

6791 3 I would say that a lot of folks aren't aware of some of the history of this.  You know, 
every time there's a peak in the copper price we're asked to sacrifice our natural 
heritage for short-term profit.  There's inevitable a valley for every peak, and then 
we're asked to give up our jobs and deal with the big pile of poisonous waste that's 
left behind when the companies pack up and leave town.

That history is inescapable, and I think it's been repeated over and over enough that 
we're probably staring in in the face again.

Organization

6798 2 When I asked specifically about the reclamation of the tailings, considering the lack 
of success with existing mines in that area, when I asked them how they can 
guarantee that they were going to have success, because that's what they were saying, 
I was told that they're currently experimenting on how to replant and reclaim in 
conjunction with the University of Arizona, and that if those experiments weren't 
successful then they would have to think of something else.  It's pretty promising, 
isn't it?

Individual

6799 5 Our concern is that it could be irreparable and permanently scarred and ravaged and 
could never be fully restored.

Individual
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6801 1 We plan on digging in this pristine national forest setting. We plan on leaving 
debris -- we call it tailings now. We plan on leaving debris in piles for some other 
generation to clean up. We plan on blasting and digging day and night, causing noise 
pollution, light pollution, air pollution, water pollution, creating environmental chaos 
throughout the region that have unknown health consequences. 

And we think this is a good idea because? The price of copper went up. And 
somebody will make a lot of money.

Individual

6815 3 In a few years the copper will be gone, there will be a big ugly hole with nothing, 
and no water -- oh, speaking of water, where is this magicthing that's going to come 
from? They use 5,000 acre-feet a year, whatever their thing is, and they say they're 
going to replenish it with CAP water. All the water that comes from Avra Valley to 
Pima Mine Road is used. The pipe is X number -- X size. It's full. Part goes to the 
pecans, part goes to the city of Tucson. There's not left for the mines. They're going 
to have to build a new mine -- a new thing all the way from Avra Valley clear to 
Green Valley to put it in. You can't put it in Phoenix and Marana and say, "Oh, we'll 
replenish the water to Tucson."  That doesn't get it. That doesn't help. 

Modeer used to be the director. Today is his last day as water director, he said. He 
told me a couple ofyears ago when they brought this up, he said there's no way that 
there's CAP water going to come to Pima Mine unless they enlarge it.

CAP, they measured that in Lake Mead, the elevation today is 1,105 feet. A year ago, 
it was 1,130. If it gets to 1,175, we lose part of our water. When it gets to 1,125, we 
lose all of our water. We can't affort this.

Individual

6817 8 We're looking at conservation of topsoil. We're using flat slopes so the topsoil can be 
put back on. We can revegetate as we go on.

Individual

6830 1 And as I've been in the management of mining, I've been in meeting after meeting 
with the Forest Service, with the ADEQ, with the environmental groups talking 
about the cooperative effort of mining nowadays.

The mining industry is very responsible. It doesn't have a choice, it has to be. We 
spend a lot of money every year, we spend a lot of money in every mine doing things 
environmentally that went into people's pockets 50 years ago. And that's just -- that's 
the journey that I've seen, and that's what I've seen mining do.

Individual

6833 4 Augusta Copper is fond of talking about reclamation. They have a cooperative 
project with the university biologists at the U of A. I'm head of the Department of 
Ecology and nobody I know at the U of A thinks that you can open a hole in the 
ground somehow and reclaim it to its natural state.

Individual

6834 12 And think about this, in the entire mining history of Arizona, what percentages of the 
promises made by mining companies have been kept? How many smoking holes in 
the ground have not been cleaned up because money ran out? How much habitat has 
been destroyed?

Individual
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6839 2 the U.S. Forest Service should use the dirt and may receive money that should be 
spent for recreation centers in the area. This would be used for large recreation 
centers and also for swimming pools and something that southern Arizona  does not 
have right now. 

No. B, the landfill could be used for parks, lakes, animal shelters, camping grounds, 
hiking area, and playground.

C, the company could help plant trees while they're doing this work, and they would 
do it.

Individual

6839 3 Augusta Resource, 996,000 acres -- or 960 acres ; A, when the mine is closed, after 
five years, all company acres would be given back to the U.S. Forest Service; B, the 
property would be cleared of all equipment, and building by the copper mine; C, if 
the copper bed goes under the Forest Service land, they should be allowed to mine 
that copper until it runs out, but they must remove everything at that time when they 
leave; D, all tailings be covered by three feet of dirt. So that would solve that 
problem.

Individual

6839 4 Recommendations: All fees and taxes levied on the mine for the first 20 years be 
used to provide recreation and environmental improvements in the area; B, the 3,000 
miles (sic) that they're talking about would be given back to the Forest Service for 
future development.

Individual

6848 2 It will have reclamation.Individual

6849 3 We've heard a lot about revegetation in other areas, Idaho, Colorado, certainly in 
West Virginia, and they all have a great deal more rain than we do. And so we -- if 
anybody has looked at or done a tour of the ground of the Green Valley area and 
looked at the tailings there and at the revegetation efforts there, it's been very 
difficult. They're had to add organic matter, they've had to add water. We're back to 
that water again.

And so it's very easy to say, yes, we'll revegetate, but to actually do it in a desert 
area, with desert vegetation requires a lot more effort than has been sucessful in 
many places before.

So, I hope the Forest Service will do a very close and analytical look at how difficult 
it is to revegetate in the desert.

Individual

6853 6 For the price of 20 years of development, we lost this valley, the wildlife, and the 
natural springs. There will be a huge hole and many square miles of flat, 
uninhabitable land. You might call it a landscape pinata: Once you break it, you can't 
put it back together.

Individual
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6859 4 this is a Canadian company, financed with Japanese money, proposing to sell this 
copper to China and then leave us with the leftover environmental and economic 
mess.

We know too well the sad story of Asarco. Purchased by a group in Mexico, stripped 
of its liquid assets, and forced into bankruptcy while still liable for millions in 
environmental damages. The town of Hayden may be declared an EPA Superfund 
site. The taxpayers, you and I, will ultimately foot the bill.

All the promises that Rosemont makes are empty gestures if the mine is sold to other 
investors or if it goes into bankruptcy.

Individual

6865 3 I did have a chance over the weekend to see the wonderful animated cartoon show 
that maybe some of you saw it called Wall-E, where this little robot is left behind 
when civilization departs planet earth, which it has hopelessly polluted and wasted 
and left behind this little crew of robots to clean up the mess that mankind has left 
behind. And all of the robots are little trash compactors. All the robots have perished 
except for the last one who's obviously up against a very impossible and formidable 
task to clean up planet earth so that mankind can come back and recolonize the 
planet.

And the parallels between large scale mining and this poor little robots trying to 
clean up the mess is just too tempting. But perhaps in this case to clean up this mess 
we should simply not create it to begin with.

Organization

6871 6 I'm not a brain scientist or anything like that, but I was wondering why the mines 
would come in and promises this and that and that and this, and yet there would be 
no guarantees of what's going to happen in the future which, with every since mine 
that's been in existence, there's always been some damage or some pollution or 
something, and so I don't know how they would be able to guarantee this mine when 
they come in and just rape the land.

Individual

6875 5 Revegetation and reclamation of waste rock buttresses will begin as soon as possible. 
Well, I haven't been here all my life, but I know someone who has and they've said, 
"Oh, that will all be revegetated in 20 years, no problem." That was in the 1960s, so, 
let's be realistic, deprived soil you're revegetating, it's not the same.

Individual

6876 11 They talk about revegetating. The tailings do not revegetate easily at all. It takes a 
half a century at least.

Organization

6879 6 My comments concerning the proposed Rosemont project are concerned with the 
subjects of potable water, the mine's process waste water mine dust, effect on Mt 
Whipple observatory, property values, and future activity after the mine is depleted.

Individual

6879 24 The last concern that I have is that Augusta Mining, much like many of its mining 
predecessors, after ore depletion of the mine, will pack up and leave, for posterity, a 
huge hole, pollution concerns, and safety concerns that we will not have funds to 
resolve.  I do not know what amount they are pledging to place into escrow, but 
historically, inadequate follow-through with reclamation has been a problem with the 
mining industry.

Individual
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6882 5 If the Pit mine goes in, how can they truly promise the reconstruction and 
rehabilitation of the land after they are finished mining?  Please note the Copper 
mines around Tucson, Bisbee, Globe, etc..

Individual

6887 1 I propose the criteria used to determine whe the Rosemont mine is officially closed 
be defined in detail, and when that criteria is met full reclamation take place within a 
reasonable defined time frame.

Individual

6901 32 The EIS should consider all possible scenarios for future mine operations, including 
the scenario that the mine may be forced to close at an earlier date than currently 
scheduled.  If the mine is closed prematurely, the EIS should consider impacts to 
mitigation plans.  One mechanism to ensure that mitigation does take place is to 
require that mitigation funding be provided upfront in a separate, autonomous 
account.

Organization

6923 11 Given the difficulty and the time-consuming nature of reclaiming land in an arid 
climate, what is Rosemont's detailed plan to restore the native vegetation and wildlife 
to its original state when the mine is closed and how much money will be set aside 
for this purpose in case of bankruptcy?

Individual

6939 3 Although the impacts are many: ranging from wildlife habitat destruction to multi-
use recreational area destruction to tremendous highway damage to noise and dust 
generation for local residents, the issue concerning us mostly is water.

Individual

6946 7 4.  Who will ultimately pay for reclamation and how can 100+ year old trees actually 
be replaced?

Individual

6946 13 14.  Remediation will never restore what is lost.  While keeping this in mind, what is 
the projected land value in both the tangible and intangible along with the long and 
short term aspects of this land value now?  What will it be during and after the 
mining activity?  Is the taxpayer going to be compensated in any way for these losses 
in value, tourism or use?

Individual

6950 9 To accomplish this end, certain conditions need to be agreed to by the Rosemont 
mining company before any rights are granted.  Some of the conditions I would 
recommend are:

1) The mining company be required to restore the land to its natural condition after 
operations cease.

Individual
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6950 10 Some of the conditions I would recommend are:

2) A sinking fund, held by and controlled by the State of Arizona needs to be 
established.  This fund would have an initial deposit of "n" million dollars.
3) A deposit of an amount of "n" dollars (based on mineral type) - to be negotiated--
is required to be deposited in the sinking fund for every ounce / pound of each 
mineral extracted.
4) The sinking fund cannot be used by the State of Arizona for any purpose other 
than cleaning up any ground, any water contamination, any medical bills of any 
citizens, or any cost incurred by the State of Arizona directly or indirectly linked to 
the Rosemont Mine.
5) A statement that if the required sinking funds are not deposited by Rosemont mine 
within "n" number of day after the close of each month, that Arizona has the right to 
halt all mining operations.
6) That 50 years after operations cease, if no claims exist or no claims are still 
outstanding exist against the Rosemont mine, that the remaining funds shall be 
returned to the current parent company of Rosemont mine.

Individual

6952 6 I am opposed to allowing Rosemont to mine in the Santa Rita Mountains for the 
following reasons:

5. Southern Arizona has had enough experience with mine operators who abandon 
their projects and leave the sites in an unrestored, polluted state.  We do not need 
another one of these.  Rosemont claims that it will annually contribute an inflation-
adjusted amount to a clean-up fund, but what happens if it closes the operation 
before sufficient funds have accumulated for restoring the site?

Individual

6957 9 3.  How can Forest Service lands which are used for tailinga and/or waste rock 
storage be rehabilitated to their original states?  Is there any history that shows this 
has been accomplished by a copper mining company in the past?  Are there any 
examples in the Santa Cruz valley where this has been done successfully?

Individual

6987 4 The American Society for Mine Reclamation (ASMR) is a good source for the most 
modern methodolgy and recent scientific advances.

Individual

6987 6 For generations the copper mines in southern Arizona have provided unique, well 
paying jobs that allowed many upward mobility opportunities toward the middle 
class.  This has been of enormous benefit to our communities, schools, and society.  I 
hope that you continue this tradition of strengthening our society and its economic 
base by approving the Rosemont Mine.  All this can be accomplished with minimal 
environmental disruption and reclamation technology today is advanced and 
effective.

Individual

6996 4 4.  Who will be responsible for the land after all the minerals have been removed?  
Augusta Resources Corp. has now been LINKED to Sumitomo Corp..of America 
and the Silver Wheaton Corp. of Vancouver, B.C.  There are too many entities in this 
venture and this land could be disfigured for hundreds of years, into the future.

Individual

7001 6 in 20 years we won't even know it was there. It will be returned to ranch land.Individual

7008 14 What Augusta will leave behind for us, the U.S. taxpayers, to clean up are a giant 
hole, a mountainous slag heap, and a toxic waste site.

Individual
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7008 24 Why allow another mining company to blight our landscape near Tucson only to 
export the copper to foreign countries?  The shareholders of Augusta will benefit in 
the short term, but not us here in Arizona who will be left to pay for yet another 
clean-up site produced by a mining company who will be gone after they've made 
their giant mess.

Individual

7012 1 While Rosemont is in operation, and after the mine closes, what will be done to 
preserve and restore the landscape to make it attractive and safe for visitors?

Individual

7023 6 2. YOU PLAN ON ALLOWING THEM TO , CREATE AN ENVIRONMENTAL 
DISASTER THAT WOULD COST MILLIONS OF DOLLARS TO CLEAN UP..

Individual

7041 4 And after the mining is finished what will happen to the land.Individual

7044 5 What system of clean up are you going to use and it's cost to restore the National 
Forest to it's beauty for generations to come?

Individual

7046 5 What system of clean up are you going to use and it's cost to restore the National 
Forest to it's beauty for generations to come?

Individual

7048 13 How will multiple uses of forest land, such as hiking, biking, birdwatching, camping 
and many others continue to exist with a mine?

Individual

7054 3 With the proper screening from nearby highways, and reclamation and restoration, I 
see no reason to disallow what is already legal on Forrest Service land.

Individual

7054 4 If eastern strip mines can be restored, why can't this mine?Individual

7058 5 Mining for any length of time will result in irreparable damage to the area involved. 
Replanting and other such promised fixes will not return the area to its natural state.

Individual

7063 5 This may explain why next to zero earthly plants and animals are capable of living or 
growing in or near a mining waste streams, tailing piles and stacks. The reclaimation 
project that I have seen at other mine sites in Arizona appears to prove this point.  I 
hope you do not count the forced growths of straggly trees which look little like the 
surrounding untouched earth.

Individual

7065 7 The effort to provide continual reclamation during the life of the project will 
minimize the visual impact to the surrounding communities and the post use plans 
for the project will still provide an area that can be used in 20 years by taxpayers.

Business

7067 14 10. Considering that large porphyry copper operations commonly go through several 
complete cycles of exploration, development, production and reclamation during the 
life of the operation, due to the disseminated nature of their mineralization, advances 
in technology and market forces, how should reclemation at the end of each cycle be 
implemented? Should it be implemented in such a way as to render the site sterile 
(ie. San Manuel), making future extraction of remaining resources at the site 
impossible? Or should it be designed to ensure maximum production of the resource, 
minimizing the necessity to develop new mines elsewhere to meet the nation's 
demand for copper? Explain your reasoning in detail. What parameters would be 
necessary to initiate final reclamation of the site?

Individual

7067 16 12. Does the plan include concurrent phased reclamation of the dry tailings desposal 
site with emphasis placed on dust control measures? If so, describe this process.

Individual
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7076 4 The Augusta Resource Company is designing the Rosemont project in an 
environmentally sensitive manner with a comprehensive reclamation plan.  The 
project design and reclamation plan are being developed to include new re-
vegetation techniques ( through grants to the University of Arizona) and processes 
that minimize both water consumption and light pollution.

Business

7088 60 When a mine is permitted, it is required to have a plan for reclamination.  To be 
certain that the reclamination will occur even if the company fails, state agencies, 
including New Mexico, require the mining company to post a bond to assure that the 
reclamination will happen- but not in Arizona.  The bond amount is supposed to 
equal the amount that would be required for the government to reclaim.

Corporate guarantees are a promise by the mining company to reclaim the site.  If 
they meet certain requirements, the State of Arizona will allow the company to sign 
and basicly promise that they will not go bankrupt.  Unfortunately, mines do go 
bankrupt.

Often, the land is so scarred that nothing can be grown or reclaimed for years.  The 
ancient Romans has metallic sulfide mines that still leach sulfuric acid into the 
areas.  I say show me on of these large pit mines that has been returned to any level 
of its previous condition.

Reclamation of Sierrita Mine, Green Valley, Arizona.  The mining officials claim 
they will return this site to a recretation area.  That stretches credulity.

Organization

7091 6 Destruction of ecosystems in the Santa Rita Mountains:  The physical disruption and 
the pollution will change this area for a period far beyond the lifetimes of those now 
alive, and it wil never return to its current condition no matter how long the wait.  
Planting a few trees on a berm (a fancied-up word for tailings) will not remedy or 
disguise what has been done.

Individual

7102 11 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others:
1) Use of groundwater,
2) Potential for groundwater contamination / containment dam / etc,
3) Safety concerns for heavy commercial truck use of State Highway 83, (wide load, 
bus stops, Undersized road, mine traffic, etc
4) Containment of tailings, especially due to the heavy winds that are in this area in 
Spring, Fall, and Winter,
5) Cumulative impact of Proposed Mine since there are other Proposed Mines in the 
area (Cal-Port, Seel, and Andrada),
6) Loss of Tourism,
7) Wildfire corridor issues / contradiction of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan,
8) Emergency Services issues, Communication issues (cell service is notoriously bad 
on Route 83),
9) History of failed reclamations,

Individual

7110 18 Reclamation: Augusta says they will reclaim the area as they mine it. How can that 
be, when this area has about an eight week growing season, and needs water for 
anything to grow? Growing plants in a U of A lab hardly compares with growing 
plants at Rosemont. One does not need a degree in Horticulture to know that.

Individual
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7117 33 Arizona is known for having the weakest reclamation requirements in the west. Our 
state contains over 100,000 abandoned mines and while there is a fund for 
addressing abandoned mines, there is little allocated to it. We have many 
contaminated sites that are directly attributable to mining including the Pinal Creek 
site, east of this proposed mine, and the Iron King Mine, which has been proposed 
for listing on the federal Superfund National Priority List.

Organization

7120 1 ASARCO filed for bankruptcy in 2005 facing billions of dollars in claims from 
governments acccusing the mining company of failing to clean up after decades of 
pollution.

What are you going to do to insure that we do not face this same problem?

Individual

7150 10 Project-related activities to be addressed in the EIS include, but are not be limited to, 
the following:
 Construction, operation and reclamation of an open-pit copper, silver and 
molybdenum mine;
 Construction, operation, and reclamation of an ore-processing plant, tailings, waste 
rock and leach facilities;
 Construction and operation of infrastructure, such as utilities, and their corridors;
 Construction of a new access road, leach field, retention structures, wells and water 
supply pipeline, ore transportation systems, and test reclamation plots;
 Use of existing roads and new road construction;
 Implementation of mitigation measures to avoid or minimize impacts; and
 Closure, reclamation and maintenance of the mine and related facilities.

Government

7151 28 It is possible that the mine may not be operated continuously.

What would happen to the mine facilities in the event of a temporary shutdown in 
operations?
How would environment and water resources be protected during that time?

Organization

7151 30 Reclamation Plan
Because of the sensitive nature of this watershed, the reclamation plan should do 
more than is required by the Arizona Mined Land Reclamation Act, and Forest 
Service reclamation requirements. Required reclamation must include removal of 
ALL buildings and equipment, and recontouring and revegetation of the entire site, 
including all roads, to a condition similar in topography, vegetation density and 
composition of the surrounding unmined areas.

Organization
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7151 32 How long would it take until the site is completely reclaimed and is a functioning, 
self-sustaining ecosystem?
Would Augusta/Rosemont Copper guarantee that the site would be reclaimed to a 
self-sustaining functioning ecosystem?
How many years would the site be monitored after mine closure to be sure the 
revegetation efforts are successful?
What is the contingency plan if the vegetation is not established and self-sustaining 
within 5 years?

Mine waste used for berm is notorious for being toxic to plants due to acid rock 
drainage and the exposure of highly mineralized soil to oxygen and water. Native 
plants would not be able to survive these conditions. Investigations should be done 
to determine that type of plants that will survive there.

What research has Augusta done to determine a successful revegetation plan?
How do situations elsewhere compare to the Rosemont site?

Organization

7162 9 The reclamation plan offered by the proponent does not address, with any specificity, 
the issues of groundwater inflow into the pit. In fact, with respect to stormwater 
drainage, the reclamation plan specifically indicates that the pit will collect 
stormwater runoff. Combined with the level of the existing aquifer at the site of the 
Rosemont Mine pit as indicated in the MPO, this is the precise recipe for creating a 
similar situation to what transpired at the Berkeley pit in Montana.

Individual

7167 16 Moreover, large open pit copper mines can and do fail, leaving the immense 
financial burdens of mine closure, remediation of environmental contamination, and 
habitat reclamation to the taxpayers. Residents of those urban and rural communities 
will be taking the greatest risks.

Individual

7171 16 Moreover, large open pit copper mines can and do fail, leaving the immense 
financial burdens of mine closure, remediation of environmental contamination, and 
habitat reclamation to the taxpayers. Residents of those urban and rural communities 
will be taking the greatest risks.

Individual

7181 19 19. What criteria will be used to determine when the Rosemont mine is closed?Individual

7183 6 The Rosement Mine will take from the ground, pollute the water table, destroy our 
landscape, leave huge piles of tailings, and when the copper is depleted, they will 
walk away. We'll be left with a ness.

Individual

7194 6 Real assurance needs to be made that this valley is returned to the natural state it was 
in and water and energy users are protected.

Individual

7198 16 Reclamation will be concurrent and begin in the first year, which will mitigate the 
impact on vegetation and wildlife, soils and geology.

Organization

7222 15 And if the project were approved, after Rosemont Copper has stripped our land of 
whatever copper they can find and taken away their profits, the rest of us will be left 
with a permanent mile-wide and very deep hole in the ground in addition to all the 
other environmental disasters.

Individual
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7234 1 The Rosemont/Augusta in their MPO assures me that they intend to do a new 
procedure of concurrent reclamation throughout the lifetime of the mine project.

We have been told that of course the first three years will be spent putting the 
tailings and waste rock in place to begin building the 500 foot berms meant to shield 
us from the open pit.  Then they will begin to top the tailings and waste rock with a 
layer of topsoil and begin planting vegetation that is conducive to our Arizona Desert 
climate, and maybe in a couple more years we may see the product of their efforts.

What happens if the price of copper drops and the project is no longer considered 
feasible to continue.  What if they were to simply reduce their staff to a skeleton 
crew in order to maintain the working status of the mine, ( just like they did at the 
ranch in an effort to maintain the illusion that they are ranchers and good neighbors) 
and wait for the price of copper to rise again?
1. Where would this leave the RECLAMATION PROCESS?  Is there any mitigation 
planned to keep something like this from happening?

Individual

7234 8 Are we again going to be left with a view of an abandoned mine, compromised and 
polluted water, destroyed roads, trashed and destroyed recreation, and grazing areas, 
air pollution from the un-reclaimed tailing piles, for years to come, after being 
assured by Rosemont/Augusta that this NEW technology will forever alter the way 
mining is done and begin a more environmentally friendly venture?

2. Who will be in charge of and what criteria will be used in deciding when 
reclamation will be necessary to begin should the economics of mining copper 
become an issue?

Individual
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7253 91 RECLAMATION PLAN
Because of the sensitive nature of this watershed, the reclamation plan should do 
more than is required by the Arizona Mined Land Reclamation Act, and Forest 
Service reclamation requirements. Required reclamation must include removal of 
ALL buildings and equipment, and recontouring and revegetation of the entire site, 
including all roads, to a condition similar in topography, vegetation density and 
composition of surrounding un mined areas.

The alternatives in the EIS must include complete or partial back-filling of the open 
pit. The EIS should determine how much additional expense it would be to backfill 
the pit:
- How much additional time would be required in the overall life of the mine to 
include complete or partial back filling?
- How would backfilling of the pit help protect or harm water quality in the 
watershed?
- How deep would the pit have to be backfilled to eliminate the pit lake?
- How much would this reduce the likelihood of aquifer contamination post-mining?
No open pit copper mine has ever remediated the physical damage to the soil and the 
terrain in a manner that has supported native plantings and wildlife.
-How long would it take until the site is completely reclaimed and is a functioning, 
self-sustaining ecosystem?
-Would Augusta/Rosemont Copper guarantee that the site would be reclaimed to a 
self-sustaining functioning ecosystem?
-How many years would the site be monitored after mine closure to be sure the 
revegetation efforts are successful?
-What is the contingency plan if the vegetation is not established and self-sustaining 
within 5 years?

Mine waste used for the berm is notorious for being toxic to plants due to acid rock 
drainage and the exposure of highly mineralized soil to oxygen and water. Native 
plants would not be able to survive these conditions. Investigations should be done 
to determine the type of plants that will survive there. One of the mines in Miami-
Globe even used cattle to introduce nutrients to the sterile mine waste, but they still 
had difficulty establishing vegetation.
-What research has Augusta done to determine a successful revegetation plan?
-How do situations elsewhere compare to the Rosemont site?

Organization

7283 3 At one table there was a video by M3 Engineering, and I talked to their 
representative, Daniel Roth.  It showed an open pit copper mine.  I said that's what 
they want to do to these beautiful Santa Rita mountains; a hole a mile wide and a half 
mile deep.  He said the mining company is required to post up front for reclamation.  
I said there's never been an open pit copper mine that was reclaimed as agreed.  He 
said this one is different; that he is able to do reclamation while mining is still in 
progress.  I say reclamation is a gross misnomer.  The damage done by these mines 
goes far beyond anything that can be reclaimed, that's why people object so 
vehemently.

Individual

7311 4 Is there any remediation plan for the mine tailings?Individual

7316 30 6)�A complete post-mining rehabilitation plan should be described and bonded in 
any subsequent proposals.

Organization
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7327 2 Miners never fill the holes after they finish. They never return the land to usefulness, 
naturalness, or visual acceptability.

Individual

7371 9 Liabilities:
1. Draining potable water supply, which is more precious than copper, to thousands 
of residents. Contaminating water supply with toxins, that will be there forever, that 
wildlife and plants need to survive..
2. Toxic dust that will blow into the surrounding communities & valleys posing 
health risk to the population.
3. Endangering lives from mine traffic & trucks on SR 83 & I-10.
4. Ruining a valuable renewable resource, OUR SANTA RITA MTS., forever.
5. Leaving an open pit, its toxic tailings waste, toxic water after closure for our 
grandchildren and generations to deal with long after the mine has played out.

Individual

7403 3 Ripping open a vastly beautiful and diverse landscape to satisfy the economic  greed 
of foreign companies is sad. It's heart breaking. And it’s immensely short sighted. 
You can’t undo that kind of damage. Knowing that at least parts of this country are 
still beautiful and undeveloped helps mitigate the environmental destruction I see in 
so many places.

Individual

7405 1 As an Arizona resident, I am disturbed by the news that this beautiful valley is set to 
be irreparably damaged by an open pit mine of such scale.

Individual

7417 3 how can any mining company be trusted to comply with requirements to restore the 
area after the mine closes? Just look at the industry's record! Look around you!

Individual

7418 2 I believe it to be shortsighted, and I do not trust any mining company to follow 
through with their restoration plan.  One only has to look around the southwest to 
see how they are used to operating.

Individual

7420 2 As a tax payer, I am deeply distressed about the billions of dollars in hard rock 
mining clean-up costs that citizens have had to bear over the recent years.  I am sick 
and tired of bailing out the mining companies and I am very concerned that the 
Rosemont Copper Project may well become the next financial and environmental 
disaster.

Individual

7426 1 Please forward to me your study and analysis of historic fluctuations in copper prices 
and how that has effected the successes and failures of clean-up and reclamation in 
the past, and your projection of Augusta Resources ability to maintain their promised 
environmental protections when prices drop again.

Individual

7442 4 Mining not only destroys habitats, but historically, mining companies have been hit 
with violations, more often than not. When regulations fail, we are left with those 
consequences.

Individual

7449 1 While most developed metropolitan areas are trying to remediate scars and damage 
done decades ago under poor planning before there was the environmental 
knowledge to do better, here we are considering destroying an already identified 
scenic area and burdening the region with well documented negative consequences 
even though we know we and our descendants will pay the huge price of long-term 
environmental degradation and ultimate remediation costs.

Individual
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7456 16 The Department has a number of questions regarding the Forest's management and 
permitting responsibility in the action:
-Pretending that this forest land will be returned to a functioning ecosystem in 20 
years is fantasy.

Government

7456 39 We also have a concern about failure of reclamation to occur or to be adequte for the 
needs of wildlife. Rosemont Copper Company tells us that mining operations can be 
completely rehabilitated. However, we have never seen this occur in Arizona's dry 
habitats. There is always a legitimate reason for the lack of reclamation, e.g., the 
mine is staying open to extract ore in the future, or the original company declared 
bankruptcy and is no longer responsible. When this happens, the wildlife and the 
public who enjoy that wildlife are always the losers. One of the problems is the 
difficulty of establishing vegetation (at the level of a functioning ecosystem) in dry 
climates. The vegetative communities of the projected area developed over hundreds 
of years. It is virtually impossible to establish that same vegetation in short time 
frame. Reclamation is not successful if the result is a low-seral stage habitat (e.g. 
grasses and forbs) and lack mature habitat values. Those low-seral stage habitats may 
hold soil, but they do no provide the same functions and values for wildlife.

Government

7457 3 Although a small part of the Arizona Trail is in the vicinity, I see this as an 
opportunity for Rosemont Copper to show case their plans for environmentally 
friendly techniques and concurrent reclamation.

Individual

7466 4 The copper vein will be depleted in 20-30 years; however, waste from the tailings 
pond will remain in the landscape for decades after the mine closes. Similarly, the 
damage to the beauty of the mountains is irreparable, and will linger long after the 
mine closes.

Individual

7466 10 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-What is the plan to restore the land after the mine has been exhausted?

Individual

7471 4 I have viewed the Rosemont video on their mining plans. When all is said and done, 
what will remain after the copper is mined is a huge hole in the ground that will have 
destroyed wildlife habitat, native plants, and ecosystems.

Individual

7477 3 We have so little beauty left to our land please do not let a mine owned be non-
citizens destroy it. We can never get back what we give away and destroy.

Business

7480 1 Let'm dig the hole and get the copper. BUT, hold their feet to the fire on controlling 
and clean up of the site. THIS IS A MUST PART OF LETTING THE CO. MINE. 
This is true in any mining operations.

Individual

7484 4 In addition, it makes no sense for a pristine natural area to be destroyed for years to 
come

Individual

7494 10 Will the drastic change to our National Forest for future generations override the 
benefits for foreign investors and most likely foreign buyers of the copper?

Individual
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7496 1 I would like to ask about the reclamation process that Augusta Resource Corporation 
proposes for the Rosemont site. Their plan of operation calls for a technology called 
dry-stacking of tailings. This method apparently requires no lining under the tailings, 
and assumes that a cap of waste rock topped by a soil layer composed of previously 
removed overburden would be sufficient for revegetation and also for prevention of 
stormwater-leaching with consequent acid-rock-drainage.

What is the experience of the hard-rock mining industry in revegetating such dry-
stacks in desert landscapes? How many successful examples have there been that 
have been monitored at least 10 years post-closure? And specifically, what is the 
experience and expertise of the Augusta Resource Corporation in designing and 
constructing such reclamations? Is this a experiment the corporation proposes to 
conduct with Rosemont as a laboratory? If the experiment fails, if revegetation does 
not happen, if heavy metals and acid drainage are not contained, what recourse is 
there for the wildlife and plant communities and for the watershed near the head of 
which the waste pile sits?

Individual

7498 5  Are the state-of-the-art non-leaking dry-stack tailings well proven in hard-rock 
mines post closure? Have they been successfully revegetated in arid environments? 
Is there evidence to indicate that the pit lake that will form after closure will not 
become contaminated with metal and acidic contaminants and radioactivity (see 
http://www.epa.gov/radiation/doc/tenorm/402-r-99-002.pdf) ? The pit is to be fenced 
off, but that will still leave it accessible to wildlife, especially birds, who will be 
attracted to this source of open water in an arid land.

Individual

7499 7 Who will be responsible for the after effects?? The forest Service that failed to 
protect us?? The Government??

Individual

7504 109 Reclamation:
When a mine is permitted, it is required to have a plan for reclamation.  To be certain 
that the reclamation will occur even if the company fails, state agencies, including 
New Mexico, require the mining company to post a bond to assure that the 
reclamation will happen-but not in Arizona.  The bond amount is supposed to equal 
the amount that would be required for the government to reclaim.

Corporate guarantees are a promise by the mining company to reclaim the site.  If 
they meet certain requirements, the State of Arizona will allow th ecompany to sign 
and basically promise that they will not go bankrupt. Unfortunately, mines do go 
bankrupt.

7508

7504 112 Often, the land is so scarred that nothing can be grown or reclaimed for years.  The 
ancient Romans had metallic sulfide mines that still leach sulfuric acid into the 
areas.  I say show me one of these large pit mines that has been returned to any level 
of its previous condition.

Reclamation of Sierrita Mine, Green Valley, Arizona.  The mining officials claim 
they will return this site to a recreation area.  That stretches credulity.

7508
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7508 6 The noise, light, air and water pollution is a given, even with the major gains in 
perceptive mining procedures. A hole, one mile long and wide and 3,000 feet deep, 
with all the chemical agents used to mine, process and ship the copper, will change 
our beloved Scenic Santa Ritas forever, even with the newest of technologies. After 
twenty years, the company, with its money and copper, will leave our mountains 
much the richer, while we are much the poorer. Please decide, not in our Santa Rita 
Mountains.

Individual

7518 4 The Mountains - Why would you want to destroy a mountain in less than 20 years 
and then spend hundreds or thousands of dollars to cleans it up.

Individual

7537 2 even more puzzling is why the Forest Service would be willing to destroy the beauty 
of the Santa Rita mountains. Aside from all the rhetoric from the mines that there 
would be no destruction to the surrounding landscape, just look around, has any 
mining company ever left the landscaping looking as it did before it started mining.

Individual

7543 2 After 20 years they will walk away from Southern Arizona with a tidy profit and 
Southern Arizonanas will be left with a monumental scar on the land, a lower water 
table, contaminated water, contaminated public land and abused road infrastructure.

Individual

7558 11 I have read a lot of general information about the restoration plans but can find no 
reference to any site completed according to similar plans. Is there such a site? If not 
anyone looking at any "restored" sites in the Arizona area has to be worried. I am.

Individual

7565 1 During my reading of the Mine Plan of Operations, I was struck by the lack of 
information regarding Reclamation of the land that is disturbed by the mining 
operations. 

As you are well aware, the Santa Rita area is particularly pristine area, and there is 
nothing in the MPO that tells us how one is going to get the area back to a situation 
where it looks like something other than a landfill. There is next to nothing about 
how the project is going to be funded and how the Forest Service will recover 
payment for restoration and closeout of mining activities in the event of financial 
failure of the Augusta Corporate and the Rosemont subsidiary.

Individual

7565 3 Examples of previous restoration in the Tucson area include the feeble attempts at 
planting trees and other vegetation on the tailings piles around Green Valley, surely 
the Forest Service does not think that constitutes restoration,…but other than 
plowing and grading and placing some topsoil, the MPO is very weak in this regard.

Individual

7565 4 I would suggest that it is also highly likely that Augusta/Rosemont will not be 
around in twenty plus years, having gone out of business, like many of the other 
mining companies in the Tucson area, and the we the taxpayers, will be stuck with 
restoration costs or that the work simply will never be done, and we will be saddled 
with a big pile of rock, a damaged watershed and cleanup bills for the introduction of 
heavy metal toxins into the local groundwater.

Individual

7565 7 This entire concept of mining in the Santa Ritas, by a new and untested company 
using groundwater that is in short supply, with a reclamation plan that is 
underfunded and poorly planned should be outright rejected by the US Forest 
Service.

Individual
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7567 7 The reclamation plans state that the post-mining reclamation objectives include 
recreation, wildlife habitat and ranching. I don't understand how these activities are 
consistent with a fenced, restricted access site (as described in the plan). The mine 
will contaminate many, many acres of forest service land for the forseeable future 
and prevent use for any other purpose. There needs to be a plan in place for 
remediation that will leave behind useful land with no residual chemical 
contamination, no large pit, and soil that will support native flora and fauna. Too 
often remediation is a promise that is unfulfilled and the result is yet another 
Superfund site. We need to make sure that the mine operator will be a good citizen 
and return the land in good shape.

Individual

7571 19 The mine would permanently alter the local topography, eliminating the existing 
stream network, destroying the existing hydrologic regine, and disrupting the proper 
functioning of the watershed (i.e. from the headwaters of Davidson down through 
Davidson Canyon and the Cienega Creek Natural Preserve). Although the streams in 
this area are ephemeral, they still provide the same ecosystem and watershed 
functions of a perennial stream: they move water, sediment, and nutrients and 
provide services suchas landscape hydrologic connections; stream enevergy 
dissipation associated with high-water flows thereby reducing erosion and improving 
water quality; surface and subsurface water storage and exchange; ground water 
recharge and discharge; sediment transport, storage and deposition, aiding in 
floodplain development; nutrient cycling; wildlife habitat and movement/migration; 
support for vegetation communities that help stabilize stream banks and provide 
wildlife services; and water supply and water quality filtering. 

The EIS should examine all of these watersheds functions, determine how they 
would be impacted by this proposal, and determine whether these losses and 
disturbances are worth the benefits from the mine. In addition, the EIS should 
determine the true extent of these disturbances, and the required mitigation from the 
mining company. For example, how far from the disturbed area would the impacts be 
felt? How much additional land outside of the disturbed area would be required to 
replace these resources? The reclamation plan should include repair of the 
hydrologic regime so that it functions as it did before mining.

Individual

7571 25 Because of the sensitive nature of this watershed, the reclamation plan should do 
more than what is required by the Arizona Land Reclamation Act, and the Forest 
Service reclamation requirements. The preferred alternative must require that 
reclamation include removal of ALL buildlings and equipment, and recontouring and 
revegetation of the entire site, including all roads, to a condition similar in 
topography, vegetation density and composition of surrounding undisturbed areas.

Individual

7571 27 This mine should be required to return the area to a functioning, self-sustaining 
watershed and ecosystem after mining. The preferred alternative shold required that 
the site be monitored for at least 5 years after mine closure to be sure the 
revegetation efforts are successful, the hydrologic regime has been restored, and 
there are no water quality impacts. If the revegetation efforts are not successful after 
5 years, the company should revegetate the area and provide irrigation to ensure 
success. What is the mining company's contingency plan if the vegetation is not 
established and self-sustaining within 5 years according to the mining plan?

Individual
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7582 8 We request that the Forest Service insist that the mining company explain how they 
think the Rosemont mine will not impact the environment with resulting 
consequences that will never be reversible. In other words, why would the Forest 
Service as stewards of our national forests allow the area of the mine to be destroyed 
forever!

Individual

7585 5 Water usage for reclamation activities needs to be clearly defined. How much 
additional water will this require?

Individual

7585 6 Concurrent reclamation needs to better defined. For instance, the amount of 
disturbed land versus reclaimed land should be presented as a percentage. What is 
the percentage of disturbed versus reclaimed land as the mine progresses through 
time?

Individual

7586 4 The Forest Service is well-positioned to truth-test the outcomes of modern mining 
starts and their success or failure in having a benign environmental impact. How 
often have recent mines fulfilled the promise of their reclamation calims in the real-
world? Please look into the record regarding the long-term water and air-quality from 
dry-stack tailings, pit lakes, leach pads, and reagent and diesel storage tanks, as well 
as the successof tailings re-vegetation in modern mines that had previously been 
approved through a NEPA analysis. Please take into account also the degree of 
mining experience and the track-record of the Augusta Resource Corporation in your 
assessment of their capability to achieve a benign reclamation.

Individual

7587 9 the negative impact of the proposed mine will last for many decades after its 20 years 
of operation.

Individual

7590 2 My biggest question is if the rosemont mine were in place how can you assure that 
the protected creatures and habitat of these areas would stay a viable life sustaining 
home. The measures proposed do not prove that these areas would stay safe from 
pollution, how would a clean up bill restore the habitat, water and delicate balance to 
the vital and unique area?

Individual

7597 4 When they close the mine at 20 yr mark, as they stated they would, THE PROCESS 
OF REFILLING THE PIT WILL START WITH FUNDS INITIALLY SET ASIDE 
AT THE OUTSET. IF THEY ARE RELUCTANT, THEN ARE THEY REALLY 
SERIOUS ABOUT RESTORING THE LAND IN A TRULY ENVIRONMENTAL 
WAY ,OR MINING AS USUAL, WITH SMOKE AND MIRRORS! The jobs this 
would create could help the employees make it to retirement, health permitting. The 
pit being left abandoned will be an excellent habitat for mosquito's with west Nile 
virus. The pit will fill in with perception and slowly recharge the depleted aquifer 
,with toxic water.

Individual

7597 7 While the price of copper has INVESTORS salivating, it is an OPPORTUNITY 
FOR NEW DIRECTION. THE US FOREST SERVICE/N.E.P.A. PROVIDING 
THE NECESSARY LEADERSHIP AND ENCOURAGEMENT FOR FULL 
RESTORATION OF ALL ACTIVE MINES.. YOU THE US FOREST SERVICE 
HAVE THE TOOLS (NEPA) AND THE MINES HAVE THE CAPITAL (HIGH 
PRICE OF COPPER) TO FUND FULL RESTORATION AND MITIGATION. 
ALL WE NEED NOW IS THE WILL!

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 54 of 65



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Reclamation

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7598 33 why can't the tailings be blended into the surrounding landscape? We will never 
understand, with all the technology and concern for our environment, why mine 
tailings have to look so "manmade". If the mine goes in, have the mining company 
be the first to provide a hidden tailing area, blending into the environment in look, 
vegetation and scope.

Individual

7620 4 Is there any remediation plan for the mine tailings?Individual

7625 3 The destruction of the Santa Ritas will last foreverIndividual

7626 3 I live in Sahuarita, moved there because I raise Arabian horses and have great water. 
The mine plans to take our water. Not only is our water precious, but the area that 
will be destroyed because of this mine.

Individual

7646 3 Mining destroys mountains and once mined these mountains cannot be "restored" to 
their natural state.

Individual

7651 10 To top it off, Augusta Resources is not an American company but a foreign company 
from Canada, which I recently heard was offered $40 million from a country in Asia. 
This mine is mainly to send the copper all over the world with S.E Arizona left with 
large hole in the ground and several thousand acres of tailing waste. If you believe 
they are going to restore the land to anything like it was before. It is a fairy tale. This 
company is already playing games by jamming public meetings with poor people 
offering them a free meal and a slight possibility of a job that might last 20 years.

Individual

7685 9 If it is determined that mining will indeed occur, we would ask that Augusta 
Resources be required to post a bond to cover the full cost of mitigation and 
restoration after the expected 20-year lifespan of the mine has passed.

The Arizona landscape is littered with sites of former mines that have not been 
reclaimed; an ironclad guarantee that reclamation of the Rosemont area would occur 
after completion of the mining would ease the most critical concerns for those who 
enjoy recreating in the area.

Organization

8601 3 The laws provide for what happens to the mining lands after they close down. And 
the laws are strenuous now where they have to put up a deposit to cover the cost, and 
they do it. Look at what BHP did at the San Manuel Mine. They did a wonderful job 
on it.

Individual

8608 2 My family will continue to be here after the mine is long gone. And we'll be left with 
a huge hole in the ground and with damage to one of the most beautiful 
environments in the state.

Individual

8613 2 my comments about the mine, the Rosemont Mine is I don't think we need another 
one. The mine that we have in Green Valley isn't that great to begin with, with the 
water wells that it's already poisoned and the smells and the dirty dust and burning 
eyes. I don't know if that was ever taken into consideration. I know they say they 
won't do this and they promise to do that, but I don't believe it.

This mine that we have in Green Valley said the same thing, but that doesn't happen.

Individual
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8618 1 I worked for Boeing Aerospace Company in Seattle, Washington 32 years. And I 
retired in '93, moved to Green Valley , Arizona in '96. In 1980's a British mining 
company, north part of Washington State abandoned a mining site and moved back 
to Canada leaving a polluted area for US to clean up. I want -- you can check with 
the governor or the Seattle Times during the period that happened, but it should 
certainly be known before this British company starts to mine here in Arizona.

Individual

8622 3 The land is part of the Coronado National Forest, it's been preserved for the 
enjoyment of citizens of the United States. 

And who will be responsible for this land after all the minerals have been removed. 
Augusta is linked to two foreign institutions and who knows what will happen after 
that. And also we are all worried about water in this area, and I'm afraid this will 
affect that.

Individual

8630 4 we have seen the leftover condition of mining operations when they cease to exist or 
go out of business or go into bankruptcy, and generally they leave areas just in total 
disrepair and damaged environment.

Individual

8635 2 I am calling to object vwhemently to the Rosemont Mine proposal, not only to the 
environmental damage, but to the reclamation damage that they will never do in the 
future, the damage to the Santa Ritas. And, uh, I've been in the mining business for 
over 30 years. I know that they do not follow up on what they say they're going to do.

Individual

8636 1 I lived in Alaska for a couple of years, and they would mine there. And when they 
would get done with the mining companies would have  to fix it up, reseed it, and 
you couldn't tell that there was ever a mine there. Why aren't we doing this in 
Arizona. We've got the most beautiful state in the world. And they're polluting it. 
They're leaving tailings. And they're making the money and we're looking at the 
garbage that they leave behind.

It can be done. You need to contact the mining people up in Alaska and find out how 
it was legislated. They make their money, they fix it, they make it just as beautiful as 
it was before they started all the mining. Why can't we do this in our Arizona. This is 
a beautiful state, and we let people just come in and trash it. Make their money. 
ASARCO puts down more money in fines then anybody, and here we are looking at 
their garbage. Please take this into consideration before we put in another mine. 
Make it legislated so that they don't have to do this. Thank you so much. If they're 
going to put the mine in, make them make the place beautiful when they get done 
and no pollution.

Individual

8645 1 We here don't mind giving away our minerals and so forth. We do mind, however, 
the terrible waste and scaring that you leave behind. If you're going to do this, and 
you always seem to find a legal way to take and ruin us, please, give some 
consideration into turning this area into a recreational zone. If they're going to dig 
pits, have them fill them back up. And then fill them with water, make lakes, make 
boating areas. Make areas for camping, fishing, hunting. Make them open areas. 
Please do something good and positive.

Individual

8651 2 when the mining operation is completed to the satisfaction of the mining company, 
and they shut the mine, they never clean up their debris.

Individual
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8657 4 I went on the Rosemont tour last week I reviewed the mine plan of operations that 
Rosemont provided us at that time, and I think they've done several things very well. 
They have planned ahead in purchasing water necessary for the project. The hiring of 
direct employees and then the satellite employees will certainly help the economic 
conditions in southern Arizona. Thirdly -- which obviously then will help the local 
and state governments will benefit from that immensely. The domestic copper 
production is certainly needed. I'm glad to see us doing that in our own country. And 
lastly, because I'm a conservationalist, the physical area will be put back into a very, 
very usable condition.

Individual

8658 2 The little brief watever the people getin Sahuarita from it will be far outdone by the 
damageof the mine. And the damage of the mine will go on for years. It will create a 
huge scar in the middle of that beautiful national forest, and I just can't understand 
why that has to happen.

Individual

8659 4 there's a dwindling supply of inspirational scenery in southern Arizona, like Saguaro 
cactuses. We're not going to be able to replicate that over the long haul. And we can't 
afford to let this area be sacrificed and then realize later on that we're not going to be 
able to get it back. I do believe the Forest Service should minimize the intrusion of 
the scenic spot in the Santa Ritas.

Individual

8662 1 Yes, I do have concerns about the mine that's going to be put down there, besides 
scarring the earth and making it ugly. I've been here since 1951. I grew up here in 
Tucson. I see what's going on down there towards Nogales. And my dad was a 
copper miner. But I also know that that tailings, farms has lots and lots of chemicals 
and that land will never come back, nothing will ever grow on it. So no, I don't want 
to see the Santa Ritas scarred.

Individual

8663 9 Once the damage has been done, there's no going back. No matter the small print that 
Augusta will restore land to its original state. It's so sad what kind of scarring and 
desolation that Augusta will leave after leaving an open pit mine in our scenic Santa 
Ritas. It's a travesty. And we appeal to you all not to let this happen.

Individual

8668 3 And to allow this to be done by a company who's going to export their copper 
overseas to have a project that will last a relatively few years duration and leave a 
destroyed area which they always do, is ablsolutely wrong.  And even if they say 
they will restore it.  You cannot restore the mountain, the trees and all of the other 
fine things in that area.

Individual

8672 1 I'm amazed that our politicians in this state, when mining has made Arizona what it 
is today, in addition the mining company is by law required to reclaim the whole area 
back to what it used to be or at least best living conditins of best utility for the 
population.

Individual

8676 2 This will create a scar on our beautiful landscape.  The jobs that it provides will be 
lost after the mine is closed, and the scar will remain.

Individual

8678 4 These tails will take decades to regenerate any growth.Individual

8688 3 We already have significant mining already going on around here.  And it is ugly.  It 
creates dust, it creates a lot of land scarring, and, you know, it's not even copper 
that's being kept in this country.  It's going out to China.  And it's a Canadian 
company.  Go ahead and mine for copper in Canada.

Individual
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8690 2 I left for ten years and when I came back it was only to find Tucson devastated with 
building and contractors and some of the most beautiful areas bulldozed down with 
subdivisions.  And the construction continues to go on.  And it's spreading.  And of 
course, you know, endangering the environment, the wildlife, et cetera, et cetera, et 
cetera.  There's nothing we can do about that now, obviously, the subdivisions are in 
place.  However, the mining situations would certainly destroy that entire area for 
years and years and years and years to come.

Individual

8693 1 And I just was -- wanted to make a suggestion as an effort of the mine and the state 
in exchange of destroying the area and all the roads and pollution that they're going 
to bring here that we don't want.  At least they could do what they leave behind, 
possibly a lake in the open pit mine.  Make it into a recreational type activity, 
camping, reservoir, water shed type affair.  I think the mine developers at least owe 
the community that to leave something of a park or lake or something of that nature 
in place, rather than just reap the lands from what they have and pocket the money 
and move on.  So I think that would be a better balance for our community.

Individual

8703 8 We lived in Colorado Springs for several years and saw what happened to the front 
range there when a mine that has been opened up on the front range was closed 
down, but the scars remained for -- probably are still there, you can see the scars 
from all over Colorado Springs on that mine where it was right there on the front 
range. And we don't want to see that happen to the Santa Ritas.

Individual

8704 8 We lived in Colorado Springs for several years and saw what happened to the front 
range there when a mine that has been opened up on the front range was closed 
down, but the scars remained for -- probably are still there, you can see the scars 
from all over Colorado Springs on that mine where it was right there on the front 
range. And we don't want to see that happen to the Santa Ritas.

Individual

8711 2 The environmental impact that will be caused is most likely irreversible and will 
have a large impact on the daily lives of nearby citizens.

Individual

8715 3 A hundred years from now, nobody will know the difference as far as the shape of 
the mountain is concerned or the effects of the mining of the remedial aspects that 
are in play now will not damage anything over the long run and the wildlife will 
benefit as they have from the former AMAMAX mine. That mine being alive with 
deer heards and coyotes and bobcats and other wildlife.

Individual

8729 4 I understand that there is a short-term economic benefit in jobs that will be created 
for this mining operation. However, the benefit will only be temporary. It will only 
provide benefits for a small number of people and long-termimpact of this mining 
activity will be felt for much longer and will have a much more profound impact on 
the economy and the well being of this state and this area because of the damage that 
it will do to the enironment, which cannot be repaired as evidenced by remnants of 
many mines that have left toxic substances and are going bankrupt, such as 
ASARCO, because they can't afford to carry the responsibility for the post mining 
cleanup.

Individual

8732 2 My main concern is the restoration of the area. They say that they will restore the 
area after the mining, but have they shown us examples of any successful resoration 
project. And any that they've done. The only restoration that I've seen are the mine 
dumps by Green Valley, which offer a few 30 year old spindly trees which have been 
watered with our water. This is not restoration.

Individual
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8732 3 I believe that their promises of environmental mitigation are empty ones. The amount 
of devastation that this project will impact for 20 years of income is just not worth it.

Individual

8732 5 I don't believe that Rosemont Copper Company will come in and restore the area to 
its previous condition.

Individual

8736 4 I think to scar the Santa Rita Mountains is unconscionable.Individual

8737 2 Traditional mining methods of open pit digging and crushing are very water and 
energy draining, as we recognize. We're seeking to see wildlife, bird, soil and other 
restoration done in conjunction with any proposed program.

Organization

8738 1 The biggest concern I have besides the damage that is done with the open pit mining 
is the fact that historically no hard rock mining companies have held up their end of 
the bargain in reclamation of the property after the mining has been done.

Individual

8746 4 . . .the kind of problems that they're currently having over in the Green Valley area 
with the open pit mines that are there where they've got large slag and tailing piles 
that nothing will grow on, so they have constant dust problems, besides just the plain 
ugly appearance of this huge terraced pile of material along side the perimeter of 
Green Valley.  I don't think that that kind of thing is good for what Tucson is most 
known for these days.  And that's sunshine for retirees and vacationers.

Individual

8750 4 And things being pretty or not.  Well, that's one of the prices of industrialization.  
There's, you know, sometimes there is this temporary, ugly scar that we have to put 
up with for 30, 40, years.  But our grand children will see a nice clean area once they 
leave.

Individual

8752 3 Mining destroys the land, takes away from the land, and puts nothing back and 
renews nothing.  The mines at Bisbee and Green Valley are good examples of how 
mining has destroyed natural resources.

Individual

8757 4 The lack of water, we would destroy the beauty of the mountains which could never 
be replaced.  Look at the record of the mining companies.

Individual

8761 7 . . .what the county is left with is a mess, the developer will walk away.  And what 
happens if the price of copper goes down, the Rosemont people will just walk away, 
leave the mess they made and there it is.

Individual

8764 3 And the reality is to destroy something that can never be replaced again, for jobs, 
doesn't make sense, because eventually those jobs will be gone to.  So we might as 
well keep ourselves educated and work towards making ourselves qualified for the 
jobs that do exist, and that's true for me as wall as it is for anyone else.

Individual

8772 3 It will leave the landscape trashed, a big hole and unsightly tailing piles everywhere.  
Our taxes will end up paying for your mess, we've already seen how mines operate.

Individual

8777 5 And let's not deface the Santa Rita Mountains.Individual

8784 6 Not just in the open pit mine and the tailings which will unalterably destroy the 
landsacpe. I will never be fixed.

Individual
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8787 1 There are a few considerations that should be weighed carefully. First there's the 
general history of the mining industry in particular, Arizona and other parts of the 
west. The history is one of rampant abuse and disregard for protecting the 
environment. And the failure to reclaim mines that have been essentially completed, 
used up, or for economic purposes, abandoned. The history is fairly one sided. And 
it's a sad one at that. And I don't think any consideration should be given to the new 
mine unless there are real strong safeguards and very large bond, financial bond put 
in place to ensure that the mine will eventually be reclaimed.

Individual

8789 5 The changes will be long lasting, and the benefits will be only short lasting at best.Individual

8789 8 Our Childern, our grand Children, et cetera, will feel the impact for this forever. And 
I believe it can be stopped.

Individual

8790 9 I have taken tours of the Pima Mines, the Copper Queen Mines. I've seen evidence 
that man can easily tear apart mountains in the Morenci Mine area with their 
mammoth earth moving machinery. But I have yet to see man rebuild a mountain.

Individual

8793 3 Once an open pit mine is allowed to operate, no amount of so-called restoration can 
ever replace what God has created.

Individual

8797 3 Augusta needs to be more forthcoming about the financial background of its lead 
officers and about the true size and scope of this project, these people have never 
mined a thing. But they have gone belly up before. Better get more than a handshake 
and a nod, check out Cyber Com, Inc. This is going to be another boom and bust 
project that is going to leave our area devastated forever.

Individual

8798 1 I'm asking, have you considered all the long-term impacts of an open pit mine, the 
serious, permanent degradation of the national forest for all other uses or viewers of 
the Santa Ritas mountains?

Individual

8799 2 I think that the mining law of 1872 certainly is dictating the actions that the Forest 
Service has to take, but I think it's only fair that forest mining be done with the tools 
that were available in 1872, since that's when the law was written. Otherwise, we'll 
have a giant scar. Maybe we'll get jobs forever, but a million people will have to 
look  at this forever.

Individual

8804 2 I have never in my entire life -- and I'm 59 years old.  Have never seen a copper 
company that would restore the land back to its original or better condition than 
before the mine came in.  I have seen nothing buck destruction.  And they do not 
keep their work about anything as far as resoring the land.  It is a big, big ecological 
and environmentally unfriendly thing to do to the land.

Individual

8806 15 We are losing sight of the natural wonders and natural beauty.  And to do that level 
of destruction for the ability to have 20 years or 30 years worth of work and have left 
a hole in the ground and all the pollution and all the destruction is apalling to me.

Individual

8807 5 This needs not to go forward.  This is a short-sighted, um -- int's a short-sighted use 
of land.  And we cannot in our lifetimes, our grand children's lifetimes, or even our 
great grandchildren's lifetimes, that hole in that mountain range will not change.

Individual

8808 3 So, um -- we cannot restore that land once we dig an open pit mine a mile deep,Individual
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8809 6 oh, by the way, leave a devastating scar in a US national forest that could devastate 
the tourist industry because of its dramatic affect on the ecological system, would 
this be something you would vote for?  I think most sensible people would say no.

Individual

8813 6 It's just not a good thing for Arizona or for the state.  We could do a lot better with 
that land than tear it up, leave a big hole for everybody, and then a clean up that we'll 
probably have to do, the taxpayers will have to clean that mess up once they've taken 
the ore out of the ground.

Individual

8829 2 I just came back from a trip to Pagosa Springs, Colorado, and they had a lot of 
information about mining being open there by a Canadian company that caused all 
kinds of environmental problems and then just left.  So the people there are now 
cleaning up the mess and spending quite a bit of money to so it.  And I don't think 
that's a good idea for here.  It's so pretty here and I don't think we should mess with 
the water and mother nature.

Individual

8837 2 I'm opposed to the Rosemont Mine project, because the history of the west is a 
repeated story of profiteers mining the earth until they become bankrupt, and than 
leave behind, you know, the environmental mess that never gets cleaned up, you 
know, like in Arizona, Bisbee, Jerome, Ajo, to name just a few.

Individual

8840 2 It will change the face of the Santa Rita mountains forever.  It cannot be replaced.  
The wildlife and the habitat, the flora and the fauna that are going to be affected 
cannot ever be replaced.  I think that this is a very selfish move.  And I can't believe 
that the city, state, local federal government would even allow this to happen.  It's 
another case where the United States is blind towards the needs of the land and the 
people and they're out for supporting corporations that are looking for cash.

Individual

8848 8 And as someone who's been involved in remediation of landscape, a 10,000 per acre 
in today's acres for a 20 year hence project cleanup is a pitiful number to be assigned 
to this.

Individual

8849 8 I'm very concerned about the cost of environmental clean up from this mine --Individual

8866 2 I have concern about the damage to the desert, remembering what the mines look 
like on the other side of Green Valley, the tailing piles where nothing grows.

Individual

8868 2 I'm concerned about all that goes in with the copper mining and open pits.  The 
mountains are already scared severely from mining.  And I can't see that this is going 
to improve that at all.

Individual

8871 6 It's very short-sighted to move this mine into our world and essentially sacrifice the 
future for a very short-term economic gain.  It's important for our public officials to 
take this into account when they make decisions, and to use long-term thinking 
instead of short-term gain as a motive for making decisions.

Individual

8871 8 Again, the impacts to us are going to be devastating.  It's about water, it's about not 
being able to return the land to its original state.  And future generations will ask us 
how we could possibly make a decision like this without thinking about them and 
without thinking about their future.

Individual
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8977 2  All you have to do is to look at the history of previous mines in the area. Despite 
initial assurances, mining has an abysmal record of failing to protect the natural 
environment during the extraction phase and failing to restore the site when 
operations are over.

Organization

8983 1 Not here, not now… a beautiful mountain area that will never be as it was if we let 
this happen

Organization

8987 3 No mining company that I am aware of has ever kept its word regarding so-called 
clean-up.

Organization

8994 1 Despite what they claim, the mining interests will never be able to "put back 
together" and make whole again that portion of the Santa Rita foothills they want to 
mine. Save the Santa Ritas now...and forever.

Organization

8996 1 Experience elsewhere has shown that open pit mining destroys the land for 
generations and that bonds posted for future reclamations have never been sufficient 
to actually undo all the damage. This land is too important for human use to be 
sacrificed for monetary gain of a few.

Organization

9001 1 The ecological and aesthetic damage from a mine will be permanent and irreversible. 
There are many other options open to the mines, but the beauty of our untouched 
mountains is one of the most treasured assets of southern Arizona. Please do not 
allow this travesty to occur!!

Organization

9090 1 Our children grew up enjoying the beautiful land as we drove to our property in 
Sonoita. We would talk about what the drive might look like in 10-20 years and 
never in our wildest imaginations did any of us come up with "MINING"! How can 
you allow that beautiful part of God's country to be torn, scraped and otherwise 
defaced by mining.  The best laid plans, the company's promises, all the money in the 
world will not protect that peaceful, lovely view/land for our children's children to 
enjoy.  I am NOT an environmentalist activist!!!  But I have enough life's experience 
to know that no matter what "they" say they will do to protect and preserve won't 
happen as they say it will.  Unforseen things come up, accidents happen, 
management changes, laws are maipulated…then where are their promises?  Please 
do not allow this project to procede!!!!! Let them dig their mine in a place less 
traveled by visitors and those residents looking for a rest and retreat from their 
hectic, stress filled world.

Organization

9175 1 There is no middle ground on an open-pit copper mine. For a finite benefit we pay an 
eternal price: the loss of the Rosemont and with it irremediable damage to the NCA, 
the Santa Ritas and the entire Sonoita Valley..

Organization

9217 1 This project would be a hideous scar, not redeemable, on a landscape that cannot be 
replaced ever again. The opportunity to say "no" is now.

Organization
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9334 1 The affects on our environment from mining this area will be irreversible, look at any 
mine site big or small. There is no such thing as an aesthetically pleasing open pit 
mine, regardless of the reconstruction. The Rosemont Junction Mine is not in the 
best interst of the surrounding community.  $$ is driving our government again 
andnot the communities health and welfare.  Think about who stands to make out 
well in this deal, it's not the general public! Now think about who this will negatively 
impact the most! Who will pay in the long run 30 years from now? Minimal short 
term economic benefits at the cost of never ending future payments; good deal I 
think not.

Organization

9381 1 Please recognize the greatest value of this magnificent landscape to humanity, and 
excercise the wisdom not to destroy it permanently for short term gain. We all know 
that no amount of environmental remediation can ever restore the original beauty of 
thes

Organization

9428 1 Every time we look out our back window and see the results of the most recent 
mining operations in the Santa Ritas—an ugly scar on the west side of the range that 
dominates the landscape of a large area from Corona de Tucson to Green 
Valley—we are reminded of the obvious truth that mining companies are in business 
to make a profit, not to protect the environment.

Organization

9475 1 Don't destroy what can NEVER be replaced!Organization

9557 1 A pit mine is incompatible with the beauty of the Santa Rita Mountains. Visual scars 
from pit mining would mar the landscape for CENTURIES.

Organization

9676 2 As a citizen of the Tucson Area, I am strongly opposed to mining in the Santa Ritas, 
and feel the long-lasting effects will be highly detrimental to the ecological health of 
the area as seen in past copper mines throughout Arizona.

Organization

9729 1 There is no price or value that could justify what will be lost.Organization

9846 1 When it's gone it's goneOrganization

9849 4 Please save the desert and all the animals and beauty, This can not be replaced, we 
our the caretakers of this earth.

Organization

9862 1 Once it's gone, it's gone forever. This land belongs to us all.Organization

9931 1 think of the impact on generations to come.Organization

9975 1 Please do not destroy the Santa Rita's by allowing a mine to be approved. It would be 
devastating to the area and the Santa Rita's would never be the same. The damage 
that a open pit mine does to the area and its surrounding environment is not 
repairable.

Organization

9976 1 Please do not destroy the Santa Rita's by allowing a mine to be approved. It would be 
devastating to the area and the Santa Rita's would never be the same. The damage 
that a open pit mine does to the area and its surrounding environment is not 
repairable.

Organization

9988 1 A mine is ugly FOREVER!!!!Organization
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10046 1 I truly hope that something can be done to stop this mine, before permanent damage 
is done.

Organization

10232 1 a mine will provide short term fake economic boost and leave waste for long term 
which is no more satisfactory

Organization

10251 1 once gone/never replaced/no to the rape of the Santa RitasOrganization

10294 1 The dramatic lingering environmental impact is far greater for Tucson than the short-
term greed fulfillment for Rosemont--a Canadian firm!

Organization

10304 2 I can't fathom destroying the Santa Ritas and leaving them scarred like Green Valley. 
Join the fight!

Organization

10311 1 This mine project will be of no lasting benefit to the state of Arizona or its citizens. 
The short term benefits will only be seen by the mining company at the expense of 
Arizona taxpayers and all who visit this beautiful state. And the negative 
consequences of mining activity to the Santa Ritas will last forever.

Organization

10319 1 We need to protect the enviroment from people who just want the money and will 
tell you anything to get a foothold. Then they do what they want and don't keep any 
of their verbal promises!

Organization

10370 3 Mining companies have a horrible track record of cleaning up their messes.Organization

10371 1 There are plentiful ore bodies that do not so closely border developed residential 
property or involve such senic land so central to the quality of life in this area. This 
is a poor fit in an area whose window for resource exploitation on this scale has 
come and gone in the evolution of Tucson Basin. One need not look far to observe 
the results of promised reclamation and know what the reality could look like and 
value what exists.

Organization

10472 2 One thing for sure is the damage that will exist forever to the land proposed for 
mining by August Reousrces. We need forward thinking use of natural resources in 
the world. Let us not suffer from the lack of wisdom that will forever be the legacy of 
the lack of wisdom on the part of the earlier and less aware. THE UNFORSEEN 
REQUIRES WE HAVE A MORE MATURE REGARD FOR THE FUTURE.!

Organization

10484 1 Please do not let large mining companies sacrafice our beautiful land forever for 30 
years of profit!

Organization

10508 1 The Santa Ritas are an amazing treasure in Tucson's backyard. This mine will 
destroy a huge portion of them and will leave a disaster for generations to come.

Organization

10516 2  The mine would be a permanent scar.Organization

10609 2 The company proposing to mine here is slimly funded and does not have the 
resources to provide clean-up should they bail.

Organization

10648 1 The desert does not heal quickly.Organization

10715 1 There are plenty of other sources of copper, including recycling. Please do not allow 
the mining company to destroy our environment. Especially since none of the clean-
up promises are enforceable. Look around at the other mining communities in the 
southwest, it didn't work for them!

Organization
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10773 1 20 years of corporate profits will leave future generations with no more than an ugly 
scar on the Santa Ritas. Money should not be held above all else, we can not replace 
what will be lost if this area is mined.

Organization

10874 4  Agruments about the mine benefiting the economy are spurious, at best. The 
majority of the capital generated by the mine will be reinvested elsewhere, not back 
into the local economy; the on going operation of the mine is entirely dependent 
upon the global price of copper…as soon it is no longer porfitable the mine will 
close, leaving the citizens of Pima County the responsibility of dealing with the 
waste and destruction caused by the mine for generations to come.

Organization

10924 3 The Santa Ritas as we see them are over 26 million years old and a mine wants to 
destroy them in a few years forever, no on your mind. These mountains are mine, my 
children, grandchildren and their children to come forever.

Organization

10932 1 Mining scars are permanent! No amount of "reclaiming" will undo the damage.Organization

10965 1 Let's not create permanent destruction of a natural treasure for short-term gain. We 
are responsible for what we leave coming generations..

Organization

10973 1 AZ Rt 83 would never be the same. Ugly plan.Organization

11039 2 To conserve the environment and integrity of the National Forest, and to enhance the 
post-mine public land use, the operator (Rosemont Copper, or its successor) must 
also be required to complete reclamation work, concurrent with the Rosemont pit 
operations, on existing abandoned mines in the Helvetia-Rosemont district such as 
the Helvetia mine, Copper World, Old Dick, Heavy Weight, Peach Knob, Omega, 
Copper Duke, Curtice, Narragansett and all other lesser abandoned mines in the area.

Individual

11047 15 How will the chemical dust suppressant affect the growth of revegetation if 
revegetation is supposed to be concurrent with tailings disposal?

Individual

11050 3 These mines leave huge, permanent scars on the mountains that can never be undone 
and cleaned up. We can never get "pristine" back.

Individual

11064 1 I have reviewed the Notice of Intent and Mine Plan of Operations summary, and am 
extremely concerned about many points. My first point of concern is the Waste Rock 
Storage Areas. The proposal says that "revegetation and reclamation of the waste 
rock buttresses would begin as soon as possible," but what exactly does "as soon as 
possible" mean? When the nearby Duval mine was started in the 1960's, residents 
were assured that those buttresses would be revegetated in 20 years. This was a local 
company that was supposed to have the resident's best interests in ming. How can we 
trust similar assurances from a foreign company that doesn't have any reason to care 
about local interests?

Individual

11064 6 Landscapes destroyed by mines like this, once built, can NEVER be restored to their 
original state. I realize that Forest Service lands are "Lands of Many Uses," but in 
this particular case, the proposed land should NOT be used for mining.

Individual

11082 12 Is it going to be Augusta Resources or its subsidiary Rosemont Copper who 
completes the Reclamation of the project? It is not immediately clear from reading 
this section as it states that Augusta Resources will be doing the reclamation.

Individual
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2122 2 Augusta Mining's short term economic boom can not possibly offset the disastrous 
long term impact on recreation that this proposed encroachment would have.

Individual

2182 5 How many recreational visitors to the forest want to gaze upon a landscape scarred 
by such a mine? I'm sure that other uses of the forest will plummet, once mining 
commences.

Individual

2311 3 The expected population growth in Arizona is going to have a big impact on all 
resources, and they will demand more land to be free for recreation.

Individual

2360 3 I am writing to oppose the Mine's approval for many reasons. Here are some:
The destruction of pristine land that can never be restored, and as a result the loss of 
recreation for people.

Individual

2677 17 There are so many demands on land in Arizona. Human population and urban and 
rural development are growing at such a rate that there will soon be a time when the 
only land left for the public to use for recreation, and the only land left for wildlife, 
will be the public land. The Forest Service should consider that the highest value of 
Arizona public land is for public recreation,

Government

7163 73 In addition to the economic and social concerns discussed above, these proposals 
raise significant environmental concerns. If the mines are developed, they would 
destroy extensive areas of habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the 
endangered jaguar; degrade air quality; produce significant amounts of greenhouse 
gas emissions; drawdown aquifers, contaminate ground and surface water supplies; 
negatively impact scenic views; increase traffic on scenic and commuter highways; 
and eliminate current recreational use by a broad-cross section of local residents and 
visitors alike.

Organization

7456 17 There are so many demands on land in Arizona. Human population and urban and 
rural development are growing at such a rate that there will soon be a time when the 
only land left for the public to use for recreation  will be the public land. The Forest 
Service should consider that the highest value of Arizona public land is for public 
recreation

Government

7550 3 The Rosemont Valley is heavily used by mountain bikers, hikers, off-highway 
vehicles, bicyclists, and hunters. Recreational use would be forced to move to 
already heavily used areas, creating conflict with growing subdivisions. The 
additional loss of recreational lands will aggravate our increasinly crowded public 
lands associated with Pima County's population growth, and decrease the quality of 
recreational experiences.

Individual

7812 18 Decreased and degraded recreational experiences from overcrowding on USFS lands 
within the Coronado National Forest resulting from continued populations growth in 
Southern Arizona;

Individual
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14 2 An open pit mine located so near Hwy 83 would affect recreational activities in the 
area. We camp, cave, and hike in the area; these activities would definitely be 
compromised by the existence of an open-pit mine.

Individual
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19 4 We lose recreationIndividual

24 23 Daily blasing is required to remove rock (or overburden) covering the ore body.  The 
impact to nearby recreational users in the National Forest will be equivalent to daily 
sonic booms.

24 29 The Rosemont Valley is heavily used by mountain bikers, hikers, off-highway 
vehicles, bicyclists, and hunters. Recreational use would be forced to move to 
already heavily used areas, creating conflict with growing subdivisions.  The 
additional loss of recreational lands will aggravate our increasingly crowded public 
lands assocated with Pima County's population growth, and decrease the quality of 
recreational experiences.

27 5 The mine will degrade a truly wondergful portion of SE AZ - an important birding 
area, hiking, and motor bike area.

Individual

43 21 How much will it cost if you have to sedate your horses if they are nervous by having 
to ride next to all those ore trucks on Sonoita Highway? Even if it is extra time to 
calm them down at your location when you arrive. What is the cost of your 
investment if your horse is injured or killed in an accident on Sonoita Highway 
because you have three mines using that road?

Individual

54 1 If recreation groups do not quit using in the Rosemont area, will NFS close access to 
these groups as conflicts arise.

Individual

60 5 I take people to this area 4 wheel driving at times and they frown at the potential 
affect on Tourism--This when combined with other proposed mines in the area 
would alter the serene rural qualities that are truly more valuable.

Individual

63 2 I use this area for hiking camping and solitude! The mine will make this area 
unsuitable for people for to use for a long time.

Individual

159 7 This area of the Santa Rita Mountains is used extensively by citizens of Pima County 
for recreation, including hiking, bird watching, bicycling, horseback riding, hunting 
and off-road vehicle use, among other activities.
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160 56 COMMENT 3: DESTRUCTION OF THE REGION'S FRAGILE SCENIC 
BEAUTY AND RECREATIONAL VALUE BY THE MINE IS CERTAIN. THESE 
ADVERSE REGIONAL EFFECTS ARE UNDERESTIMATED BY AUGUSTA 
AND MUST BE FURTHER AND INDEPENDENTLY STUDIED TO BE 
SUFFICIENTLY UNDERSTOOD AND AVOIDED OR FULLY MITIGATED. The 
Coronado National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan states the 
following: "As local and tourist populations increase in the Coronado's zone of 
influence, the demand for outdoor recreation on the National Forest can be expected 
to continue to exceed the ability of the Forest Service to provide needed services. 
Several issues are generated by this situation as follows:   1. Identification of 
potential overuse areas and establishment of carrying capacities (number of people 
who can use as area without damage to natural resources). 2. Regulation of Off-Road 
Vehicle use to protect other Forest resources and uses, while continuing to provide 
this much demanded recreational opportunity.  3. Use of land for recreational 
development and dispersed uses, and establishment of equitable fees for recreational 
use. 4. The role of the private sector in providing recreation services on and adjacent 
to the National Forest must be reassessed. 5. Inventory and management planning for 
the Coronado's many caves, and location of this resource to recreational, scientific, 
and wilderness uses.

160 58 Augusta plans to destroy 4,415 acres of steadily vanishing unspoiled wilderness 
valued for its scenic beauty

160 62 COMMENT 3B: THE PRESENCE OF A LARGE OPEN PIT COPPER MINE AT 
ROSEMONT IN THE SANTA RITA MOUNTAINS WILL ADVERSELY 
IMPACT THE REGIONAL RECREATIONAL VALUES OF THE CORONADO 
NATIONAL FOREST.                          Discussion: The Mine's physical footprint of 
4,415 acres, secured behind perimeter fences, will no longer be accessible for 
recreational enjoyment by thousands of hikers, picnickers, camper, bicyclists, 
motorcyclists, quad riders, off-road drivers, hunters, photographers, amateur 
astronomers, rock hounds, birders, other animal watchers, and other naturalists. An 
even larger area, although accessible, will no longer be valued by the thousands of 
visitors whose recreational enjoyment of the Coronado National Forest will be 
adversely impacted by the Mine's ugly appearance (see COMMENT 
3A).                         Mitigation: The northern Santa Rita Mountains are strategically 
situated in that portion of the Coronado National Forest located within the greater 
Tucson metropolitan region. The region is rapidly urbanizing, with a concurrent 
increase in demand for outdoor recreation at the same time the amount of open space 
land available for recreation is shrinking proportionally. As a result, there is 
unrelenting and rapidly increasing pressure to maintain existing recreational lands 
accessible to this growing population. The Rosemont Valley is an essential feature in 
this regional recreation pattern, thus there should be no preemption of recreational 
resources, and any impacts on recreational resources should be fully 
mitigated.               There is a large body of Forest Service policy and regulation 
related to visitation and recreation on the public lands under the agency's 
jurisdiction. It is therefore imperative that all applicable policies, regulations, 
procedures, programs and other guidelines be fully applied in the formulation of 
mitigation measures which can eliminate or substantially reduce the adverse impacts 
on recreation resulting from the proposed project.
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183 6 How will multiple uses of forest land, such as hiking, biking, birdwatching, camping 
and many others continue to exist with a mine?

1525 2 I visit the Rosemont & Helvetia areas regularly with a 4 wheel drive Ford & have 
been a hike leader for 15 years in the GV Hiking Club, leading hikes there & 
enjoying the natural beauty.

Individual

1553 7 how will it affect recreational users in the Santa Ritas?Individual

1564 3 Can we not have sone pristine place left in this country for enjoying an walk away 
from dust and noise?! What about reserving an aria for bolstering the human spirit?

Individual

1566 10 and places for recreationIndividual

1579 1 As an avid hunter, I am concerned for the hunting ground.  I have hiked and hunted 
since I was a boy.  Wild life is subject to water shortages, loss of fodder, decreased 
range, blasting, traffic perils, and the result is loss of traditional hunting range in this 
area.

Individual

1583 2 The mine operation will in no way hinder the birders from practicing their hobby 
because Madera Canyon is the main birding area.

Individual

1599 1 I have enjoyed the Helvetia/Rosemont area for the last 37 year and my recreational 
activites will be severly impacted by this mine.

Individual

1600 4 I actively hike in the proposed site area (actually near it since it is "roped off").Individual

1607 1 If the role of the NFS is to protect our pulic lands for the benefit of all, then any cost 
benefit analysis will reveal this mine to be a disaster for Pima & Santa Cruz counties 
in recreation

Individual

1611 13 I believe the Rosemont Copper Project would negatively impact: Recreational use of 
the National Forest Lands, both short-term and in the future.

Individual

1620 8 My primary concerns are:
Loss of hunting

Individual

1625 8 (3) the mine would irretrievably impact prime recreational land used extensively by 
ranchers, trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from throughout 
Southern Arizona and beyond;

Organization

1656 10 The Rosemont mine must not be approved because:
Hunting, camping, hiking, riding horses and ATVs and bird watching will be 
eliminated from the area would the mine. How will CNF expain to the American 
public who owns these lands that they are less important than a Canadian mining 
company that has never run a mine?

Individual
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1673 1 As a OHV user in the Rosemont area and OHV

I am concerned the mining will affect the OHV use and safety in the area.

What plans are being done to protect OHV rights and use or will it be moved or 
redesigned.

OHV from all sources in Pima County totalled 409 million dollars according to there 
records in 2006.

Individual

1674 7 We care about the forest areas in our neighborhood. We have participated in clean up 
efforts in the national forest. We have played in these areas.

Individual

1679 2 This is also my favorite recreation area which will be destroyed.Individual

1741 7 Currently this area expriences heavy weekend use for ATV Riding, 4 wheeling, 
horseback riding etc. these uses would disapear placing more strain on other 
recreational areas Due to increased usage.

Individual

1742 3 Currently a train whistle can be heard for our 6 miles Blasting and heavy equipment 
contained within this narrow valley will be diruptive to homeowners in the area and 
will negatively affect recreational use of Highway 83.

Individual

1746 7 The Board of the Cienega Watershed  Partnership (CWP) is deeply concerned about 
the potential devastating environmental impacts of the open pit mine proposed for 
Rosemont Ranch. In particular, the Board believes that: 
the mine would irretrievably impact prime recreational land used extensively by 
ranchers, trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from throughout 
Southern Arizona and beyond

Organization

1748 5 The Mine's operation will deleteriously affect:
Recreation for local and Tucson residents

Organization

1769 2 The ride to Sonoita on Hwy 83 is beautiful. Rosemont Jct. is a great place to ride 
Quads, Horses, hike etc.

Individual

1776 7 Recreation would be negatively effeted in this scenic corridor.Individual

1784 3 Recreational impact- These lands intersect with the AZ Trail and other historical 
trails that allow hiking, horseback riding, biking, hunting… that would be screned by 
this mine.

Individual

1805 7 Where will ATV traffic be referred when access to the Rosemont recreation area will 
be limited by mine traffic?

Individual

1817 3 The proposed mine would have a large negative impact on the Arizona Trail, and 
new fencing has already restricted recreational (horse, foots, atv) use of the area 
These impacts cannot be mitigated.

Individual
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1857 6 The Santa Rita Mountains are a primary recreational area for the people of the 
Tucson metropolitan area, for residents throughout southeastern Arizona and for 
tourists from around the world. We come horseback, by bicycle, motorcycle, 4-wheel 
drive off-road vehicles. We hike, walk and run. We come for day trips and we come 
to camp. We come for peace and quite and to enjoy the spectacular beauty. We come 
to watch birds and other wildlife in their natural habitat and as they migrate through 
the area.

Individual

1858 2 We enjoy the recreation opportunities that the Santa Ritas provide and wish ro 
continue to see these mountains preserved for horse back riding, camping, hiking, 
and 4 wheeling.

Individual

1859 2 We enjoy the recreation opportunities that the Santa Ritas provide and wish to 
continue to see these mountains preserved for horse back riding, camping, hiking, 
and 4 wheeling.

Individual

1860 2 We enjoy the recreation opportunities that the Santa Ritas provide and wish to 
continue to see these mountains preserved for horse back riding, camping, hiking, 
and 4 wheeling.

Individual

1891 29 Public enjoyment of the area will be restricted regarding biking, hiking, hunting, 
camping, and bird watching.

Individual

1900 10 The risk to the beauty of the Santa Rita Mountains is truly not worth hav… mine 
anywhere  near it.  All of us who enjoy the recreation really find having a mine there 
to be most appalling.  What will be done to protec…recreation of the Santa Rita's?

Individual

1903 3 After my return home in 1946 (WWII Navy Vet) I used to hunt with bow & arrow in 
this part of our country.  Hunted deer & javalina.

Individual

1906 1 I wonder what impact the proposed mine will have on the Arizona Trail since the 
trail goes right through the proposed mining area.  We have spent thousands of 
dollars mapping and laying out this trail as an incentive for hikers to enjoy Arizona 
and they will get to Southern Arizona and be turned off by a mining operation.  Is 
this the kind of tourist attraction you want?

Individual

1922 10 Trucks to and from the mine every 10-15 minutes all day, every day, would endanger 
tourists who use Scenic High 83 regularly.

Individual

1922 14 Hunting, camping, hinking, riding horses and ATVs and bird watching will be 
eliminated from the area around the mine.

Individual

1924 6 Elimination or restriction of biking, hiking, hunting, camping and bird watchingIndividual

1926 2 We will loose many hiking opportunites near the proposed mine and the surrounding 
area.

Individual

1927 6 There will be permanent destruction of thousands of acres of national forest land 
including recreation areas by the dumping of tailing on national forest land.

Individual

1930 6 Elimination or restriction of biking, hiking, hunting, camping and bird watchingIndividual

1931 9 The valley running from Nogalas to Tucson is rapidly and aggressively being 
developed. This significantly impacts human access to open areas for recreation and 
solitude. How is this loss to be mitigated?

Individual
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1942 6 The hiking + birding opportunities in the beautiful Santa Ritas will be lost forever.Individual

1944 4 Recreation would be negatively impacted.Individual

1953 3 I'm an avid hiker and have hiked many of the trails on both the east and west sides of 
the Santa Ritas.  It's the best part of my week to experience a hike in this area.

Individual

1953 10 Allowing the mine to go in will eliminate hiking, biking and other forms of recreatio 
from happening in this area.

Individual

1956 20 Elimination or restriction of biking, hiking, hunting, camping, and bird watchingIndividual

1962 3 Having recently hiked the Greaterville Trail in the Santa Ritas with its beathtaking 
views of the Santa Cruz Valley, I shudder to think what will become of this beautiful 
outdoor recreation area if Rosemont Copper mine becomes a reality.

Individual

1964 21 At the moment it is clear that the common sense and intuition of "ordinary people" in 
Santa Cruz County oppose an open pit copper mine.  They believe, it will discourage 
residency, recreation, well-being, and happiness.

Individual

1965 2 I have hiked, mountain biked, and explored the beautiful Santa Rita Mountains on 
many occasions. I consider the development of the Rosemont mine to 
unconscionable and unacceptable in every way.

Individual

1968 6 the proposed mine will adversely effect the recreational values of the national forestIndividual

1972 7 This land belongs to the people for recreation, hunting, fishing, and similar 
environmentally safe activities.

Individual

2067 2 Just seeing people enjoy the Scenic Hwy. Bicycles, motor cycles, tourists, AZ folks, 
etc….

Individual

2075 4 The Rosemont Valley is heavily used by mountain bikers, hikers, bicyclists, hunters, 
and off-highway vehicles. If the mine were allowed, recreational use would be forced 
to move to already heavily used areas, decreasing the qaulity of recreational 
experiences.

Individual

2079 6 That area along Rt. 83 is unique and highly used recreational area and will be spoiled 
with the mine there.

Individual

2084 8 Restriction on recreational activities would quite likely be the consequence of this 
project.

Individual

2088 2  We feel that there is no explanation, presentation, data, or excuse that would change 
the the fact that LIFELONG, PERMANENT DAMAGE to the Santa Rita would 
occur is this mine becomes a reality.

Individual

2091 12 Elimination or restriction of biking, hiking, hunting, camping, and bird watching.Individual

2093 4 The copper from this deposit does not come close to paying for the distruction of this 
land that is heavily used for publc recreation.

Individual

2096 2 The draw was the Santa Rita's. We hike and bike all over the mountain range.Individual
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2107 3 Recreation: The area of Rosemont Valley - Forest Lands owned by us, the 
taxpayers - are used by us, the taxpayers for recreation. Please don't take away our 
backyard and give it to a foreign coporation to destroy. Why would you do that?

Individual

2129 2 I have hiked in this area and know it is a wonderful area and a reason why; people 
live and visit here.

Individual

2143 11 This is beautiful irreplaceable land, biologically rich. Biking, bird watching, 
camping, hiking, hunting, sight-seeing, vacationing depends on it.

Individual

2144 3 We lived in Green Valley for four years and hiked the mountains. They are far too 
fragile and precious.

Individual

2148 20 Elimination or restriction of biking, hiking, hunting, camping, and bird watching.Individual

2156 21 elimination or restriction of biking, hiking, hunting, camping, and bird watchingIndividual

2162 4 As a citizen of Arizona and an avid hiker and outdoors person, I oppose the mining 
of the Santa Rita mtns.

Individual

2163 1 I would hate to see the destruction of so much beautiful land in which we use for 
hiking camping and various other activities which will be taken away if this happens.

Individual

2170 17 The mine will result in elimination or restriction of biking, hiking, hunting, camping, 
and bird watching.

Individual

2173 2 As a popular recreational area, it should be preserved as open space for the 
enjoyment of future generations.

Individual

2174 21 Elimination or restriction of biking, hiking, hunting, camping, and bird watching.Individual

2187 1 As a frequent hiker in the Coronado National Forest I am strongly opposed to the use 
of Forest Service Land for mining activity.

Individual

2196 1 Over the last couple years, I've been riding my mountain bike (bicycle) on jeep trails 
northeast of the Santa Rita Mountains and of the proposed mine.

Individual

2198 13 The population of Metro-Tucson has literally grown up around the mine site in 
relative close proximity. The city limits of Tucson proper goes east of Vail Rd., north 
of I-10., which is only a short distance. The ECONOMIC IMPACTS of this mine 
will weigh heavily on the diverse recreation.

Individual

2207 2 I have been hunting Coues Whitail Deer and Javelina for 35 years. My father hunted 
it for 30 years before that and now my sons do. We also hike this area and camp.

Individual

2208 7 This area is a recreational area with residents nearby.Individual

2209 5 The Rosemont Valley area of this proposed mine is one of the most popular and 
diverse recreation areas that I have experienced. On one hike on a Sunday I observed 
hikers, campers, off road motorcycles, and all terrain vehicles. Nearby Madera 
Canyon is a world class birding area, and Cienega Creek Preserve, a Pima County 
Park, is a water stop for migrating birds.

Individual

2209 13 The quality of human and other life in the area is threatened by the elimination and 
restriction of biking, hiking, hunting, camping, and bird watching.

Individual
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2213 3 An open pit mine would forever destroy this habitat to include the great recreational 
attributes it has today.

Individual

2218 21 At the moment it is clear that the common sense and intuition of "ordinary people" in 
Santa Cruz County oppose an open pit copper mine.  They believe, it will discourage 
residency, recreation, well-being, and happiness.

Individual

2242 1 This Canadian mining project would create an ecological disaster in an already 
fragile high desert scenic environment.

Individual

2242 5 It would destroy my hiking area which I VALUE far greater than the copper 
produced.

Individual

2242 8 I been hiking in that area about once per week for about 9 years. In the summer I go 
to Gardner Canyon area which is a little bit higher than the Rosemont area. In the 
winter I hike the Rosemont area.

Individual

2256 8 Our tourists would certainly shun the areas they used to love for hiking, camping, 
and other soul-enriching activities.

Individual

2266 9 Don't let our precious Santa Rita Mountains and desert be destroyed: Preserve our 
right to bike, hike, camp and bird watch.

Individual

2272 11 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 mine pit?  Mental health here???

Individual

2280 5 What alternatives are going to be provided for people who enjoy hiking, biking, 4-
wheel driving and camping on Forest Service land that could be monopolized by 
mining operations?

Individual

2291 12 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? Mental health here???

Individual

2294 2 It has been our joy to view the mountains from the road driving to Sonoita and 
hiking throughout the Helvia and Rosemont area with the Green Valley Hiking Club 
many times during each year.

Individual

2296 3 I hope you will consider the hiking trails in the decision to open an open pit copper 
mine.

Individual

2301 5 I camp and ride horses in the Santa Rita Mountains.Individual

2319 1 One of the designated uses of the National Forests in recreation. The purpose of this 
comment sheet is to identify the impact to one aspect of the recreational use of the 
area of the Santa Rita Mountains that would be affected by the proposed Rosemont 
Copper Project and needs to be addressed in the Environmental Impact Statement. 
The recereational use that I am referring to is hiking.

Individual
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2319 2 The Green Valley Hiking Club currently has over 400 members who make extensive 
use of all of the varied areas of the Coronado National Forest. The use of these areas 
varies throughout the course of the year with the higher elevations during the warm 
months and the lower elevations during the cold weather months. The area of the 
Coronado National Forest that will be affected by the Rosemont Copper Project is 
one tha the hiking club relies heavily on during the winter months when the club's 
enrollment swells with winter visitors. The club currently has 16 different hike route 
that would be affected by the Rosemont Project. Removal of these hikes from the 
club's roster of potential hikes would force the club to drive much farther to reach 
acceptable cool weather hiking locations with a resultant increase in gasoline 
consumption.

Individual

2326 4 The destruction of recreational areas will be devastating.Individual

2326 5 I have used the Santa Rita's and would like to continue to use, this will not be 
possible under the proposed plan. The road to our hang gliding launch site will be 
closed.

Individual

2329 1 I am not a resident of the area hoever my wife and I winter in the area. We use the 
area for recreation extensively.

Individual

2331 10 The proposed Rosemont Copper Proejct should be stopped for many reasons that 
include but are not limited to:
Recreational uses of this beautiful area will be permanently and negatively impacted.

Individual

2337 10 The public uses Forest Service land (owned by 'we, the people') for recreation. 
Biking, hiking, hunting, camping, and bird watching, at a minimum, would be 
eliminated in this area if the Rosemont Copper Project were allowed to proceed. This 
recreation area loss would cause further impact on existing and dwindling recreation 
areas to take place.

Individual

2338 11 The public uses Forest Service land (owned by 'we, the people') for recreation. 
Biking, hiking, hunting, camping, and bird watching, at a minimum, would be 
eliminated in this area if the Rosemont Copper Project is allowed.  The Forest 
Service should not allow Augusta to take away this important recreational area.

Individual

2345 3 Re: forthcoming EIS-cost/benefit analysis, suggest USFS afford strong weight to the 
unbelievable, ironic aspect of proposed project, to-wit: Potential strategic/valuable 
materials (copper etc.) to be extracted from OUR public lands, along with total 
desecration of this key natural/wild area (priceless recreational area, especially for 
Pima County residents) all by a Canadian corp. (which has yet to handle a hard rock 
mining project ( for sale largely to China and other foreign countries. Isn't there 
SOMETHING wrong with this picture!!! Thanks for considering this observation 
along with the multitude of other amazing problems and complications of the project.

Individual

2348 14 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 a 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.

Individual
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2349 1 I am a 34 year pima county resident. I live just outside the Corona de Tucson area. I 
frequently use the rosemont junction area to ride quads and dirt bikes with my family 
as well as deer hunting in the fall, during both rifle and archery seasons. I have also 
gone dove and quail hunting in the area. If the proposed strip mine goes in, it would 
seriously affect the recreational opportunities for my family and I. The access to the 
area would be very limited or closed all together.

Individual

2361 2 Our family uses the area for recreation a lot, as do others. Its is a very diverse and 
easily accessible recreational area. We hike, geocache, 4WD and orienteer there. Our 
Tucson orienteering club has spent a lot of time and money to develop maps there. 
We used these to put on an international orienteering meet last February, which 
brought income to the area. This mine would wipe out at least half of our map.

Individual

2367 2 The area has some pristine wildlife, along with the Arizona Trail running past the 
mine. I have frequented this trail near Box Canyon on a yearly basis.

Individual

2368 1 Since moving to Tucson in 2005, I have spent many weekends hiking and mountain 
biking in the Santa Ritas.

Individual

2383 13 The mine will preclude all other uses of this area of National Forest. Specifically 
recreational access to this area will be lost.

Individual

2385 5 Recreation: The Rosemont plan assures access to hiking recreation areas. The Green 
Valley Hiking Club has 14 documented hikes that would be eliminated, as the land 
would be covered with tailings, or the canyons and ridges obliterated. Exactly what 
is the plan for recovery of lost recreation opportunity?

Individual

2387 4 There are many reasons to oppose the proposed Rosemont Copper Project including 
a negative affect on recreational use of the Coronado National Forest

Individual

2412 3 Consider the public impact of losing the huge USFS/ BLM recreational/ wildlife 
benefits of the areas around proposed mine pit and adjacent areas.

Individual

2427 6 It would: ruin recreational activities in the vicinity- hiking, camping, hunting, 
mountain biking and picnicking.

Individual

2440 8 4) As human beings we have a need for contact with undisturbed nature and open 
space as well, both as visitors and inhabitants. Some of us, by choice, nature and 
illness, cannot prosper in the urban environment. Thousand of citizens live and visit 
this area for their recreation, health and well-being.

Individual

2440 23 5) Other factors, as the impact on the Cienega watershed both from extraction and 
toxic pollution and the proposed water extraction from the northern side of the Santa 
Ritas on Tucson( Department of Hydrology University of Arizona), the further 
impact of road building though the Santa Ritas, the road safety issues and expense 
for road improvement that will be created on highway 83 from the heavy truck traffic 
and increase traffic in general( Arizona Department of Transportation), and the 
decrease attractiveness of the area to recreational users and these economic losses 
must be factored into the impact statement.

Individual
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2446 11 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?  Mental health here???

Individual

2449 6 Damage To: would be devastating
c. recreational useage

Individual

2470 17 3] How does this project impact the astronomy work performed by numerous 
universities on Mt. Hopkins? How will the light, dust, and daily explosions affect 
their future? Will those high-paying, high-tech jobs of tomorrow be lost? Augusta 
talks about job creation and economic benefits of this project, but what about the 
negative affect on the Rosemont Valley that is heavily used by birders, mountain 
bikers, hikers, campers, hunters,horse-back riders, and tourists? How will the jobs 
associated with these activities be replaced?

Individual

2471 2 In the meantime the citizens & Forest Service must do all we can to keep the Grand 
Canyon & Santa Ritas for recreation only.

Individual

2484 7 My opposition is based on the following objections:
Permanent loss of a huge area of public land to public use.  This is an important 
recreation area highly valued by birders, naturalists, hikers, and all those who value 
magnificent, undisturbed natural areas.

Individual

2489 8 In particular, the Board believes that: 
the mine would irretrievably impact prime recreational land used extensively by 
ranchers, trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from throughout 
Southern Arizona and beyond

Organization

2505 1 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 impact 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.

Individual

2519 6 What alternatives can be put forth for the following other than denying Augusta's 
mining plans:  depriving the public of the use of 3390 acres of PUBLIC LAND for 
20 YEARS.  Augusta is already constructing new roads, putting up fences and other 
obstacles preventing access to National Forest Land.

Individual
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2520 14 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 a 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.

Individual

2524 4 Recreation areas of this sort are scarce near Tucson's rapidly growing population, are 
much needed, not miles more of ugly, useless tailings such as west of Green Valley.

Individual

2524 10 Also consider:
Birders, hikers, campers etc would never again enjoy this prime landscape.

Individual

2540 2 My main concerns:
Desctruction of a prime camping/recreational site.

Individual

2568 1 The proposed project would significantly degrade the walking experiences of hikers 
and other outdoor users of designated trails in the Santa Rita Mountains and its 
foothills, especially the Arizona Trail, as well as the Greaterville Trail (#79).

Organization

2585 4 That the existence of the world-famous Epona Equestrian Center should be 
threatened is a nightmare to me and many others.

Individual

2592 75 The EIS should develop a profile for likely users of USFS land in the proposed 
project area to determine what type of users and how many users will be impacted by 
depriving them of this destination for outdoor recreation.  The analysis should 
consider that the northeastern Santa Rita Mountains is one of the least developed 
tracts of land remaining within an easy and short commute from Tucson.  Thus, the 
area is unique in the quality and diversity of its recreational resources, the ease of 
access to a growing metropolitan community, and importance as a habitat resource 
for wildlife.  The EIS should answer questions such as how many people would 
picnic and camp near the active mine site (Section 3.5.1.3.1) compared to a no action 
alternative, how many users would hike trails in the vicinity of the active mine as 
compared to a no action alternative, and how will the proposed project impact the 
experience of hiking the Arizona Trail as compared to a no action alternative,

Individual

2593 9 The Rosemont Valley provides unique habitat for wildlife, recreational opportunities 
such as hunting, hiking, off-road vehicle riding, horse back riding, bicycle riding, 
camping and bird watching.

Organization

2593 13 The EIS should also consider what other nearby areas of the Coronado National 
Forest provide these same features and opportunities for the wildlife and people of 
Southern Arizona.

Organization

2593 15 The EIS should also consider what other nearby areas of the Coronado National 
Forest provide these same features and opportunities for the wildlife and people of 
Southern Arizona. How would Augusta/Rosemont Copper replace the habitat and 
recreational opportunities that would be lost during the life of the mine and after? 
The amount and types of land disturbance that would result from this proposal must 
be considered.

Organization

2593 18 The communities of Sonoita and Patagonia have economies heavily based on tourism 
and will suffer serious losses if recreation and scenic values are impacted.

Organization
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2593 28 Important considerations are the impact of air and dust pollution on the health of 
both employees and area residents, region- wide visual impact on scenery and view 
sheds and the impact on plant and animal life.  The effect on recreational and 
property values should be established.  Furthermore, the consequences of mine 
operation for ongoing efforts by the City of Tucson and Pima County to meet EPA 
air quality standards must be considered.

The EIS should also consider the following questions and concerns:

-What is the current air quality of the area, and how would the mine affect it?
-What are the wind velocities (minimum, maximum and average) at the mine site 
throughout the year?
-What is the prevailing wind direction throughout the year?
-How far would windblown materials travel from the site and in what directions?
-What would be the composition of the windblown materials and what are the 
associated health risks?
-How does this compare to air quality standards?
-Does the project meet the State and County air quality control regulations?

Organization

2593 68 The mine would cause many land disturbances, including loss of recreational land, 
loss of wildlife habitat and corridors, loss of open space, and viewsheds.

Organization

2593 75 -How will the current recreational users be accommodated elsewhere?

The mine would directly impact the immediate are which is used extensively for 
recreation by the public. Many people currently enjoy picnicking, camping, hiking, 
hunting, bird watching and other outdoor activities in the area. A segment of the 
Arizona Trail is projected to be constructed through the mine site.
-How far away would people have to travel to obtain the same recreational 
opportunities?
-How would this impact them financially, emotionally and socially?
-Since recreational areas in the Coronado National Forest are already extremely 
crowded, particularly on weekends, what is the possibility that nearby biologically 
sensitive areas would be negatively impacted as these activities are shifted?

Organization

2593 93 RECREATIONAL USES
The major concern is that elimination of this part of the Forest for recreational 
purposes will shift activities to already overcrowded places elsewhere in the Forest.
-What additional facilities will be made available?
-Who will pay for them, taxpayers or the applicant?

Organization

2593 95 RECREATIONAL USES
The major concern is that elimination of this part of the Forest for recreational 
purposes will shift activities to already overcrowded places elsewhere in the Forest.
-What additional facilities will be made available?
-Who will pay for them, taxpayers or the applicant?
-What will be the effect on wildlife of this shift?
Many of the current recreationists enjoy ATV's and 4-wheel driving. Other locations 
for these activities are limited within the Forest.
-Where will these activities be accommodated?

Organization
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2596 1 The Tucson Orienteering Club, Limited, believes the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project would have negative impacts to Club activities in the following area:
Forest recreational use.

Individual

2596 6 The proposal shows that processing, waste management, and other support facilities 
and infrastructure could be located on public lands. Some of these facilities would be 
on Forest Service land that is regularly used for club activities, such as orienteering 
meets, rendering them unavailable to us in the future.

Individual

2596 7 The Tucson Orienteering Club was created to foster amateur sports competition in 
cross-county navigation with map and compass. This sport requires large (typically 
1000 acres per daily event) and contiguous areas that allow unfettered on- and off-
trail access and are precisely mapped. Our club has invested significant funds and 
volunteer hours to mao US Forest Service lands in the Rosemont area. The proposed 
facilities and security fence would prohibit access to approximately 3000 acres of 
land that we had mapped and are currently mapping and have been holding regular 
events on since the early 1990's.

Individual

2596 9 An important criteria for high quality orienteering events is that they be held on 
mapped terrain that is unfamiliar to competitors. This means that we need large and 
numerous areas of mapped land in which to continously hold viable orienteering 
events that are both challenging and educational. This proposal would reduce the 
number and variety of suitable mapped areas meeting these criteria that are available 
to us.

Individual

2596 10 The areas are within 90 minutes' drive of most Tucson Orienteering Club members. 
For local participants, there must be reasonable driving distance from where the 
participants live to the mapped site. This proposal would eliminate an area that is 
within reasonable driving distance.

Individual

2596 11 In conclusion, the Rosemont Mine proposal would eliminate access to a significant 
area of suitable terrain that our Club has invested in mapping and uses for recreation 
and education- terrain that we would find extremely difficult to replace. As a result 
this proposal would directly reduce the opportunities for local citizens to enjoy our 
public lands, and it would reduce the opportunities to attract out-of-state and 
international recreational enthusaists, potentially causing negative economic impacts 
on our local community.

Individual

2597 7 There are several reasons why we feel that this is not an appropriate use of forest 
service land. The loss of recreational opportunities.

Individual

2607 7 The Sonoita Creek not only provides a necessary dependable water source for our 
ranch, but also supports Patagonia's birding environment that attracts thousands of 
additional tourists a year who come to enjoy the migratory activities of over 350 
different bird species.

Business

2610 24 How will the mine's use of Forest Service land impact residents and visitors who 
currently use the area for camping, hiking, biking, hunting?

Individual

2617 7 We own and live on 34 acres just a few miles north of the proposed Rosemont mine 
and are deeply concerned with the devestating effect that this project would have on: 
Endless recreation that this area has provided us for the 33 years that we have been 
blessed enough to been in residence here.

Individual
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2617 37 We take recreational walks every night. Bright lights from a mining operation would 
ruin all of this.

Individual

2626 5 I feel the mine wuold leave a huge scar damaging recreation areas.Individual

2640 3 This proposed mine would span Santa Cruz and Pima Counties and threatens to 
destroy a unique  recrational area.

Individual

2651 10 We believe that it would adversely impact:3. recreation use of Nat'l Forest landsIndividual

2668 17 3.  The surrounding area
The hikers, the birders, the campers, the trail riders who enjoyed the area will add 
their numbers to Las Cienegas, and Gardner Canyon.  A visit to Kentucky Camp 
won't seem such a step back in time.  The AZ Trail probably should be moved.

Individual

2668 19 Fewer folks will stray down the wonderful Greaterville/Box Canyon road.Individual

2673 12 All of the recreation associated with the buried Barrel Canyon drainage area will be 
eliminated or changed forever.

Individual

2676 9 Concerning the proposed Rosemont mine project, to start with a arecent Sonoran 
Institute study stating: The Proposed Rosemont project would produce significant 
costs for local individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, 
including: 

decreased revenues from outdoor recreation

Business

2677 23 Wildlife recreationists complained to our personnel about the damage to wildlife and 
habitat and the damage to their wildland experience. The impact of the testing phase 
will be miniscule compared to the impact of the actual mine operation.

Government

2677 28 If the water table is lowered around the Santa Cruz River or in the Santa Rita 
Mountains, the impacts to vegetation will adversely impact wildlife (which in turn 
impacts wildlife recreation).

Government

2677 41 We also have a concern about failure of reclamation to occur or to be adequte for the 
needs of wildlife. When this happens, the public who enjoy that wildlife are always 
the losers.

Government

2677 45 As we stated above, we believe that this mine will impact wildlife recreation in an 
area that is much larger than the footprint of the mine. If this mine is permitted, the 
entire northern portion of the Santa Rita Mountains will be virtually lost of wildlife 
values.

Government

2677 49 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Loss of hunting opportunity

Government

2677 66 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Public access for wildlife recreation

Government

2680 13 Throughout the country it is becoming more and more difficult to find recreational 
areas that are not swarming with people.

Individual
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2683 6 This area is one of Southern Arizona's most beautiful recration areasIndividual

2688 23 We are worried for the velvet darkness of our night skies. We have already heard 
from neighbors who live in close proximity to the mine that the 24-hour a day work 
going on at the mine site is detrimental to stargazing.

Organization

2689 6 All the major local and regional political entities (including Pima County, Santa 
Cruz County, City of Tucson, Patagoina, Vail, Sahuarita and congress people 
Grijalwa and Giffords) oppose the mine due to negative impacts on recreation

Individual

2698 2 I have climbed Mt. Wrightson with my three chidlren numerous times. I have close 
friends in Tucson who have a cabin at Parker Canyon Lake, so we often drive the 
Highway 83 throuh Sonoita to visit them and enjoy the easter view of the Santa Ritas.

Business

2698 7 This places the Rosemont site in what should be described as Tucson's "green belt" 
an area which should be largely preserved as parkland, with tourist development 
involving birding, caving, horseback riding, and hunting

Business

2713 14 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
A complete anlaysis of existing and ongoing vehicle impacts in the project area, 
including those from off-road vehicles (ORV) activity

Organization

2713 15 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
A thorough discussion of how the Forest Service and the mine operators will limit 
ORV impacts in the area, as well as mitigation measures specific to native plants 
from all proposed activities under each alternative.

Organization

2721 8 Recreation/Scenic – The Santa Rita Mountains contain over 155,000 acres which 
make it a very large “playground”.

Individual

2724 35 The mining plan of operations addresses recreational impacts by squeezing trails and 
roads into a narrow corridor between the giant Rosemont earthen berm and Scenic 
Highway 83, which would have many mining trucks and other traffic driving into 
and out of the complex.

Individual

2726 2 I have climbed Mt. Wrightson with my three chidlren numerous times. I have close 
friends in Tucson who have a cabin at Parker Canyon lake, so we often drive the 
Highway 83 throuh Sonoita to visit them and enjoy the easter view of the Santa Ritas.

Business

2726 7 This places the Rosemont site in what should be described as Tucson's "green belt" 
an area which should be largely preserved as parkland, with tourist development 
involving birding, caving, horseback riding, and hunting

Business

2729 23 We are worried for the velvet darkness of our night skies. We have already heard 
from neighbors who live in close proximity to the mine that the 24-hour a day work 
going on at the mine site is detrimental to stargazing.

Organization
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2731 3 Approximately 100% of our business revenue is generated by visitors to the area. 
According to a recent study conducted by the Sonoran Institute, decreased revenues 
from outdoor recreation and tourism will most likely generate costs to the local 
economy far in excess of any positive economic impacts of the proposed mine.

Business

2736 56 The Santa Ritas are used by many people for recreational purposes; hunting, hiking, 
camping, horseback riding, off-road vehicles.  The Rosemont Mine will be in close 
proximity to populatin centers will limit or negate altogether their access to many 
outdoor pursuits.  How does the mine plan to minimize the negative impacts on the 
residents access to the mountains ?

Government

2736 58 What is Augusta Resources/Rosemont Copper's position on diminishing a portion of 
recreational activities?

Government

2742 9 This brings me to the other point that one doesn’t hear much about. We came to this 
area from all over the states and why did we choose to live here, we should ask. 
Wasn’t the recreation, we see of high importance?

Individual

2744 15 We finally found this historic property in Sonoita, but to purchase it, we had to bring 
in a major business partner and, even at that, invest everything we owned in this 
ambitious project.  The fact that we were surrounded by extensive National Forest 
lands in what we were told was a major wildlife recreation area in Gardner Canyon, 
offering immediate access to the Arizona Trail, no less, cinced the deal for us.

Business

2744 18 We jumped through hoops to get the special guest ranch permit, and now it seems 
that a Canadian owned company with Japanese investors is getting an easy green 
light with Forest Service support to come in to this irreplaceable valley dedicated to 
recreation

Business

2752 2 Every year I visit the canyonIndividual

3838 3 Please do not allow our cherished recreational areas in the Santa Rita Mountains to 
be despoiled and polluted by mining operations.

Organization

3931 7 and recreational areas in the scenic Santa Rita Mountains.Organization

4474 11 because of technical advances, hard-rock mining is no longer compatible with urban 
regions - especially in an area that people use for recreations

Individual

5012 3 WHY MINE HERE?  
-These lands have greater value as recreational land than as an open pit mine,

Organization

5012 8 WHY MINE HERE?  
-The Coronado National Forest (CNF) is public, multiple use land.  Areas of this 
land need to be set aside for recreational activities,

Organization

5012 26 WOULD RECREATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES BE LOST?
-The mining plan of operations addresses recreational impacts by squeezing trails 
and roads into a narrow corridor between  the giant Rosemont earthen berm and 
Scenic Highway 83, which would have many mining trucks and other traffic driving 
into and out of the complex.

Organization
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5012 28 WOULD RECREATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES BE LOST?
-The Arizona Trail, currently proposed for designation as a National Scenic Trail, 
runs through the proposed site and would be squeezed into the narrow corridor 
between the mine and Highway 83.

Organization

5272 2 The proposed project would significantly degrade the walking experiences of hikers 
and other outdoor users of designated trails in the Santa Rita Mountains and its 
foothills, especially the Arizona Trail, as well as the Greateville Trail (#79).

Organization

5279 3 There is historic mountain bike use in the Rosemont area, and that use will increase 
with the completion of the Arizona Trail, which is now under construction.

Organization

5280 9 Environmental impacts not adequately addressed:
Effects on recreational & scientific values,

Individual

5284 16 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Environment:

How will the loss of recreational areas for bikers, hikers, ATV's, and hunters be 
replaced?

Individual

6725 8 That a large open-pit copper mine a Rosemont in the scenic Santa Rita Moutains 
might be good idea, that is if society places no value on Arizona's scarce water 
resources, the beauty, calm, and enjoyment of unspoiled natural places, or on the 
lives and livelihoods of the many people who depend upon them.

Individual

6727 2 But what I really want to call to your attention and to the Forest Service attention is 
the 63 cars trucks that we counted that Sunday afternoon along Rosemont Junction 
Road and the associated people, mostly family groups, enjoying camping, barbecues, 
and picnics on a pleasant spring afternoon.  Regrettably, we had to dodge an ATV or 
two, but it was obvious that this was a popular weekend recreation site for several 
hundred people.

As I understand the maps for Augusta's Proposal, all of this activity would be on 
land destined to be buried under the tailing piles they propose.  Where are these 
recreationists to go and what will be the environmental impact of shifting these 
weekend activities to other places?

Of course, I need hardly mention that hikers, hunters, and bicyclists make extensive 
use of the area to be mined.  And the Coronado Forst has a forest plan that includes 
all sorts of recreational activities.  It seems to me that the plan should be revisited, 
and the impact of shifted activities should be carefully evaluated before a conclusion 
of the EIS process.

Individual

6744 5 Third, we were concerned about the effect on human use, recreation, as well as the 
silent beauty of open space.

Individual

6770 7 No doubt the environment will be destroyed.  The mine, milled tailings, roads, 
pipelines, overhead lines, all of the other support that goes with this mine are going 
to change things or destroy things relative to wildlife, cultural artifacts, and those 
places of solitude for various recreational activities.  This neighbor will destroy all of 
this, including the traditional way of life that I have already spoke to.

Individual
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6811 6 Under the guise of mining, Rosemont Company proposes  to invade a pristine 
ecologically and sensitive area, a portion of the Coronado National Forest, and 
thereby destroy and displace all of the flora, fauna, squander groundwater, cut off all 
public general recreation use.

Individual

6827 5  So the Coronado National Forest -- according to their website, the Santa Ritas were 
create for urban recreation. It says after the turn of the century, attention turned to 
southeastern Arizona Sky Islands for yet another resource, recreation. We ask that thi 
forest be preserved for the purpose it was created.

Individual

6836 1 My purpose at this meeting is to request the Rosemont Copper project to assess the 
impact, direct and indirect, on hunting in Arizona Game and Fish Department Hunt 
Unit Management 34A, and impacts on the hunting related economies in, but not 
limited to, the surrounding communities of Sahuarita, Green Valley, and Tucson. 

Based on just a little review of Game and Fish Department's publication, Hunt 
Arizona 2008 Edition, Harvest and Hunt for Big and Small Game, some of the direct 
consequences that we can anticipate may affect hunting in Unit 34A, but may not be 
limited to the following: Displacement or reduction in overall numbers of huntable 
game, including white tail deer, mule deer, javelina, cottontail rabbit, Gambel's quail, 
scaled quail, mourning dove, and white-winged dove, all of which are regularly 
hunted in that hunt management unit.

Reduced hunter access in the northern part of Unit 34A.

Individual

6836 3 Other adverse impacts to game populations beyond the are affected by the footprint 
of the site, including vehicular traffic, potential for dust from mine operations, and 
noise effects on both game populations and hunt quality in the northern part of Unit 
34A.

Individual

6836 5 I certainly hope that as a consequence of the NEPA review process, the potential 
impacts of this project on hunting in Unit 34A and possible mitigation efforts of 
habitat restoration efforts will be addressed.

Individual

6873 14 Pollution, air pollution from operations, increased particulate matter into the air we 
breathe, as well as fossil fuel emissions all need to be fully analyzed. Noise 
pollution; light pollution, impacting astronomical observatories; potential for water 
pollution, both surface and groundwater pollution; recreation and aesthetics, impacts 
to quality recreational opportunities on our public lands, hiking, camping, hang 
gliding, hunting, et cetera; impacts to scenic view shed along the scenic highway; 
and the economic -- we've seen the boom and bust cycle here in Arizona many times 
before, and any economic benefit will inevitably be short-term, not long-term. The 
EIS should also analyze the loss of jobs upon the closure of the mine after 20 years 
or so.

Organization

6876 4 I have nothing against mining in general. I make my living off of rocks. But this is in 
the wrong place. It will ruin our recreation and tourism industries. It will devastate 
our highways and transportation sector. Our power availability in the power grid, 
property values, our astronomical facilities, agriculture.

Organization

6878 1 How will the mine's use of Forest Service land impact residents and visitors who 
currently use the area for camping, hiking, biking, hunting?

Individual
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6878 3 It is necessary that consideration be given to the impact of a mining activity of this 
magnitude on present and future generations of recreational users. They come to the 
area to enjoy its peaceful, scenic, safe and clean environment. The proposed 
Rosemont mine would remove all of these attributes. Future generations would not 
find the idea of camping, hiking, biking, hunting, etc on top of tailings amd other 
mine waste appealing. The recreational and tourism value of the area would be 
forever and irrevocably destroyed. The benefit of the projected 500 temporary jobs 
can never outweigh what will be forever lost.

Individual

6886 2 If the dam failed it would impact the Arizona Trail, Scenic highway 83, residents 
along the Davidson wash, and the Davidson canyon.

Individual

6919 6 How will multiple uses of forest land, such as hinking, biking, birdwatching, 
camping and many others continue to exist with a mine?

Individual

6923 10 How will hunting, mountain biking, and hiking in the area be affected by the 
Rosemont mine.  What areas will recreational users lose access to and what will the 
total acreage lost?

Individual

6930 2 The area they want is near where our favorite mts canyon and hiking area where they 
are luring people with the offer of 500 mining jobs. Kids where I taught thought that 
was great, but they don't live near one mine where the trees don't grow as before and 
dust is abounded and arsenic and other chemicals from mining operation is in the 
soil and water. They had to get new drinking wells in our area because of the 
polution.

Individual

6935 3 For one, that would disrupt hordes of wildlife, and also greatly impact those who use 
the area for recreation, such as the airsofters with TAC that have a permit to use the 
land, and the dirtbikers, quaders and hunters.

Individual

6937 10 In fact, the more realistic possibility is that the mine, with its associated pollution 
and noise problems, coupled with traffic ones, will undermine the current 
development [and economic benefits] of Green Valley,  Sahuarita, Sonoita and 
Patagonia--as desirable residential and retirement communities.  During the period 
when mining operations are at their peak, the word could get out that blasting and 
ore trucks make this a risky retirement area, in addition to making it a less desirable 
one for recreational purposes.

Individual

6955 5 Existing forest service users - hunters, tourists, off-road vehicle enthusiasts and other 
sportsmen like myself - will have no alternative other than to leave that half of the 
Santa Rita mountains and use other areas, to the extent that's possible.

Individual

6955 6 I'm a member of the Southern Arizona Hang Glider Association.  We have 
maintained federal special use permits on flying sites in this area of the Coronado 
National Forest for over 30 years.  This area of the Santa Ritas is incredibly 
important to us as users of federal lands.

Individual
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6955 7 I've studied the proposed Augusta Resource mining plan posted at their website, and 
it's clear that our activities in the Santa Ritas would be shut down by the proposed 
mine.  We use state forest roads 62, 231 and 4053 to obtain access to the western 
flank of Box Canyon above Ruellas Spring.  This is the only useful hang gliding 
launch in the Santa Rita mountains due to the unique combination of geography, 
access, available landing areas and state and federal permits.  The existing Augusta 
mining plan replaces the existing 4wd off-road vehicle access with several miles of a 
new 1735 foot trail, which is not useful for our purposes.

Individual

6956 5 Existing forest service users - hunters, tourists, off-road vehicle enthusiasts and other 
sportsmen like myself - will have no alternative other than to leave that half of the 
Santa Rita mountains and use other areas, to the extent that's possible.

Individual

6956 6 I'm a member of the Southern Arizona Hang Glider Association.  We have 
maintained federal special use permits on flying sites in this area of the Coronado 
National Forest for over 30 years.  This area of the Santa Ritas is incredibly 
important to us as users of federal lands.

Individual

6956 7 I've studied the proposed Augusta Resource mining plan posted at their website, and 
it's clear that our activities in the Santa Ritas would be shut down by the proposed 
mine.  We use state forest roads 62, 231 and 4053 to obtain access to the western 
flank of Box Canyon above Ruellas Spring.  This is the only useful hang gliding 
launch in the Santa Rita mountains due to the unique combination of geography, 
access, available landing areas and state and federal permits.  The existing Augusta 
mining plan replaces the existing 4wd off-road vehicle access with several miles of a 
new 1735 foot trail, which is not useful for our purposes.

Individual

6965 6 We have great concerns about the Rosemont Copper Project and ask that the 
following be addressed in great depth by a variety of experts:

Loss of Recreation

Individual

7024 2 I HAVE HIKED, HUNTED, CAMPED AND ENJOYED THIS AREA WITH 
FRIENDS AND FAMILY FOR OVER 50 YEARS. PREVIOUS MINING IN THE 
AREA DID LITTLE TO HARM THE ENVIRONMENT AND I BELIEVE IT 
ADDS CHARACTER TO THE AREA.

Individual

7030 10 *Not acceptable to destroy our recreation areas,Individual

7030 12 *Not acceptable to take away some of the few remaining legal ATV sites.Individual

7058 4 It is your duty to protect national forest areas for flora, fauna, recreation use.Individual

7088 53 Pits become toxic lakes that are harmful to wild life and not consistent with a 
recreational area:

Organization

7088 54 The operation plans to remediate the tailings and waste rock as it goes along, which 
means there will be no back-filling of the pit bacause there will be nothing to fill it in 
with.  When the operations cease, the pit will no longer be dewatered.  Therefore, the 
pit will fill with water from the ground and storms.  A natural lake has mud and clay 
lining, wheras the pit will be exposed minerals which will create a significant 
potential for acid water in the pits once mining has stopped.  What will be the long-
term and cumulative impacts?  How will this be prevented and mitigated?

Organization
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7088 69 What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the 
Coronado National Forest from the deleterious impacts of daily blasting?  What will 
be the cumulative environmental, ecomomic, and cultural impacts of this blasting on 
nearby recreational users in the Coronado National Forest?

Organization

7088 73 Daily blasting is required to remove rock (or overburden) covering the ore body.  
The impact to recreational users in the National Forest will be equilavent to daily 
sonic booms and the cumulative effects need to be examined.

Organization

7092 5 Problem- local flora and fauna and the effects this proposed mine will have on it.  
The proposed mine is located within 10 miles from the protected Mount Whrightson 
wilderness area immediately to the South of this proposed project in the same 
mountain range.  What studies have been done to demonstrate that the mining 
activities will not have an adverse affect on the wildlife habitat in this unique area as 
is my understanding ther are several threatened and endangered species (jaguar, 
pineapple cactus, southwestern willow flycatcher, Chiricahua leopard frog, and lesser 
long-nosed bat) and desirable big game species (pronghorn, mule deer, white-tailed 
deer, and javelina). These species generate revenue from eco-tourism and hunting.

Individual

7117 2 Our members recreate in the area including hiking, wildlife viewing, and other 
activities.

Organization

7117 32 The proposed mine with a footprint of approximately 4,415 acres will create 
significant eyesore and will detrimentally affect the scenic resources of the area, will 
likely affect many species of wildlife and as stated above significantly and 
detrimentally affect wildlife habitat in the area. This will have both direct and 
indirect impacts on recreation in the area, including hiking, camping, wildlife 
viewing, photography, and numerous other low-impact recreation activities. The 
Forest Service must thoroughly evaluate the impacts of the proposed mine as 
important recreational opportunities and resources as well.

Organization

7117 42 There are significant negative and unmitigable impacts of this proposed copper mine 
on the resources of the Coronado National Forest. They include impacts to water 
quality and quantity, impacts to wildlife, and impacts to recreation, among many 
others.

Organization

7124 4 In addition, Rosemont will encourage economic development in the region with 
skilled jobs, it will encourage tourism and support reclamation efforts of abandoned 
mines at the site.

Business

7125 12 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? Mental health here???

Individual

7126 2 As a resident in the immediate area that would be impacted by such a very large scale 
mining project and as someone who utilized the Rosemont area for recreational 
purposes for many years, I have many concerns with this project.

Individual
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7126 4 My family and I have frequented the Rosemont area for many years for recreational 
purposes including hiking, camping, birding, plant identification, photography and 
off-road biking. Since Augusta started its exploratory operations in the area we have 
encountered trucks that have refused to let us pass and forced us to back off the road 
as well as vehicles barreling along narrow dirt roads with blind curves and nearly 
causing one serious accident. The workers are extremely rude and areas that were 
previously acceptable are now blocked with no signs to indicate where we can 
legally go. I would like to know what areas would be accessible to recreationists and 
what would be done to keep the area safe for all of us.

Individual

7134 36 The Forest Service must also ensure that the DEIS presents an analysis of the direct, 
indirect and cumulative social effects that may result from the proposed action and 
all of the alternatives, including the no action alternative. We are particularly 
interested in the analysis of the social impacts on Sahuarita, but note that there are 
many other potentially impacted communities. A number of these communities, 
including our own, have large numbers of retired persons who specifically chose to 
live in this area because of the high quality of life and particular amenities, such as 
recreation, clear skies and wide open spaces.

Business

7151 7 It contains a unique ecosystem (mid-elevation oak grassland) that provides habitat 
for wildlife, valuable watershed features (headwaters of Davidson Canyon/Cienega 
Creek), critical water supply for Tucson, and important recreational opportunities 
(hunting, hiking, off-road vehicle riding, horse back riding, bicycle riding, camping, 
bird watching, etc) for the citizens of Southern Arizona.

Organization

7151 34 Recreational Uses
The major concern is that elimination of this part of the Forest for recreational 
purposes will shift activities to already overcrowded places elsewhere in the Forest.

What additional facilities will be made available to replace existing facilities that 
could be lost?
Who will pay for them, taxpayers or the applicant?

Organization

7151 36 Recreational Uses
The major concern  is that elimination of this part of the Forest for recreational 
purposes will shift activities to already overcrowded places elsewhere in the Forest.

What additional facilities will be made available to replace existing facilities that 
could be lost?
Who will pay for them, taxpayers or the applicant?
What will be the effect on wildlife of this shift?

Many of the current recreationists enjoy ATVs and 4-wheel driving. Other locations 
for these activities are limited within the Forest.
Where will these activities be accommodated?
Will additional law enforcement personnel be required?

Organization

7152 6 According to Rosemont's own website, "Rosemont will be one of the largest copper 
mines in the United States." How can this NOT impact the environment, the water 
supply and its quality, the scenic beauty and recreational values, and the wildlife?
Breathing, air quality, light pollution for Mt. Hopkins Observatory must be given 
high priority.

Individual
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7153 14 LAND USE
(1) What is the role of the Forest Service in managing these lands for multiple uses, 
such as hiking, birding, horseback riding and camping?
(2) Has the Forest Service determined how any of these recreational activities can 
actually be carried on with an open pit copper mine in the same area?

Individual

7155 19 The proposed action will likely have wide-ranging and ruinous impacts on other uses 
of the Coronado. The Rosemont area is currently used by a broad cross-section of the 
public for numerous activities, including but not limited to hiking, camping, hunting, 
backpacking, birdwatching, touring, stargazing, and others. Disturbances caused by 
the mine would make virtually all these activities impossible in the immediate 
vicinity, but may also have far-reaching impacts on other nearby areas of the 
Coronado by causing avoidance of the general area. Such threats to the recreational 
values of the area need to be carefully considered in the light of their erosion and 
contradiction of the multiple use ethic of our National Forests.

Organization

7156 10 If the mine is constructed I believe that the recreational opportunities as well will be 
negatively impacted through:
elimination or restriction of biking, hiking, hunting, camping, and bird watching

Individual

7163 12 If the mines are developed, they have the potential to destroy extensive areas of 
habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the endangered jaguar; degrade 
air quality; contaminate ground and surface water supplies; negatively impact scenic 
views; and eliminate current recreational use by a broad cross-section of local 
residents and visitors alike.

Organization

7163 47 Recreation

The public has much at stake when public lands, normally open and available to 
various recreational activities, are converted to virtual wastelands by large-scale 
mining activity that will no longer be able to support such public uses.

Questions to be answered in the EIS:
What will the project's long term impact be to hiking, camping/ backpacking, 
hunting, sightseeing, wildlife viewing, horseback riding, hang-gliding, scientific 
research, and other public uses and the enjoyment of lands within the affected area?

Organization
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7164 7 Please consider the following remarks concerning the negative ECONOMIC impact 
of the proposed Rosemont Mine (taken from a report by the Sonoran Institute):

ECONOMIC IMPACT

The potential positive local economic benefits from the proposed Rosemont project 
are small in comparison to the magnitude of the local economy. Local economic 
impacts would derive primarily from employment, wages and salaries, business 
purchases, and taxes paid to local governments -- representing between (0.08%) and 
(0.3%) of total employment in Pima and Santa Cruz counties combined for the year 
2005;
local business economic impact ranging from less than five (0.5%) to (0.6%) of the 
2005 GDP of the Tucson Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA);
estimated total local tax revenues representing about 1.3% of total property, excise, 
and sales taxes collected in Pima County and the City of Tucson in the 2005/2006 
fiscal year and between one-half of one percent (0.5%) and 1.2% of total combined 
revenues for the two governments.

Significant Potential Local Costs from Proposed Mine Project
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including:

estimated increased costs to local school districts of between $2.7 million and $10 
million per year;
increased highway maintenance costs on SR 83;
annual societal cost associated with increased driving of at least $418,000;
increased costs to travelers on SR 83 of approximately $949,000 annually;
decreased property values for those residential properties impacted by degraded 
viewsheds and dust pollution;
decreased revenues from outdoor recreation and tourism; and

Individual

7164 14 In addition, the U.S. Forest lands within the Coronado National Forest contribute 
extensive recreational value. As such, these protected public lands are significant 
economic assets for local and regional economic development.

Individual
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7185 1 The Rosemont Junction area is the perfect focus trail for all-terrain vehicle (ATV) 
users. The USFS must agree since they built off ramps for loading and unloading of 
ATVs. On any holiday weekend it is not unusual to find scores of people enjoying 
the beautiful Coronado National Forest Lands. Over the Easter Weekend of 2008, I 
drove through the area and counted over 65 cars. Many families were having 
reunions while camping, barbecuing and riding the trails on every style of all-terrain 
vehicle. Several families brought their horses for trail riding. I visited many camp 
sites and handed out information about the proposed Rosemont Open Pit Mine. Most 
of the people were from the Tucson area and were unaware of the proposed mine. All 
were surprised and appalled. Several of the men were mining employees or had 
family members employed by mining companies. There were in agreement that this 
is the wrong place for a mine. They asked if they would be allowed in the area if the 
mine is approved and when they were given the facts and told the location of the 
open pit, waste rock, tailings, and support buildings they understood then why there 
were new gates at various locations. These gates are already in place which will 
disconnect the mining claims from National Forest Lands and separate large sections 
of the Coronado National Forest Lands for recreational use.

Individual

7185 3 If the Rosemont Mine is approved and this beautiful terrain is lost to all the hunters, 
hikers, horse and ATV riders the majority of these people will be pushed into the Las 
Cienegas Conservation Area just across the Scenic Highway 83.

Individual

7185 5 Question 3: What studies have been conducted and planned to determine impacts to 
the Las Cienegas National Conservation Area that the increased vehicle and ATV 
traffic will have?

Individual

7190 1 I've also enjoyed hiking, bird-watching and wine tasting in the (Sonoita/Patagonia 
area.

Individual

7191 1 The Tucson Orienteering Club, Limited, believes the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project would have negative impacts to Club activities in the following areas: 
Forest recreational use

Organization

7191 5 The proposal shows that processing, waste management, and other support facilities 
and infrastructure could be located on public lands. Some of these facilities would be 
on Forest Service land that is regularly used for club activities, such as orienteering 
meets, rendering them unavailable to us in the future.

The Tucson Orienteering Club was created to foster amateur spots competitions in 
cross-country navigation with map and compass. This sport requires large (typically 
1000 acres per daily event) and contiguous areas that allow unfetterd on- and off-
trail access and are precisely mapped. Our club has invested signifricant funds and 
volunteer hous to map US Forest Service lands in the Rosemont area. The proposed 
facilities and security fence would prohibit access to approximately 3000 acres of 
land that we had mapped and have been holding regular events on since the early 
1990's.

Organization

7191 8 In addition to the direct loss of access to areas that our club has significant resources 
invested in, the mining operation would negatively impact the aesthetic value of our 
nearby maps and the camping experience for those participants attending our multi-
day events. These areas are some of the best-mapped areas our club has, and have 
been used for national-level meets, including a recent A-meet, which attracted 
competitors from across the United States, Canada, and Europe.

Organization
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7191 9 The Rosemont area provides land with a unique combination of features that make it 
ideal for orienteering, and finding other suitable areas with these features is difficult, 
if not impossible.
-An important criteria for high quality orienteering events is that they be held on 
mapped terrain that is unfamiliar to competitors. This means that we need large and 
numerous areas of mapped land in which to continuously hold viable orienteering 
events that are both challenging and educational. This proposal would reduce the 
number nd vairety of suitable mapped areas meeting these criteria that are available 
to us. 
-The areas are within 90 minutes' drive of most Tucson Orienteering Club members. 
For local participants, there must be reasonalbe driving distance from where the 
participants live to the mapped site. This proposal would eliminate an area that is 
within reasonable driving distance. 

In conclusion, the Rosemont Mine proposal would eliminate access to a significant 
area of suitable terrain that our Club has invested in mapping and uses for recreation 
and education-terrain that we would find extremely difficult to replace.

Organization

7197 3 In addition to providing a safe haven for wildlife in their evershrinking frontier, this 
area is a critical anchor for the humanity of Tucson, offering healthy and high quality 
wilderness recreational opportunities, which is a tremendously signficant part of 
what has drawn so many people to move to Pima County.

Individual

7198 8 Rosemont also has committed to establish conservation easements to keep open 
space forever and that hiking and other outdoor activities will continue to be allowed 
on Rosemont land during mining.

Organization

7201 11 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity
Water quality
Depletion  of the water table affecting agriculture on the west side of the Santa Rita 
Mountains
Road access, highway safety and highway maintenance
Impact on "Scenic Byway" Highway 83
Habitat fragmentation
Viewscape and open space destruction
Reduced recreational use

Organization

7221 1 I have also enjoyed walking and riding horseback in the area and taking in the 
serenity and beauty.

Individual

7222 3 The proposed mine site is situated in a critical area for wildlife habitat, recreation, 
and perhaps most importantly, the watershed for Pima County's Davidson Canyon 
Natural Preserve.

Individual

7234 5 Are we again going to be left with a view of an abandoned mine, compromised and 
polluted water, destroyed roads, trashed and destroyed recreation,

Individual

7242 1 As someone who has travelled the globe, I can easily say that camping under the 
stars, hiking and just enjoying the silence and majesty of a sunrise and sunset in 
these mountains is unparalleled.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 28 of 41



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Recreation

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7244 1 I've enjoyed birding in Patagonia, shopping and service in Sonoita, and other 
activities in the area.

Individual

7251 1 I also love to visit and hike in the Santa Rita Mountains.Individual

7253 9 The Rosemont Valley provides unique habitat for wildlife, recreational opportunities 
such as hunting, hiking, off-road vehicle riding, horse back riding, bicycle riding, 
camping and bird watching.

Organization

7253 13 The EIS should also consider what other nearby areas of the Coronado National 
Forest provide these same features and opportunities for the wildlife and people of 
Southern Arizona.

Organization

7253 15 The EIS should also consider what other nearby areas of the Coronado National 
Forest provide these same features and opportunities for the wildlife and people of 
Southern Arizona. How would Augusta/Rosemont Copper replace the habitat and 
recreational opportunities that would be lost during the life of the mine and after? 
The amount and types of land disturbance that would result from this proposal must 
be considered.

Organization

7253 18 The communities of Sonoita and Patagonia have economies heavily based on tourism 
and will suffer serious losses if recreation and scenic values are impacted.

Organization

7253 28 Important considerations are the impact of air and dust pollution on the health of 
both employees and area residents, region- wide visual impact on scenery and view 
sheds and the impact on plant and animal life. The effect on recreational and 
property values should be established.

Organization

7253 68 The mine would cause many land disturbances, including loss of recreational land, 
loss of wildlife habitat and corridors, loss of open space, and viewsheds.

Organization

7253 75 -How will the current recreational users be accommodated elsewhere?

The mine would directly impact the immediate are which is used extensively for 
recreation by the public. Many people currently enjoy picnicking, camping, hiking, 
hunting, bird watching and other outdoor activities in the area. A segment of the 
Arizona Trail is projected to be constructed through the mine site.
-How far away would people have to travel to obtain the same recreational 
opportunities?
-How would this impact them financially, emotionally and socially?
-Since recreational areas in the Coronado National Forest are already extremely 
crowded, particularly on weekends, what is the possibility that nearby biologically 
sensitive areas would be negatively impacted as these activities are shifted?

Organization

7253 93 RECREATIONAL USES
The major concern is that elimination of this part of the Forest for recreational 
purposes will shift activities to already overcrowded places elsewhere in the Forest.
-What additional facilities will be made available?
-Who will pay for them, taxpayers or the applicant?

Organization
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7253 95 RECREATIONAL USES
The major concern is that elimination of this part of the Forest for recreational 
purposes will shift activities to already overcrowded places elsewhere in the Forest.
-What additional facilities will be made available?
-Who will pay for them, taxpayers or the applicant?
-What will be the effect on wildlife of this shift?
Many of the current recreationists enjoy ATV's and 4-wheel driving. Other locations 
for these activities are limited within the Forest.
-Where will these activities be accommodated?

Organization

7281 4 The loss of beauty in the short term, as well as use of the land for recreation and the 
destruction of the land for an unforseeable long-term are easily enough to outweigh 
any short-term gain.

Individual

7313 20 What alternatives are going to be provided for people who enjoy hiking, biking, 4-
wheel driving and camping of Forest Service land that could be monopolized by 
mining operations?

Individual

7313 23 8. How will the mine's use of Forest Service land impact residents and visitors who 
currently use the area for camping, hiking, biking, hunting?

Individual

7316 23 b.�Loss of recreational opportunities in the immediate vicinity of the mine.Organization

7327 9 The loss of wildlife, habitat, and recreation on the proposed mine site and dump.Individual

7327 12 The decline or loss of air quality, viewshed, and recreation on adjacent lands.Individual

7327 15 The loss of hunting, camping and hiking opportunities; wildlife corridors; disruption 
of runoff waterways; and, potential to harm or disrupt freshwater springs.

Individual

7328 8 What about wildlife and recreational areas nearby?Individual

7331 1 The pastoral scenery, bird watching and hiking opportunities, and peacefulness will 
be forever lost.

Individual

7336 33 Cultural- How many residents and visitors use this area for recreation, sightseeing, 
bird watching, camping, hunting, off road riding, and other tourism related outdoor 
activities? How will human users of this valuable public resource and scenic 
Highway 83 be affected by +4,000 acres of complete destruction? Who will 
compensate them for their lost public resources access and enjoyment?

Individual

7340 14 Elimination or restriction of recreational activitesIndividual

7344 1 I have also enjoyed bird-watching, visiting local resturants and shops and the overall 
serenity of the area during my stay.

Individual
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7348 1 1) Impacts on recreational activities:
A) Loss of recreational use of these NFS land will be permanent. In this area of the 
Santa Ritas are located several popular locations for the use of ORVs. There is very 
little land in the Tucson area that is legally open to these folks as it is.
B) The Arizona Trail, a very popular hiking  trail locally, runs through the area 
proposed for the tailings dump. Even if it is moved further east the quality of the 
hiking experience will be permanently destroyed. A number of local hiking clubs as 
well as individuals from around the state and country utilize the hiking opportunities 
here.

Individual

7411 17 Economic Impact- If economic impact is part of the EIS, then the effects on 
recreation need to be quantified and compared to the economic benefits advertised 
by Augusta. The entire economic equation needs to be considered.

Individual

7413 3 Bikers and bicylclists use this road for pleasure.Individual

7413 5 Tucson people come out to picnic, spend over night, go fishing, and just enjoy the 
cooler weather.

Individual

7436 5 Augusta Copper is fond of talking about reclamation. Reclaim means to bring back. 
It is not possible to bring back to a natural state the area they will destroy. By 
reclamation they basically mean gardening and landscaping on a grand scale, human 
engineering applied to landscapes. Please ask them to prove to an independent set of 
scientists that they can restore the area to its current pristine state.

Individual

7443 13 And then there's loss of habitat not only for recreationists - the area is heavily used 
by mountain bikers, hikers, off-highway vehicles, bicyclists, and hunters - but for the 
wildlife that depends on the landscape for its home, corridor, existence. The Santa 
Ritas are recognized as an Important Birding Area (IBA) and the Sonoran Desert 
Conservation Plan lists part of the area around Rosemont as part of its Biological 
Core.

Individual

7451 28 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
36. ATV Recreational use. There are very few places for individuals in the Rita 
Ranch/Rincon Valley to ride ATVs and the mine would close out some of those.

Individual

7453 28 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
37. From what a gentleman said last night, according to his appraisal report for his 
home, disclosure of an Open Pit Mine reduces the value by 20-30 percent, I believe. 
That is a large impact.

Individual

7456 23 Wildlife recreationists complained to our personnel about the damage to wildlife and 
habitat and the damage to their wildland experience. The impact of the testing phase 
will be miniscule compared to the impact of the actual mine operation.

Government

7456 28 If the water table is lowered around the Santa Cruz River or in the Santa Rita 
Mountains, the impacts to vegetation will adversely impact wildlife (which in turn 
impacts wildlife recreation).

Government
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7456 41 We also have a concern about failure of reclamation to occur or to be adequte for the 
needs of wildlife. Rosemont Copper Company tells us that mining operations can be 
completely rehabilitated. However, we have never seen this occur in Arizona's dry 
habitats. There is always a legitimate reason for the lack of reclamation, e.g., the 
mine is staying open to extract ore in the future, or the original company declared 
bankruptcy and is no longer responsible. When this happens, the wildlife and the 
public who enjoy that wildlife are always the losers.

Government

7456 45 As we stated above, we believe that this mine will impact wildlife recreation in an 
area that is much larger than the footprint of the mine. If this mine is permitted, the 
entire northern portion of the Santa Rita Mountains will be virtually lost of wildlife 
values.

Government

7456 49 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Loss of hunting opportunity

Government

7456 66 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Public access for wildlife recreation

Government

7457 1 After reviewing the mine site plan, its size and it's location, I anticipate we will see 
little impact on local deer, javelina and turkey populations. As an experienced 
hunter, I can attest to the fact the animals pay little attention to most human activity 
unless it is an immediate threat. I have witnessed on many occasions, big game 
animals strolling and foraging through areas developed by people. They pay no 
attention to buildings, fences, lighting, and the such.

Individual

7457 2 As for hiking in the Santa Ritas, the mine impacts little. Although a small part of the 
Arizona Trail is in the vicinity, I see this as an opportunity for Rosemont Copper to 
show case their plans for environmentally friendly techniques and concurrent 
reclamation.

Individual

7457 4 Fishing opportunities at Patagonia Lake and birding along Sonoita Creek are so far 
from the mine site that complaints are not justified.

Individual

7466 18 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-How will multiple uses of forest land, such as hiking, biking, birdwatching, 
camping continue to exist with a mine?

Individual

7470 5 Having a copper mine in the midst of this area would have a negative  impact on the 
local tourism where people come to bike, hike, hunt, camp, bird watch and just to 
enjoy the beauty.

Individual

7474 1 I have long enjoyed this area for hiking, camping and day trip outings.Individual

7475 7 Due to high gas prices people will travel to places that are closer and do more 
outdoor activities in this area…hiking, biking, horsback riding, camping and birding 
all of which will be negativily impacted by the mine project!

Business

7478 3 The project as described would negatively affect the area's attractiveness to tourists 
and recreationists, and harm and quality of life in Tucson and southeast Arizona.

Individual

7491 8 With almost 4,000 acres being involved it wil eliminate hiking, bird watching and 
hiking in that area.

Individual
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7493 5  There are many hikers, bikers, and other recreational users of this area that will be 
adversely impacted by the proposed project.

Individual

7504 73 The northeastern Santa Rita Mountains receive approximately 18 to 22 inches of 
rainfall each year, almost twice that received by the adjacent valleys.  This rain, fresh 
and uncontaminated, flows from the mine area via two streams northeastward into 
Davidson Canyon and then into Cienega Creek and, finally, Pantano Wash, which 
drains westward toward Tucson.  The streams serve the following purposes:

1.  They create riparian zones that support healthy vegetation necessary for a diverse 
ecology and for control of erosion of stream banks.

2. They supply a number of springs and tinajas that are the source of water for 
countless birds and other animals, large and small, that inhabit the area.

3. They recharge small groundwater basins along their courses - the sources of water 
for a number of domestic wells.

4. They are a significant source of fresh, uncontaminated water for the Tucson 
groundwater basin, the source of most of Tucson's potable water.

5. They serve as treasured recreation sites for residents and visitors alike.

7508
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7504 99 Toxic chemicals are used in the Flotation Process to separate the copper and out of 
the milled powder.  Link to a complete explanation of processing copper:  
http://electrochem.cwru.edu/ed/encycl/art-m02-metals.htm

This Flotation Process is the major extraction method where there is poor quality of 
the ore.  Xanthate chemicals produce bubbles that the copper adheres to and the "bad 
stuff" falls to the bottom. These chemicals used for flotation are hydrocarbons with 
complex configurations, but some are as simple as kerosene.  It is claimed that the 
volatile organics used in the Flotation Process do not go into the slurry that goes into 
the tailings impoundment because they are filtered out before the slurry goes to the 
impoundment.  This is not a sound analysis.

1) Filtration is not a treament technology for volatile organics.  Treatment is pushing 
air through the solution, which releases the volatile chemicals into the air, the 
equivalent of landfilling the waste chemicals in the air.

2) Some are amine compounds that break down into nitrates, so the presence of 
nitrates in the groundwater is an indicator of travel of these compounds, which can 
be very mobile in an oxygen solution (H2O).  

Some of the Chemicals Used in Flotatino Process and in the Thickening Process that 
takes the water out of the used slurry:

Alky Aryl Oxime
Petroleum Distillate
Sulfosuccinate surfactant
Alkyl Xanthate salt
Nalco 7873 - no chemical formula given
Alcohol/hydrocarbon blend

Pits become toxic lakes that are harmful to wild life and not consistent with a 
recreational area:  The operation plans to remediate the tailings and waste rock as it 
goes along, which means there will be no back-filling of the pit because there will be 
nothing to fill it with. When the operations cease, the pit will no longer be 
dewatered.  Therefore, the pit will fill with water from the ground and storms.  A 
natural lake has mud and clay lining, whereas the pit will be exposed minerals which 
will create a significant potential for acid water in the pits once the mining has 
stopped.  What will be the long term and cumulative impacts?  How will this be 
prevented and mitigated?

7508

7504 139 What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the 
Coronado National Forest from the deleterious impacts of daily blasting?  What will 
be the cumulative environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of this blasting on 
nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the Coronado National Forest?

7508

7504 143 What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the 
Coronado National Forest from the deleterious impacts of daily blasting?  What will 
be the cumulative environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of this blasting on 
nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the Coronado National Forest?

7508
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7510 1 I have been a citizen of Pima County since 1987 when I moved west to enjoy the 
great outdoors, hiking, and bird watching. I have pursued all these recreational 
activities in Madera Canyon and the Santa Rita Mountains and am now introducing 
my three children to the unparalleled beauty and serenity of that area.

Individual

7510 2 I am CONCERNED ABOUT THE POTENTIAL IMPACT OF NEARBY MINING 
ON THE QUALITY OF THE AREA AS A BIRD-WATCHING AND HIKING 
PARADISE.

Individual

7514 9 The Proposed Rosemont mine would severely impact our enjoyment of the outdoors 
for the reason stated above ie noise pollution and air pollution

Individual

7514 14 I am concerned about the safety on highway 83 as we travel this road frequently to 
get to many of the areas that we like to go birding.

Individual

7524 7 Many of the issues listed are Quality of Life issues and Health Issues, and since 
tourism and recreation are such large parts of our economy, they thus become 
economic issues as well.

Business

7546 3 I oppose the proposed Rosemont mine because there will be negative impacts to 
social, economic, and recreational activity related to sportsmen like myself who hunt 
the Mearns quail and WR deer in the area. I do not believe the Forest Service has 
adequately studied these impacts, and no mitigation has been adequately considered 
or offered. The Forest Service should reject the application to mine here and should 
take the "no action" alternative.

Individual

7546 6 People travel from all over the United States and Arizona to hunt Mearns quail in the 
Santa Ritas. Southern Arizona is one of the only places to hunt these quail, the other 
being a small part of New Mexico. The proposed tailings area would destroy 
thousands of acres of prime Mearns habitat - rolling hills of oak with grassy cover. 
This is also ideal habitat for Coues whitetail deer. Because the area is relatively 
accessible from FS 62 ( or "Box Canyon road"), it is a favority destination for 
sportsmen. I regularly travel down to the area in quail season to hunt. The economic 
benefit to the community provided by hunters like myself and others should be 
considered.

Individual

7546 16 The Forest Service should also solicit comments from sporting organizations and 
OHV organizations who use the trails and forest lands on and around the area of 
proposed tailings and consider the social and recreational impacts of the mine on 
these citizens.

Individual

7551 2 This area is set aside as a scenic recreation area. It supports and invites tourism for 
SE Arizona. Parker Canyon Lake, Patagonia Lake, and the numerous campgrounds 
in the area are threatened by this project.

Individual

7562 4 These site diagrams also show that the tailings piles will be 600 to 1000 feet 
(southern end to northern end) higher than the current exisiting terrain. This increase 
is the equivalent of a wall of 60 to 100 story buildings over a length of 
approximately three miles of the western side of the Sonoita Hwy. All of the flora, 
fauna, wildlife and recreation associated with the buried Barrel Canyon drainage area 
will be eliminated or changed forever.

Individual

7564 3 I am strong opposed to open pit mining for its water use, and permanent scarring of 
irrplaceable resources of beauty and recreation.

Individual
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7571 5 The Rosemont Valley provides valuable environmental goods and services and 
should be preserved for future generations, and not ravaged by an open pit copper 
mine. It contains a unique ecosystem (mid-elevation oak grassland) that provides 
habitat for wildlife, valuable watershed features (headwaters of Davidson 
Canyon/Cienega Creek), critical water supply for Tucson, and important recreational 
opportunities (hunting, hiking, off-road vehicle riding, horse back riding, bicycle 
riding, camping, bird watching, etc) for the citizens of Soutern Arizona. The wealth 
of social, economic, recreational and environmental services provided to our 
community will be lost forever if the Rosemont Valley is allowed to become an open 
pit coper mine. The EIS should thoroughly identify and examine these environmental 
and public services to determine exactly what would be lost and how the company 
must mitigate these losses.

Individual

7571 10 This proposal would disturb extensive amounts of Forest Service land. The EIS 
should analyze the amounts and types of land disturbances that would result from 
this proposal. Many existing land uses would never be replaced if this mine were 
approved, including loss of recreational land, loss of wildlife habitat, loss of wildlife 
corridors and foraging opportunities, loss of watershed functions, loss and damage to 
water resources, loss of soil and plant resources, loss of open space, and loss of 
viewshed. The EIS should determine whether these losses are worth the benefits 
from this mine, and determine how these extensive land disturbances should be 
mitigated.

Individual

7579 16 One of the reasons that people love to come out our way is to enjoy the beautiful out 
doors. Camping, picnicking, biking, hunting would all be affected and no longer a 
joy.

Individual

7582 12 We believe that the Rosemont mine would negatively impact the air, water, scenic 
view, recreation, wildlife, plantlife and traffic within a far reaching area surrounding 
the mine and that these negative long term impacts for many US citizens should not 
be overlooked so a few can gain financial reward for the short term.

Individual

7587 8 Mining activities will have a negative impact on the adjacent Forest Service and 
BLM lands that are used by the public for recreational purposes.

Individual

7600 3 Hiking and spending time with both people and horses in this magnificent place 
during my stay at the Epona Ranch has been some of my deepest and most Hearth 
Felt experiences in my life.

Individual

7601 1 The pristine rugged beauty and serenity of the area is so conducive to getting in 
touch with what is real and healthy for one's soul.

Individual

7614 5 Third, I am concerned about the loss of recreational land used a great deal by the 
Tucson population. The Rosemont area is and has been used for years by hunters, 
ATV riders, campers & bird watchers along with many others. The loss of this area 
for this kind of recreation will effect the people of Tucson and the businesses in the 
afore mentioned areas. By not having this area especially for ATV's will force ATV's 
to travel further or on to fragile desert lands that are not conducive for off road 
vehicles.

Individual
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7641 1 I have hunted, hiked, biked, Rved, ATVed, camped, loved, respected and 
conumuned within the Santa Rita Mountain range- for over 35 years. I pray that I 
have another 35 years and that the area- Gurcher, Fish Canyons ect. will be there for 
me and my loved ones.

Individual

7644 2 Will the public be able to drive/hike through the mine controlled property? If so, for 
how long?

Individual

7651 2 The area has been a multiple use area, picnics, camping, sight seeing, hiking, 
hunting, recreational vehicles, etc. Since this area is near to Tucson it would have a 
dramatic effect on these people and future generations.

Individual

7685 3 There is historic mountain bike use in the Rosemont area, and that use will increase 
with the completion of the Arizona Trail, which is now under construction.

Organization

7692 2 The area is also a well known natural get-away for area residents. The impacts if 
mining in this area would be devastating and long lasting.

Organization

7696 1 The Tucson Orienteering Club opposes  open pit mining in the Rosemont Valley of 
the Santa Rita Mountains because it would result in the destruction of areas we 
regularly use for orienteering meets.

Organization

7790 1 I write out of great concern about the proposed Rosemont copper mine in the Santa 
Rita Mountains which has been one of my favorite recreational destinations over the 
past twenty years.

Individual

7813 9 Further, approval of the use of these resources for mining would contradict the 
Forest Service mission statement. The proposal to remove the copper ore, without 
paying royalties or fees, while consuming tremendous amounts of presious 
groundwater at no expense, consuming large qualities of electricity, polluting the air 
with dust, exhaust, and toxins, containing surface water, groundwater and the earth, 
and permanently destroying the scenic and recreational resources of the area, is not 
viable for approval

Individual

8645 2 Please, don't leave us with the eye sore that the Green Valley folks have to live with. 
They can't get anything but very specialized trees to grow ever so often on their 
hillside, and it looks like hell.

Individual

8668 2 This is a beautiful recreational area that's right in the backyard fo a city of almost a 
million people.  
Go out there any weekend and you'll find the canyons in the Rosemont area, filled 
with campers, with people who are out to enjoy the outdoors.  Go out during the 
hunting seasons and there are javelina and white tail deer hunted throughout this 
area, and the Rosemont camp area is one of the -- is the heart of that area.

Individual

8679 2 I use that area for camping purposes as well as ATV riding and target shooting, and I 
think it's a beautiful area, it shouldn't be destroyed by the mine.

Individual
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8682 1 That's some of the most pristine land I think in southern Arizona.  And highway 82 
and 83 are great roads for bicycling.  And there's a lot of people who use that road on 
a regular basis to ride bicycles on.  It's a great recreational thing to go to Patagonia 
and back to Tucson.  And I've done it myself many times.  And I think if there was a 
lot more trucks going up and down those highways, it would be just a terrible thing.  
It would take away a lot of the beauty of the ride.  And it would make it a lot more 
dangerous for the cycling public out there.  And it's just such a beautiful stretch of 
land.  I don't think it would look any -- it would be better with the mine.

Individual

8717 2 The area is popular with people for recreation. We have a growing population here in 
Tucson and we're going to need beautiful spots like that that are relatively 
untouched. Your mine just does not fit into that area.

Individual

8739 4 the traffic would be bad, would be overwhelming on the highways and even the side 
roads. So people couldn't go up in the mountains with their vehicle -- their off the 
road vehicles. It would eliminate much of the recreational properties of the area.

Individual

8776 4 And we do have a beautiful -- a beautiful park in Madera where we have bird 
watching, and where we have some fishing and gaming and so forth.  And that 
certainly wouldn't help our tourism, either.  So there are lots of things to consider to 
make this a negative proposition for all, it's not a win/win at all.

Individual

8784 4 And I want you to know that I have spent quite a bit of time in the area that the 
Rosemont Mine is going to be. It is a beautiful and in many ways pristine area with 
unique land and in -- unique plants and animals that simply can't be found any place 
else. It's an area where many people go for recreation and spend time.

Individual

8787 4 I think government also has to weigh the balance of the advantages, in this case, of 
creating jobs with other concerns, such as the need to supply implements of water in 
a very dry area that's already lacking water. The congestion that will be created on 
the nearby highways and to increase traffic of very heavy equipment. And 
deterioration of recreation that the Santa Ritas currently offer.

Individual

8816 1 I do not believe that we need a mine in southern Arizona, which happens to be our 
back yard for recreation

Individual

8832 2 I'm a long-time resident of southern Arizona and an avid hunter and hiker, and I'm 
also a realtor.  I certainly am aware of the value that a mine could bring to the 
community, but I am also aware that this particular region is pristine and beautiful 
and is a place that is used by the community at large and myself in particular for 
recreation.

Individual

8851 2 I have been using this area as a camping and hiking and exploring area since I was 
young, 50 years ago. My nephew uses it for hunting. It is a -- very close to Tucson, 
and it's an area of unusual beauty and has an unusual mix of hardwoods that's rare in 
this area. It also provides a park like setting for recreationists.

Individual

8859 2 I have recreated and camped in the Box Canyon area for the nearly 30 years that I've 
lived in Tucson. Rosemont Copper's operations will spell and end to this for me 
because it will close off the access road through the Greaterville to Box Canyon 
Road entrance.

Individual
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8875 3 It would significantly impact negatively the access for recreation and potentially 
significantly pollute the environment, including the water shed, the air quality, the 
truck traffic, et cetera.

Individual

8906 3 Have studies been done to compare "mine" vs. "no mine" and the impacts on the 
economy, tourism, recreation, the ecosystems, vegitation, wildlife, groundwater, 
surface water, water quality and availability, roadways and emergency services? If 
so, are the studies available for public scrutiny? If studies have not been done, what 
is the reason for this inaction?

Individual

8978 1 I strongly oppose any mining in the Santa Ritas, let's preserve them for the 
recreational use of the citizens of the greater Tucson area.

Organization

9003 1 We hunt, hike, and birdwatch often in the Santa Ritas.Organization

9041 1 This beautiful area needs to be preserved for recreation of a growing population. Not 
destroyed forever for private profit.

Organization

9105 1 No to the mine. The forest service has the nerve to close down some riding areas in 
the Santa Ritas, but will consider an OPEN PIT MINE! This is absolutely 
rediculous. Keep this area open for the public, not some out of country entity.

Organization

9258 2 People come here for our recreation areas. We must protect them!Organization

9338 1 I am a resident of Elgin AZ and strongly oppose the use of public recreationalOrganization

9532 1 The Santa Ritas are our favorite areas for exploring.Organization

9646 1 Rosemont junction is my favorite place to rock hunt in AZ!!!Organization

9715 1 I am a home owner not far from this area who would hate to see this mine devastate 
this area. I also frequently use the Rosemont area for recreational use.

Organization

9758 1 I grew up hunting in the Rosemont area. I am not a bleeding heart liberal (you don't 
have to be to be a conservationist). Save Rosemont!

Organization

9830 1 Recreational Area!Organization

9954 1 Tucson outdoor enthusiastOrganization

9974 1 This is my favorite place to hike, please don't put a mine thereOrganization

10019 1 I have Hang glided and hunted in the Santa Ritas for 35 years and would like to 
continue to do so. A mine would make these activities impossible.

Organization

10092 1 This is an area that my friends and family have enjoyed for many years. With the 
current cost of gasoline it provides an easily accessable wilderness opportunity for 
recreation at a minimal expense. I shutter to think of the loss of this natural treasure 
and the unfathomable burden that would be placed on the limited remaining 
recreational areas.

Organization

10110 2 This area is too valuable to scar. Our recreational activities depend on this unspoiled 
area.

Organization
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10161 3 This area represents an irreplaceable recreational resource. The long term benefits of 
managing the area as such, far outweighs the short term benefits of its use for 
mineral extraction.

Organization

10299 1 save hunting and hikingOrganization

10300 1 Save hunting and hiking areasOrganization

10301 1 Save hunting and hiking areasOrganization

10302 1 Save the Hunting and Hiking Area'sOrganization

10303 1 Saving the open recreactiom areaOrganization

10340 2  I hunt and hike in that area as does alot of my family.That is Gods coun try the mine 
will destroy it

Organization

10370 2 I oppose the mine due to environmental concerns. This area has high recreation value.Organization

10559 1 I am an Environmental Hydrogeologist, and native Tucson Resident. I have been 
camping and hunting in the Santa Rita mountains for over 40 years.

Organization

10575 2 mountain bikers and hikers of all skill levels and backrounds, Can find peace and 
hapiness in themselves by being in these mountains. DO NOT TAKE THAT 
AWAY!!!!!!

Organization

10578 2 Mining is an inappropriate use of these recreational lands!Organization

10580 1 Mountian BikerOrganization

10600 1 These mines will shut down some of our mountain bike trails!Organization

11041 1 We often hike in the area north of Box Canyon, to view wildlifeand birds, and enjoy 
the area's great vistas. As more and more residents turn to outdoor activities, the area 
also allows us to occasionally escape increasingly crowded popular day-hike trails. 
We believe these unique opportunities will be forever lost to us and the growing 
number of outdoor enthusiasts, if the mine is approved. And we believe the loss of 
this and similar areas will become a factor in determining whether or not people 
choose to relocate to the Tucson area in the future.

Individual

11056 1 Except for visits with family, I only travel for educational opportunities or Nature.  
Epona offers both, and many to be the finest available internationally regard the 
education.

Individual

11063 1 We are writing the express our opposition to the proposed Rosemont Mine that 
would effect Davidson Canyon in the Santa Rita Mountains. We have spent many 
hours hiking and birding in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek. These areas are 
fantastic natural habitat for native species and have great value for hiking, camping, 
and hunting.

 To allow a mine that would permanently change or destroy thses areas shows very 
poor judgement. We really hope you will consider the longterm value of these areas 
before granting permits for a mine.

Individual
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11076 1 We are writing the express our opposition to the proposed Rosemont Mine that 
would effect Davidson Canyon in the Santa Rita Mountains. We have spent many 
hours hiking and birding in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek. These areas are 
fantastic natural habitat for native species and have great value for hiking, camping, 
and hunting. 

To allow a mine that would permanently change or destroy thses areas shows very 
poor judgement. We really hope you will consider the longterm value of these areas 
before granting permits for a mine.

Individual

11077 1 Except for visits with family, I only travel for educational opportunities or Nature.  
Epona offers both, and many to be the finest available internationally regard the 
education.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 41 of 41



Rosemont Copper Project Scoping Summary Report #2 

 

August 2009  

RIPARIAN 



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Riparian

Cumulative Impact

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

99

1681 2 I am deeply concerned with the potential cummulative Impacts that this mine (along 
with several current mines that already exist in the Cienega Creek area) will have on 
the water levels of such an imporatant and critical watershed/ riparian system.

Individual
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24 12 Augusta wants to fill in Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, and Scholefield Canyons, yet 
claims no impact to the Cienega Creek watershed.

24 16 Although efforts are made to contain tailings piles and other sources of runoff, 
leaching of exposing tailings surfaces or waste dumps, and unintended leaks from 
other facilities are common occurrences at mine sites.  This could result in the 
release of poentially toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into ground and surface 
waters impacting nearby riparian areas such as Davidson Canyon.

43 8 The Davidson Canyon area is a natural riparian area. All of this will be affected and 
endangered by allowing mines in this area. Why is this being allowed? These types 
of areas are rare in SE Arizona, I would think they are protected from any kind of 
development that threatens their existence.

Individual

1541 1 How will you protect the ecology of streams in area to avoid and monitor the water 
level

Individual

1602 4 My husband & I were camp hosts at Bog Springs in '06 & hate to see our beautiful 
Madera Canyon area ruined!

Individual

1649 2 Rosemont has focused its water sustainability to the Green Valley/Sahuarita area.  
However is does not discuss the riparian area down-stream of the mine .. nor do they 
discuss the water resources on the eastern side of the Santa Rita's - where they will 
be pulling much of their ground water.

Individual

1650 3 Tailings from this ridiculous project would eventually pollute Davidson Canyon and 
Las Cienegas, both of which qualify or are currently registered with ADEQ as 
"Outstanding Waters" of Arizona.  Any activity which threatens the quality of these 
perennial desert streams is categorically illegal.  Therefore Rosemont is illegal.  We 
and or the state will sue the EPA and other jurisdictional bodies under these 
provisions if this project goes forward.

Individual

1656 2 The Rosemont mine must not be approved because:
Tailing piles would leach toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into the ground 
waters which drain into Tucson area water supplies and pollute riparian areas such as 
Davidson Canyon. How will the CNF guarantee this won't take place?

Individual

1657 4 Acid mine drainage (AMD) has not been addressed at all. There will almost 
assuredly be enough AMD to create an irreversible impact on drainages leading to 
Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek, riparian areas that are critical to resident and 
migratory birds. As USFS wildlife biologists certainly know, 75% of ALL birds 
diversity in Arizona is contained in riparian areas, of which there are precious few in 
our arid state. We cannot afforf this impact either.

Individual

1741 1 The proposed Rosemont Mine would cause the following issues: Decreased water 
flowing into the Riparian wetlands of the Cienega Creek.

Individual
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1761 4 There are perennial streams in the area which means a high water table. How will the 
mine owners mitigate the impact on these streams and the underlying aquifer.

Individual

1775 13 Cienega Creek (which by the way, Augusta wants to fill Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, 
and Scholefield Canyons, yet claims no impact to the Cienega Creek watershed!), 
Dadvidson Canyon, a nominated Wildlife Habitat, as well as Rosemont Canyon, our 
decreasing water table, the peace, beauty, solitude and scenic attraction for thousands 
of out-of-state tourists, are all in serious peril of becoming a beautiful memory our 
children will only have "heard" of!

Individual

1776 4 Cienega Creek be would have water diverted from it and I thought it was a protected 
wetland.

Individual

1856 13 Cienega Creek (which by the way, Augusta wants to fill Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, 
and Scholefield Canyons, yet claims no impact to the Cienega Creek watershed!), 
Dadvidson Canyon, a nominated Wildlife Habitat, as well as Rosemont Canyon, our 
decreasing water table, the peace, beauty, solitude and scenic attraction for thousands 
of out-of-state tourists, are all in serious peril of becoming a beautiful memory our 
children will only have "heard" of!

Individual

1891 15 In addition, the watershed for the mining operation is the Cienega Creek and 
Davidson Canyon, a natural riparian area. This watershed enters the water supply for 
the Tucson area. Below is a description of what can happen: 

…"the single greatest danger from open-pit mining: Rocks encapsulated in a 
mountain are dug up, exposing them to air and water. If they contain pyrite -- iron 
sulfide, technically, but better known as "fool's gold"-- the rock produces sulfuric 
acid. This acid leaches heavy metals from the rock, much as water dripped through 
coffee grounds carries away caffeine.
The resulting toxic mess, sometimes mixing with arsenic and other contaminants, can 
be harmful and even deadly to fish. Katerina Edwards, the scientist who discovered 
the new microbe at Iron Mountain, said that once acid-generating rock is exposed to 
the elements, "You've opened up a big tap of sulfuric acid and broken off the handle. 
You can't stop it."
While it can be contained, or treated, the costs can be huge. " You're going to have to 
spend millions and millions of dollars" on the cleanup, said Steve Newton-Reed, a 
program specialist in the California Office of Mine Reclamation. "Nobody wants to 
hear this"

Individual

1892 3 Impacts to Water Resources: The project as proposed will impact water resources 
and riparian areas both within and outside the project area. This includes impacts to 
washes, creeks, springs, and riparian habitat, including Davidson Canyon and 
Cienega Creek. Both Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek are within Pima County's 
Cienega Creek Natural Preserve, while Cienega Creek has been recognized as a 
national treasure and is protected within the Las Cienegas National Conservation 
Area.

Organization

1892 16 This mine cannot be operated without significant impact to these important water 
and riparian resources and the imperiled species that depend in thme. This project 
should be denied based on these impacts alone.

Organization
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1904 8 Although efforts are made to contain tailings piles and other sources of runoff, 
leaching of exposing tailings surfaces or waste dumps, and unintended leaks from 
other facilities are common occurences at mine sites.  This could result in the release 
of potentially toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into ground and surface waters 
impacting nearby riparian areas such as Davidson Canyon.

Individual

1922 3 Tailing piles would leach toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into the ground 
waters which drain into Tucson area water supplies and would pollute riparian areas 
such as Davidson Canyon.

Individual

1936 5 The affect the mine would have on Madera Canyon is astonishing.Individual

1948 10 I am concerned about how this project will affect the Las Cienegas watershedIndividual

1956 13 Augusta want to fill in Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, and Scholefield Canyons, yet claims 
no impact to the Cienega Creek watershed.

Individual

2076 4 I am very oppose to the existence of an open-pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains 
for these reasons:
Possible release of potentially toxic heavy metals and chemicals into ground and 
surface waters draining into Tucson area water supplies, and impacting nearby 
riparian areas such as Davidson Canyon.

Individual

2077 3 The wetlands within Madera canyon are spring fed possibly sharing the same source 
as the springs within the proposed Rosemont Mine area. Since these spring fed 
wetlands share the same water source will Madera canyon's wetlands suffer from the 
Rosemont mine?

Individual

2077 4 Since these spring fed wetlands share the same water source will Madera canyon's 
wetlands suffer from the Rosemont mine;

Individual

2084 4 The existing watershed will be compromised if the project is approvedIndividual

2121 2 Water is a huge issue. Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek are incredibly important 
riparian areas for wildlife.I know of no way this resource can be protected in 
perpetuity.

Individual

2144 18 Allegadly the company wants to fill in Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, and Scholefield 
Canyons, yet claims no impact to the Cienega Creek watershed.

Individual

2148 11 Augusta wants to fill in Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, and Scholefield Canyons, yet 
claims no impact to the Cienega Creek watershed.

Individual

2150 15 The Davidson Canyon area is a natural riparian area. This will be affected and 
endangered by allowing mines in this area.

Individual

2156 12 Augusta wants to fill in Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, and Scholefield Canyons, yet 
claims no impact to the Cienega Creek watershed.

Individual

2170 8 Augusta wants to fill in Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, and Scholefield Canyons, yet 
claims no impact to the Cienega Creek watershed.

Individual

2174 12 Augusta wants to fill in Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, and Scholefield Canyons, yet 
claims no impact to the Cienega Creek watershed.

Individual
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2209 6 Waters from Davidson Canyon flow into this preserve. The exposure to toxic runoff 
into Davidson Canyon from this proposed project is extremely high. Augusta wants 
to fill in Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, and Schofield Canyons, yet claims no impact to 
the Cienega Creek watershed.

Individual

2272 2 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.

Individual

2286 3 Pima County and other entities have been buying up land in the area to preserve the 
San Pedro Cienega Creek environment, not just so we have a pretty area ser aside for 
future generations, but to help protect a valuable riparian habitat. The mine is very 
close to this fragile area.

Individual

2337 7 Augusta wants to fill in Barrell, Wasp, McCleary, and Scholefield Canyons, YET 
CLAIMS NO IMPACT TO THE CIENEGA CREEK WATERSHED.

Individual

2337 12 The Forest Service should deny the Rosemont Mine, because of potential water 
pollution. The release of toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into ground and 
surface waters impacting nearby riparian areas such as Davidson Canyon. Rosemont 
Copper Project should not be allowed to contaminate the water supply of local 
wildlife.

Individual

2338 7 The release of toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into ground and surface waters 
draining into local and Tucson area water supplies and impacting nearby riparian 
areas such as Davidson Canyon.  Rosemont Copper should not be allowed to 
contaminate the water supply of local citizens and wildlife.

Individual

2348 2 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!

Individual

2418 3 Can the runoff or the lowering of the water table threaten the Ceinega Creek (upper 
and lower). This is a critical habitat under the endangered species act of 1973 as 
documented in the federal reister.

Individual

2446 2 and impacting nearby riparian areas such as Davidson Canyon.Individual

2520 2 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!

Individual

2584 7 We are concerned with the water table impacts to downstream high quality riparian 
habitats, particularly Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek. We would expect to see 
an analysis of groundwater withdrawal (the cone of water table depression) and 
impacts to important downstream riparian habitats, as well as potential impacts to 
riparian dependent species (birds, mammals, amphibians, and reptiles).

Organization
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2592 21 Given the water use projections of the project and the significance of groundwater 
within the project area as a recharge sources to the Tucson groundwater basin and to 
the sustenance of perennial and intermittent surface water flow in the area (e.g., 
Cienega Creek, Davidson Canyon, and the springs in the immediate vicinity of the 
proposed project area), factors that need to be described to understand the hydrology 
include:

the hydraulic properties of materials in the project area
estimates of annual mountain front recharge,
estimates of groundwater flow volumes in the area,
groundwater flow paths, and 
the interrelationship between groundwater flow from the project area and surface 
water in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek.

Individual

2592 78 The impact to wildlife and water resources of the destruction of the springs and 
riparian areas identified in the MPO need to be evaluated in the EIS to determine 
whether there are alternatives to the loss of those resources.

Individual

2592 80 The biological assessment for the EIS should incorporate projected changes to 
riparian systems periperhal to the project area, including Davidson Canyon and 
Cienega Creek.

Individual

2593 35 AQUATIC BIOLOGY
There are several springs within the project area, and perennial stream reaches down 
stream that should be considered in the EIS. The EIS should determine where the 
current perennial springs or perennial waters are located in this watershed, and 
determine which ones could be affected by the mine. It should determine which 
springs and streams or stream reaches are perennial, intermittent or ephemeral, and 
what is the normal and seasonal flow at each one.

Other questions that should be answered by the EIS are:
- What is the current habitat condition and trend for riparian habitat, benthic, 
macroinvertibrate and fish communities in the affected watershed?

Organization

2593 90 -How much would the aquifer be drawn down as a result of pit dewatering?
-How far from the pit would the effects of dewatering occur?
-How would this impact Davidson Canyon and the springs in the area?
-How would the dewatering of these local resources be mitigated by Augusta?
-How would Augusta compensate the public for the loss of wildlife watering 
locations, impacts to vegetation from lowering of the water table, and the general 
loss of riparian areas from pit dewatering?

Organization
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2593 111 Concerns regarding the vegetation in the area that should be addressed in the EIS 
include:
-What are the short term direct impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the long term, indirect impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the important habitat types in the area?
-What is the current productivity of important habitat types in the area?
-What threatened, endangered, special status or candidate species are in the area, or 
could occur in the area?
-How would they be affected and how would this impact be mitigated?
-How does this plan comply with Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) 
and Executive Order 91-6 (Protection of Riparian Areas)?

Organization

2626 2 How can anyone believe that taking precious water supplies from  riparian areas is at 
all beneficial?

Individual

2671 12 Given the uncertainties in CAP availability, combined with wells already drilled at 
the proposed mining site and the effect of the open pit, its depth and resultant water 
drainage into it, I question the true impact on the riparian habitat of the Las Cienegas 
Conservation Reserve

Individual

2677 51 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Loss of springs and streams

Government

2723 2 I also wonder how the change in topography that the Rosemont Mine and its tailings 
would cause more effect the amount of rain runoff that replenishes riparian areas 
downstream.

Individual

2723 3 In water that does flow out of the mine area, pollution levels could be high enough to 
have negative impacts on downstream riparian areas.

Individual

2736 12 How will the use of surface and groundwater impact the Davidson Canyon and 
Cienega Creek watershed

Government

2760 22 Discuss the potential for flash floods to transport sediment from distrubed areas at 
the mine to stream channels.

Government

2760 33 Identify direct, indirect  impacts to surface  wetlands,  resources as a result of 
groundwater pumping assoicated with the proposed project.

Government

2760 51 It appears from the Rosemont Mine Plan of Operations that the leach pad, tailings, 
waste rock dump, and pit are all proposed to be located in stream courses. The Forest 
Service should coordinate with the Army Corps of Engineers to determine if the 
proposed project requires a Clean Water Act Section 404 permit. Section 404 
regulates the discharge of dredged or fill materials into waters of the United States, 
including wetlands and other "special aquatic sites." The EIS should describe all 
waters of the U.S. that could be affected by the project, including past impacts. The 
discussion should include acreages and channel lengths, habitat types, values, and 
functions of these waters. All required Federal and State permits for work potentially 
affecting wetlands or waters of the U.S. should be identified. The EIS should address 
opportunities for improving the quality and quantitiy of wetlands in the study area in 
designing facilities.

Government
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2760 52 If a permit is requried, EPA will review the project for compliance with Federal 
Guidelines for Specification of Disposal Sites for Dredged or Fill Materials (40 CFR 
230), promulgated pursuant to Section 404(b)(1) of the Clean Water Act ("404(b)(1) 
Guidelines"). Pursuant to 40 CFR 230, any permitted discharge into waters of the 
U.S. must be the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative available to 
achieve the project purpose. The EIS should include an evaluation of the project 
alternatives in this context in order to demonstrate the project's compliance with the 
404(b)(1) Guidelines. If, under the proposed project, dredged or fill material would 
be discharged into waters of the U.S., the EIS should describe the potential 
environmental impacts and discuss alternatives to avoid or minimize those 
discharges.

If a discharge is permitted, required mitigation for impacts  to waters of the U.S. 
should be identified and commited to in the EIS for evaluation by the public and 
decision makers. Mitigation should be implemented in advance of the impacts to 
avoid habitat losses due to the lag time between the occurrence of the impact and 
successful mitigation. The discussion should include the following information:
* acreage and habitat type of waters of the the U.S. that would be created or restored;
* water sources to maintain the mitigation area;
*the revegetation plans including the numbers and age of each species to be planted;
*maintenance and monitoring plans, including performance standards to determine 
mitigation success;
*the size and location of mitigation zones;
*the parties that would be ultimately responsible for the plan's success; and 
*contingency plans that would be enacted if the original plan fails.

Government

2761 1 Damage to riparian areas  is sufficient ground to reject the proposed Rosemont 
Copper Project

Individual

3931 6 Rosemont Mine is opposed by a Pima County Resolution and the vast majority of 
communities, towns, citizens, and homeowner associations in Pima County.  
Important objections are to its deleterious effects on the riparian

Organization

6759 9 Possible impacts on aquatic inhabitants from mining include the reduction of water 
resources from increased groundwater pumping, viseltation (phonetic) of streams,

Individual

6862 2 The recent study in 2007 on the effects of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan in 
our communities calculated that the estimated increases in property values and 
property tax revenues associated with proximity to healthy riparian corridors in Pima 
County, the property premiums are estimated to be at a region of $250 million, and 
generated up to an estimated two and a half million dollars each year in incremental 
property tax revenues. So degrading riparian areas of the proposed mine will reduce 
that income in perpetuity.

Organization

6873 2 The draft EIS for this project should fully analyze the following impacts: water, 
hydrology. This is not just a copper mining project, it is a massive water mining 
project and I think that's been clearly talked about tonight. So the impacts to the 
nearby watershed, riparian areas, including Cienega Creek National Conservation 
Area and Davidson Canyon as well as the impacts to our aquifer, springs et cetera, 
needs to be fully analyzed.

Organization
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6901 12 The Rosemont Copper Project will impact both the water resources and riparian 
areas withing the project area along with all of the washes, creeks, springs and 
riparian habitat downstream, including Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek.

Organization

6901 25 The current Mine Plan of Operations outlines plans to create diversions, dams and 
tailings piles in Barrel and Scholefield Canyons.  These activities will essentially 
destroy the riparian habitat withing these canyons.  Furthermore, according to a 
memo written on August 28, 2006 by Julia Fonseca, Pima County Environmental 
Planning Manager, "Dams and channels will intercept snowmelt and stormwater 
which would otherwise flow toward Davidson Canyon.  The tailings themselves will 
be designated to inhibit percolation and runoff, so not only will the habitat be 
destroyed, but the watershed functions will cease…At present, Davidson Canyon 
underflow provides as much as 20 percent of the water to Cienega Creek near Marsh 
Station Road Bridge."  Thus, there will be significant ripple effects from the 
proposed mine operations downstream into the Cienega Creek area and beyond.  
These effects include significant and permanent degradationof the biological and 
water resources in these canyons, riparian areas, washes, creeks, and surrounding 
areas.

Organization

6902 7 This Rosemont property is no average open flat desert we are talking about either.  
The Cienega riparian national conservation area is a protected national forest that is 
designated and recognized sensitive water shed that supports the Cienega creek, one 
of the last natural riparian wild life areas in southern Arizona.

Individual

6936 5 IMPACTS TO WATER RESOURCES AND RIPARIAN AREAS: The Rosemont 
Copper Project will impact both the water resources and riparian areas withing the 
project area along with all of the washes, creeks, springs and riparian habitat 
downstream, including Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek.  Both the on-site and 
downstream water resources impacts cannot be overemphasized.

Organization

6966 2 The mine tailings can have profound health and environmental consequences 
especially for children in nearby communities or for sensitive riparian or wildlife 
refuge areas due to the metal content amoung other contaminants of the tailings piles 
that contain from as little as 0.1 percent to as much as 5 percent lead, arsenic, copper 
and zinc.

Individual

7035 2 Once these type of riparian areas home to many species are lost they rarely come 
back.

Individual

7088 26 The effects of all this heavy metal contamination on the local; desert flora and fauna 
must be examined, especially in the streams and riparian areas adjacent to this 
proposed Rosemont mine.

Organization

7117 13 The canyon contains spring-fed perennial water and cottonwood-willow riparian 
habitat that provides homes and sustenance to numerous species of wildlife, 
including Gila topminnow (Poeciliopsis occidentalis), Gila chub (Gila intermedia), 
and lesser long-nosed bat (Leptonycteris yerbabuenae), which are all endangered 
species, as well as Mexican gartersnake (Thamonophis eques), lowland leopard frog 
(Rana yavapaiensis), and many migratory birds.

Organization
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7142 2 The stream provides important riparian habitat for a diverse flora and fauna, 
including  priority vulnerable species listed under the Sonora Desert Conscervation 
Plan and threatened and endangered species or species of concern identified by the 
US Fish & Wildlife Service, including the lowland leopard frog and the long fin dace.

Individual

7151 15 Other questions that should be answered by the EIS are:

What is the current habitat condition and trend for riparian habitat, benthic, 
macroinvertibrate, and fish communities in the affected watershed?

Organization

7163 24 What are the foreseeable impacts to watershed health, riparian areas, springs and 
cienegas, including Cienega Creek National Conservation Area, the watershed 
feeding the Santa Cruz River?

Organization

7176 2 In the context of these directives, it is critical that the CNF conduct a detailed 
hydrologic inventory of the Rosemont basin, including identification of all seeps, 
springs and riparian areas that may be impacted by the proposed Rosemont Mine, 
and documentation of seasonal variation in flow and water quality from these 
features.

Individual

7184 3 Manganese, selenium, thallium. lead, copper, zinc, cadmium, aluminum, iron, and 
arsenic are all potential products of acid mine drainage. These toxic substances, 
together with sulfuric acid which can be 20-300 times more acidic that acid rain, can 
impact mammals, riparian vegetation, and most importantly, human health.   Acid 
mine drainage can last for thousand of years and cost millions of dollars to manage.

Individual

7192 3 Impacts to Water Resources: The project as proposed will impact water resources 
and riparian areas both within and outside the project area. This includes impacts to 
washes, creeks, springs, and riparian habitat, including Davidson Canyon and 
Cienega Creek. Both Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek are within Pima County's 
Cienega Creek Natural Preserve, while Cienega Creek has been recognized as a 
national treasure and is protected within the Las Cienegas National Conservation 
Area.

Organization

7192 16 This mine cannot be operated without significant impact to these important water 
and riparian resources and the imperiled species that depend in thme. This project 
should be denied based on these impacts alone.

Organization

7200 6 The EIS must also contain an accurate description of riparian areasOrganization

7200 16 The EIS must fully evaluate the direct and indirect impacts of this project on the 
water resources in the area. It is well-known that this type of project could result in 
the release of potentially toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into ground and 
surface waters draining into Tucson area water supplies, and impacting nearby 
riparian areas such as Davidson Canyon or Sonoita Creek.

Organization

7206 2 I would certainly not wish to hike or trail ride or even drive part an open pit mine 
and my understanding is that the beautiful riparian areas could be dramatically 
affected by any significant developments in the area.

Individual
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7253 35 AQUATIC BIOLOGY
There are several springs within the project area, and perennial stream reaches down 
stream that should be considered in the EIS. The EIS should determine where the 
current perennial springs or perennial waters are located in this watershed, and 
determine which ones could be affected by the mine. It should determine which 
springs and streams or stream reaches are perennial, intermittent or ephemeral, and 
what is the normal and seasonal flow at each one.

Other questions that should be answered by the EIS are:
- What is the current habitat condition and trend for riparian habitat, benthic, 
macroinvertibrate and fish communities in the affected watershed?

Organization

7253 90 -How much would the aquifer be drawn down as a result of pit dewatering?
-How far from the pit would the effects of dewatering occur?
-How would this impact Davidson Canyon and the springs in the area?
-How would the dewatering of these local resources be mitigated by Augusta?
-How would Augusta compensate the public for the loss of wildlife watering 
locations, impacts to vegetation from lowering of the water table, and the general 
loss of riparian areas from pit dewatering?

Organization

7253 111 Concerns regarding the vegetation in the area that should be addressed in the EIS 
include:
-What are the short term direct impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the long term, indirect impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the important habitat types in the area?
-What is the current productivity of important habitat types in the area?
-What threatened, endangered, special status or candidate species are in the area, or 
could occur in the area?
-How would they be affected and how would this impact be mitigated?
-How does this plan comply with Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) 
and Executive Order 91-6 (Protection of Riparian Areas)?

Organization

7316 5 b. How will water quality and quantity be affected in surface waters, waters that are 
critical to support riparian habitat for wildlife.

Organization

7348 7 A) Impacts on Las Cienegas and Davidson Canyon riparian habitats; even though the 
mining company is going to be taking water from the aquifer west of the mountains 
the tailings piles will effectively eliminate several important drainages the bring 
water from Santa Rita to  these priceless, endangered habitats. What water does seep 
from the tailings will be polluted with sulfates and heavy metals.

Individual

7456 51 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Loss of springs and streams

Government

7487 12 Given the uncertainties in CAP availability, combined with wells already drilled at 
the proposed mining site and the effect of the open pit, its depth and resultant water 
drainage into it, I question the true impact on the riparian habitat of the Las Cienegas 
Conservation Reserve

Individual

7504 35 The effects of all this heavy metal contamination on the local; desert flora and fauna 
must be examined, especially in the streams and riparian areas adjacent to this 
proposed Rosemont mine.

7508
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7504 69 The northeastern Santa Rita Mountains receive approximately 18 to 22 inches of 
rainfall each year, almost twice that received by the adjacent valleys.  This rain, fresh 
and uncontaminated, flows from the mine area via two streams northeastward into 
Davidson Canyon and then into Cienega Creek and, finally, Pantano Wash, which 
drains westward toward Tucson.  The streams serve the following purposes:

1.  They create riparian zones that support healthy vegetation necessary for a diverse 
ecology and for control of erosion of stream banks.

2. They supply a number of springs and tinajas that are the source of water for 
countless birds and other animals, large and small, that inhabit the area.

3. They recharge small groundwater basins along their courses - the sources of water 
for a number of domestic wells.

4. They are a significant source of fresh, uncontaminated water for the Tucson 
groundwater basin, the source of most of Tucson's potable water.

5. They serve as treasured recreation sites for residents and visitors alike.

7508

7504 158 The foot-print of the Rosemont Mine is stated to come within four miles of Madera 
Canyon; a world known birding area that harbors several rare species of birds, some 
endangered.  The wetlands within Madera canyon are spring fed possibly sharing the 
same source as the springs within the proposed Rosemont Mine area.

Since these spring fed wetlands share the same water source will Madera canyon's 
wetlands suffer from the Rosemont mine: and, what will be the effect of the 
Rosemont mining project on endangered wildlife and these birds?

Has Rosemont contracted biological population studies on all species of endangered 
wildlife; and, can they say with certitude that their mine will not endanger the 
wildlife and International tourism to the Santa Cruz valley?

7508

7556 3 Rosemont Mine's Plan of Operation states it will block a main tributary (Barrel 
Canyon) of Davidson Canyon which feeds Cienega Creek.

Individual

7585 3 Effects of changes on instream flows on Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek need 
to be assessed. The Rosemont project will result in a large portion of the upper 
reaches of the watershed being hydrologically removed from the downstream 
drainages. This will reduce the size of flooding events through the lower canyons 
which is crucial in maintaining ecologic systems, in particular the recruitment of 
many riparian flora and fauna. These impacts need to be assessed.

Individual

7598 18 Given the uncertainties in CAP availability, combined with wells already drilled at 
the proposed mining site and the effect of the open it, its depth and resultant water 
drainage into it, we question the true impact on the riparian habitat of the Las 
Cienegas Conservation Reserve, the Sonoita community and our well.

Individual

8605 2 You are talking about putting toxic tailings in public lands that feed into Davidson 
Canyon and they feed into La Cienega's preserve. That is outrageous that it's even 
being considered. And it has to stop now. It has to stop now.

Individual
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8866 5 I'm concerned about the depletion of the aquifer and how it might ultimately affect 
the San Pedro riparian area.

Individual

8914 1 I believe, we have more important issues than revenue from another major open pit 
mine. We have already lost 90% of the riparian area AZ. had 150 years ago. What 
will be left for our grandchildren?

Individual

11064 4 Acid mine drainage (AMD) has not been addressed at all. There will almost 
assuredlyybe enough AMD to create an irreversible impact on drainages leading to 
Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek, riparian areas that are critical to resident and 
migratory birds. As USFS wildlife biologists certainly know, 75% of ALL birds 
diversity in Arizona is contained in riparian areas, of which there are precious few in 
our arid state. We cannot afforf this impact either.

Individual
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2076 12 A recent study by the Sonoran Institute shows that a mine at Rosemont would have 
serious economic impacts to the surrounding communities. The report found: "if the 
proposed Rosemont mine operations displace only one percent of travel and tourism-
related spending in the region, the economic loss would be greater then the entire 
annual payroll of the mine". (quote by Joe Marlow, senior economist with the 
Sonoran Institute.)

Individual
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1575 2 I want to see some evidence of responsible management to the projected growth in 
south eastern Arizona in the coming years.

Individual

1731 15 We need to be assured that long-term and cumulative impacts to our area be studied. 
There are several more mines being proposed in our area, in Davidson Canyon, for 
instance, that will impact the water flow, higway traffic, and the environment. Will 
multiple mining enterprises near our homes compound the effects on our lives and 
well-being and those of future generations?

Organization

1768 1 The new housing out here is enough of a drain on all of our natural resources.Individual

2113 1 The detrimental impact on the health and well being of all persons living near or 
around this proposed mine outweigh the economic benefit to the area. In fact it will 
deter future development and fiscal growth for all of southeastern Arizona for years.

Individual

2119 6 The Jobs created will be short term and will be lost as soon as the price of Copper 
falls as evidenced by the past mine bankruptcy and closures in Pima County and 
elsewhere in the State.

Individual

2136 11 Add to the above, that this mine will only employ 327 people and a mine life of 18.2 
years. It's no wonder that the Board of Supervisors voted to oppose this project. Not 
to mention that there's no guarantee, of course, that the mine won't go belly up in two 
years like some recent mines in the U.S. have.

Individual

2146 4 This area will be under increased demand for the quick buck by persons and groups 
who show little or no sense of bonding with the community nor with the land.

Individual

2150 2 We strongly protest these mines because of the many ways in which they will 
negatively affect, not just our property, but all the communities in the surrounding 
areas.

Individual

2150 21 We are concerned for the negative impact on the cost of living, economical burdens, 
quality of life, and lowering property values these mines will cause!

Individual

2155 1 The negative impact of the proposed Rosemont Mine is so overwhelming that the 
economic benefits do not outweigh the detrimental consequences of this Mine.

Individual

2155 5 Loading this detriment on the area's property values, at a time when market values 
are already declining, will place an inordinate burden on owners and may generate 
more foreclosures.

Individual

2155 7 If you approve the use of public lands for this Mine, the negative impact on nearby 
real estate values will be significant.

Individual
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2186 2 The few dollars locals will make will be incomparable to the wealth these companies 
will realize. This is greed, it is not for the good of the whole, it is not for the 
betterment of humankind, and it certainly is NOT for the good of our Earth.

Individual

2196 5 Sure the mine may generate several good paying jobs for miners, tax dollars for the 
local communities and abundant wealth for its investors, but is accelerating the 
depletion of one of southern Arizona's most valuable resources worth it? We need to 
take a long term perspective for the benefit of future Arizonan's not a short term one 
for the benefit of a relatively few people.

Individual

2208 10 This mine would have no lasting benefit to the state of Arizona or its citizens. The 
short term benefits will only be seen by the mining company and a few employees at 
the expense of Arizona taxpayers and all who visit this beautiful state.

Individual

2214 19 How does Rosemont Copper propose to protect the long-term economic health of 
local communities?

Individual

2232 4 Are these Health Risks worth the small economic gain we might receive from the 
mine? Health Problems can be very costly to Treat so will the community be ahead 
financially or will Cost of Treatment outweigh the economic gain?

Individual

2236 5 Is the copper truly needed for the national health, wealth, and security? What the 
proponents say, may not be so.

Individual

2240 4 Who will compensate us if I am forced to change my job mid career or forced to sell 
my home so I can relocate. That is of course if that is possible with the reduced home 
values caused by the intrusion by the mine in the Rosemont ranch area.

Individual

2354 8 We don't care how much revenue the mines may bring in or how many jobs will be 
created. The jobs are temporary, and the damage that the mine does will offset any 
financial advantage there may be. The mess that the mine leaves behind is hardly 
worth the temporary gain of some jobs or tax money.

Individual

2362 8 The long term effects of waste, tailings, toxic by products, the destruction of more 
precious open spaces, critical habitat pales into insignificance compared to the 
profits for Augusta and jobs for our citizens.

Individual

2366 7 Fair is fair. Rosemont is likely to take both water and copper from the region, 
damaging the life of residents and taking an asset from the American people as a 
whole. Jobs are not enough to replace this danger.

Individual

2374 11 This mine will only employ 327 people and a mine life of 18.2 years. It's no wonder 
that the Board of Supervisors voted to oppose this project. Not to mention that 
there's no guarantee, of course, that the mine won't go belly up in two years like 
some recent mines in the U.S. have.

Individual

2376 2 There may be some short term benefits economically, through even this is somewhat 
questionable given the eventual costs of reclamation and potential pollution.

Individual

2377 2 There may be some short term benefits economically, through even this is somewhat 
questionable given the eventual costs of reclamation and potential pollution.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 2 of 189



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Socioeconomics

Cumulative Impact

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

99

2386 5 This may be moot if the water table drops and we simply run out of water.  As it is, 
various hydrology reports for the area indicate that this area can support only limited 
future population growth as it is, assuming no mine is built.  The mine would most 
likely dry up our wells, killing the towns of Sonoita, Patagonia, and Elgin and 
removing hundred of millions of dollars of property asset value from the personal 
wealth of local residents and from the county propety tax roles.  Half my retirement 
assets are tied up in the 20 acres of land and buildings on my property.  If I am 
unable to sell this property in five years or so for what they are worth now (or more) 
when I retire from my emplyment, then I will have suffered a tremendous financial 
loss that I will never be able to recover.

Individual

2414 2 Result: the principal asset of elderly residents, their house, will become worthless! 
And of course, local businesses will go down too.

Individual

2415 2 the social benefits to the community (economy, local jobs, local tax base, etc.) need 
to be considered based on where the most impact will be, i.e. Green Valley area 
versus Pima county, Tucson, or the entire state of Arizona.

Individual

2423 1 The Rosemont Copper Project has gigantic potential for revenue, and a collosal 
means of destroying commercial and private interests in this part of the state.

Individual

2426 2 I am a 39 yr. retired copper miner. I own property in Sahuarita Heights about 1/2 
mile east of an industrial well owned by Augusta Resources Corp. (Rosemont 
Copper). This is one of 3 wells planned for the Sahuarita area. These wells are 1200 
ft. deep with a 12 inch diameter casing. So the way that I see this project, it will not 
be long before the private well that supplies my water will go dry. Which means that 
I will have to move, or finance deepening the private well. So the Rosemont mine 
will not benefit myself or my neighbors.

Individual

2435 2 This mine would most likely be buying US made trucks, which buy US steel, which 
hire US workers. Locally it brings good paying jobs and keeps Arizona #1 resource, 
PEOPLE, in the state of Arizona.

Individual

2610 43 What are the cumalative impacts of adding yet anoyher mine in the Area on tourismIndividual

2617 39 What would be the economic impact on the loss of use of the observatories at Kitt 
Peak, Tucson, Benson etc.?

Individual

2648 7 Given all the other active likely potential mining activity in Southern Pima County, 
what will be the cummulative effect on people

Individual

2676 10 Concerning the proposed Rosemont mine project, to start with a arecent Sonoran 
Institute study stating: The Proposed Rosemont project would produce significant 
costs for local individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, 
including: 

economic impacts associated with environmental effects on surface and groundwater, 
electrical power generation, and increased carbon dioxide emissions.

Business

2688 35 There are several more mines being proposed near our communities, in Davidson 
Canyon, for instance, that will impact water flow, highway traffic, and the 
environment.  Will multiple mining enterprises near our homes compount the effects 
on our lives and well-being and those of future generations?

Organization
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2729 35 There are several more mines being proposed near our communities, in Davidson 
Canyon, for instance, that will impact water flow, highway traffic, and the 
environment.  Will multiple mining enterprises near our homes compount the effects 
on our lives and well-being and those of future generations?

Organization

2745 12 The Tucson Active Management Area (TUMA) is a cmoprehensive system that is to 
large to quantify the critical impact that Rosemont Copper will directly and 
cumulatively indirectly impact the present and futures of these communites

Individual

6864 1 What has Augusta done to plan for and to guarantee mitigation of damage to 
residential properties which will be affected by the mine in Tucson, Green Valley, 
Sonoita, Patagonia, Corona de Tucson, Vail, surrounding areas? There could be 
drastic effects on property values in all areas, in all regions affected by the mine's 
activities involving our water, air, woil, and roads, for example.

Individual

7070 2 2) Mine employees will not be content to live in Tucson, and pressures will grow for 
new housing developments close to the mine, hence increasing sprawl.

Individual

7134 34 The Forest Service must also ensure that the DEIS presents an analysis of the direct, 
indirect and cumulative social effects that may result from the proposed action and 
all of the alternatives, including the no action alternative. We are particularly 
interested in the analysis of the social impacts on Sahuarita, but note that there are 
many other potentially impacted communities.

Business

7163 66 Cumulative & Synergistic Effects

NEPA requires that where several actions have a cumulative or synergistic 
environmental effects, this consequence must be considered in an EIS. Kleppe v. 
Sierra Club, 427 U.S. 390, 410, 96 S.Ct.2718, 2730, 49 L.E.d.2d 576 (1976); Save 
the Yaak Committee v. Block, 840 F.2d 714, 721 (9th Cir.1988); 40 C.F.R. Sec. 
1508.7. While mining companies often question whether their operations have 
caused environmental problems, numerous scientific studies have directly linked 
environmental problems to mining operations. A mining company's efforts to 
minimize impacts or improve the environment do not necessarily prevent their 
operations from adversely affecting the environment, especially considering the 
reality of cumulative impacts in a region where numerous concurrent proposed mines 
are on the table.

The need for careful consideration of cumulative and synergistic impacts in greatly 
heightened by the fact that there are currently several proposed large new hardrock 
mines in close proximity to one another on national forest land within the Patagonia 
Mountains, Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding areas: The Hardshell mine; the 
Four Metals mine; the Providencia Project; Humboldt Canyon; Margarita Mine; and 
Rosemont Copper Project.

Organization

7202 6 5. What are the cumulative impacts of adding yet another mine in this area on the 
roads, utilities, tourism, emergency services, noise and air pollution? How will the 
expense of additional services be allocated?

Individual

7328 10 Patagonia is ripe for expanding it's tourist base, more vineyards have come into the 
Sonoita area. Just what is the trade off here in the long term impacts????

Individual

7427 8 Cumulative effects – How will the mine affect  long-term economics of the area?Individual
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7504 41 The Forest Service should also consider how the mine would get sufficient electrical 
power to it, and the cumulative impacts of 1) projected population and infrastructure 
growth; 2) power line siting and transmission lines; 3) the inability of Tucson 
Electric Power to provide Tucson area with sufficient power for its current and future 
needs; and 4) additional electrical power generation and the added impacts and 
effects on air pollution and global warming.

7508

8902 2 What are the cumulative impacts of adding yet another mine in this area on the 
roads, utiliteis, tourism, emergency sevices, noise and air pollution? How will the 
expense of additional services be allocated?

Individual

Economy
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1 2 A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is incompatible with the current 
local and regional economy.

7 2 We need this long term boost to the economy and this will help so many many 
people to get back some sort of stabilaty to their lives.

Individual

9 2 Pima Co. needs this mine and the high paying jobs it will create to sustain our 
economy. The taxes, salaries, and associated indirect economic values are far greater 
than we could replace.

Individual

14 3 Furthermore, the deleterious effects this mine would cause to the environment would 
outlast its economic feasibility.

Individual

18 2 Where would tax money go? We need it for our schools.Individual

24 35 Any economic benefits of the mine will be offset by the negative impacts to tourism-
related businesses dependent on the area's scenic beauty.  Mine employment may be 
partially or offest by the impact of the mine on recreational and scenic values which 
might might otherwise have lured companies into relocating to Southern Arizona and 
the long-term deleterious effects of mining's boom-bust economies.

27 6 Importantly - the US is a net exporter of copper. Augusta has already indicated 
concentrates are suitable to be shipped overseas. Why destroy this important 
ecological habitat so our US copper can be shipped overseas, leaving a BIG MESS, 
with profits going to Canadian companies August, Wheaton and also Sumitomo. 
BAD proposed use of public land!

Individual

34 1 We need to strengthen out mining industry and we need this mine. It is an important 
economic stimuli and does not need to be at the expense of the environment.

Individual

36 2 The temporary gain in income and labor that this project claim to bring will 
definitely be outweighed by the distructive force that such an endeavor would take.

Individual

41 2 I would also like to see an analysis of the economic impacts relative to the money 
and fees to be injected into the local economy

Individual

43 17 How does Rosemont Copper propose to protect the long-term economic health of 
local communtiy?
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47 7 And by the time it was really functioning the financial market will probably be so 
bad it's a waste of money too.

Individual

57 5 Augusta should also determine how they propose to protect the long-term economic 
health of local communities.

Individual

134 16 Long range effets in quality of life, the façade of boom and bust economy,, the added 
burdens economically to the local community, the depletion of property values, 
would all be important considerations.

156 7 Please save the Santa Ritas, our scenic, beneficial, ecological, way-of-life supporting 
local mountain range that is a part of our culture, our hertiage, and our local human 
ecology & economy.

157 1 The threat that the proposed mine will pose to our region's rural economy, property 
values, and lifestyle is of such significance, complexity, and scale that the 
development of effective mitigation measures will necessarily require an independent 
and comprehensive study of these adverse impacts by a multidiscipline team of 
recognized experts in their respective fields.

157 7 At the very least, as a condition of Forest Service approval of Augusta's MOP, 
Augusta and any sucessors in ownership of the Mine must be required to agree in 
writing that Augusta shall compensate all persons for lost income and lost property 
value due to the Mine.

160 52 Within the next 20-year period it is highly likely that the Federal Government and 
the State of Arizona will adopt significantly higher mileage requirements for all 
forms of motor vehicles in light of energy supplies and costs along with climate 
change considerations. These requirements will clearly affect the proposed project, 
and the traffic, circulation, energy, and economic impact section of the Draft EIS 
should address the implications of these considerations on the operation of the 
proposed project.

160 69 COMMENT 5: THE MINE WILL THREATEN THE REGION'S RURAL 
ECONOMY AND MUST BE FURTHER AND INDEPENDENTLY STUDIED TO 
BE SUFFICIENTLY UNDERSTOOD AND AVOIDED OR FULLY MITIGATED.

160 72 Augusta plans to undertake a massive industrial project that will threaten the rural 
economy

160 74 The study concludes that if the Mine displaces only one percent of annual travel and 
tourism-related spending in the region, the economic loss will be greater than the 
entire annual payroll of the Mine.      Many residents have lived in the region for 
generations and have farms, ranches, and small businesses. In the late 1960s and 
1970s there was an influx of people seeking a rural lifestyle. More recently, there has 
been a growing number of new residents looking for property in a scenic setting and 
young retirees seeking an active outdoor lifestyle. Most recently, there have been 
developments and opportunities in Elgin, Sonoita, and Patagonia that have shifted 
the economic base from cattle to tourism including camping, hunting, fishing, 
astronomy, biking, birding, wine tasting, recreation and renewal, country fairs, 
festivals, rodeos, horse racing, bed and breakfasts, inns, art galleries, boutiques, and 
gourmet restaurants.

160 76 Augusta understates the threat that the Mine will pose to the region's rural economy
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160 93 In preparing a Mine Plan of Operation, it is in the mine owner's best self-interest to 
understate the risk the mine poses to the region's water resources, environment, and 
its rural urban economies

1537 1 The vast majority of the copper to be extracted is going to China- the majority of the 
profit ($) is going to Canada The majority of work- (refinement, manufacture of 
copper products, distribution etc. is going to be done in China- A much needed 
Resouce (Cu) by the U.S. is going abroad the jobs left here are mining & temporary.

Individual

1543 1 We sholdn't give up U.S. mineral rights for the profit of a foreign (Canadian) 
company!

Individual

1555 2 I think the Sonoran Institute shows a net economic loss to this project. Please 
address all issues from the December 2007 Report (available at www.sonoran.org)

Individual

1572 10 L.T. Concerns:
Economic projections are based on current high commodity prices

Individual

1574 6 Monies from the operation can never subsitute for the ugliness open pit mines leave- 
the noise traffic and heavy use of water utilized.

Individual

1586 1 In money - what comes to U.S.Individual

1608 1 To enjoy this standard of living we need to continue to responsibly develop our 
resources thereby supporting our economy, providing jobs and producing a domestic 
commodity that we would otherwise import.

Individual

1658 1 I have determined that with out mitigating measures buillt into this project which 
currently do not exist, I will be personally impacted and suffer personal as well as 
economic damages, and so will all other residents of this area.

Individual

1660 8 Foreign company mining for world market. AMERICANS living in this area say NO 
to this mine. Keep the minerals for American (illegible)  and when needed for 
foreign defense!

Individual

1670 5 As stated in the Sonoran Desert Institute Study, the loss of tourism within just a few 
years will exceed the economic benefits on mining in the Santa Ritas.

Individual

1673 2 As a OHV user in the Rosemont area and OHV

I am concerned the mining will affect the OHV use and safety in the area.

What plans are being done to protect OHV rights and use or will it be moved or 
redesigned.

OHV from all sources in Pima County totalled 409 million dollars according to there 
records in 2006.

Individual

1731 8 I am concerned for our economy.Organization

1762 7 Sustainable economies just developing in Sonoita, Elgin, Patagonia, Mt. Fagan.  
Areas will be stiffled.

Individual

1762 8 The net economic impacts need to be valued.Individual
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1770 8 But Most of all cencerned that we are selling land to Foreign interests, and shipping 
our resources and wealth into their pockets. If we must do this, there is a better 
location further from populated areas and not as ecologically and aesthetically 
valuable.

Individual

1782 2 I feel it is great for our economy.Individual

1785 2 Southern Arizona needs the economic benefits that this mine will provide. The US 
needs to reduce its dependence on foreign mineral companies and providers.

Individual

1791 1 The Rosemont Mine will be critical to the econmic growth of both Arizona and the 
US in the years to come.
Rosemont will provide Arizona and the US an essential element, copper, in 
everyone's daily lives.  Copper is found in many items which people use everyday 
and if its not produced domestically the US people will have to pay premiums to 
import it from other countries.

Individual

1792 1 Rosemont Project would be good for local, County & State economies.  The money 
and wealth generated through its existence would allow much more to be done 
environmentally than if not.

Individual

1795 5 Evaluate the following social factors in the EIA:
value of sustaining production of vital resources within US border

Individual

1795 6 Evaluate the following social factors in the EIA:
value of taxes for direct and indirect employment and sales

Individual

1795 7 Evaluate the following social factors in the EIA:
value of production of materials that can be used to offset trade defecit

Individual

1795 9 Evaluate the following social factors in the EIA:
national hardship that would result from poor supply or domestic supplies of vital 
industrial materials

Individual

1795 10 Evaluate the following social factors in the EIA:
hardship that will occur when new mineral sources are closed and existing supplies 
run out.

Individual

1796 1 When a project has such a strong magnitude to help the local economy and tax baseIndividual

1798 1 We need this opportunity here. It will help our economy  We can not sit on this.  Our 
economy needs this boost.  We can no longer depend on other countries to provide 
us with copper that we have here.  We need to use our own natural resources so we 
once again be self efficient.

Individual

1799 2 Either we mine the ore here in Az. or we buy it from a foreign country and that will 
affect the cost of everything we use in our own country.

Individual

1890 5 Regarding the $256 million in direct and indirect revenue, how will this benefit 
Green Valley and surrounding communities. Mostly, the Rosemont mine will operate 
to the detrment of the landscape itself.

Individual
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1899 8 Rosemont Executives claim that the copper from this project represents 5-10% of the 
United States copper supply and to mine the copper will make us less reliant on 
foreign sources.  That is a misleading statement unless they have forward sales 
contracts to U.S. companies or plan to hold 5-10% in reserve.  No such 
commitments have been made available to the public.  Secondly, Arizona alone has 
100000 abandoned mines with the legacy of safety hazards, pollution and disrupted 
landscapes that will cost billions of dollars to repair.  Pima County Manager, 
Huckelberry testified that more than 35000 acres, or twice the size of Tucson 
Mountain Park have already bee, or are being mined in Pima County and he knows 
of no plans by any mine to restore the sites to the natural landscape.  Furthermore, 
Augusta Resources has no proven track record in mine reclamation.  It is not in the 
interests of the citizens of Arizona and Pima County to be financially burdened with 
additional negative economic impact from hard rock mining.
Finally, The USDA Forest Service Strategic Plan: FY 2007-2012 states"Open space 
provides many environmental, social, and economic benefits to rural and urban 
communities…These green spaces elevate home values and generate jobs and 
economic vitality.  Current population growth trends show a steady loss of these vital 
open spaces to developed uses."  Considering Pima County's population growth and 
the fact that we already have significant acreage in the county leased for mining, I 
respectfully request that the U.S. Forest Service in keeping with the goals of your 
strategic plan deny the leasing of Federal Land for the Rosemont Copper Project.

Individual

1910 1 Cover:  Socio-economics benefits.Individual

1917 11 I am concerned about the following environmental & health issues:  Economic 
impact on area:  Negative impact on existing businesses, related to tourism.

Individual

1918 5 The mine claims that it will bring more money into the area - it will never match the 
input from the tourist & recreation activities -

Individual

1926 7 The mine would not only cause an econmic impact by people not coming but also 
people leaving the area. Has this been figured in the economic analysis?

Individual

1945 2 This project, which is incompatible with the current local and regional economy.Individual

1946 2 This project, which is incompatible with the current local and regional economy.Individual

1948 12 I am wondering if this is a prudent investment for the state of Arizona / USA.  Since 
the company is foreign - all profits will go out of USA

Individual

1957 15 The last thing this state needs, now that relatively non-polluting tourism/winter 
visitor income has become so important to our economy, is another ghost town and 
ugly abandoned pit mine, which is a good possibility if copper prices crash, as many 
expect, and/or Colorado River Basin snowfalls keep dropping, as some predict.

Individual
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1963 8 Rosemont Executives claim that the copper from this project represents 5-10% of the 
United States copper supply and to mine the copper will make us less reliant on 
foreign sources.  That is a misleading statement unless they have forward sales 
contracts to U.S. companies or plan to hold 5-10% in reserve.  No such 
commitments have been made available to the public.  Secondly, Arizona alone has 
100000 abandoned mines with the legacy of safety hazards, pollution and disrupted 
landscapes that will cost billions of dollars to repair.  Pima County Manager, 
Huckelberry testified that more than 35000 acres, or twice the size of Tucson 
Mountain Park have already bee, or are being mined in Pima County and he knows 
of no plans by any mine to restore the sites to the natural landscape.  Furthermore, 
Augusta Resources has no proven track record in mine reclamation.  It is not in the 
interests of the citizens of Arizona and Pima County to be financially burdened with 
additional negative economic impact from hard rock mining.
Finally, The USDA Forest Service Strategic Plan: FY 2007-2012 states"Open space 
provides many environmental, social, and economic benefits to rural and urban 
communities…These green spaces elevate home values and generate jobs and 
economic vitality.  Current population growth trends show a steady loss of these vital 
open spaces to developed uses."  Considering Pima County's population growth and 
the fact that we already have significant acreage in the county leased for mining, I 
respectfully request that the U.S. Forest Service in keeping with the goals of your 
strategic plan deny the leasing of Federal Land for the Rosemont Copper Project.

Individual

1964 6 I urge you to reject the Augusta's request to build an open pit copper mine in Pima 
County until such time as Augusta can demonstrate how and why the mine will 
contribute to the sustainable development of Pima and Santa Cruz counties and by so 
doing create strong, healthy, sustainable local communities, not only at today's 
historically high copper prices, but at the market values that are likely to prevail if 
the current commodity bubble were to burst or if Rosemont Mine turns out to be a 
high cost producer, unable to match industry productivity and technology standards.

Individual

1964 8 Will the Rosemont Mine will attract people to local communities in Pima and Santa 
Cruz counties, keep young people in their communities, and strengthen local natural, 
social, and human capital?  Will an open pit copper mine reduce the fragility and 
vulnerability of small, rural, borderland communities in Pima and Santa Cruz 
counties?  Will it reduce rural poverty, build social cohesion, and make these 
communities safer, healthier, and more attractive places to live and work?

Individual

1985 1 Cost benefit does not warrant this mine!!Individual

2000 1 Cost benefit does not warrant this mine!!Individual

2068 4 Why should Canada and Japan ruin our economy.Individual

2090 8 We feel that there are many valid reasons to not approving this project:
5. The misconceptions about job creation producing more income and economic 
well-being. The copper company will certainly benefti financially but little else. And 
the net result will eventually be lost revenue in the long run when considering the 
outcome of the other items we have listed.

Individual

2100 2 Copper and moly are multi-purpose elements with innumerable benefits over other 
metals and are essential for various industries whether strategic or non-strategic to 
the citizens of these United States.

Individual
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2100 3 Mining in general will pump close to $20 billion dollars into Arizona's economy this 
year with copper mining attributing nearly $10 billion of those dollars. Typically 
mining will bring high paying jobs and higher paying indirect jobs, not just 
unsustainabl service industry type jobs brought in by tourism. A typical mining job 
brings with it 3-5 indirect jobs while a tourism job may attract 1 additional indirect 
job. Economic ore deposits can't be moved and can't be grown; they are where they 
are and unfortunately, involve impacting a significant acreage of land. While the 
vocal minority whom may ranch, occasionally visit, or occasionally recreate in this 
area will be again it, the majority of people in this area want the economic stimulus 
and tax base that this mining venture will provide.

Individual

2100 7 Neither the state of Arizona, citizens of the greater Tucson and surrounding 
communities, nor the Forest Service can afford to over look the benefits of a project 
of this magnitude while realizing that economic metallic ore deposits are not readily 
discovered in the United States anymore.

Individual

2104 1 The proposed project, as recognized, will have a significant economic and socio-
economic impact on this geographic area.

Individual

2136 8 and the revenues of small businesses.Individual

2143 16 The economy established in Virginia and the surrounding Mesabi Iron Range was 
boom or bust, and in the end it was entirely bust. Whole housing developments were 
empty, house after house. It was devastating. An economy based on mining is headed 
eventually for self-destruction, and it destroys the options the environment would 
have provided, including tourism and attracting businesses to the area because of the 
scenic beauty and recreational opportunities that might have been enjoyed by their 
employees.

Individual

2153 8 Economically overall, the planned mine will do nothing to contribute to the long 
term economic health of the Tucson region.

Individual

2195 5 I hear the Forest Service Representatives touting the economic benefits that will 
come to our area. Well isn't that nice of you to be looking out for our economic 
future, just think how much money we could bring into our area if we were to strip 
mine all of the surrounding mountains in the Tucson Valley, we would all be rich, 
yippee, that would be great.

Individual

2198 10 The population of Metro-Tucson has literally grown up around the mine site in 
relative close proximity. The city limits of Tucson proper goes east of Vail Rd., north 
of I-10., which is only a short distance. The ECONOMIC IMPACTS of this mine 
will weigh heavily on the health of our Citizens and financially on our extremely 
large tourist industry.

Individual

2199 11 What will be the economic burdens to the local communities of the mine and 
transport operations?

Individual

2209 4 The local and self-sustaining economies of tourism, birding, and recreation would be 
negatively impacted.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 11 of 189



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Socioeconomics

Economy

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

2218 6 I urge you to reject the Augusta's request to build an open pit copper mine in Pima 
County until such time as Augusta can demonstrate how and why the mine will 
contribute to the sustainable development of Pima and Santa Cruz counties and by so 
doing create strong, healthy, sustainable local communities, not only at today's 
historically high copper prices, but at the market values that are likely to prevail if 
the current commodity bubble were to burst or if Rosemont Mine turns out to be a 
high cost producer, unable to match industry productivity and technology standards.

Individual

2218 8 Will the Rosemont Mine will attract people to local communities in Pima and Santa 
Cruz counties, keep young people in their communities, and strengthen local natural, 
social, and human capital?  Will an open pit copper mine reduce the fragility and 
vulnerability of small, rural, borderland communities in Pima and Santa Cruz 
counties?  Will it reduce rural poverty, build social cohesion, and make these 
communities safer, healthier, and more attractive places to live and work?

Individual

2265 22 Currently the Santa Rita Mountains are drawing thousands of visitors into the area. 
Diminution of the Santa Rita's natural values could greatly reduce this number of 
visitors and have a big negative economical impact.  Will you complete and publish 
an impact study?

Individual

2272 14 Economics: A recent study by the Sonoran Institute shows that a mine at Rosemont 
would have serious economic impacts to the surrounding communities.

Individual

2273 4 As environmentalists and appreciators of unspoiled landscapes, we are concerned 
that the mine will impact touristand recreation-centered economics of small 
communities like Elgin, Sonoita and Patagonia.

Individual

2276 1 I realize the impact would greatly improve the Tucson and S.E. Arizona economy. 
That is always a HUGE issue.

Individual

2291 15 ECONOMICS: 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!

Individual

2291 19 [1] Mining as a Driver to Our Local Economy Copper mining is an absurd and 
abominable use of our precious federal lands. I challenge Rosemont Copper to go 
against any eight-grader with a spreadsheet and show a net gain to the local economy 
for a period greater than fifteen years. I believe that when all factors are taken into 
account, the only parties which will accrue any significant earnings from this 
audacious rape of the Santa Ritas are Rosemont executives, their highly-paid PR 
consultants, and their media buyers. Certainly not the surrounding community 
(which you may have noticed has opposed mining in the Santa Ritas for two decades 
now.)

Individual

2291 28 Economics: The economy of Southern Arizona/Pima Co. is dependent upon the 
continued attractiveness of this part of the State as a good palce to live. Arizona led 
the nation last year as one of the fastest growing state in the nation and residential 
home building has been a top producer of tax revenue for the State. The area 
surrounding the proposed quarry site has been identified by the Arizona Daily Star as 
one of the fastest growing high value residential areas in the Tucson valley. Property 
value in the area have rapidly appreciated over the past ten years and the property tax 
levies increased accordingly.

Individual
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2305 21 A few jobs and dangling a carrot of millions of dollars in front of the schools boards 
will never come close to the losses incurred from this mining project. Rosemont's 
forecasts are based on the price of copper and operating costs. They are no positive 
guarantees.

Individual

2306 10 A Canadian company would make a profit of our resources and take most of the 
money to Canada. This operation would not profit our local economy. It would offer 
some jobs to be sure but the cost would outweigh the gain. Our existing mega 
employer, Raytheon, is hiring at high paying levels. These newcomers will not want 
to build or buy a home where they would be looking at an open pit mine. Vail and 
Corona will loose these residents and their business.

Individual

2318 10 The Santa Ritas already serve the public as natural open space, and the region 
benefits from the influx of taxpayer money as a result. The public is better served in 
this way than by allowing strip mining to diminish the value and quality of our 
environment.

Individual

2321 1 Rosemont says that EVERY YEAR FOR 20 years the production will be as follows:
234 million pounds of Copper
4.5 million pounds of Molydenum
2.7 ounces of Silver
As you can see, they are going to make BILLIONS OF DOLLARS. How MUCH 
WILL SOUTHERN ARIZONA Make from this mining? How much of that money 
they make will even stay in America?

Individual

2348 7 It is estimated by the International Dark Sky Association (IDA) that Astronomy, our 
observatories, contributes over 100 million dollars anually to the State's economy.

Individual

2348 18 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 to the Tucson area, while most of the costs, such as decreased tourism 
revenue, would be borne by communities near the mine" and that means ME!

Individual

2361 6 The arguments that the mine will make a favorable economic impact in the area, 
brining in jobs is fairly vacuous. The area is not economically depressed.

Individual

2374 8 Nobody, including bicyclists, motorcyclists and tourists will be able to travel from 
Tucson to the wineries, Tombstone, Parker Lake, Patagonia Lake or Patagonia, via 
Hwy. 83, thus, hurting the revenues of small businesses.

Individual

2383 4 The Rosemont Copper plans for water use will clearly have adverse impacts on the 
local economy.

Individual

2386 10 Astronomy is a major economic force in Arizona, especially in the Tucson area.  
Observatories represent in excess of $1 billion in total investment (most of it paid 
with taxpayer dollars from the National Science Foundation), and bring in over $252 
million to the Arizona economy each year, employing some 3,300 in Arizona.  This 
represents far more economic impact than the Superbowl when it comes to the 
Phoenix area approximately every ten years.

Individual
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2397 1 My family is now into our 5th generation of Ranching in the Sonoita Valley. I am 
concerned for the SUSTAINABILITY of this countryside for the future generations

Individual

2399 5 We need this mine, we need the revenueIndividual

2404 4 The Forest Service should require Rosemont to perform an economic analysis using 
community acceptable consultants to establish the economic impact of its activities 
as they may affect landowners, businesses, and the mine disturbance of the beautiful 
vista of the Santa Rita Mountain ridgeline.

Business

2434 1 The negative impact the proposed Rosemont Copper project would have on a 
significant naturally beautiful area of our country farout wighs any economic benefit 
to our country.

Individual

2435 1 Mining in Arizona is a $ B/year industry. With a pending US Recession, a mine at 
Rosemont for copper would allow our state to benefit from the still booming 
economy in China.

Individual

2436 2 It is crucial to maintain US sources of raw materials to remain competitive 
economically and for national security reasons. Copper has been very important to 
Arizona's economy and will continue to be.

Individual

2437 2 I believe the Rosemont Copper Project would provide much needed employment for 
the area. It would bring to the State of Arizona increased revenue for both the public 
and private sectors.

Individual

2439 1 I feel it is imperative that the US continue to develop its available resources. To 
complete in todays Global Economy and political climate we must work toward 
being self sufficient.

Individual

2440 24 5) Other factors, as the impact on the Cienega watershed both from extraction and 
toxic pollution and the proposed water extraction from the northern side of the Santa 
Ritas on Tucson( Department of Hydrology University of Arizona), the further 
impact of road building though the Santa Ritas, the road safety issues and expense 
for road improvement that will be created on highway 83 from the heavy truck traffic 
and increase traffic in general( Arizona Department of Transportation), and the 
decrease attractiveness of the area to recreational users and these economic losses 
must be factored into the impact statement.

Individual

2446 14 ECONOMICS:
A recent study by the Sonoran Institute shows that a mine at Rosemont would have 
serious economic impacts to the surrounding communities.

Individual

2448 2 For every one person employed at the mine 20 people in the area benefit as wages 
purchase goods & services. Pima County needs revenue.

Individual

2453 3 The mine is important for the local, state and national economies and if taxed 
appropriately, will provide substantial real estate, inventory taxes as well as income 
taxes from well-paid construction workers and miners.

Individual
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2453 12 Rosemont should not be a victim of prevailing environmental extremest policy that 
"surface resources no matter how poor should trump mineral values no matter how 
great." The minerals wined are important ingredients into those individual's cell 
phones, computers, BMW's, etc. If it is determined that Rosemont is a poor risk, it 
should be done on good science, national security, economics and other objective 
factors. It's easy to be a "NIMBY" and say "Tucson doesn't need Rosemont." It 
would take a lot of industry (which also has impacts to the environment) to replace 
the economic value of Rosemont. Every cm2 of NF lands has surface values, 
(illegible) values and intrinsic values. Mining and related activities are "multiple use" 
activities, just as any other use. Since wilderness and other withdrawn areas (like the 
~2600ac of cave, etc W/D), the mine should be evaluated as LEGITIMATE multiple 
use purpose worthy of equal consideration land surface resource value.

Individual

2473 7 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:
Economics has nothing to do with your job to protect the forest.

Individual

2474 2 Copper has been and is essential to the economy of our nation as well as the world. 
For Example, I seriously doubt that Green Valley or Saharita could have developed 
as they are today with out copper products. Note that the major producers are mines 
in (1) the Andes Mountains of South America and (2) in and adjacent to Arizona.

Individual

2475 1 I have determined that with out mitigating measures buillt into this project which 
currently do not exist, I will be personally impacted and suffer personal as well as 
economic damages, and so will all other residents of this area.

Individual

2488 2 I understand Rosemont Copper Project can have an economical business for Arizona.Individual

2499 2 Our economy reqquires a tremenous amount of copper to operate and we are very 
lucky to have this source available.

Individual

2513 3 ECONOMICS of the communities directly impacted. U.S.F.S. must prioritize the 
local residents who will suffer the most. U.S.F.S. must consider seriously the full 
scope of the economic threat if the BEAUTY & LIFESTYLE of our communities are 
so significantly impaired (DEVASTATED) by this mine.

Individual

2513 9 The U.S.F.S. must thoroughly examine the economic impact the potential of this 
mine will incur forever

Individual

2517 2 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.

Individual

2518 2 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.

Individual

2520 7 It is estimated by the International Dark Sky Association (IDA) that Astronomy, our 
observatories, contributes over 100 million dollars anually to the State's economy.

Individual
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2520 18 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 to the Tucson area, while most of the costs, such as decreased tourism 
revenue, would be borne by communities near the mine" and that means ME!

Individual

2527 1 I have determined that with out mitigating measures buillt into this project which 
currently do not exist, I will be personally impacted and suffer personal as well as 
economic damages, and so will all other residents of this area.

Individual

2556 2 It is important to the economic health of the region and our country that we develope 
our nation's resources and not become dependent on outside sources as we have in 
other instances.

Individual

2558 1 Somehow and/or someway convince the great public the errors and dangers of 
sending our dollars overseas to import what we have available here in the U.S.. This 
happened in oil and now in copper.

Individual

2562 2 I fear that approval of this project will destroy my business.Individual

2589 22 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attachment #2.
(A2, P6, L51-57) Statements '…the economic losses would be greater than the entire 
annual payroll of the project.' This is in direct contradiction that Rosemont officials 
have portrayed to the media, public at large, and the POO. This statement also 
contradicts the 'Survey' that was initiated by Augusta earlier this year.

Individual

2590 2 The objections are primarily based on emotion and ignore the fact that Augusta is 
proposing a facility that will significantly contribute to our economy.

Individual

2592 26 The MPO notes a recent upsurge in commercial ventures in the Sonoita/Elgin area 
based on "experiential tourism, wineries, spiritual retreat and renewal centers, bed 
and breakfasts, inns, art galleries, boutiques and gourmet restaurants". Because the 
industrial development of the USFS lands is high disruptive of the surface of these 
public lands, will generate significant additional traffic with heavy vehicles, the EIS 
needs to quantify the economic impact of the proposed project on the existing and 
likely future businesses of the region along State Route 83, including Sonoita, Elgin, 
and Patagonia.

Individual

2592 27 The EIS should conduct a quantitative analysis of the short- and long-term economic 
impacts of the proposed project, not just during mine life but afterwards. The 
analysis should include potential externalities, such as, but not limited to, the 
following: the risks and costs of pollution, the stigma on adjacent lands presented by 
the change to industrial land use, or impacts to aquatic and wildlife resources due to 
dwindling habitat.

Individual

2593 45 Second, the proposed positive economic benefits of the mines should be evaluated 
carefully.

Organization

2593 140 At stake is not just the environment and scenery we have come to love, but the 
lifestyle, economic livelihood and property values of thousands who live in the area 
adjacent to the proposed mine.

Organization
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2599 14 The WEAC economic impact study performed by George Leaming conveniently 
ignored the economic costs of the mine.  The economic impact study done by the 
Sonoran Institute calculated that "if the project displaced only 1% of this activity 
[outdoor recreation and tourism], the economic losses would be greater than the 
entire annual payroll of the project." These costs cannot be ignored by those 
involved in preparing the draft EIS for Rosemont Mine.

Individual

2599 36 Augusta Resource commissioned the Western Economic Analysis Center, a 
consulting, marketing and public relations firm in Marana, to assess the economic 
impact of Rosemont Mine of Pima County, Arizona, and the U.S.  The WEAC report 
was completed last August and is available on the Augusta Resource website.  Save 
the Scenic Santa Ritas commissioned the Tucson office of the Sonoran Institute to 
study the economic impacts of Rosemont on the economies of Pima and Santa Cruz 
counties.  Somewhat surprisingly, these studies do not vary widely in their 
assessments of Rosemont Mine's direct and indirect benefits to the local economy.  
Benefits to households (in the form of wages, salaries and benefits), to businesses ( 
in the form of increased purchases of supplies and services), and to local government 
entities ( in the form of mineral severance, property, and retail sales taxes) would be 
relatively insignificant given the overall size of the economies affected.  The study 
conducted by the Sonoran Institute, however, assesses the probable costs of the 
Rosemont Mine, while the WEAC study neglects to address costs entirely.

Individual

2599 42 Inestimable millions of dollars in decreased revenues from outdoor recreation and 
ecotourism, the two sustainable cornerstones of the local economy that rely heavily 
on the scenic and biologic value of the area and that are currently valued at $2.95 
billion/year.  As the study concludes:  "if the proposed project displaced only 1% of 
this activity, the economic losses would be greater than the entire annual payroll of 
the…project"

Individual

2610 39 Employees of the mine and their families: What is the impact of these additional 
people on the economy in the Area?

Individual

2616 1 I'm writing to express my concerns about the potential impact of the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Mine on my business, La Hacienda de Sonoita, in Sonoita, 
Arizona.

Business

2616 3 Approximately 100% of my business revenue is generated by visitors to the area. 
According to a recent study conducted by the Sonoran Institute, decreased revenues 
from outdoor recreation and toursim will most likely generate costs to the local 
economy far in excess of an potential benefits.

Business

2616 4 Any decrease in revenues will no doubt threaten my livelihood and increase the cost 
of, or potentially deprive visitors and local residents of my services.

Business

2617 27 What wil the economic impact be on Pima County and Tucson when the people who 
were thinking of moving to Tucson move elsewhere when they see on the national 
news that the Tucson air is no better than Los Angeles or Phoenix?

Individual

2617 46 We are very fearful of the negative impact this mine would have on the value of our 
property. What would the loss to the Pima County property tax base be?

Individual

2617 48 What other economic hardships do you expect to occur?Individual
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2618 1 I'm writing to express my concerns about the potential impact of the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Mine on my business,  Stardust Yachts OC. LLC DBA Stardancer 
Yachts TM, in Sonoita, Arizona.

Business

2618 3 According to a recent study conducted by the Sonoran Institute, increased commute 
times on SR 83 from the I-10 junction to the Sonoita and Patagonia area due to the 
mine will result in a real cost to travelers on that highway. These increased operating 
costs will no doubt threaten or potentially deprive local residents of my services.

Business

2619 4   When my well becomes toxic on the East side of the Santa Ritas - Who Will be 
paying for my delivery of water? Who Will be paying for my delivery of water?. I 
suspect I will be my burden, which is of great concern for our family who are lucky 
to make above $50,000.00 per year.

Individual

2634 8 One only has to drive through the towns of Globe, Hayden, Miami, Winklemen, and 
Mammoth, North of Tucson to see abject poverty in the mining communites.

Business

2634 15 Past policy has allowed large corporations to make enormous profits mining natural 
resources that belong to the people

Business

2636 5 I am in favor of the Rosemont Copper Project for the following reasons.  Provide tax 
base for county. Provide income tax revenues from workers directly employed by the 
mine as well as hundreds of workers in service jobs to the mine.

Individual

2644 12 The only benefit, besides the huge potential export of profits for the Canadian 
corporation that owns the Rosemont Ranch property, would seem to us to be for 
Chinese manufacturing companies making products that the United States has to buy 
back instead of being manufactured here using our own natural resourcese, further 
enhancing the trade imbalance and further reducing the value of the U.S. Dollar.

Individual

2644 13 Just the fact that those who will be, and are, sharing in the financial benefits are 
telling those who will not be sharing in those financial benefits from the project, and 
may in fact incur financial loss and inconvenience from said project,

Individual

2644 19 The benefits to 500 employees would be far outweighed by the needs of thousands if 
not hundreds of thousands of citizens along the C.A.P. requiring water in the future, 
and the economic impact of that loss.

Individual

2650 7 In addition efforts to address water concerns by utilizing CAP water and processes 
that will use up to 50% less water than older mines suggests the project can provide 
a economic benefit to the surronding communites

Individual

2650 8 The other critical component of the project is the economic impact to the 
surrounding communites.

Individual

2650 10 As an employee of a supplier to the mining industry the addition of another mine 
provides the opportunity for my family's continued economic prosperity.

Individual

2652 1 I believe that opening this mine will help the economy in ArizonaIndividual

2656 1 I was formerly a registered mining and civil engineer in several states of the US, 
including Arizona. I can understand the great economic gains that can come from a 
well planned, and well conducted, mining operation.  Not only for the state where 
the mine is located, but also for the entire US economy.

Individual
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2656 4 It also results in the employment of wages are of hard currency coming from a 
foreign country; we should cultivate that.

Individual

2658 2 In this matter I represent myself as a member of the oldest and most effective wildlife 
conservation community in the United States - American hunters.

The purpose of this letter is to express my concern about the potential direct and 
indirect impacts on hunting in Arizona Game and Fish Department Hunt 
Management Unit 34A, and impacts on hunting related economies in (but not limited 
to) the communities of Sahuarita, Green Valley, and Tucson.

Individual

2658 15 Loss of revenue from the sale of big-game permit tags.  It is my understanding that 
such revenue is presently the primary source of funding for AZGFD and for wildlife 
management in Arizona.  According to the AZGFD report Hunt Arizona 2008 
Edition, 7,900 deer permit tags were issued for firearms hunts in Unit 34A from 
2003 through 2007.  At the current rate of $42.25 per deer tag (which may be 
presumed to be the minimum rate going forward), Unit 34A generates an average of 
$70,000 per annum.  Javelina permit-tags (2.225 tags) generate about $14,000 per 
annum.  Non-permit archery big-game tags provide an unspecified additional amount 
of funding in that Hunt Unit.

Individual

2658 16 Indirect Consequence: Effect on Local Economies

The effect of reductions in hunt quality, hunter access, and game populations in Unit 
34A on the economies of Green Valley, Sahuarita, and Tucson needs to be assessed 
in order to determine whether or not the proposed Rosemont Copper Project will 
have a net beneficial impact on local communities.  Each person day spent hunting in 
Unit 34A represents potential sales in local communities of fuel, food, ammunition 
and other goods related to hunting.  According to the same source, Unit 34A is 
hunted by 975 to 1413 archery hunters each year, who hunted for an overall total of 
5,835 to 7,716 person-days per year.  Firearms hunters spent on average 6,814 
person days hunting deer in Unit 34A each year (5 year running mean 2003-2007).  
Moreover, in Arizona, roughly 390,000 person days were spent hunting quail, and 
94,000 person days hunting cottontail rabbit; Unit 34A is known for producing 
excellent quail hunting and cottontail rabbit hunting opportunities.  Based on 
personal experience, for every documented day of deer hunting, there are at least two 
days of hunting quail, cottontail rabbit, or dove.  Any adverse impact on the quality 
of hunting in northern Unit 34A may reasonably be expected to have an adverse 
impact on local economies that support that hunting effort.

Individual

2659 2 The economic impacts on the area should be investigated to determine both the 
direct benefits as well as the secondary benefits to aligned businesses.

Individual
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2666 4 Mount Hopkins, Arizona, is an important site for astronomical research. The site was 
selected for high elevation, dry weather, “good seeing” and dark sky. Operations 
started in 1968. We perform world-class scientific research at the 6.5-meter MMT 
observatory (operated jointly with the University of Arizona), the Fred Lawrence 
Whipple Observatory, and the newly commissioned VERITAS array

A study released in March by the Arizona Arts, Sciences and Technology Academy, 
a nonprofit group that promotes the arts and sciences, shows astronomy and space-
related research had an economic impact of $252.8 million in 2006. More than $1 
billion has been invested in infrastructure statewide. 
[http://www.aasta.net/documents/AASTAAPSSReport.pdf]

Organization

2668 29 There's the Canadian company shipping Arizona copper to China thing.  But, 
historically, Arizona has  always had an economy based on extraction of its natural 
resources retaining small benefits locally.  The big money's always gone somewhere 
else.

Individual

2669 3 The benefits being promised by the proponents of the Rosemont Copper Project are 
short term. Other economic benefits will be gone in 25 years.

Individual

2671 34 How will the long term negative effect on local economies be considered after the 
mine is closed?

Will the recent increases in fuel prices and other future inflation factors be re-
considered in the mine economic feasibility?

Given the historical track record of the local mining industry with their associated 
closures and resultant environmental impact, how will the likely negative, long-term 
financial impact to the taxpayer be considered in the economic analysis?

Individual

2672 20 The copper may well be sold overseas. This is an American strategic natural 
resource, and yet we appear to be willing to have non-Americans reap all the 
advantages from our national resources except for around 500 jobs for 19 years. 
Unacceptable!

Individual

2674 1 To hear that the livelihood of this entire extended community is being sacrificed for 
the mine owned by foreign businesses seems ridiculous and short-sighted.

Individual

2674 6 It's not going to be easy for the local businesses and residents that this plan will most 
assuredly betray.

Individual

2675 17 The disturbance to the environment of the Santa Cruz River Valley that these utilities 
traverse has not received the same attention as the proposed plan site on the east side 
of the Santa Ritas. As they are necessary for the proposal economic impacts of these 
activities should be evaluated with equal rigor.

Individual

2676 1 Concerning the proposed Rosemont mine project, to start with a arecent Sonoran 
Institute study stating: The Proposed Rosemont project would produce significant 
costs for local individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, 
including:

estimated increased costs to local school districts of between $2.7 million and $10 
million per year

Business

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 20 of 189



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Socioeconomics

Economy

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

2676 7 Concerning the proposed Rosemont mine project, to start with a arecent Sonoran 
Institute study stating: The Proposed Rosemont project would produce significant 
costs for local individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, 
including: 

decreased revenues from outdoor recreation

Business

2676 12 since direct local economic impacts resulting from these total about $2.95-billion.. 
Even a very small decline in this activity due to the presence of mining in the area 
could generate costs to the local economy far in excess of any positive economic 
impacts.

Business

2676 19 It will create serious disruptions for the economy,Business

2676 25 As often happens with a stroke victim, the nature of the "body" of Patagonia life will 
be disrupted and negatively affected forever. This cannot be evaluated in terms of 
money? On this level, the clogging of our arteries, and the health of the Southern 
Arizona community will suffer a damage beyond what can be evaluated in simply 
economic terms.

Business

2676 26 As the owner of the biggest business in Patagonia, the Tree of Life Rejuvenation 
Center, we see this as a threat to our economy

Business

2686 12 The proceeds from this mine would not stay in the state.Individual

2688 21 The negative economic impact would be far greater that any benefit accrued from the 
mine.

Organization

2688 28 We are uneasy about our local economy because  Augusta Resources, a rank amatuer 
in the hard rock mining game, will live up to their promises to repair environmental 
damage.

Organization

2698 13 Local Business Profits - Mining equipment suppliers would earn good profits for 
their owners, loaded toward the early years of the mine. Clearly, the miners 
themselves would live in Metro Tuscon, perhaps near the mine, and their spending 
would help local businesses

Business

2698 14 Taxes - direct tax revenues is hard to predict and might be very little, because the 
mine is foreign-owned and collecting taxes from such complex entities is difficult. In 
any case, such revenue would vanish after 19 years and might decline many years 
earlier as the ore body is played out.

Business

2698 19 The impact of these trucks will generate major costs for city, county and state 
governments, and will threaten the efficient operation of other businesses within a 
long radius of the mine site.

Business

2698 22 If tax revenues are included in the benefits, government costs must be included as 
well. Support facilities, including schools, medical care, and related infastructure 
may be needed near the mines; they may have to be abandoned when the ore is 
exhausted.

Business

2698 37 This could ultimately cost Tucson heavily if new observatories avoid our area.Business
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2698 50 Bear in mind that unlike other industries, the effects of mining endure forever in 
human terms; the land does not recover. Therefore, new mine sites must be chose 
with extrodinary caution and responsibility, since the mined land will probably have 
negative economic value in the future.

Business

2698 52 new mines should not be prohibited, but should be constructed with great care in 
areas where the environmental impact is limited and where the benefits are 
significantly greater than the costs, including the external environmental costs.

Business

2699 1 I wish to express my trepidation regarding the impact the proposed Rosemont 
Copper Mine will have on my 21 year old business, Better Bytes, whose home office 
is located in Elgin, Arizona. My business activites require approximately 3 to 5 trips 
to Tucson weekly to provide vital computer-related services to the approximately 
150 Tucson small businesses supported by my company. According to a recent study 
conducted by the Sonoran Institure, increased commute times on SR 83 from the I-
10 junction to the Sonoita and Patagonia areas, due directly to mining activities, will 
result in a real cost to travelors on that highway. The loss of monies due to the 
impediments of increased commute times will no doubt threaten my livelihood and 
increase the cost to, or potentially deprive Tucson businesses of the services which 
my business has provided for the last two decades.

Business

2724 21 A recent study by the Sonoran Institiute shows that a mine at Rosemont would have 
serious economic impacts to the surrounding communites.

Individual

2724 22 The report found "If the proposed mine (Rosemont) 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.

Individual

2726 13 Local Business Profits - Mining equipment suppliers would earn good profits for 
their owners, loaded toward the early years of the mine. Clearly, the miners 
themselves would live in Metro Tuscon, perhaps near the mine, and their spending 
would help local businesses

Business

2726 14 Taxes - direct tax revenues is hard to predict and might be very little, because the 
mine is foreign-owned and collecting taxes from such complex entities is difficult. In 
any case, such revenue would vanish after 19 years and might decline many years 
earlier as the ore body is played out.

Business

2726 19 The impact of these trucks and will threaten the efficient operation of other 
businesses within a long radius of the mine site.

Business

2726 22 If tax revenues are included in the benefits, government costs must be included as 
well. Support facilities, including schools, medical care, and related infastructure 
may be needed near the mines; they may have to be abandoned when the ore is 
exhausted.

Business

2726 37 This could ultimately cost Tucson heavily if new observatories avoid our area.Business

2726 50 Bear in mind that unlike other industries, the effects of mining endure forever in 
human terms; the land does not recover. Therefore, new mine sites must be chose 
with extrodinary caution and responsibility, since the mined land will probably have 
negative economic value in the future.

Business
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2726 52  new mines should not be prohibited, but should be constructed with great care in 
areas where the environmental impact is limited and where the benefits ae 
significantly greater than the costs, including the external environmental costs.

Business

2729 21 The negative economic impact would be far greater that any benefit accrued from the 
mine.

Organization

2729 28 We are uneasy about our local economy because we are filled with distrust that 
Augusta Resources, a rank amatuer in the hard rock mining game, will live up to 
their promises to repair environmental damage.

Organization

2731 1 I'm writing to express my concern about the potential impact of the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Mine on my business The Rainvalley Bed and Breakfast, in Elgin, 
AZ.

Business

2731 4 Approximately 100% of our business revenue is generated by visitors to the area. 
According to a recent study conducted by the Sonoran Institute, decreased revenues 
from outdoor recreation and tourism will be significant and will most likely generate 
costs to the local economy far in excess of any positive economic impacts of the 
proposed mine.

Business

2733 2 In addtion to the direct jobs from Rosemont, there is about 2 to 3 times the amount 
of secondary jobs created as a result of employees sending their income in the 
community. There are further high paying jobs as a result of local businesses 
providing goods and services to support the mine operations. Please look at the 
financial impacts of Rosemont Copper Project to the community of Tucson.

Individual

2736 8 How will the usage of groundwater impact current and future residential growth of 
the county and local jurisdictions?

Government

2736 75 What are the positive implications for the employment in our region?  Does Augusta 
Resources/Rosemont Copper Mine project development and growth in Sahuarita, or 
in Vail? In what proportions?  What taxes, if any, will be generated?  Property taxes?

Government

2741 9 In the proposed Rosemont plan, 79% of the project land is publicly owned and 
administered, 21% of the land is privately owned – some by the financial group 
based in Canada which is proposing the project. Since so much of the affected land 
is Public, and because the greatest risk of destruction of physical and economic 
resources is borne by the Public, it is germane to have answers to the following 
questions:
*As a foreign entity operating within the U.S., what proportion of Rosemont Mining 
profits are guaranteed to the state of Arizona and to the U.S. Government? What 
State and Federal taxes on its lands and profits is it obligated to pay?

Individual

2741 11 In the proposed Rosemont plan, 79% of the project land is publicly owned and 
administered, 21% of the land is privately owned – some by the financial group 
based in Canada which is proposing the project. Since so much of the affected land 
is Public, and because the greatest risk of destruction of physical and economic 
resources is borne by the Public, it is germane to have answers to the following 
questions:
Currently, the People’s Republic of China is the world’s larges importer of copper. 
As of 2007, the US was one of the largest exporters of copper to the P.R.C.  
Considering that copper is a critical natural resource for the U.S., how much of the 
output of this mine is projected to be exported outside the U.S.?

Individual
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2744 28 The threat that the proposed mine will pose to our region's rural economy will 
necessarily require independent and comprehensive study of these adverse mitigation 
measures will necessarily require an independent and comprehensive study of these 
adverse impacts by a mulidiscipline team of recognized experts in their respective 
fields.  Only after the study is competed can we consider possible mitigation 
measures.

Business

2758 11 Tourism could also be affected by the open pit mine.Individual

2765 2 Approximately 98% of our business revenue is generated by visitors to the area.  
According to a recent study conducted by the Sonoran Insititute, decreased revenues 
from outdoor recreation and tourism will be significant, and will most likely generate 
costs to the local economy far in excess of any positive economic impacts of the 
proposed mine.

Business

2770 5 The results of a recent study of The Sonoran Institiute yield no surprise - that the 
presence of such a mine will result in decreased property values for residential 
properties impacted by threats to our area's water table as well as  our rural economy.

Business

3931 8 The negative economic effects it will have on tourism and residential development 
are far greater than the negligible contributions to the local economy.

Organization

5273 2 The property taxes generated by the mining operations will pay for schools - and 
pick up part of the deficit in the county.

Individual

5276 2 AUGUSTA HAS INVESTED (LOCALLY I MIGHT ADD) IN THE 
DEVELOPMENT AND PRESERVATION OF THE AREA.

Individual

5279 9 Specific impacts of concern are:

Economic Impact.  The mountain bicycling community has been working with the 
land management agencies to develop a network of trails that improve the quality of 
life for people living in Southern Arizona as well as drawing visitors from around the 
world, which can have significant economic development impacts.

Organization

5285 4 Like most citizens my primary concerns center on quantity and quality of water, 
regional economy, including tourism, and vegetation and wildlife.

Individual

5286 11 The extra time required for underground mining would be very useful:

b.  It would allow time for the record-high price of copper, and the record-low 
Colorado River streamflows, to stabilize, if indeed they do, so that all  can be more 
asssured of this mine's future.  The last thing Arizona needs, now that relatively non-
polluting tourism/winter visitor income has become so important to our econom, is 
another boom/bust ghost town and ugly abandon open-pit mine, which is a good 
possibility if copper prices crash, as many expect, and/or Colorado River Basin 
snowfalls keep dropping, as some predict.

Individual
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5286 18 The extra time required for underground mining would be very useful:

c.  The extra time would allow for the flattening of the currently very aggressive 
construction/operation manpower curves and truck traffic loads on an ancient, two-
lane, twisting, mountain highway, Route 83, which even now sees a tremendous 
amount of wide-load traffic detoured off I-10.  Route 83 is already going to pieces.  
Thousands of heavy mine truck loads will only accelerate that process.  Our area 
depends heavily on the tourism income brought by Route 83.  Once it is destroyed, 
or its breathtaking vistas forever ruined, the tourists, and the income they bring to 
local businessmen, are lost.  The mine's economic impact will not be enough to keep 
those businesses alive.  Even before Route 83 has been destroyed, however, it is 
questionable how many tourists will want to drive Route 83 just to see millions of 
tons of "dry-stacked" waste rock where once they saw the Santa Ritas' grand vistas.  
Even before Route 83 has been destroyed, however, it is questionable how many 
tourists will want to drive Route 83 just to see millions of tons of "dry-stacked" 
waste rock where once they saw the Santa Ritas' grand vistas.

Individual

6721 5 visual impacts, too, are of concern.  We consider the scenic resources that we share 
with Pima County to be one of our most valuable economic development tools.

Individual

6725 3 My second area is that the mine will threaten the local rural economy, property 
values, and lifestyle.

Individual

6725 6 There's trouble for our economy if Augusta goes through with this mine, let's put it 
that way.

Individual

6744 7 We also were concerned about the effects on the local economy, of both owing to the 
increased traffic on State Route 83, and, of course, the despoliation of one of the 
most beautiful areas along scenic Highway 83.

Individual

6760 2 The United States--Arizona needs the jobs.  Arizona needs the taxes.  If you look at 
what the governor is saying, we have got big shortfalls.  We're losing tax money.  
This would help the state.  This would help the city.  This would help the county.

Individual

6763 1 So I'm against the Rosemont mine because I think the economic and environmental 
damage will far exceed any economic benefit.  With due respect to those people that 
earn their money from the mines.  It's a valuable and noble profession.

But my observation is most of of these economic enterprises depend on profit from 
the use of free goods.  A free good is like our clean air, our clean water, our scenery, 
and public lands.  I don't think this--and I'm not the first to say it--this enterprise 
would even exist if it wasn't for the free good of 3,300 acres of Forest Service lands.  
There's no rent paid.  There might be some bonding, but how would we secure it 
from a company going bankrupt half way throug the deal?  So take away the free 
good and you don't have an economic enterprise here.

Individual

6808 2 With your help, Rosemont Copper will be able to design, build, and operate a 
modern, 21st century mining operation which incorporates innovative solutions to 
resolving problems that have plagued many operations in the past. If successful, it 
will not only result in significant economic benefits for Pima County, the state of 
Arizona, and this nation, but will also serve as an important role model of 
environmental stewardship and responsible corporate citizenship.

Individual
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6813 2 Arizona is known as a copper state. That's not a saying, that's the way we are known. 
There's a reason. The reason is we have so much copper in the ground, and that is a 
huge benefit to the United States as a whole. This country was developed historically 
by having copper, and being able to produce it and the multi-hundreds of billions of 
dollars it's produced for the economy of the whole United States and most of it in 
southern Arizona.

Individual

6813 3 The more that the -- the more things we can keep on our home turf, the United 
States, the more jobs we have, the better our economy is, and keeps us as a super 
power.

This is not just a little project. This project is -- there was a study done by George F. 
Learning (phonetic) with the Pima County, and he said the economic impact over 
this 19-year period would be $43.7 billion. You want to talk about an economic 
stimulus package? There it is. I don't need the $600 check in the mail of a tax rebate. 
We can put this in Americans' pockets and spend it here in --

Individual

6814 2 This mine is very important to our economy, not only in the state but local, and 
selling to China, selling to anybody that buys the copper,the money comes home 
here. And it's important. It helps--

Individual

6817 3 Rosemont is a world class deposit which will supply approximately 10 percent of the 
U.S.copper production for the next 18 years, directly employing some 500 people, 
and contributing $250 million to the Arizona economy annually.

Individual

6832 5 America needs cooper, Arizona needs the income, Tucson and the area needs the 
jobs, and the tax base.

Individual

6836 4 And, importantly, loss of revenue potentially on the sale of big game permit tags. 
Such revenue is presently the chief source of funding for Arizona Game and Fish. As 
I understand it, according to the Hunt Arizona, 2008 Edition, in the years 2003 
through 2007, approximately 8,000 deer permit tages were issued for firearms hunts 
alone in that unit, at a cost of about $42 per tag, another 2,300 for javelina, and an 
unknown number of archery nonpermit tags, to the total of approximately 8,000 
hunter person days per year just for big game alone, and I can't speak to the numbers 
of people involved in hunting quail.

Individual

6841 1 Two economic impact studies of the proposed Rosemont Mine are readily available 
on the Internet. Both point out that benefits to local households, businesses, 
government entities would be relatively insignificant given the overal size of the 
economies affected. One study, however, assesses the probable costs of the 
Rosemont Mine, while the other neglects to address the issue of costs entirely. 

I urge anyone inclined to favor permitting the project on the basis of economic 
considerations to look closely at the Sonoran Institute's study on the Save the Scenic 
Santa Ritas website. It clearly demonstrates that substantial costs would accrue due 
to the mining activities.

Individual
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6841 4 Two economic impact studies of the proposed Rosemont Mine are readily available 
on the Internet. Both point out that benefits to local households, businesses, 
government entities would be relatively insignificant given the overal size of the 
economies affected. One study, however, assesses the probable costs of the 
Rosemont Mine, while the other neglects to address the issue of costs entirely. 

I urge anyone inclined to favor permitting the project on the basis of economic 
considerations to look closely at the Sonoran Institute's study on the Save the Scenic 
Santa Ritas website. It clearly demonstrates that substantial costs would accrue due 
to the mining activities. 

The study also discusses an issue that, to my knowledge, has not been raised yet at a 
scoping hearing, namely, the societal costs and the environmental destruction caused 
by more than two billion pounds of carbon dioxide per year that would be releasedas 
a result of the proposed project. This represents an increase of over one percent in 
total carbon dioxide emissions for the entire state of Arizona, a staggering 
environmental impact for a single enterprise.

The study also raises the issue of decreased revenues from outdoor recreation and 
tourism on the scenic area and that are currently valued at almost three billion dollars 
a year.

The study concludes that if the proposed project displaced only one percent of this 
activity, the economic losses would be greater than the entire annual payroll of the 
project.

Individual

6844 2 Mining has provided a source of income to local businesses, major contributor to tax 
bases that affect our education system.

Individual

6855 1 The largest sector here in our economy, not -- disregarding our state and its 
statehood, with the capital in Phoenix, is also our bases. These bases are places of 
importance. These bases of economic survival are to better us and I hope that we all 
can conceive of this from a strategic level. This is simply a stratagem and I thank you 
very much for understanding me this evening.

Individual

6857 6 the mine may well ruin our southern Arizona economy and those ofyou who talk 
about an economy, it far exceeds themine, which our southern Arizona depends on 
tourism, recreation, agriculture, housing, and the resort industry. Not only will the 
mine affect both sides of the Santa Ritas, that's the Sonoita and Santa Cruz side, but 
this mile and a half wide deep hole, associated tailing sites, and facilities will be 
visible from many parts of the Tucson area as well.

Business

6859 2 Josef Marlow, an economist with the widely respected Sonoran Institue, has already 
said that Rosemont's initial rosy projections of its contribution to the local economy 
are overstated and flawed.

Individual

6872 1 This issue of, you know, extracting all of our resources in this mad dash to save our 
economy is a little bit nonsense. And I hope that the Forest Service begins to adopt 
and incorporate analytic models that fully -- fully represent the reality we are in.

Organization
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6873 16 Pollution, air pollution from operations, increased particulate matter into the air we 
breathe, as well as fossil fuel emissions all need to be fully analyzed. Noise 
pollution; light pollution, impacting astronomical observatories; potential for water 
pollution, both surface and groundwater pollution; recreation and aesthetics, impacts 
to quality recreational opportunities on our public lands, hiking, camping, hang 
gliding, hunting, et cetera; impacts to scenic view shed along the scenic highway; 
and the economic -- we've seen the boom and bust cycle here in Arizona many times 
before, and any economic benefit will inevitably be short-term, not long-term. The 
EIS should also analyze the loss of jobs upon the closure of the mine after 20 years 
or so.

Organization

6874 5 Do our communities need to become casaulties for the almighty buck? There are 
those that boldly state these ventures will be an economic benefit to us here in 
Arizona and our country, but at what price do we have to pay?

Individual

6876 3 The economic impact of this proposed mine will have far-reaching economic 
consequences on our region, negative consequences.

Organization

6937 8 My objections are as follows:

5. Don't see economic advantage of proposed mine to southern Az. At all, except for 
theoretical spending benefit from mine workers over a 15-19 yr. period--and their 
salaries are not projected to be all that substantial.[it's also possible that some 
spending will take place in Mexico, rather than Pima County or Santa Cruz county].

Individual

6965 8 We have great concerns about the Rosemont Copper Project and ask that the 
following be addressed in great depth by a variety of experts:

Economics of mining operation that will benefit of an out of country company 
exporting outside USA
  vs the LOSS of current economic factors plus future economic potential of existing 
environment

Individual

6978 7 And for what a few low paid jobs - and major profits for a foreign company that has 
no interest in Tucson - and virtually no revenue in taxes to the community.

Individual

6987 5 For generations the copper mines in southern Arizona have provided unique, well 
paying jobs that allowed many upward mobility opportunities toward the middle 
class.  This has been of enormous benefit to our communities, schools, and society.  I 
hope that you continue this tradition of strengthening our society and its economic 
base by approving the Rosemont Mine.

Individual

6992 7 6) Economically it is a bad idea.  I know that the mine is being sold as a benefit to 
the area economically.  The profit will go north of the border (and to Japan, the 
recent investor).  Some jobs will be created.  However, a study showed that if only 
1% of the tourist dollars were decreased by the mine ( a virtual certainty), the loss of 
tourist revenue would exceed the increased earnings from jobs.

Individual

7001 7 Also, economically, it will be a winner for the City of TucsonIndividual

7006 2 This negative impact is both environmental and economic.Individual
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7008 4 A major concern is the amount of water that the company will suck from the 
surrounding aquifers and eventually leave them dry. Guess what that will do to the 
economic base of the region?

Individual

7008 15 This is NOT economically beneficial to our community.Individual

7008 17 People move to Arizona for its clean air, great weather, and its diverse and beautiful 
landscape.  Blighted land visible by surrounding properties drives down real estate 
values.  When this happens local economies go bust and tax bases that finance local 
shcools, highways and other infrastructures diminish, if not dry up altogether.

Individual

7009 6 I think the area needs the economic boost that the mine will provide.Individual

7016 2 To not allow Mining at the Rosemont Site in this times is shear foolishness, It will 
send dollars to the Tucson economy, create long term employment.

Individual

7021 9 Another concern is an economical one. Why would we use this resource, copper, at 
this time rather than 50 or 100 years in the future when we might really need it? 
Though the price of copper and the support it would provide to our economy are 
both high, the actual need we have for this resource and support does not outweigh 
the costs. Once this resource is gone, it will be GONE. If we mine out the copper 
supply from the Rosemont area now, what will we have when a time comes that we 
really need it? Our resources can run out; however, we have control over how to 
conserve them. We can wait to use these resources- we have many other areas of the 
nation and world to contribute resources and to our economy.

Individual

7040 2 The Rosemont Mine offers many benefits to the local economy and for our national 
security.

Individual

7059 2 According to a recent study conducted by the Sonoran Institute, decreased revenues 
from outdoor recreation and tourism due to the proposed mine will be significant, 
and will most likely generate costs to the local economy far in excess of any potential 
benefits.

Individual

7065 2 The economic benefits alone demonstrate why the mining industry plays such an 
important role in the economy of Pima County and the State of Arizona.

Business

7066 3 1. Environmental Impact - North American mine operators employ the most 
advanced - and costly - environmental controls in the world, and Rosemont is of this 
school. Rosemont will continually recycle it's process water, will have carefully 
designed and stable tailings and waste dumps, and the overall footprint is small 
compared to the benefits - both strategic (independence from foreign sources) and 
economic (wages paid, taxes paid, goods and services locally purchased).

Individual

7066 8 There are literally thousands of people who have benefited from direct copper 
employment and indirect employment supplying the mines. Our towns and cities, our 
schools and public institutions, have all benefited from taxes paid, and direct 
contributions from, Arizona's copper producers.

Individual

7067 4 If successful, it will not only result in significant economic benefits for pima county, 
the state of Arizona and this nation, but will also serve as an important role model of 
environmental stewardship and responsible corporate citizenship.

Individual
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7067 6 I would like the NEPA process on the Rosemont Copper project to address the 
following issues:
1. Perform a detailed economic analysis on the proposed Rosemont project, 
evaluating its costs and benefits for southeastern Arizona, the state of Arizona and 
the United States.

Individual

7067 7 2. What economic impact would the proposed operation at Rosemont have on the 
United States' net import reliance of copper and our nation's trade deficit?

Individual

7067 10 5. If the Forest Service should decide to take no action on the proposed Rosemont 
copper project, how would this decision impact domestic copper exploration, 
development and production? How would this decision impact domestic exploration, 
development and production of other metals and industrial materials? What impact 
would this decision have on the future economy of the southeastern Arizona, the 
State of Arizona and the United States? Would it likely result in an increase in the 
United States' reliance on copper as well as other raw materials imported from 
foreign sources? How would this impact our national economy?

Individual

7069 10 while improving our local economy through the creation of jobs and the demand for 
local contractor's services, we can also stave off the foreign dependence we have self 
inflicted with another commodity, namely the oil we refuse to drill for stateside.

Individual

7073 2 Economically it will cost us more in lost revenue from hikers, bikers, birdwtchers 
and campers.

Business

7076 2 Our company currently employs over sixty individuals living and working in the 
Tucson area with annual salaries that are nearly twice the national average. The 
Rosemont Project provides the opportunity to further grow our business and provide 
even more jobs that will continue to strengthen the economy of Tucson and its 
surrounding communities. It is estimated that Pima County will see in the 
neighborhood of $156 million in direct revenues from the project, and an additional 
$100 million in indirect contributions from individuals, local governments during the 
life of the project. This project is clearly important for the current and future 
economy of Tucson.

Business

7078 5 The alleged monetary (jobs) benefits to Arizona will inevitably prove to be minor 
and will have no real impact on the economy.

Individual

7092 8 As a hunter and a local resident, I strongly believe that the Forest Service is 
responsible for managing the public lands within its control that has been entrusted 
with for future generations with long term vision for the environment not just the 
enonomy. There are other activities that are providing economic benefit to the 
community currently that do not include mining and need to be considered when 
reviewing this proposal,

Individual

7096 1 May  I please request that in the pending EIS you specifically address the economic 
and environmental impacts and issues of increased carbon dioxide emissions? The 
Sonoran Institute's December 2007 Report estimates this to be 982,000 metric tons 
of CO2 per year. Please corroborate or challenge this figure and tell us what 
percentage this is of Arizona's total emissions.

Individual
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7097 1 Many have brought up the effect Rosemont will have on our local economy. What 
hasn't been brought up is the effect on our national economy. Not only will the mine 
employ Arizonians, but it will have an effect on US businesses. Most vendors are not 
located in Arizona and the additional equipment needed to operate the mine will 
provide many jobs in other states. This new income will help fund projects that aren't 
limited to mining, but very fundamental and important to the improvement of our 
society. For example, Caterpillar uses part of their profits to subsidize research and 
development of NASA and national security projects. This is just one of many 
examples of possible national benefits the opening of Rosemont Copper Mine can 
have. Simply stated, the Rosemont Copper mine won't just improve Arizona's 
economy, but could possibly influence the nations economy.

Individual

7100 1 May I Please request that in the coming EIS you specifically address the economic 
impacts and issues regarding surface and ground water?

Individual

7102 14 Comments regarding Attachment #2, 'Can We Afford the Rosemont Project?'

Introduction: The general thread through the document is that 'no' they cannot afford 
the Proposed Project and the conclusion are that '…divest itself…' This is taken 
literally from Attachment 2, Paragraph 8, Line 64 (reference herein noted at 'A' for 
Attachment, 'P' for Paragraph, 'L' for Line)

Individual

7102 21 (12) (A2,P6,L51-57) Statements '….the economic losses would be greater than the 
entire annual payroll of the project.' This is in direct contradiction that Rosemont 
officials have portrayed to the media, public at large, and the POO. This statement 
also contradicts the 'Survey' that was initiated by Augusta earlier this year.

Individual

7107 1 In the coming EIS, may I please request that you specifically address the economic 
costs of increased travel time for travelers on SR 83 annually? This is estimated at 
$949,000 per year in the Sonoran Institute's December 2007 Report on Rosemont.  
These are the types of costs that must be added into the economic cost and benefit 
analysis of this project as they were in the Tellico Dam project and others.

Individual

7110 3 This mine at Rosemont only makes sense to those who would profit by the mining of 
America's resources. This would certainly be the Canadian Company (Augusta 
Resources), likely Chinese and Japanese companies, not the U.S. Government. Other 
than a few jobs, Americans would be on the losing end of this proposal.

Individual

7115 1 As a resident of the Santa Rita foothills, I object to the planned Rosemont mine not 
only considering the irrepable damage that will be done to this irreplaceable scenic 
area, but even by the standard of the greatest economic good the pittance that will be 
paid by the company will be completely overshadowed in the long run by the 
daunting expense of mitigating the damage done to the roadways by heavy traffic far 
above what they were designed to carry, and the inevitable pollution of the water 
supply far beyond the surface boundaries of the land in question.

Individual

7122 4 I totally OPPOSE the Rosemont Mine for I believe it will have a negative impact on 
the envirement, the air quality and the wild live. I certainly don't think it has any long 
term positive impact on the economy either.

Individual
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7124 6 The Rosemont mine will also be a strong corporate sponsor of local communities 
supporting charitable and economic development in the area, as well as paying 
millions of dollars in taxes to help improve schools, roads and other important 
activities conducted by area governments.

Business

7125 15 ECONOMICS: 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!

Individual

7125 19 [1] Mining as a Driver to Our Local Economy Copper mining is an absurd and 
abominable use of our precious federal lands. I challenge Rosemont Copper to go 
against any eight-grader with a spreadsheet and show a net gain to the local economy 
for a period greater than fifteen years. I believe that when all factors are taken into 
account, the only parties which will accrue any significant earnings from this 
audacious rape of the Santa Ritas are Rosemont executives, their highly-paid PR 
consultants, and their media buyers. Certainly not the surrounding community 
(which you may have noticed has opposed mining in the Santa Ritas for two decades 
now.)

Individual

7125 28 Economics: The economy of Southern Arizona/Pima Co. is dependent upon the 
continued attractiveness of this part of the State as a good palce to live. Arizona led 
the nation last year as one of the fastest growing state in the nation and residential 
home building has been a top producer of tax revenue for the State. The area 
surrounding the proposed quarry site has been identified by the Arizona Daily Star as 
one of the fastest growing high value residential areas in the Tucson valley. Property 
value in the area have rapidly appreciated over the past ten years and the property tax 
levies increased accordingly.

Individual

7129 4 3. Lack of economic justification
Recreation on the National Forest has a direct positive and perpetual economic 
impact on the area. Even if its contribution from Rosemont is deemed small on a 
yearly basis , then if it is multiplied by tens of thousands of years it will easilt exceed 
the value of the metals of the Rosemont ore body. I believe the positive economic 
contribution is actually substantial. Has the Forest Service computed and presented a 
comparison of the potential recreational value versus the value of the metals minus 
extraction costs? I request the comparison be done.

Individual

7129 16 6. Economic stability and sustainability
Mining provides neither economic stability nor sustainability because minerals 
become depleted, and metals markets are volatile.

Individual

7134 41 The Forest Service must also take into account the Sonoran Institute's recent study 
that compares the "significant potential local costs from the proposed mine project" 
to the "modest potential local economic benefit" from it. A number of high costs, 
related to environmental impacts of the proposed mine, such as increased traffic, 
degraded viewsheds, dust pollution, increased carbon dioxide emissions and surface 
and groundwater effects contribute to the high costs that the report finds would be 
shouldered by citizens, local governments, and the state. See, "Mining's Potential 
Economic Impacts in the Santa Rita and Patagonia Mountains Region of southern 
Arizona" by Dr. Josef E. Marlow, December 2007.

Business
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7143 11 A significant reason the people choose to visit, live, invest in businesses and retire in 
S. Arizona is its climate and natural resources. A huge, ugly mine, visible from both 
sides of the Santa Ritas will have detrimental impacts on our economy, property 
values and ability to attract future investments and residents. This must be analyzed 
over the expected life of the mine, and the burden must be on Rosemont to establish 
why it will only operate for twenty years, contrary to past local experience.

Organization

7152 1 WATER IS OF GREAT CONCERN IN THIS AREA
There is already subsidence in Sahuarita. The water table is falling.

Individual

7155 20 Potential permanent damage to the local economy should be weighed carefully 
against claims of short-term economic gain. A recent economic study showed that 
even a 1% decline in tourism revenues that may result from deteriorating recreational 
values in the area would far outweigh all the projected economic benefits of the life 
of the mine. It makes no sense to permanently alter and destroy a revenue-producing 
public resource such as this for short-term economic benefit of a tiny percentage of 
the population. A realistic consideration of the benefits of the long-term  economic 
stability such a resource would provide, more or less in perpetuity, dictate that the 
highest and best use of the public lands in the Rosemont area are the multiple use 
recreational values it now provides.

Organization

7163 48 Recreation

The public has much at stake when public lands, normally open and available to 
various recreational activities, are converted to virtual wastelands by large-scale 
mining activity that will no longer be able to support such public uses.

Questions to be answered in the EIS:
What will the project's long term impact be to hiking, camping/ backpacking, 
hunting, sightseeing, wildlife viewing, horseback riding, hang-gliding, scientific 
research, and other public uses and the enjoyment of lands within the affected area?
What will be the economic impacts of the mine upon recreation-based economies?

Organization
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7163 50 Economy

Spurred by rising prices for copper and other metals, there recently has been a 
marked increase in hardrock mining proposals and exploration on the CNF. This 
region, like much of Arizona, once supported extensive mining activity, but in most 
areas it has been decades since active mining operations were conducted. During 
these intervening years, not only has the landscape slowly recovered, but local 
communities once largely dependent on the mining industry have progressed and 
built diversified economies. In may cases, these economies are today largely 
dependent upon preservation, rather than the extraction, of natural resources.

This dynamic has been especially evident in the Patagonia Mountains, one of a 
dozen "sky island" mountain ranges protected within the boundaries of the Coronado 
National Forest. From the 16th century through the mid-20th century, the Patagonia 
Mountains were heavily mined for copper, as well as precious metals such as silver 
and gold, and extensive historic infrastructure is still found throughout the range. 
The "boom years" of mining activity passed long ago, however, and today nearby 
towns are not only no longer dependent on mining, but have developed local 
economies that will likely be harmed by a renewal of extensive mining activity. 
According to recent estimates, mining now provides only 2,000 jobs in Pima and 
Santa Cruz counties combined, compared with approximately 8,500 recreation-based 
jobs. See Mining Law Impact in Arizona: Hearing Before the Subcomm on Energy 
and Mineral Resources of the House Natural Resources Comm (statement of Lainie 
Levick, President, Save the Scenic Santa Ritas, Feb. 24, 2007). The local economies 
of Patagonia, Sonoita and Elgin exemplify the changing economy of the West, where 
quality of life considerations such as abundant public lands and recreational 
activities, are paramount. Recreation and tourism-based economies are directly 
linked to permanent economic activities such as second home building and local 
entrepreneurship. Consequently, proposals for new hardrock mines in southern 
Arizona today must carefully account for and balance a broad range of economic, 
social, and cultural considerations. A recent economic study conducted by the 
Sonora Institute on the potential economic impacts of mining in the Patagonia and 
Santa Rita Mountains Region of Southeastern Arizona concluded:
"Our analysis shows that 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," said Joe Marlow, 
resource economist with the Sonoran Institute. "This is a risk that should be carefully 
considered by the communities and decision makers in the region." (Marlow 2007)

Organization

7163 52 What percentage of travel and tourism-related spending would the proposed mine, 
and other proposed mines in the region, cost this sector of  the economy?
What will be the balance of economic benefit vs. cost of numerous proposed mines 
on the Coronado National Forest?
How much of the economic benefit from the proposed mine would stay in the United 
States, as opposed to benefitting foreign companies and countries?

Organization
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7164 1 Please consider the following remarks concerning the negative ECONOMIC impact 
of the proposed Rosemont Mine (taken from a report by the Sonoran Institute):

ECONOMIC IMPACT

The potential positive local economic benefits from the proposed Rosemont project 
are small in comparison to the magnitude of the local economy. Local economic 
impacts would derive primarily from employment, wages and salaries, business 
purchases, and taxes paid to local governments -- representing between (0.08%) and 
(0.3%) of total employment in Pima and Santa Cruz counties combined for the year 
2005;
local business economic impact ranging from less than five (0.5%) to (0.6%) of the 
2005 GDP of the Tucson Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA);
estimated total local tax revenues representing about 1.3% of total property, excise, 
and sales taxes collected in Pima County and the City of Tucson in the 2005/2006 
fiscal year and between one-half of one percent (0.5%) and 1.2% of total combined 
revenues for the two governments.

Significant Potential Local Costs from Proposed Mine Project
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including:

estimated increased costs to local school districts of between $2.7 million and $10 
million per year;

Individual

7165 2 I am a supporter of the Rosemont mine because it will generate much needed jobs. It 
is very important that people understand what the mine will bring to our community 
and that they are aware of the benefits that our economy will have from it.

Individual

7166 23 Economic Benefit to Pima County: Other than tax revenues, some local purchases of 
materials, and some modestly paid job opportunities, what other long-term financial 
benefits would our country receive from this mine? Will the Forest Service be 
working with the economic experts to determine the cost/benefit ratio to our county 
and state from Rosemont?

Individual

7168 2 I am sending this message in support of the Rosemont Mining Project in southern 
Arizona and am certain that stimulation of our economy and job availability will 
benefit our community.

Individual

7172 2 I support Rosemont mine. It is good for the economy and for jobs in southern az.Individual

7183 7 Why is it that if these jobs and the copper is so essential to our local economy, that 
an American mining company is not doing this?

Individual

7191 10 As a result this proposal would directly reduce the opportunities for local citizens to 
enjoy our public lands, and it would reduce the opportunities to attract out-of-state 
and international recreational enthusaists, potentially causing negative economic 
impacts on our local community.

Organization

7197 13 The boom and bust economic impact the local community here will ultimately leave 
behind another trail of destruction. History already taught this lesson well. This is a 
community that is built to the very core around the love of this place.

Individual
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7198 3 The Rosemont Copper Project will have a significant and positive impact on the 
economy of Pima County and nearby communities.

Organization

7198 5 In addition to the high paying direct jobs and indirect jobs, the mi ne will generate 
significant tax revenue. Local governments in Pima County are estimated to receive 
16.1 million dollars through direct and indirect taxes, more than 300 million dollars 
over the life of the mine. Arizona state and local governments will have an annual 
increase in revenue of 31 million dollars, totaling 589 million dollars over the 
duration of the mine.

Organization

7198 12 The Rosemont Copper mine also will have a positive economic and national security 
impact to the United States. Despite significant resources in the United States, we are 
currently importing 40% of the copper used in this country. The United States needs 
new copper mines to meet the significant increase in demand for copper that will 
come as we develop alternative energy sources and alternative means of 
transportation.

Organization

7200 22 A recent study by the Sonoran Institute shows that a mine at Rosemont would have 
serious economic impacts to the surrounding communities. According to Joe 
Marlow, senior economist with the Sonoran Institute, "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."

Organization

7201 13 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity
Water quality
Depletion  of the water table affecting agriculture on the west side of the Santa Rita 
Mountains
Road access, highway safety and highway maintenance
Impact on "Scenic Byway" Highway 83
Habitat fragmentation
Viewscape and open space destruction
Reduced recreational use
Ranching agribusiness
Economic impact on surrounding communities

Organization

7217 2 I am concerned that this will cause great hardship for the local businesses that 
currently depend on those who visit the area.

Individual

7218 2 Please reconsider your support of this project. The economic future of this region 
depends on tourism, therefore maintaining the natural beauty should be of highest 
importance. Any short term gain realized by yet another ugly mining project will 
ultimately be a net loss paid by residents of the state of New Mexico. When you 
count the cost of cleaning up the waste, which we all know, are never assumed by the 
mining companies who profit, and the loss of natural resources, and therefore 
tourism, this is a very bad deal.

Individual
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7227 3 As a resident of Tucson, I see the tremendous scenic and environmental damage 
caused by copper mines. These mines leave forever behind an ugly scar on the land 
and an economically depressed surrounding area. Once the scenic beauty of a valley 
or region is destroyed it is shunned by developers. This would be a terrible fate to 
bring to this on the beautiful Elgin, Patagonia valley.

Business

7253 45 Second, the proposed positive economic benefits of the mines should be evaluated 
carefully.

Organization

7253 140 At stake is not just the environment and scenery we have come to love, but the 
lifestyle, economic livelihood and property values of thousands who live in the area 
adjacent to the proposed mine.

Organization

7272 4 Nobody, including bicyclists, motorcyclists and tourists will be able to travel from 
Tucson to the wineries, Tombstone, Parker Lake, Patagonia Lake or Patagonia, via 
Hwy. 83, thus, hurting tourism and the revenues of small businesses.

Individual

7281 2 There may be some short term benefits economically, though even this is somewhat 
questionable given the eventual costs of reclamation and potential pollution.

Individual

7282 4 Nobody, including bicyclists, motorcyclists and tourists will be able to travel from 
Tucson to the wineries, Tombstone, Parker Lake, Patagonia Lake or Patagonia, via 
Hwy. 83, thus, hurting tourism and the revenues of small businesses.

Government

7297 2 I am a resident of the area, and I have determined that without mitigating measure 
built into this project which currently do not exist, I will be personally impacted and 
suffer personal as well as economic damages, and so will all other residents of this 
area.

Individual

7332 1 I am a business owner born and raised in Tucson. I highly approve the mine for the 
following reasons:

Much needed boost for Pima County and Southern Arizona economy not to mention 
the much needed boost for the American economy.

Business

7334 9 Second, the general trend of shipping natural resources to other countries during the 
downturn in manufacturing capabilities in the US baffles me. I would think that we 
would be better off leaving the mine there until the inevitable shift in the world 
economy makes it viable to produce copper goods here in the United States. If we 
mine the known available copper now, then we leave little chance for our children to 
beat the economic shift that has been prevalent in the last decade. We should not 
trade the small economic gain of jobs now for the large economic gain in the future 
of jobs and natural resources

Individual

7336 14 Economic- Determine the actual cash value of a Canadian firm setting up shop in our 
national forest, harvesting then selling raw materials overseas, while trashing our 
public lands and our quality of life, so that the ore can be processed, manufactured, 
value added, then sold back to us at a premium. This is a new source for our nation's 
devastating economic/trade deficit. The economics of this proposal are a failure at 
best. The Rosemont  Copper Project proposal is not in the best interest of the 
American people. The actual economic benefits of allowing Rosemont Copper to 
destroy 3,000 acres of National forest that belong to the American people, against 
our will, are doubtful.

Individual
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7357 2 I realize this project will cause changes to the local environment, the most obvious 
one being one large, permanent hole in the ground. But with one existing local mine 
producing well over $1 billion in metals each year, and the other probably close to 
that, we can't afford to not develop the minerals in the Rosemont mining district in a 
reasonable and prudent manner. Our local economy and governments are hurting for 
new wealth generators, even as more and more businesses decide to move away. This 
mine will be a great economic benefit to Southern Arizona and the state as a whole.

Individual

7371 10 Those opposing the mine have spent their own money & time to gather FACTS, 
INFORMATION TO BE EDUCATED IN THE MINING PROCESS & IT'S 
NEGATIVE EFFECTS ON THE ENVIRONMENT & ECONOMY OF THE AREA 
AS A WHOLE. While the mine operations have bussed citizens in with the lure of 
possible jobs, to speak for the mine. Jobs that if it goes as Augusta says it will, will 
be gone in 19 yrs. And they will be left looking for jobs and the mines mess to live 
with.

Individual

7398 3 I believe it would bring quality jobs that would be very positive for the area. We live 
next to Freeport McMoRan and see all the contractors employee, suppliers which are 
mostly out of Tucson going to and fro. I don't know how much od a direct and 
indirect impact it has on the Tucson economy, but it must be substantial. To my 
knowledge there hasn't been this large of new industry start up in Tucson in along 
time.

In conclusion I would be very much in favor of the mine and the positive economic 
impact the mine would bring to the area.

Individual

7415 1 It has been pointed out by mine advocates that mining has and will continue to 
contribute major positive infusions into the state and local economies. (Learning, 
2007, see http://www.rosemontcopper.com/Economics-Report-FINAL-2007.pdf). 
These claims present only half the picture of a cost/benefit analysis by considering 
the benefits only and failing to mention the costs. A more balanced accounting 
appears in Marlow 2007 
(http://www.hiltonroad.com/Sonoitacomments/attachmente.pdf). 
On the benefit side, even the more optimistic projection in the Learning study shows 
only a minor positive effect if expressed as a percentage of local economic activity. 
The 456 employees of the mine would constitiute only 0.08% of the total 2005 
employment of Pima and Santa Cruz counties by the Marlow account, or 0.3% even 
by the Learning account. Business purchases by the mine would make up just 0.5% 
of the metro Tucson gross domestic product by the Marlow account, or 0.6% by the 
Learning account. Tax revenues from the mine would comprise only 0.5% of the 
combined revenues of Pima County and the City of Tucson for 2005/2006 fiscal year 
(Marlow, 2007). 
On the cost side, local governments and residents have much more to lose because of 
the mine's presence.

Individual

7432 15 As the owner of the biggest business in Patagonia, the Tree of Life Rejuvenation 
Center, we see this as a threat to our economy and to the economy of the whole 
town, which is supported by the people we bring to the town.

Organization
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7443 2 Copper is no longer Queen in our state - its piece of the economic pie has been 
shrinking for decades. Not only that, if you're lived here long enough, you or your 
friends have experienced the boom-and-bust cycle when a mine shuts down because 
the price of copper has plummeted. People lose their jobs, then their homes, and 
local services and businesses begin to falter or pull up stakes. And the mining 
companies, having made the money they came for, move on to the next mountain, 
leaving wrecked communities and toxic tailings in their wake.

Mining's out. Nature's in. The natural beauty and ecological integrity of our region 
are truly special; and they are assets that support one of the largest service and 
recreational-based economies in the West. Tourists, young urban refugees, and baby 
boomer retirees are all flocking here now, investing in our communities, bringing 
new goods and services, and making our economy strong. They seek what we did 
when we came here - natural places for recreation and spiritual connection, wildlands 
and open spaces that are safe from development, and breathtaking view of our 
mountain ranges. The economy of the new West is diversified and more sustainable, 
supported not by what we take away from the Earth, but by what we leave intact to 
enjoy and relish and share.

Individual

7452 6 The economic benefits of the mine would impact the local communities of Sonoita 
and Patagonia and would create an environmental catastrophe in general.

Business

7466 2 Mining operations in the Santa Rita mountains will have a permanent negative 
impact on the economic well being of Pima County residents. Any short-term boost 
to the economy that results from an influx of jobs will be more then offset by a loss 
in tax revenue and jobs in the tourism, fishing, hunting and other similar industries. 
Similarly, the mine will lead to additional expenditures of county, state, and federal 
revenue in maintenance and upkeep of roads and other municipal services.

Individual

7487 34 How will the long term negative effect on local economies be considered after the 
mine is closed?

Will the recent increases in fuel prices and other future inflation factors be re-
considered in the mine economic feasibility?

Given the historical track record of the local mining industry with their associated 
closures and resultant environmental impact, how will the likely negative, long-term 
financial impact to the taxpayer be considered in the economic analysis?

Individual

7488 1 Our concerns regarding the economic, public service and quality of life impact of the 
proposed mining activity are informed to a considerable extent by the detailed 
analysis prepared by Josef Marlow, land and resource economist with the nonproft 
Sonoran Institute. Dr. Marlow's analysis was framed through a perspective on the 
nature of the changing economy of the Southwest, reflecting the displacement of 
mining and agricultural and mining activities by recreation, tourism, and post-
industrial services characterized as a "knowledge economy". The most compelling 
aspect of Marlow's analysis was an assessment of the likely economic impact across 
the proposed active life of the Rosemont Mine operation. The total economic 
contribution from the mining operation was miniscule in comparison with the project 
economic losses and burdens that would be suffered by the communities in the 
region. As dramatic as the comparisons are, we believe that the economic losses have 
been grossly underestimated.

Individual
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7490 4  Mount Hopkins, Arizona, is an important site for astronomical research. The site 
was selected for high elevation, dry weather, "good seeing" and dark sky. Operations 
started in 1968. We perform world-class scientific research at the 6.5-meter MMT 
Observatory (operated jointly with the University of Arizona), the Fred Lawrence 
Whipple Observatory, and the newly commissioned VERITAS array.

A study released in March by the Arizona Arts, Sciences and Technology Academy, 
a nonproft group that promotes the arts and sciences, shows astronomy and space-
related research had an economic impact of $252.8 million in 2006. More than $1 
billion has been invested in infrastructure statewide. 
(http://www.aasta.net/documents/AASTAAPSSReport.pdf)

The value of this uncommon research site will be compromised by increasing sky 
brightness. If an environmental assessment seeks to keep incompatible uses apart, 
then the process should respect the environmental elements that create a rare and 
valuable research site and protect the environmental asset of dark skies.

Business

7492 1 I have followed the debate over the Rosemont mine proposal in the Tucson papers 
for some time now and find little if any mention of the national economic and 
strategic issues involved. We live in a time when the global mining and petroleum 
industries are unable to find and develop mineral resources at a rate sufficient to 
meet rapidly growing demand for minerals. As a result, mineral and petroleum 
product prices have doubled or tripled across the board.  Such a broad range of raw 
material price inflation will gradually cascade throughout our economy, raising 
prices for everyone and reducing standards of living. Under these circumstances, it is 
important to examine how local decisions on the development of a particular mine 
may impact the national economy.

Individual

7498 10 How could the deleterious effect on the regional economy be estimated 20 years in 
advance?

Individual

7504 21 The potential for such tailings pile mountain to form and obstruct scenic views and 
vistas in the proposed Rosemont mining operation, and that economic impact on 
property values, tourism, and commerce must also be considered.

7508

7504 125 The railroads have asserted that the rail traffic in the area has already reached 
carrying capacity, which does not include any rail traffic caused by shipments of ore 
from the Rosemont mining operation.  The cumulative impacts of  the additional, 
potential rail traffic from Rosemont mining operations must be analyzed, coupled 
with the other economic growth and associated increases in rail traffic expected 
throughout the life of the proposed mining operation, including the potential impacts 
of more rail lines and track needing to be developed along the various potential 
routes.

7508

7504 166 The cumulative impacts of Rosemont mining operatins particulate matter emissions, 
its implications in causing excessive dust (particulate matter) in the air in the region 
near the Rosemont mining operations, and those impacts on other commerce and 
businesses, including the potential for new requirements for particulate matter 
emissions caps and particulate matter emissions trading must be examined, as well as 
the potential for EPA sanctions being impased on Pima County for non-attainment 
and exceedances of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards due to particulate 
matter exceedances.

7508
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7505 1 I'm writing to express my concerns about the potential impacts of the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Mine on my business, Stardust Yachts OC. LLC DBA Stardancer 
Yachts, in Sonoita, Arizona. My business activities require approximately five 5 trips 
to Tucson weekly. According to a recent study conducted by the Sonoran Institute, 
increased commute times on SR 83 from the I-10 junction to the Sonoita and 
Patagonia area due to the mine will result in a real cost to travelers on the highway. 
These increased operating costs will no doubt threaten my livelihood and increase 
the cost of, or potentially deprive local residents of my services.

Business

7505 2 The threat that the proposed mine will pose to our region's rural economy is of such 
significance, complexity, and scale that the development of effective mitigation 
measures will necessarily require an independent and comprehensive study of these 
adverse impacts by a multidisciplinary team of recognized experts in their respective 
fields. Only after the study is completed can we consider possible mitigation 
measures. At the very least, as a condition of Forest Service approval of Augusta's 
Mine Plan of Operation, Augusta and any successors in ownership of the mine must 
be required to agree in writing that Augusta shall compensate all persons for lost 
income and lost property value due to the mine.

Business

7513 5 The pumping they would do in Sahuarita will cause irreversible damage to the 
homeowners there and may actually cause the ground to sink in a unnatural fasion.

Individual

7524 8 Many of the issues listed are Quality of Life issues and Health Issues, and since 
tourism and recreation are such large parts of our economy, they thus become 
economic issues as well.

Business

7538 1 Madera Canyon and the Santa Rita Mountains are my favority mountain range. 
Living close to this mountain rage has afforded me many wonderful opportunities to 
experience the outdoors and especially the diversity of that sky island. I have also 
been a close observer of the endangered jaguars and the decreasing wildlife 
populations Arizona has experienced over the years. I love the Arizona outdoors, the 
wildlife, and the many beautiful areas specifically in the Santa Rita Mountains. You 
probably know better than I the various reasons for lose of habitant and the 
destruction of wildlife supporting areas in southern Arizona. The home building, off 
road ATVs, pumping of ground water for agricultural and commerical reaons, - the 
list goes on and on.

On the other hand, with the global economy taking away jobs from Americans, the 
need for economic growth - especially in Southern Arizona, is paramount. We have 
always mined in Arizona. As a frontier and as part of America's Manifest Destiny, 
we helped sustain growth with mining. Things are little different today in the global 
market and the trade frontier we are experiencing today. We are falling behind very 
fast in this new frontier. It makes no sense to not use natural resources, such as the 
copper and other minerals Rosemont Copper proposes to mine. The ability to use the 
strongest assets in trade is a basic and most fundamental principle of world trade. As 
a global partnet, we are obligated to hold true to the most basic tenets of trading, 
trading in our greatest resources. To not perform as a world partner by not mining 
one of our most abundant assets, we invite lost opportunity to our economy and lost 
trustworthiness as a trading partner.

Individual
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7538 2 We invite isolationism by not trading our abundant resources. No good can come 
from failing to be a world partner. History is full of examples where other countries 
justified retaliation against isolationist in many different ways. We should not as a 
state, that is part of a nation, do something that adversely affects growth for us as a 
state and as a nation. These are extreme examples, but should be considered in the 
overall picture as a global partner, because it is part of the big picture in the decision 
to allow the Rosemont Project to proceed. The precedence we set as a state is 
representative of us as a nation. Are we isolationist, or are we part of helping 
America be strong economically. Do we want to aid in economic slow down, or aid 
in economic growth.

Individual

7546 2 I oppose the proposed Rosemont mine because there will be negative impacts to 
social, economic, and recreational activity related to sportsmen like myself who hunt 
the Mearns quail and WR deer in the area. I do not believe the Forest Service has 
adequately studied these impacts, and no mitigation has been adequately considered 
or offered. The Forest Service should reject the application to mine here and should 
take the "no action" alternative.

Individual

7546 8 People travel from all over the United States and Arizona to hunt Mearns quail in the 
Santa Ritas. Southern Arizona is one of the only places to hunt these quail, the other 
being a small part of New Mexico. The proposed tailings area would destroy 
thousands of acres of prime Mearns habitat - rolling hills of oak with grassy cover. 
This is also ideal habitat for Coues whitetail deer. Because the area is relatively 
accessible from FS 62 ( or "Box Canyon road"), it is a favority destination for 
sportsmen. I regularly travel down to the area in quail season to hunt. The economic 
benefit to the community provided by hunters like myself and others should be 
considered.

Individual

7552 6 I have witnessed the economic devastation when a mine or energy business closes 
down. It's not pretty. All the people that enjoyed fabulous paychecks and increased 
business end up being unemployed or out of business. Some move to other 
communities. Those that stay, enjoy a "quality of life" that often means dependence 
upon welfare systems. Where is that cost projected in the analysis of this mine?

Individual

7558 13 Route 83 through the Santa Ritas is a scenic highway and a definite long term tourist 
attraction if we keep it that way. The mine will bring some short term economic 
benefits. I have seen studies funded by both sides that say the net impact of the mine 
may be positive or negative. With the other drawbacks it seems like we should delay 
the mine at least until it is shown it has a really significant long term economic 
benefit. You can mine later but you cannot "unmine". Have any truly independent 
surveys been done?

Individual

7567 1 I understand that the potential economic impact of the mine is great, but the 
economic upside will be just as great two or five years from now.

Individual

7570 5 To hear that the livelihood of this entire extended community is being sacrificed for 
a mine owned by foreign businesses seems ridiculous and short-sighted, and makes 
me, as the tourist consumer, feel betrayed.

Individual
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7571 4 The Rosemont Valley provides valuable environmental goods and services and 
should be preserved for future generations, and not ravaged by an open pit copper 
mine. It contains a unique ecosystem (mid-elevation oak grassland) that provides 
habitat for wildlife, valuable watershed features (headwaters of Davidson 
Canyon/Cienega Creek), critical water supply for Tucson, and important recreational 
opportunities (hunting, hiking, off-road vehicle riding, horse back riding, bicycle 
riding, camping, bird watching, etc) for the citizens of Soutern Arizona. The wealth 
of social, economic, recreational and environmental services provided to our 
community will be lost forever if the Rosemont Valley is allowed to become an open 
pit coper mine. The EIS should thoroughly identify and examine these environmental 
and public services to determine exactly what would be lost and how the company 
must mitigate these losses.

Individual

7575 5 To hear that the livelihood of this entire extended community is being sacrificed for 
a mine owned by foreign businesses seems ridiculous and short-sighted. When is 
enough enough? Why can't one of our last heritages of the great American West be 
protected?

Individual

7592 17 There are considerable activities necessary for this proposal on the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mountains. Examples include, but are not limited to, an access road, 
wells, pipelines, pumping (booster) stations, transmission lines, and a potential 
substation. Power for the proposed project will be delivered through approximately 
12 miles of transmission lines. These lines will be suspended from 90 foot towers, 
with a ground clearance of at least 70 feet. A water pipeline will be constructed to 
follow a similar path as the power lines. The disturbance to the environment of the 
Santa Cruz River Valley that these utilities traverse has not received the same 
attention as the proposed plan site on the east side of the Santa Ritas. As they are 
necessary for the proposal, the environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of 
these activities should be evaluated with equal rigor.

Individual

7598 8 How will the value of life, injury, and medical costs be considered in this decision? 
Will this be qualitative or quantitative with respect to the economic analysis and the 
viability of the mine?

Individual

7598 10 Estimate the increase in road maintenance costs on a yearly basis and for the 20 year 
period. Please provide the assumptions and error on these calculations as in item a) 
above. Will the Arizona taxpayers be expected to cover these costs? Will the 
economic analysis take this into account?

Individual
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7598 15
We commute Hwy 83, 12-15 times per week. This road is narrow, winding, bumpy 
and potentially dangerous. Serious accidents are frequent. Upon review of the 
proposed mining operations and associated estimates of traffic, we have concerns 
with the safety of my family and the community. Accidents will increase frequence 
and severity.

the road will degrade rapidly with the frequency of mining traffic and the weight of 
the trucks. Maintenance will be a problem. We have concerns about the Arizona 
taxpayer bearing these maintenance costs versus the mining company.

 Please provide the statistical estimate of increased accidents for weekdays, 
weekends and night time driving due to the proposed mining operations. Please 
delineate between injury accidents and deadly accidents. Provide the groundrules 
and assumptions for these calculations and the estimates of error on these input data 
such as experience and level of training of operators, and the effect on the statistical 
results.

consider the estimated increase in traffic due to growth in Tucson and Vail 
community populations projected in this timeframe.

How will the value of life, injury, and medical costs be considered in this decision? 
Will this be qualitative or quantitative with respect to the economic analysis and the 
viability of the mine?

Estimate the increase in local emergency response costs for both accidents and 
potential hazardous materials incidents. Please provide the assumptions and error on 
these calculations as in item a) above. Will the local taxpayers of Sonoita, Vail and 
Sahuarita communities be expected to cover these costs?

In addition to highway safety, there is an aspect of explosives and hazardous 
materials security. This includes aspects of transport, storage and personnel access. 
Please identify the control processes, risks and probabilities of failure of these 
processes, and associated cost of the consequence of failure(s).

How will the above risks and direct costs be considered in the economic viability 
analysis and the decision?

Individual

7598 45 Given the historical track record of the local mining industry with their associated 
closures and resultant environmental impact, how will the likely negative, long-term 
financial impact to the taxpayer be considered in the economic analysis?

Individual

7604 2 I believe this part of the Southwest is a very special place.  You can certainly feel the 
uniqueness of the area when visiting.  An open mine would detract from this as well 
as hurt the community.  Please investigate, hold open meetings, anything you can to 
help protect this important desert area.

Individual
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7606 2 Living within a radius of 10 miles from mines in my own country, I know the impact 
they have on the area. Yes, there are jobs but even they are declining now as the 
market is changing. The waste can be seen all across our county and are known as 
the lunar landscape of Cornwall. This has lead to low prices in property and a lack of 
investment by other companies because it doesn't suit their image. This has lead to an 
overall poverty in Cornwall.

Individual

7609 2 In terms of global warming issues - Mining does not have a good record. In addition, 
mining practices scar the lands forever, ruin entire ecosystems and only benefit the 
investors for very short period of time.  When they are done, the damage is 
irreparable and the effects to the local economies are devastating.

Individual

7612 4 It has been essential for me as an individual to be part fo the community of Epona 
and Sonoita, and Patagonia.  It has created the very real opporutnity for me to heal, 
thrive, and offer my gifts to others.  To hear that the livelihood of this entire 
extended community is being sacrificed for a mine owned by foreign businesses is 
utterly unconscionable.  
If this mine were to be built it would be a personal tragedy for me and for the entire 
community, I simple would not be able to justify using my resources to support such 
destruction and would longer be able to come to Sonoita, Patagonia.

Individual

7617 4 Augusta is a pulic company that will do business with American companies, add to 
the local economy and provide copper to the world market which will help stabilize 
prices.

Individual

7622 1 An economic impact of the city of Tucson & the surrounding area would be achieved 
by this project.

Individual

7622 3 The amount of jobs producted & economic impact of many surrounding businesses 
would help make this community thrive. By bringing dollars into Southern Arizona.

Individual

7628 2 Americans are consumers not producers which has brought us to the brink of 
economic colapse. It is time for us to switch the tide and become a strong economic 
force in the world economy. This project is one step toward ur success and I as a 
neighbor to the project am strongly in favor!!

Individual

7632 11 Large % of raw material, sent overseas to come back as finished product does not 
raise econ/jobs by sending our raw materials to other countries.

Individual

7635 2 Will the copper's profits end up in Tucson and surrounding areas or will it go to 
stockholder and to Canada?

Individual

7640 2 If the Rosemont Mine is not permitted, investment $ will be spent in other copper 
mining countries.

Individual

7654 5 MOREOVER THE MINE MAY WELL RUIN OUR SOUTHERN AZ ECONOMY 
THAT DEPENDS ON RECREATION, TOURISM, AGRICULTURE, AND THE 
HOUSING AND RESORT INDUSTRY.

Business

7654 20 JOSEF MARLOW, AN ECONOMIST WITH THE WIDELY RESPECTED 
SONORAN INSTITUTE, HAS ALREADY SAID THAT ROSEMONT'S INITIAL 
ROSY PROJECTIONS OF ITS CONTRIBUTION TO THE LOCAL ECONOMY 
ARE OVERSTATED AND FLAWED.

Business
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7684 5 The mine state they will help economy in the area which is true, but what about the 
people around the mine.

Individual

7809 5 MOREOVER THE MINE MAY WELL RUIN OUR SOUTHERN AZ ECONOMY 
THAT DEPENDS ON RECREATION, TOURISM, AGRICULTURE, AND THE 
HOUSING AND RESORT INDUSTRY.

Business

7809 16 IN ADDITION TO THE WATER IMPACTS, THE FOREST SERVICE MUST 
REQUIRE INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF ROSEMONT TO ASCERTAIN THE 
TRUE COST OF ITS ACTIVITIES AS THEY AFFECT LANDOWNERS, 
BUSINESSES, PROPERTY VALUES, AND THE SCENIC VISTAS OF THE 
SANTA RITAS.

Business

7809 19 JOSEF MARLOW, AN ECONOMIST WITH THE WIDELY RESPECTED 
SONORAN INSTITUTE, HAS ALREADY SAID THAT ROSEMONT'S INITIAL 
ROSY PROJECTIONS OF ITS CONTRIBUTION TO THE LOCAL ECONOMY 
ARE OVERSTATED AND FLAWED.

Business

7810 19 On 2/11 2007 the Sonoran Desert Institute released their Final mining study. The 
study says if the mines displaced only one percent of travel and tourism-related 
spending in the region, the economic loss would be grater than the entire annual 
payroll of the mine. Augusta Resources tries to gain public approval of the mine by 
advertising the jobs and tax revenue for both the state of Arizona and the Fed's. Does 
the study take into account the loss of tourism dollars and land values?

Organization

8598 2 I think it's great we have our mountains and our clean air and our fresh water, but 
there's also a need for more industry. And, uh, I'm in favor of the copper mine down 
there because it would help with jobs and be good four our economy and it would 
just be a good thing.

Individual

8611 2 This is excellent from a salary standpoint for the employees, and it's also excellent 
for the city of Tucson to have a demand for services so close.

Individual

8632 2 I can't see any real economic upside. I can't see any real benefit. To me it's like;y to 
destroy an environment that is pristine, delicate and valuable. I'm adamant against it.

Individual

8677 3 and the economies of the local towns of Sonoita and Patagonia as well as some of the 
other towns in that area.  At this time, in my opinion, it's not needed improvement or 
acivity to go on in that area, so.

Business

8692 4 I think it's high time we got a better look at what's really important.  I think water, air 
quality, and all the other things that are going to be disturbed by this mine should be 
more valued then the few jobs, the little bit of money that the local people are 
actually going to get.  I know it will be lucrative for some people, but not for most.

Individual

8705 1 I am in favor of the Rosemont Mine for the economic opportunities that it will bring 
into the area, not only for just the mine personnel themselves, but for all of the other 
people who benefit from having mine employees in the area. I have no problems 
with having another mine in the area. I think it will be a great benefit to the 
community financially.

Individual

8711 5 The copper mine will not help the US economy at all as the product mined there will 
be shipped off to foreign countries, mostly China. I do not believe that this mining 
operation will help the citizens of Arizona.

Individual
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8763 2 I think that this mine will help our economy.Individual

8812 1 And I have great concerns about the proposed mine.  I'm worried about the economic 
impact,

Individual

8865 9 if you guys haven't noticed, we are nearing probably what I see as a depression. 
There is a run on the banks, our economy is terrible, et cetera. And what do we do, 
we provide raw materials to countries such as China to compete to produce a thing 
such as TV sets, et cetera and other items that require copper.

Individual

8875 7 Long-term economic ramifications are going to far exceed on the negative than 
anything that would be benefited from going forward with the Rosemont Mine.

Individual

8890 3 and the profits from the mine would not balance out the damage done.Individual

8900 5 Where will employees of the Mine and their families come from? Where will they 
live on $59,000/year? If the workers are new to the area, how will the additional 
children of these families impact the schools? What is the impact of these additional 
people on water, transportation, healthcare, emergency medical services and the 
economy?

Individual

8906 1 Have studies been done to compare "mine" vs. "no mine" and the impacts on the 
economy, tourism, recreation, the ecosystems, vegitation, wildlife, groundwater, 
surface water, water quality and availability, roadways and emergency services? If 
so, are the studies available for public scrutiny? If studies have not been done, what 
is the reason for this inaction?

Individual

10405 2 Because of the this important bird area and sky island, many visitors from all over 
the world come and provide ongoing revenue for the state and local merchants. The 
mining would be a one shot deal and give revenue to the industry. It is not 
sustainable and would not be renewable.

Organization

10559 7  The economic value of the mine pales in comparison to what would be lost…Stop 
the mine.

Organization

10693 1 Economically unsound for our citizenry! Locally, little benefit to be realized at 
tremendous cost.

Organization

10707 1 No economical benefit to the local economy. Profits go North, mineral go East, and 
the labor force is imported.

Organization

10874 3 The majority of the capital generated by the mine will be reinvested elsewhere, not 
back into the local economy; the on going operation of the mine is entirely 
dependent upon the global price of copper…as soon it is no longer porfitable the 
mine will close, leaving the citizens of Pima County the responsibility of dealing 
with the waste and destruction caused by the mine for generations to come.

Organization
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11068 17 There are considerable activities necessary for this proposal on the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mountains. Examples include, but are not limited to, an access road, 
wells, pipelines, pumping (booster) stations, transmission lines, and a potential 
substation. Power for the proposed project will be delivered through approximately 
12 miles of transmission lines. These lines will be suspended from 90 foot towers, 
with a ground clearance of at least 70 feet. A water pipeline will be constructed to 
follow a similar path as the power lines. The disturbance to the environment of the 
Santa Cruz River Valley that these utilities traverse has not received the same 
attention as the proposed plan site on the east side of the Santa Ritas. As they are 
necessary for the proposal, the environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of 
these activities should be evaluated with equal rigor.

Individual

11079 1 Employment in Arizona copper industry rose 25 percent in the past year at a time 
when copper producers significantly increased their economic contributions to the 
state, according to a new study prepared for the Arizona Mining Assocciation 
(AMA). 
"The strength of the copper industry has benefited all of Arizona", said AMA 
President Sydney Hay. "The impact is really substantial, with copper producers 
providing growing payrolls, paying more taxes, amd increasing their purchases of 
goods and services from other Arizonans." 
Since the last report in 2006, employment in Arizona's copper industry rose from 
8,200 jobs to more than 10, 300 - an increase of 25 percent. At the same time, some 
42,500 Arizonans had jobs as a result of the combined direct and indirect 
contributions of the copper industry to the state's economy last year. 
Further, the direct impact on the state was more than $3.2 billion last year, while the 
combined direct and indirect impact exceeded $6.8 billion.

Organization

11079 2 The annual study was produced by George Leaming of the Western Economic 
Analysis Center in Marana. He has been monitoring and analyzing the industry since 
1973, and his annual report provides detailed historical figures along with county-by-
county breakouts. Copies of the 52-page report are available from the AMA, and a 
PDF file can be downloaded from the Association's web site, www.azcu.org. 
According to his findings, the Arizona copper industry paid its employees more than 
$570 million in wages and salaries in 2007, up to 24 percent from the year before, 
and paid another $107 million in pensions to former employees living in the state. 
Directly, the copper industry paid more than $138 million to state and local 
governments in taxes and fees and more than $2.4 billion to other Arizona 
businesses for products and services.

Organization
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3 3 Rosemont's transportation of our groundwater could dramaticlly affect any future 
growth in our community.

21 1 It’s a very good idea for this mine in Southern Arizona for jobs, more funds for 
Southern Tucson, easier for single parents like myself of 4 children, school funds, 
jobs, etc.

Individual

24 13 Of the 117 million dollars Augusta claims in community commitments, 67 million 
dollars of that is actually just costs associated with the business of mining.
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156 3 Please save the Santa Ritas, our scenic, beneficial, ecological, way-of-life supporting 
local mountain range that is a part of our culture, our hertiage, and our local human 
ecology & economy.

156 6 Please save the Santa Ritas, our scenic, beneficial, ecological, way-of-life supporting 
local mountain range that is a part of our culture, our hertiage, and our local human 
ecology & economy.

159 14 The economic benefit of mining in this area does not outweigh the local citizen's 
concern of the negative impacts to the adjacent Forest Service lands for a broad 
range of recreational activities and ecosystem health.

159 15 The public interest of Pima County and southern Arizona will thus, in sum, not be 
furthered by mining activities in this area.

160 88 COMMENT 10: THE MINE WILL ADVERSELY IMPACT LOCAL 
EMERGENCY SERVICES. Part of the Mine will be in the Sonoita/Elgin Fire 
District, a tax-based emergency service provider. An open pit copper mine is an 
extremely dangerous work environment. Serious injury and death can result from 
accidents involving heavy earth-moving equipment, ore-curshing and milling 
machinery, high explosives, flammable materials, and caustic and poisonous 
chemicals among other things. The National Institute for Occupational Safety and 
Health reports that for surface mining operations in 2005 the non-lethal lost-time 
injury rate was 4,500 per 100,000 FTE employees and the fatality rate was 34 per 
100,000 FTE empoyees (see Reference 2). Mines, consequently, are notorious users 
of emergency services, particularly emergency medical services.        Based on the 
NIOSH statistics, if the Mine being proposed will have 500 employees, there will be 
an average of 22,5 serous injuries per year and one fatality every 6 years. In addition, 
significantly increased congestion on SR83 due to heavy-truck traffic arriving at and 
departing from the Mine will certainly cause an increase in the number of vehicle-
related injuries and deaths per year on SR83 (see COMMENT 2D). The Mine will 
have a direct and adverse impact on the Sonoita/Elgin Fire District's staffing 
requirements and related costs - cost increases that will be borne not by Augusta, but 
primarily by local property tax payers in Sonoita and Elgin.

182 3  If so will my well run dry? If my well runs dry, who will pay to get water to my 
home? If I cannot get water to my property, who will compensate me for the total 
loss in value of my property, loss in livestock and emotional damage?

236 6 It has been a real treat to be able to (stay and/or study) at this historic ranch and get a 
taste of the West while also learning some life enriching skills from the staff and 
horses at the Epona Center. (Mention other activities you may have enjoyed in the 
Sonoita/Patagonia area during your stay.) To hear that the livelihood of this entire 
extended community is being sacrificed for a mine owned by foreign businesses 
seems ridiculous and short-sighted. (other personal comments here)

236 10 This tells us that your community does not value what it has, and so why should we 
value it? It's easy to take our hard-earned money elsewhere. It's not going to be easy 
for the local businesses and residents that this plan will most assuredly betray. I urge 
you to put a stop to this travesty before it's too late.

316 1 I like that fact that this mine will bring lots of jobs and money to a new area.Individual
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1558 4 and the threat that within a decade or two Green Valley could be well on its way to 
becoming a ghost town

Individual

1562 2 There is little doubt about what will happen. Without water our community homes 
lifesavings and history will be gone.

Individual

1582 6 There is NO WAY to recover what will be taken away by the mine - to allow it here 
will to sell our future for a song!!

Individual

1613 1 Residential growth will be hindered by the presence of mining. Already, we see 
many prospective buyers who have eliminated this area to relocate to simply because 
of the negative opinion one gets by their internet search of our area.  The unknown 
future of the mines are affecting our growth now. With actual mining the financial 
impact from reduced residential development is substantial.

Business

1651 2 Our only access to water is our well. Trucking water in is not an option I would 
consider. We would want a safety net from the mine company that if something goes 
wrong with our well after drilling starts that they will take responsibility and provide 
the homeowners with water.

Individual

1665 7 I think, Vail and highway 83 is a very fast growing area. They are building houses 
out here for 600 thousand to one million dollars. What good will they be without 
water.

Individual

1695 1 The U.S. needs copper, the U.S. needs Jobs, the U.S. needs money, the copper is 
contracted to China
80% of the jobs in the process of making a copper product is going to take place in 
China - we got the back breaking mining they get the refining, manufacture, 
distribution, marketing, the money goes to Canada.

Individual

1696 7 I just moved into the area in October 2006 and I am dismayed to think that what I 
found, though not idyllic with its existing mining operations, will soon be untenable.

Individual

1703 7 Deleterious and dangerous reasults to grownd water, traffic safety, and travel times, 
wild life habitat, soil and water pollution and permanent damage to the tourism-
based economy of South Pima and Santa Cruz counties.

Individual

1729 1 This is a Total disregard of the individual homeowner in the Vail area.Individual

1761 2 I am concerned about the added fiscal Burden on adjacent communitiesIndividual

1762 6 Local landowners at hilton Ranch Singing Valley, Greaterville, Yucca Ash Road, 
Sonoita, Elgin, and Patagonia will suffer adverse economic impacts.

Individual

1775 10 The proposed mine would also cost the local school district an estimated extra $10 
million per year!

Individual

1788 2 We need to utilize our own "Natural Resources"Individual

1788 3 With our local & national spending decreasing, our tax bases shrinking- this venture 
should be a no brainer with it's additional tax revenue.

Individual

1797 2 the company is going to do the right thing & is committed to safety aspects of mining 
The project will be good for the surrounding communities & rely support local 
businesses

Individual
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1801 2 The mining industry in this area has provided my family and I a good living, and in 
my firm opinion that’s a good thing.  The mining industry has evolved into a vital 
part of our community and is a neighbor and in doing would not intentionally do 
anything to cause us harm.

Individual

1803 1 Evaluate- Social Impact- Jobs, revenue
Evaluate- Tax Dollars gained
Evaluate- revenue to be (Gained) by current companies in the community & 
surrounding areas

Individual

1840 1 With the current drought conditions being talked about in the newspapers, what 
impact will the mine have on this?

Individual

1856 10 The proposed mine would also cost the local school district an estimated extra $10 
million per year!

Individual

1863 3 The substantial pecan farming which provides income to many workers as well as 
much needed shade so important in our long hot summers would be severely 
impacted if the water supply were depleted by the mining operation.

Individual

1879 12 The short term and limited gains in employment to be made by this boom and bust 
operation cannot possibly justify such long-term damage.

Individual
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1892 19 Impacts to public investment: This project will cause serious harm to public 
investment in natural resource protection and management. Various governmental 
and non-governmental entities have invested tens of millions of dollars in public and 
private funds in the purchase of private lands, in the development and 
implementation of management plans, and in restorative actions in the Cienega 
Creek Watershed.

In 1987 Pima County established the Cienega Creek Natural Preserve at a cost to tax 
payers of 14 million dollars. Since 1987 Pima County has spent 100's of thousands 
dollars in management of the area. The Natural Preserve was established to protect a 
vitally important watershed and the wildlife habitat associated with its riparian 
corridor.

In 1988 the BLM acquired the Empire and Cienega Ranches in the Sonoita Valley, 
which in 2000 became Las Cienegas National Conservation Area. The value of the 
public land exchange that brought these ranches into public ownership was over 30 
million dollars. Since 1988 the BLM has spent millions of dollars in management 
and restoration of the area. 

In 2005 Pima County purchased the Bar V Ranch in Davidson Canyon immediately 
downstream from the proposed mine site. The cost to acquire this ranch exceeded 8.5 
million dollars. The property was purchased to protect a vitally important watershed 
and the wildlife habitat associated with its riparian corridor. 

Sky Island Alliance has also invested considerable monies and effort on restoration 
and monitoring activities in the area. Over the last 8 years more than 300 volunteers 
have participated in wildlife monitoring and unauthorized roadway closure and 
restoration work supported by the BLM, the US Forest Service, and private funding. 

Overall the taxpayers of Pima County and the rest of the nation have invested over 
50 million dollars in protecting and managing the outstanding natural resources of 
the area surrounding the proposed Rosemont mine, The potential harm from the 
proposed mine to this public investment must be fully evaluated.

Organization

1893 8 Rosemont's transportation of our groundwater could dramatically affect future 
growth in our communities.

Individual

1898 3 The saying "Copper is King" in Arizona no longer applies, due to current 
demographics, environmental, health, and population impact concerns.

Individual

1902 3 First of all I think you should change your name to Forest "Dis"service.
If you continue to allow the Rosemont Project to unfold it will be a great disservice 
to the Forset, the environment and residents of the surrounding area.

Individual

1910 3 domestic productionIndividual

1910 4 sustainable supplyIndividual

1910 5 social & community diversityIndividual

1923 2 The harm to this community will be irreparable.Individual
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1937 3 It will negatively impact the environment and the local communities.Individual

1938 3 It will negatively impact the environment and the local community.Individual

1957 12 The extra time required for underground mining could be put to very good use:

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

Individual

1957 13 It would allow time for the now record-high price of copper,Individual

1960 7 with undesirable  consquences to the community (wells drying up and property 
becoming worthless) and Rosemont's transportation of our groundwater could 
dramatically affect future growth in the community.

Individual

1964 3 In other words, before a decision can be reached, more attention needs to be given to 
this aspect of the balance between private development and community impact.

Individual

1964 18 In other words, they believe that the Rosemont Mine will add to, not detract from, 
their economic and social vulnerabilities, and will weaken, not strengthen, their local 
communities.

Individual

1964 22 Who will be left holding the bag if commodity prices decline or Augusta decides to 
put the interests of its executives and shareholders ahead of the local residents by 
utilizing high technology or low wage workers who will strain the local 
infrastructure (schools, hospitals, etc.) or penny-pinching on environmental and 
labbor matters?

Individual

1977 4 We have no infrastructure to support the 500 employees and their families ie no 
markets restaurants housing, lodging, etc.

Individual

2091 8 Of the 117 million dollars Augusta claims in community commitments, 67 million 
dollars of that is actually just costs associated with the business of mining.

Individual

2094 11 A few hundred jobs vs. irreparable harm to our environment and quality of life? No 
contest!

Individual

2095 7 National Environmental Policy Act Section 101 paragraph B pertains to Rosemont'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 to the community and Rosemont's transportation of 
our groundwater could dramatically affect future growth in our communities.

Individual
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2095 19 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 residents with undesirable consequences to the community. Rosemont's 
transportation of our groundwater could dramatically affect any future growth in our 
community.

Individual

2104 2 Has the forest service conducted a recent benefit-cost analysis for the proposed 
rosemont copper project? If not, why not? When the benfit-cost study is avaiable will 
the results be made public in a timely fashion?

Individual

2107 4 Economics: In the Sonoita Valley, tourism (much of it eco-tourism) and real estate 
values will be profoundly and permanently damaged if this mine project is allowed to 
move forward. Whatever economic benefits Augusta Corp claims will help the area 
will NOT likely help our local area. Profits will go to Canada. Jobs and tax dollars 
will mote likely benefit Tucson and Pima County. Please be thorough and truthful in 
your economic analysis-taking into consideration the impact on the local Sonoita 
Valler where the mine will be.

Individual

2117 6  The gains for the community would not justify the amount of problems that it would 
create for all of us.

Individual

2126 7 with undesirable  consquences to the community (wells drying up and property 
becoming worthless) and Rosemont's transportation of our groundwater could 
dramatically affect future growth in the community.

Individual

2144 19 Of the 117 million dollars Augusta claims in community commitments, 67 million 
dollars of that is actually just costs associated with the business of mining.

Individual

2148 12 Of the 117 million dollars Augusta claims in community commitments, 67 million 
dollars of that is actually just costs associated with the business of mining.

Individual

2156 13 Of the 117 million dollars Augusta claims in community commitments, 67 million 
dollars of that is actually just costs associated with the business of mining.

Individual

2170 9 Of the 117 million dollars Augusta claims in community commitments, 67 million 
dollars of that is actually just costs associated with the business of mining.

Individual

2174 13 Of the 117 million dollars Augusta claims in community commitments, 67 million 
dollars of that is actually just costs associated with the business of mining.

Individual

2181 4 Joe Marlow, resource economist of the Sonoran Institute, conducted an independent 
study to look at the mining's potential economic impacts in the Santa Rita and 
Patagonia mountains. Amongst his findings was the fact that the greatest negative 
impact would be on Tourism and our local school district. School district alone 
would cost us, the local taxpayers, $10 million per year, increase the cost for 
travelers on State Route 83 to about $949,000 per year and societal costs associated 
with increaded driving of a least $418,000!

Individual

2185 3 Not only will the environment be completely destroyed but the local community will 
be subject to the worst kind of social destruction imagined.

Individual

2186 1 This endeavor does not make our economy better, it only benefits the rich companies 
that will scar our mountains and then leave the raped and gaping hole for the locals 
to grieve over.

Individual
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2198 8 Diane and I would not be able to co-exist with the mine so close to our residence 
with all the aforementioned sources of pollution adversely affecting her health. We 
are advised by her physician to relocate if the mine goes thru. We moved to Vail in 
1972 in order to minize the effects of urban pollution for Diane and myself. After 
building our Dream Home, and preparing for retirement at age 60. We now are 
facing relocation. If this propose mine is approved!! It will devastate us 
economically!

Individual

2209 2 Of the 117 million dollars Augusta claims in community commitments, 67 million 
dollars of that is actually just costs associated with the business of mining.

Individual

2218 3 In other words, before a decision can be reached, more attention needs to be given to 
this aspect of the balance between private development and community impact.

Individual

2218 18 In other words, they believe that the Rosemont Mine will add to, not detract from, 
their economic and social vulnerabilities, and will weaken, not strengthen, their local 
communities.

Individual

2218 22 Who will be left holding the bag if commodity prices decline or Augusta decides to 
put the interests of its executives and shareholders ahead of the local residents by 
utilizing high technology or low wage workers who will strain the local 
infrastructure (schools, hospitals, etc.) or penny-pinching on environmental and 
labor matters?

Individual

2226 5 We the tax payer can not be expected to endure the brunt of the mines impact 
through inconvenience and financial subsidies provided by the taxpayer for but not 
limited to road improvement expenses through additional direct taxpayer 
subsidization and support of the mines overall profit scheme.

Individual

2226 7 Without taxpayer subsidies through land deals, water subsidies and tax breaks as 
well as tax payer directly subsidized road improvements. I contend that the expense 
of all thse will be ultimately borne by the average citizen through increased taxation 
to directly support the mining industry; I contend that without the taxpayer subsidies 
the mine could not exist.

Individual

2234 3 After these TOXIC CHEMICALS have entered the body they will begin their 
damage, resulting in the need to be seen by a Doctor. The Doctor will want to be 
paid for the Services Rendered. The Patient, or the Taxpayer or Insurance 
Companies will not have to pay the BILL. 

So in Conclusion, this Mine will not only cost us Health Problems, BUT will also 
cost money out of our POCKETS!

Individual

2244 7 The mine with this approach can never become an environmentally compatible 
friendly neighbor of the existing residents.

Individual

2256 7 Our tourists would certainly shun the areas they used to love for hiking, camping, 
and other soul-enriching activities.

Individual
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2277 3 I have lived in and around Tucson since 1951, and in that timeframe I watched 
Southern Arizona go through some frightening water experiences. Things like water 
shortages, chemical contamination, and storm drainage problems. I moved to Vail in 
2005 because I felt that Tucson's water problems would only get worse. I am now 
faced with having to move once again because of the prospect of a couple of major 
mining companies coming to SE Tucson to devour the precious water supply that 
hundreds of thousands of Southern Arizona residents depend on for their very 
livelihood. Is it fair to have an outside company come into our community and rob us 
of millions of gallons of our fresh drinking water for profit without consideration of 
the lives of people who plan to live and retire here?

Individual

2280 4 What is the social and pyschological impact on Area residents who can no longer 
travel safely to Sonoita for the annual fair and horse races or to Lake Patagonia?

Individual

2290 6 Reasons for opposing this mine:
Most of the copper will be exported to other countries and not used/sold in the U.S. 
How is this a benefit?

Individual

2290 7 Reasons for opposing this mine:
The number of jobs and economic stimulus is not worth it.

Individual

2292 5 I would also like to state that it is the residents that will be assuming the burden for a 
company purely motivated by profit. We are residents, without any choice in the 
matter, take on many financial burdens with the introduction of these mines, 
beginning with the water. These issues become financial when we have to purchase 
every ounce because water is not available or it is too toxic to consume.

Individual

2307 3 When 300 mining vehicles per day drive back and forth on route 83 residents of 
Sonoita, Elgin and Patagonia will stuck in our homes. A trip to Tucson to shop for 
food will be a four[4] hour roundtrip. What Tucson resident in his or her right mind 
would travel to Sonoita for lunch and a visit to the wineries? Businesses will fold 
and property values will plummet. Medical assistence will require a helicopter and 
that now costs $15000.to go to a Tucson hospital.

Individual

2321 5 Team Leader, we need to see A FULL ECONOMIC IMPACT CAUSED BY 
MINING. WE KNOW THAT THE FOREIGN COMPANY AUGUSTA WILL 
MAKE TRILLIONS OF DOLLARS, and a few of our citizens will have a job for 
short term. BUT WHAT ABOUT THE DESTROYED TOURISM JOBS that would 
last a lifetime?

Individual

2356 1 I am residing on HILTON RCH. RD , down stream from the proposed Rosemont 
Open Pit mining operation, approximately 2.5 miles. Jamie Sturgess of Augusta 
advised me ,during the meeting in Tucson that Augusta will be good neighbors and I 
want to give Augusta another opportunity to do, just that!

Individual

2363 2 How can I be of assistance to your efforts to preserve the health of the major Arizona 
Industry, Astronomy which contributes over 100 million dollars annually to the 
State's economy?

Individual

2364 8 Since there is very little housing available in the Sonoita/Elgin area affordable to 
people making $59,000 per year; either low-income high-density housing would 
have to be built in the area or the employees would have to commute from Tucson. If 
adequate housing were constructed in Sonoita what would happen to the residents 
and the facilities after the mine closes in 20 years?

Individual
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2371 7 with undesirable  consquences to the community (wells drying up and property 
becoming worthless) and Rosemont's transportation of our groundwater could 
dramatically affect future growth in the community.

Individual

2381 7 Mining Capital goes to the projects with the best rates of return and the least 
resistance to the project. Public resistance to a project can cause costly delays, 
sometimes for years. This makes the economics of a project suspect.

Individual

2386 11 The concentration of observatories in Tucson has spurred the growth of an optics 
industry in Tucson to the extent that Tucson is now known as "optics valley" in the 
way that the area southeast of San Francisco is known as "silicon valley".
It is not an exaggeration to say that this one mine threatens several frontline 
professional observatories, dozens of amateur observatories, and an entire optics 
industry.  This mine cannot create enough high-technology jobs of the right type to 
offset the economic blight that would result if this project is approved.  The US 
Forest Service will have to answer to the National Science Foundation and the 
Smithsonian Institution explain why it approved a project that ruined its expensive 
astronomical observatories.

Individual

2392 8 Since there is very little housing available in the Sonoita/Elgin area affordable to 
people making $59,000 per year; either low-income high-density housing would 
have to be built in the area or the employees would have to commute from Tucson. If 
adequate housing were constructed in Sonoita what would happen to the residents 
and the facilities after the mine closes in 20 years?

Individual

2402 3 Rosemont's transportation of our groundwater could dramaticlly affect any future 
growth in our community.

Individual

2403 2 Who will value the lives lost or damaged?Individual

2403 4 It is our fire departments who will have to respond to accidents at our cost, it is our 
schools, it is our roads, it is our air, it is our right to quiet enjoyment, it is our water 
which will be blocked.

Individual

2431 3 Do not allow R.C. Mine Project because:
2. hurting Sahuarita homes & businesses

Individual

2432 3 I will be 67 this Aug. & after working all my life, since 15, I had hoped to retire and 
enjoy my life, but can't due to peoples' greed. Why should wel sell our beautiful 
forest lands to foreigners to rape and pillage.

Individual

2440 14 Many environmentally immune compromised individuals can live nowhere else. 
They are the members of our species that are endangered and we have a 
responsibility to protect them as well. Development of the proposed mine will drive 
them out of the area not only through the destruction of the scenic view, but with the 
attendant degradation of the air quality, water shed and increase noise and pressure 
from the infrastructure of the operation and employee people traffic that the project 
will bring. One only has to look at the nearby changes that have occurred in Bisbee 
and Green Valley to have a realistic appreciation of what will occur in the 
Rosemont/Sonoita area from this project. The cost to those of us who are 
compromised and the value to the rest of us who can utilize them as critical 
indicators of what will happen to the rest of our species if we degrade our habitat 
must be factored in to the costs of the Rosemont project.

Individual
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2440 25 The mine's creation of new jobs and revenues is far out weighed by the loss of those 
jobs and revenue from recreation and tourism that the destruction of the environment 
will bring.

Individual

2462 14 Who will compensate me for the loss of business to my Eaglen Empire Gourd 
company? (Inability to grow gourds for my business)

Individual

2469 2 The proposed mine would obliterate much ancient historyIndividual

2470 23 4] Where is all the infrastructure for this project? What will the environmental 
impact of the pipeline, pumping stations, and it's roadways be? What about the large 
power lines leading into the mine with it's accompanying roads?

Individual

2477 3 What happens if my well runs dry. It is very costly to drill away! We are Seniors and 
are on a limited income.

Individual

2510 9 Why I am opposed to mining in the Santa Ritas 6. Lost to State of Arizona- police, 
road repair- hazmat situations

Individual

2513 10 The U.S.F.S. must thoroughly examine the social  impact the potential of this mine 
will incur forever

Individual

2538 5 . . . where will the employees come from, where will they live, and how will they 
travel to and from the mine? Since there is very little housing available in the 
Sonoita/Elgin area affordable to people making $59,000 per year; either low-income 
high-density housing would have to be built in the area or the employees would have 
to commute from Tucson. If adequate housing were constructed in Sonoita, what 
would happen to the residents and the facilities after the mine closes in 20 years?

Individual

2541 3 Also we all object to having our home exploited and ruined.Individual

2591 10 Who will take responsibility if the water table is so substantially dropped that it 
impacts future homes?

Individual

2592 8 Projected growth in the vicinity of Vail, Interstate 10, and State Route 83 needs to be 
identified and considered in the MPO.

Individual

2593 47 Second, the proposed positive economic benefits of the mines should be evaluated 
carefully.
-How many people will actually be employed locally?
-Where will new employees live?
-What is the breakdown by type of job and salary?
-Does the infrastructure exist in communities like Vail and Corona de Tucson to 
accommodate an influx of workers who want to live close to the mine?
-who will pay for the necessary changes in those communities.

Organization
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2593 96 RECREATIONAL USES
The major concern is that elimination of this part of the Forest for recreational 
purposes will shift activities to already overcrowded places elsewhere in the Forest.
-What additional facilities will be made available?
-Who will pay for them, taxpayers or the applicant?
-What will be the effect on wildlife of this shift?
Many of the current recreationists enjoy ATV's and 4-wheel driving. Other locations 
for these activities are limited within the Forest.
-Where will these activities be accommodated?
-Will additional law enforcement personnel be required?

Organization

2593 98 SAFETY/LOCAL EMERGENCY SERVICES
Scenic Highway 83 and the Rosemont Valley do not currently have emergency 
services sufficient to handle the types of situations that could arise if a mine were 
located here. The EIS should identify the types of situations that could occur at a 
mine like this, including those that would occur on the roads used by traffic to and 
from the mine. It should also identify where the closest emergency services are, what 
types of services are available, and what additional resources would be necessary, 
including costs and who would pay, to handle the additional burden of the mine.

For example, the local fire district in Sonoita would need more resources in funding, 
equipment and trained personnel to deal with potential spills and crashes the 
increased trucking would likely generate. The implications of heavy toxic trucking 
on Highways 83 and 82 are concerns that should be addressed in the EIS

Organization

2599 10 The physical attributes of the region in which Rosemont Mine would be located 
provide irreplaceable amenities such as unspoiled scenery, pleasant year-round 
weather, abundant wildlife, serenity and dark night skies, not only highly prized by 
local residents, but which also provide the basis for vibrant local, sustainable and 
long-established "soft" industries and enterprises such as outdoor recreation, wildlife 
(particularly bid) observation, ranching, wineries, ecotourism, and world class 
academic astronomy.  It occupies and/or lies between protected and closely-managed 
public lands to the west, east, and southwest (the UA Santa Rita Experimental 
Range, Las Cienegas National Conservation Area, and Coronado National 
Forest/Mt. Wrightson Wilderness Area.

Individual

2599 37 I urge anyone inclined to favor permitting this project on the basis of economic 
considerations to look closely at the Sonoran Institute study.  It clearly demonstrates 
that substantial costs would accrue to individuals, households and businesses in the 
area surrounding Rosemont Mine, as well as to the state of Arizona.  These costs 
include:
$2.7 to $10 million to educated the children of mine employees.

Individual

2610 34 Employees of the mine and their families: Where will they come from?Individual

2610 35 Employees of the mine and their families:  Where will they live on $59,000/year?Individual

2610 36 Employees of the mine and their families: How will the additional children impact 
the schools?

Individual

2610 50  If the impact is negative in any way, are the trade-offs of the mine worth what will 
be lost?

Individual
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2612 5 It is not going to be easy for the local businesses and residents that this plan will 
most assuredly betray.

Individual

2614 1 As a tax payer, I am deeply distressed about the billions of dollars in hard rock 
mining clean-up costs that citzens have had to bear over the recent years.

Individual

2614 9 High risk investors who usually buy stock in these kinds of start-up companies 
volunteer to do so and can exit at any time.  Taxpayers on the other hand, who do not 
choose to own these companies and accept the risk, should not be forced to pay the 
financial costs of failure.

Individual

2614 20 the AMEX which Augusta is listed on, requires a quorum of not less than 331/3%, 
but because it is a foreign corporation, it is exempted from the law.  This is critical 
information because it makes Augusta vulnerable to a possible takeover from a 
hedge fund like Harbinger, which already owns over 19%.  According to court 
testimony, while sometimes only a passive investor, in many cases Harbinger seeks 
to maximize value through a variety of tactics, including placing its representatives 
on the board and even acquiring the target company.  The impacts to the project and 
to taxpayers should be taken into account if the Company is taken over and sold to 
the highest bidder.

Individual

2614 24 Our country and its taxpaying citizens like me can ill afford to foot the bill to clean 
up yet another mess created by the hard-rock mining industry.

Individual

2617 49 What economic losses do you expect in Sonoita, Corona de Tucson, Patagoinia, 
Sahuarita, Benson, Vail, Green Valley, and Tucson, Nogales, etc,etc.

Individual

2620 7 The general disruption caused by any mine located at Rosemont Junction would play 
havoc on the entire business community located to its south; retail stores, restaurants, 
wineries, tourist accommodations and the like.

Business

2621 4 The social environment around the mine area would be tarnished.Individual

2621 5 And an unnecessary infrastructure would have to be created, thus distrubing more 
land.

Individual

2623 9 As you can see there will be many positive impacts with jobs and training with the 
development of the project Rosemont Copper

Individual

2625 2 If the Federal Government actually carried out the policies spelled out in NEPA it 
would have to reject this proposed mining plan. These plans need to be upheld. They 
are: fulfill the responsibilities of each generation as trustee of the environment for 
suceeding generations

Individual

2634 12 There is not a single copper mine in the world that has not  left high rates of 
unemployment  in it's wake.

Business

2636 2 I am in favor of the Rosemont Copper Project for the following reasons. We need 
copper for many purposes 1. Houses - plumbing, electrical, appliances

Individual

2636 3 I am in favor of the Rosemont Copper Project for the following reasons. Lesson our 
dependence on imports

Individual
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2644 18 Augusta then might be inclined to sue the State of Arizona and it's taxpayers for 
compensation, potentially in the billions, for loss of revenue due to a breach of 
contract to provide adequate water.

Individual

2655 2 Of course, it is true that copper is a vital material for the communications, 
construction, aerospace and electronics industries.  Mining copper is a necessity, and 
I am also aware that copper mining supports many families in this region.

Individual

2655 15 Air quality would suffer also, making Tucson and the surrounding regionless 
attractive tonew businesses, and far less livable for the current residents.

Individual

2658 7 one may reasonably anticipate a number of direct and indirect consequences that will 
adversely affect hunting in Hunt Unit 34A.

Individual

2663 5 When will someone have the courage to stand up for the animals, the environment, 
and most of all the people who live in this fragile desert and stop cramming big 
business with their deep pockets down our thoughts?

Individual

2664 2 I am writing to request the U.S. Forest Service to give consideration to the following 
socio-economic issues relating to the application of the Rosemont Copper Company 
to develop the Rosemont Mine south of Tucson
*The Rosemont Copper Project will supply a significant portion of the US copper 
requirements. The United States needs to reduce their dependence on foreign sources 
for metals and other natural resources. We have lost much of our industrial base and 
ability to supply equipment and machinery needed for national defense. Please 
investigate the beneficial impact of the Rosemont Copper Project on our national 
security.

Individual

2666 13 The U.S. government, individual states, and foreign countries collectively have 
invested more than 200 million of taxpayer’s dollars for facilities at the 
Observatories on Mount Hopkins. It seems only wise to protect such a vast 
investment.

Organization

2668 28 And I presume you'll make sure that the sanitation systems proposed will be 
adequate to handle the 500 employees.  Water in, water out.

Individual

2671 7 How will the value of life, injury, and medical costs be considered in this decision?  
Will this be qualitative or quantitative with respect to the economic analysis and the 
viability of the mine?

Individual

2671 9 Estimate the increase in local emergency response costs for both accidents and 
potential hazardous materials incidents.  Please provide the assumptions and error on 
these calculations as in item a) above.  Will the local taxpayers of the Sonoita, Vail 
and Sahuarita communities be expected to cover these costs?

Individual

2671 18 Should my well be affected in either quantity or quality, how will I be compensated 
and what is the certainty of compensation?

Individual

2675 43 Under certain circumstances, the transportation of water out of the Tucson AMA can 
lead to claims of damages from water users in the basin of origin.

Individual

2682 7 Please estimate the cost to recondition the water contaminated in the aquifer.Individual

2683 33 Water is too precious to waste on an uncessary mine that may make billions for its 
owners, but will do little for Southern Arizona.

Individual
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2683 43 This mine would be far too detrimental to the environment, and the people of 
Southern Arizona to allow it to happen without considering every one of the points 
listed and insisting on solutions that will protect us from all the probable adverse 
effects.

Individual

2711 5 The proposed project would likely affect  local infastructureIndividual

2713 27 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
A careful analysis and evaluation of the socio-economic context and need for another 
copper mine in S. Arizona

Organization

2722 5 The price of copper vacillates on a short term basis. There is no long term potential 
in this area for long term profit from a mine, as the inexperience of the would-be 
developers attests to.

Individual

2724 23 Most of the benefits would go to the Tucson area while most of the costs, such as 
decreased tourism revenue, would be borne by the communities near the mine.

Individual

2724 66 Arizona will make very little if any, especially when taxpayers are left with "clean 
up" bill, no water and no tourists

Individual

2727 11 These are just a few of the many legitimate concerns abou this project. The decision 
about the mine is not simply about additional development in the region. It is 
something qualitatively different, which would make the area much less desirable for 
most residents and other users and may even ruin it for some.

Individual

2727 12 In the mine proposal there are no overarching public benefits justifying the very 
costly known and unforseen negative consequences

Individual

2736 9 How will the use of groundwater impact current and future economic development 
for State, county and local jurisdictions?

Government

2736 16 Where are the pipelines from the wells to the mine going to be located? How will 
they impact future development?

Government

2736 21 If subsidence begins, who will provide abatement to those residents and businesses 
affected by the use of excessive groundwater being drawn for mining activities? 
What about the stress created on municipal infrastructure?

Government

2744 12 We are on the same side of Highway 83, a few miles away from where they are now 
saying the blasting will actually start!  The noise and light pollution will surely 
disrupt our business here as we have been able to hear test blasting already.

Business

2744 21 Eponaquest, LLC already employs over 20, and we will expand our staff if we do in 
fact create additional rooms and programs.  Several staff members bought houses in 
the area, and stand to lose a significant livelyhood if we must abandon this operation.

Business

2744 24 Is there any interest from the Forest Service and the public in Southern Arizona for a 
taste of the West to remain? We were hoping that Apache Springs Ranch could fill 
that need, now and for future generations.  If the Rosemont Mine is approved, 
especialy as currently proposed with Forest Service lands as planned, the answer is a 
resounding NO!

Business
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2752 7 A copper mine near it would have disastrous consequences for the  communities as 
well.

Individual

2755 1 The enclosed photograph, taken by an unknown photographer in 1896-1898, shows a 
portion of the small mining community of Rosemont.  The view, looking west 
toward the crest of the Santa Ritas, shows a large hotel or boarding house and 
several lesser buildings.  (The lesser building to the right of the hotel strongly 
suggests that the hotel lacks indoor plumbing.)  Just beyond the large building, 
extending slightly above the ridge line, is a smelter.  The Rosemont post office was 
established in 1891, according to Will Barnes, "Arizona Place Names."  This date is 
taken as the town's official date of birth.  The enclosed photograph and others, held 
by Special Collections, University of Arizona Library, show a scattering of houses 
and people in the immediate vicinity.  I have matched this photograph and a couple 
of others taken at the same early date.  Today the site is greatly changed.  The 
buildings are gone, many new trees have filled in the vegetation, and the only 
remnant of the smelter is the slag pile it created.  If the Rosemont mine becomes a 
reality, the Rosemont town site will be buried deeply by overburden from the open 
pit mine across the ridge in the distance.  This picturesque site and its historical 
heritage will be gone.

Individual

2755 2 This should not be allowed to occur. I would like to suggest that a kiosk be erected 
somewhere at the townsite.  Displayed in the kiosk would be a written history of the 
town plus the several photo matches that I can provide with the detailed captions 
describing the changes.  Should the mine overburden dump become a reality, the 
complete loss of this heritage is beyond comprehension.

Individual

2770 1 I am writing to express my concerns abou the potential impact of the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Mine on my business, Marsha Burden & Associates, Inc., a well-
established real estate business serving the Sonoita/Elgin/Patagonia area for over 15 
years, and on my clients, who currently live in the area or those who are 
contemplating a move here.

Business

2771 4 My wife read in the internet of other Russian companies preparing to buy into our 
American mining and other primary industries. Combine this with the knowledge 
that the Chinese government holds a trillion and half dollar sword of Damocles over 
our nation’s collective head, and one sees that we are really “in a pickle”. And we 
should all recognize the necessity of developing the domestic mining industry, even 
when the developers are Canadians.

Business

2772 1 Arizona would not have what it has today without the Copper Mines.Individual

5274 2 We need the copper & Moly, as well as the employment.Individual

5278 3 I am in favor of mining copper at the Rosemont copper project it will create jobs, 
make us less dependant on foreign countrys for our copper.

Individual

5279 6 Specific impacts of concern are:

Safety.  Increased truck and other mine-related traffic on Highway 83 and roads to 
the mine will increase the danger to all trail users, as well as significantly diluting the 
back-country experience currently available in that area.

Organization
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5280 2 The Santa Rita's are a priceless & unique land heritage that should be protected for 
all generations.

Individual

5284 18 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Traffic & Safety:

What will us residents do in the case of emergencies, since all of the Ambulances 
take Highway 83 to the major hospitals in Tucson?

Individual

5286 8 The extra time required for underground mining would be very useful:

a.  It would allow our community, and the miners we expect to join us, time to get to 
know each other, instead of, as Rosemont's MPO foresees, simply dumping 500+ 
new hires into a very small community ill-prepared for a boom, where housing is 
already tremenously expensive, if available at all.  This extra time is critical for the 
long-term health and sustained growth of our community.  As recently noted by Ray 
Rasker, an economist and Director of Headwaters Economics, " Mining today is at a 
much faster pace and a much larger scale.  As a result, there is not a long-term 
investment in the communities, so you don't get the stately architecture and 
distinctive culture of the Superiors, Buttes, Bisbees, Leadvilles, and Silvertons."  The 
Forest Service has an historic opportunity to change that for Sonoita.

Individual

5286 9 The extra time required for underground mining would be very useful:

b.  It would allow time for the record-high price of copper, and the record-low 
Colorado River streamflows, to stabilize, if indeed they do, so that all  can be more 
asssured of this mine's future.

Individual

6712 14 I have a list of questions that I'm going to leave here ranging from water, air 
pollution, noise pollution, safety, energy needs, roads, economic impacts, 
restoration. I'm sure you're going to hear a lot about this from the public tonight.

Government

6715 4 Make no mistake about it, I can see only destruction of plant, animal, and people's 
communities here.

Individual

6719 2 And furthermore, when Mr. Pace talks about, you know, how we need these 
minerals, how we need copper, my understanding is that in order to completely and 
permanently degrade this beautiful wilderness, 80 percent of the copper will be going 
to China, and 100 percent of the profits, apparently, are going to Japan, to a 
company which murdered our sailors and our soldiers after World War II, after the 
Bataan Death March.

Individual

6725 9 That a large open-pit copper mine a Rosemont in the scenic Santa Rita Moutains 
might be good idea, that is if society places no value on Arizona's scarce water 
resources, the beauty, calm, and enjoyment of unspoiled natural places, or on the 
lives and livelihoods of the many people who depend upon them.

Individual
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6727 5 Our organization, Save the Scenic Santa Ritas, in conjunction with The Sonoran 
Institute, has commisioned an excellent study of the economics of our area.  In your 
consideration of the economic and social consequences of the Proposed Project, we 
believe that you should give serious consideration to our study.

Moderator: Thank You

Mr. Farr: -- and in particluar the serious long-term effects of what we believe to be 
misguided and inappropriate project --

Individual

6766 3 If Rosemont Copper plans to work in my school district and have all of these 
employees with kids -- who will add to an already crowded situation in the schools 
where we have no library, community center, and only two regular parks -- is it 
going to give us any before it starts mining, if it is allowed to go in?  They seem to 
be promising things to everyone else.

Individual

6770 3 Other people have already spoked to the fact of light pollution, air pollution, water 
pollution, noise pollution.  All of these things result in my main reason for 
speaking.   That is, all of these things contribute to a change in culture.  That culture 
that has developed here for centuries;  the Hohokam, the Tohono O'Odham people, 
the Inde people, who we know as the Apache.

Individual

6770 4 I need to ask the question also what kind of neighbors do you want?  I say no action, 
because these neighbors are going to change culture.  I think it would be to the best 
interest of all of us here in the Forest Service that more study be done, as far as the 
artifacts that are contained within this area.  What kind of neighbor do you want?

Individual

6770 8 The indigenous people respected the environment.  The natural environment reflects 
culture, respect.  They share this respect with people who came into this area, and 
those people ended up being the ranchers.  It is called Rosemont Ranch, by the way.  
The indigenous people respected the cowboys.  The ranchers respect the 
environment.

I say the best action is no action, because no action will maintain the cultural values 
that are truly American and truly show the respect for the environment.

Individual

6774 2 As a country the U.S. has outsourced the future of our children and grandchildren.  
We need to find a way to keep manufacturing and mining in this country safely and 
environmentally conscious.

Business

6781 8 There will be no peace for anyone in the Sonoita Valley or surrounding communities,Individual

6792 5 They're going to be impacting the future growth of Sahuarita, our infrastructure, our 
water.

Individual

6792 6 They're going to be impacting the future growth of Sahuarita, our infrastructure, our 
water.

Individual
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6809 1 I would like to briefly address the smoke and mirrors survey sanctioned by Augusta, 
which they claim reflects a 64 percent approval of Rosemont Mine by Tucson area 
residents if management keeps its promises.

In reading the survey, there's no mention of the actual Mine Plan of Operations and 
information needed to give informed answers. For instance, that this mine would be 
a huge pit in the Santa Rita Mountains 6,000 feet across, 3,000 feet deep, 700 acres 
in the pit, more than twice the size of the Lavender Pit of Bisbee. Of the 397 people 
surveyed, only one was from Sonoita, one from Elgin, one from Patagonia, seven 
from Vail and Sahuarita, and then from Green Valley. None in Corona de Tucson. 
These communities are closest to the mine and would be most adversely affected. 
Augusta executives say they want to be good neighbors, but it's obvious Augusta 
doesn't care about their neighbors' opinions. Tucson folks, Augusta would be your 
neighbor too.

Individual

6833 2 The portal into this area says: Where cowboy traditions thrive among high desert 
vineyards and a blossoming arts community. Can we change that to where cowboy 
traditions thrive among high desert vineyards among a gaping open pit mine? I think 
not.

What is the loss if these communities, now so unique in their own ways, become 
company towns, driven not by an eclectic mix of creative people, but by the bland 
motivee of extortion of mineral materials from the earh? Can anyone calculate that 
loss? I don't think so.

Individual

6844 3 Mining has provided moneys for public safety improvementsIndividual

6845 1 I am satisfied that Augusta Resources is committed to bring -- to being a good 
neighbor and a responsible neighbor.

Individual

6850 2 Copper does not grow on trees. The geologic systems that result in the deposition of 
copper are very rare. Copper can only be found in a very few number of locations 
around the world. And it just so happens that portions of southern Arizona where we 
live is one of them in the form of our so-called porphyry copper deposits.

And part of what makes the beautiful landscape in southeastern Arizona so beautiful 
is the geologic story of our copper-producing porphyry systems. Those systems 
formed at the same time as the extential tectonics that created this basin and range 
province that we live in in this part of the state, and it's that story of copper, the 
geologic story, that differentiates where we live from the Grand Canyon and the rest 
of the Colorado Plateau and the northern part of the state.

But not just aesthetically in terms of the look of the landscape, but also culturally. 
Porphyry copper deposits are a southern Arizona home-grown commodity and a vast 
majority of our settlers, of course, up until a generation or two ago were concentrated 
in southern Arizona's mining towns. And, as residents earned their sustenance from 
the landscape, our copper culture developed organically and influenced everything 
about us, our technologies, our attitudes, and even our artistic taste. And elements of 
the very copper culture's character still draws people to live here in southern Arizona.

Individual
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6853 7 I don't believe the copper will be used mainly for American-made products. The 
profits certainly won't stay here. So we're left with only short-term jobs, with a loss 
of our natural resource when the dollar is very low.

Individual

6857 4 The proposed Rosemont mine will have dramatic and irreversible impact; impacts on 
our water, our wildlife, culture, and archaeology.

Business

6862 5 The Sonoran Institute study also thinks that the mine will result in a loss of $2.9 
billion each year.

Organization

6875 3 Augusta says they want to be good neighbors and that's great, you know. I mean, I 
live next-door to some pretty good neighbors. We borrow stuff from each other, 
usually sugar, eggs, stuff. Augusta seems to want to borrow some water, which I 
think is really interesting, so they're like, "Can we just come over here and borrow 
some water and we'll put most of it back and it will be fine." But that's not really the 
case at all actually.

Individual

6877 2 As real life gives way to urban life and as mobility overcomes stability, human 
attachment to certain parts of the earth's surface becomes less common. Yet the 
potentiality of such attachment remains universal.

Which is why we're here today. It is very different from an attachment to a country, a 
party, a church, a cause, a person, or any group of persons like a corporation. It is 
behind much patriotism, not to a state or a country, but to the natural heritage that we 
have in our back yards that's found nowhere else in the world. With some people it 
goes deeper than the principles and embodies the profundity of life, and I think when 
we take a chunk out of the Santa Ritas, we take a chunk out of a dynamic painting 
that has been going on for many years in our backyard and, with that, we take a 
chunk out of what it means to be American and part of nature.

Individual

6879 20 The Corona de Tucson area and the area just west of Corona de Tucson, has a sizable 
number of new homes constructed and many families, uncluding us, have invested a 
great deal of money into these properties.  We certainly did not buy here in order to 
be closer to an open pit copper mine, along with the inherent problems of such 
mining..  We did not want to move to an area that could eventually resemble another 
Globe or Ajo, Arizona.

Individual

6890 3 The property taxes they pay to the county would not come close to paying for the 
increased fire department needs.

Individual

6896 3 The mine would bring badly needed jobs and prosperity to a very isolated area that 
has a long history of copper mining.

Individual

6899 9 The future of the area is better served by protecting pristine wilderness for enjoyment 
of residents and tourists alike.

Individual

6902 10 This mine is incompatible with the community that it will invade and stands to lower 
our living standards, property values, raises concerns about our personal safety and 
threatens our water resources while endangering our quality of life.

Individual

6924 4 The mine officials have already said most of the minerals they mine will leave the 
U.S.  Again that's another one of the natural resources of the U.S. being taken for 
profit and will not even benefit the people who will be left to clean up the mess.

Individual
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6937 6 My objections are as follows:

3. Concerned that proposed berms and other structural devices designed to protect 
tailings could be undermined by severe monsoon season, or less likely but within 
realm of possibility, seismic events or other earth shifts.

Individual

6937 9 In fact, the more realistic possibility is that the mine, with its associated pollution 
and noise problems, coupled with traffic ones, will undermine the current 
development [and economic benefits] of Green Valley,  Sahuarita, Sonoita and 
Patagonia--as desirable residential and retirement communities.  During the period 
when mining operations are at their peak, the word could get out that blasting and 
ore trucks make this a risky retirement area,

Individual

6946 2 I am concerned about what is the  scoping process, all these meetings and the mining 
plan evaluation is costing us the taxpayer?

Individual

6946 3 What will the mines activities ultimately cost the taxpayer annually based on all the 
tax payer subsidized aspects of this mine?

Individual

6949 12 The project's reliance on C.A.P. water, since there seems to be no other reliable 
source of water available, would apprear to be a major challenge to an operation 
such as the Rosemont Mine if the C.A.P. water were to become 
restricted/unavailable due to use farther North along it's path for the likes of 
expanding residential development, and farming due to increased production of food 
and energy crops.

Individual

6950 5 Arizonan's on the other had have gotten:

3) Large expenses which Arizonan's or other United States citizens will eventually 
have to pay to cleanup the contamination, and

Individual

6957 7 Would there be costs associated with erosion?Individual

6962 9 6.  This is a foreign mining company selling our finite resources for their profit 
through international sales.  Am I to believe this is good for the area and good for 
our country?

Individual

6965 10 Industry history of depleting the resources and then leaving behind unemployed 
workers, devastated communities, and a decimated landscape.  These companies do 
not come to "create jobs" but rather they come to take as much as they can, as 
cheaply as they can, as quickly as they can, and then they leave with no 
responsibility for the after effects.

Individual

6983 1 I own the home located at 15560 E. Hilton Ranch Rd, it is located approximatel 6 
miles from the proposed Rosemont Mine on over 7 acres.  I also own the adjacent 
parcel of land.  The total holdings add up to just under 15 acres.

this home is our familes heritage, my mother died here, her ashes are spread here, my 
brother died here, his ashes are spread here.  It was built in this beautiful location for 
our family to have a place to retire to.  It will be passed on to our ancestors, and our 
goal was to keep it in our family for many generations.

Our land is valuable for many reasons.  I never thought it would be threatened.

Individual
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6983 6 The hazards on on highway 83 threaten our safety the 3,000 ft deep pit and potential 
groundwater pollution threaten our water supply our our scenic views and peace and 
quiet will be destroyed if this mine is approved It has already had an impact on the 
value of my home and land.

Individual

6987 7 Arizona and America need the ability to be productive and to continue societal 
advancement on a sound economic base.  Approving the Rosemont Mine is an 
excellent way to continue this tradition.

Individual

7014 3  our reputation as a resort and retirement destination would be damaged thanks to a 
proposal such as this mine.

Individual

7021 2 I believe it would be an absolute disgrace to tear up the natural beauty of our Santa 
Rita Mountain region. The area hosts an abundance of history, and memories for 
families who once lived in the area or explore the region for their love of the 
outdoors.

Individual

7022 2 The proposed copper mine will dramatically change the region to the detriment of 
our business

Business

7030 8 *Not acceptable to expect the Vail Unified School district to bear the overcrowding 
burden.

Individual

7031 6 Increased cost for educating workers' childrenIndividual

7032 1 It isi important to me to honor the sacred sites of all the religions.
Perhap s if you befriended the people who value this site, you could come to some 
way of working with them in a way that your sky observing equipment coud honor 
their ancestors.

It would be a leap--I guess--but if you are sincere and worked with  these people, 
maybe they would be interested.  The key would be sincereity--and a willingness, 
absolutely, to hear "no".

I also guess--people in this country might find it important to ask our government to 
honor it's treaties and financial deals with the native american peoples and 
reparations with other groups who have given their blood and generations to build 
this country. I would guess, that over time and building trust that more mutual 
concern might flower then.

Individual

7037 8 and property and grazing rights are going to negatively affected by increase 
infrastructure and heavy truck traffic.

Individual

7043 3 3. The ranches, farms, and people who live in the area should take priority.Individual

7047 4 Emergency response is dangerous to that area and very costly to the tax payers to pay 
for when fire is in our national forest.

Individual

7059 1 I'm writing to express my concerns about the potential impact of the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Mine on my business, Callaghan Vineyards, in Elgin, Arizona. 
Approximately 85% of my business revenue is generated by visitors to the area.

Individual

7059 3 Any decrease in revenues will no doubt threaten my livelihood and increase the cost 
of, or potentially deprive visitors and local residents of my services.

Individual
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7066 6 Arizona has a rich copper heritage  Our copper has fueled our national defence, our 
technological advances, our very way of life.

Individual

7075 5 yes, copper is important to our economy/society, but that doesn't mean we have to 
exploit it out of every area in the State of Arizona. We should concentrate our efforts!

Individual

7088 44 If the decline does continue to accelerate, it could result in the curtailment of new 
housing and other economic development in the area, or water shortages and 
increased potable water costs.  If it becomes extreme, it may cause significant 
sinking of the land surface along the Santa Cruz River, a phenomenon already 
detected by the Arizona Department of Water Resources.

The Rosemont Mine could be an even larger contributor to the groundwater deficit in 
the Santa Cruz River basin if one crucial part of its plan does not work, as follows:

Organization

7088 64 There is no hazmat response capability outside of Tucson in rural Pima County, so 
the potential impacts of a hazardous materials spill or release from a Rosemont 
mining vehicle or tanker must be fully examined in terms of response, recovery, and 
potenial environmental and economic impacts.  Simply calculating the likelyhood of 
such an event is not sufficient as emergency planning and response is designed to 
determine how and what the response would consist of, with requisite personnel, 
training and equipment, and the associated economic impacts.

Organization

7090 4 What studies have been done to create a cost analysis of losses to the Tucson area 
business when the residents of Elgin, Sonoita, and Patagonia move their major 
shopping to the Sierra Vista area to avoid traveling what will become a hazardous 
highway instead of a scenic one?

Individual

7091 9 Can, and will, Augusta guarantee their future?  They're always touting the value of 
the jobs the mine will create, but they don't want to point out how much more money 
will be lost to the area.  A few jobs, for a few people, for a few years will not come 
close to offsetting the financial loss to the area in terms of lost tourism, seriously 
diminished property values, fixing damaged roads, and the potential (probable) clean-
up costs after the mine has closed (which will be payed by all of us who live here, 
not by Augusta).

Individual

7102 10 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others:
1) Use of groundwater,
2) Potential for groundwater contamination / containment dam / etc,
3) Safety concerns for heavy commercial truck use of State Highway 83, (wide load, 
bus stops, Undersized road, mine traffic, etc
4) Containment of tailings, especially due to the heavy winds that are in this area in 
Spring, Fall, and Winter,
5) Cumulative impact of Proposed Mine since there are other Proposed Mines in the 
area (Cal-Port, Seel, and Andrada),
6) Loss of Tourism,
7) Wildfire corridor issues / contradiction of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan,
8) Emergency Services issues, Communication issues (cell service is notoriously bad 
on Route 83),

Individual
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7109 1 May I please request that in the impending EIS, you specifically address the societal 
costs associated with increased driving on SR 83, estimated by the Sonoran Institute 
Report to be close to $418,000 per year? This estimate is based upon a predicted 
1,000 round-trips per week and includes, but is not limited to, vehicular accidents, 
waste disposal, air pollution, CO2 emissions and decrease in roadway land value. 
Thank you.

Individual

7110 11 Remember, this is a "Conservation Area" - the Las Cienegas. What about emergency 
vehicles unable to negotiate the road in a timely manner? Will Rosemont pay for 
Medivac helicopters?

Individual

7113 1 In the EIS, may I please request that you address issues specifically related to 
increased costs to local school districts related to the employees of the Rosemont 
Mine project? These costs have been estimated by one study to be as low as 2.7 
million dollars or as high as 10 million dollars depending upon which set of 
employee estimates are used.

Individual

7117 8 Furthermore, the Forest Service must determine whether or not this proposed mine is 
in the larger public's interest

Organization

7132 1 To hear tht the livelihood of this entire extended community is being sacrificed for a 
mine owned by foreign businesses seems ridiculous and short-sighted.  There are few 
places with such natural beauty and serenity left.

Individual

7134 5 The Walden family and FICO will be significantly adversely affected if the proposed 
Rosemont Mine Project proceeds because of the significant drawdowns on 
groundwater that the Mine Project will demand and the devastating effects on the 
natural and historic environment not only in the area directly impacted by the Mine 
Project's footprint but the penumbra of the surrounding land, air, and visual 
resources.

Business

7134 32 10. History has shown that mining projects have a boom-and-bust cycle. 
Notwithstanding that average mining income for employees may be high; this fails to 
account for the social impacts on the hourly workers not only from the boom-and-
bust cycle but from the fact that the average is skewed by high salaries and benefits 
to managers and executives. Such impacts could be significant to the local workforce.

Business

7134 43 11. The land area that the Rosemont project will directly impact potentially contains 
significant cultural, historic, and Native American resources; the FS must fully 
evaluate the impact of the mining project on these resources, including the full 
evaluation under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.

Pima County and others have made detailed studies regarding the historic and 
cultural resources in the area. Evidence indicators that the proposed mine pit and 
waste dump area may destroy a certain number of identified Native American sites. 
In addition, certain other historic resources may be damaged because of the nearby 
mining area so that the enjoyment and usefulness of such sites is no longer viable.

Business
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7134 48 We wish to highlight three issues here. 

First, the Forest Service must include in the DEIS an analyis of the potential direct, 
indirect and cumulative impacts on hunting in Arizona Game and Fish Department 
Management Unit 34A and any other areas that might be affected by pollution or 
other disturbances of the landscape should the MPO be approved. This analysis 
ahould include an evaluation of the ecological effects of changes in hunting patterns, 
as well as the social and economic effects of such impacts on the community.

Business

7143 7 The proposed Rosemont mine will have significant, detrimental and irreversible 
impacts on our regional water quality and quantity, our wildlife, cultural and historic 
resources.

Organization

7143 18 The federal, state and local governments as well as private sector businesses and 
landowners have invested billions of dollars in protecting lands as parks, historic 
areas and properties to serve the public. A prime example of this is Pima County's 
purchase of the 4,000 acre historic Canoa Ranch along the Santa Cruz River at the 
base of the Santa Rita Mountains. Millions of dollars of public bond funds have been 
spent to secure the 17 historic ranch buildings and to design a master plan approved 
by the county for a magnificent visitor center and educational museum. The Anza 
Trail, which will eventually run from Mexico to San Francisco as a pedestrian, 
equestrian and cycling trail, goes through this ranch and much of the area impacted 
by the mine. The ranch, trail, and other historic sites they traverse all will have major 
impacts from the mine. The impact on these investments must be calculated as part 
of the NEPA process.

Organization

7147 3 The thrid reason is that I do no support foreign mining on US soil. We have enough 
trouble with international issues in trade.

Individual

7151 9 The National Forest Management Act of 1976 states that "the management of the 
Nation's renewable resources is highly complex and the uses, demand for, and supply 
of the various resources are subject to change over time." The EIS should analyze 
how the uses, demand for, and supply of the various resources provided by the 
Rosemont Valley and the Santa Rita have changed over time, and what the best uses 
of those lands are today. The Rosemont Valley is located in the middle of many 
communities that depend on it for a variety of resources. When previous plans to 
mine here were proposed, the population of Southern Arizona was much less, and 
there were very few people living close to the mine site. The demographics are very 
different today than they were then, and this issue should be closely examined in the 
EIS.

Organization

7152 14 COST
The "cost page" on Rosemont's site does not include human and environmental and 
tourist/naturalist costs. These are also important.

Individual

7156 5  I support withdrawal of my federal lands from mining and, as mentioned above, am 
opposed to new mining in southeastern Arizona. I love birding and hiking and 
camping in the Santa Rita and Patagonia Mountains. and believe that the noise, 
water, and air pollution will detrimentally affect my public lands experience, as well 
as imperil the habitat of endangered species, increased truck traffic on local roads 
and highways, negatively affect the wildlife movement corridors and native plants 
and ecosystems.

Individual
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7157 7 But if you need reasons:
- Water, which is not a luxury in the desert, is needed better for homes in the area.
- Added transportation will lead to air pollution as well as an over trafficked 
Highway 83, today on of southern Arizona's most scenic routes. Also, I-10 will be 
more heavily trafficked by workers from Tucson, leading to more wear and tear of 
the interstate and air pollution.
- The stunning scenery of these mountains will be only a memory as an open pit 
mine with all its remains will impact on the beautiful landscape.
- This area is popular amongst campers. Leave it quite and peaceful

Individual

7158 3 Additionally, the need for copper and other metals continues to grow. Our high 
standard of living in the United States is maintained through constant improvements 
in productivity and ingenuity. These activities need raw materials in order to 
continue.
I am not unsympathetic to the problems a mine site will create for people living near 
the site. However, there is a larger public good to consider. The mine is likely to 
benefit far more people, both in the U.S. and in foreign countries, than it hurts.

Individual

7163 54 What percentage of travel and tourism-related spending would the proposed mine, 
and other proposed mines in the region, cost this sector of  the economy?
What will be the balance of economic benefit vs. cost of numerous proposed mines 
on the Coronado National Forest?
How much of the economic benefit from the proposed mine would stay in the United 
States, as opposed to benefitting foreign companies and countries?
How will a resurgence of hardrock mining on the CNF impact tourism, recreational 
and other travel-based influxes of money into local economies?
How will a resurgence of hardrock mining impact surrounding land values?

Organization

7173 2 As for my business it will be significantly effected by this decision as many people 
drive here from Tucson

Business

7181 10 9. Many residents in this area are on fixed income. If their wells run dry many cannot 
afford to have them drilled deeper.

Individual

7185 6 Question 4: What coordination and studies have been conducted or planned with the 
Empire Ranch Foundation on the affects to the Historic Ranch buildings that the 
increased vehicle and ATV traffic will have?

Individual

7186 7 How are they going to have an open pit mine with tailings dumped on thousands os 
acres in a well known historical area? By the definition of national historical, (over 
100 years) even the older mine sites are classified historical and there are hundreds 
of other sites known to exist. There are even books written on the areas historical 
sites and the University has extensive research on them.

Individual
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7192 19 Impacts to public investment: This project will cause serious harm to public 
investment in natural resource protection and management. Various governmental 
and non-governmental entities have invested tens of millions of dollars in public and 
private funds in the purchase of private lands, in the development and 
implementation of management plans, and in restorative actions in the Cienega 
Creek Watershed.

In 1987 Pima County established the Cienega Creek Natural Preserve at a cost to tax 
payers of 14 million dollars. Since 1987 Pima County has spent 100's of thousands 
dollars in management of the area. The Natural Preserve was established to protect a 
vitally important watershed and the wildlife habitat associated with its riparian 
corridor.

In 1988 the BLM acquired the Empire and Cienega Ranches in the Sonoita Valley, 
which in 2000 became Las Cienegas National Conservation Area. The value of the 
public land exchange that brought these ranches into public ownership was over 30 
million dollars. Since 1988 the BLM has spent millions of dollars in management 
and restoration of the area. 

In 2005 Pima County purchased the Bar V Ranch in Davidson Canyon immediately 
downstream from the proposed mine site. The cost to acquire this ranch exceeded 8.5 
million dollars. The property was purchased to protect a vitally important watershed 
and the wildlife habitat associated with its riparian corridor. 

Sky Island Alliance has also invested considerable monies and effort on restoration 
and monitoring activities in the area. Over the last 8 years more than 300 volunteers 
have participated in wildlife monitoring and unauthorized roadway closure and 
restoration work supported by the BLM, the US Forest Service, and private funding. 

Overall the taxpayers of Pima County and the rest of the nation have invested over 
50 million dollars in protecting and managing the outstanding natural resources of 
the area surrounding the proposed Rosemont mine, The potential harm from the 
proposed mine to this public investment must be fully evaluated.

Organization

7197 1 The true values at stake in this proposed mine are values that cannot be measured by 
money alone, and this is my point: this is a conflict of values. For the short term 
monetary gain of a foreign company, you are proposing that we sacrifice the integrity 
of a precious scenic area that is also a crucial migratory corridor, and that is also a 
gem central to the sprirtual wellbeing of all who live in its environs. This is 
unacceptable.

Individual

7197 15 The mine would degrade my property value, it would discourage my audience from 
making scenic sojourns to my studio, and it will permanently destroy the integrity of 
the landscape that has give so much imspiration to my life and career. The Santa 
Ritas are in direct view in my front yard: what happens to them, happens to me on a 
daily basis.

Individual
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7197 17 Our global denial is staggering, and it is time for a shift in our values. Our founding 
fathers would be horrified to see us exploiting this landscape and these local 
communities at all, let a lone for the ultimate economic benefit of another country. 
While this landscape will indeed become more economically valuable in time, my 
point is that its value as an intact natural wonder is priceless. And it is time to start 
placing values like these at the top of the list. We have a choice. We have other ways 
to develop these resources. We owe it both to our ancestors and to future generations 
of Americans to change the course of our destructive ways and let the boundaries of 
the natural world begin to dictate limits for our activities as a species on the planet.

Individual

7198 9 To help current and future generations, the mine will build an expanded utility 
infrastructure for part of rural Arizona

Organization

7198 20 In summary, the NWMA fully supports the Rosemont Copper Project. This 
environmentally responsible mine will provide significant economic and social 
benefits to the local community, Pima County, the State of Arizona and the Nation.

Organization

7201 17 Southern Arizona's uninterrupted open space, scenic values and undisturbed natural 
resources should be protected for current and future generations.

Organization

7209 2 In order to expand my education and expertise in this field, an area such as 
Sonoita/Patagonia is vital to my profession!

Individual

7216 2 It's not going to be easy for the local businesses and residents that this plan will most 
assuredly betray.

Individual

7223 4 I come to the Santa Rita mountain area for the peace and quiet and that the high 
desert provides, and to offer my skills as a teacher with horses, in an environment 
that feels untouched by mankind, graced by the ranches which blend in with the 
landscape, the quaint roadside communities like Sonoita and Patagonia that offer just 
enough variety and entertainment and dining to its communities.

Individual

7235 2 This value can be maintained for an indefinite period of time into the future, to be an 
environmental and economic blessing for the surrounding community for countless 
generations.  Their value for these purposes and as a clean producer of ground water 
and a living filter for the air we breath, will only increase over time.  We can not 
even estimate the value that future generations will place on this incredible natural 
asset, but we know that value will exist and we know that it will grow.

Individual

7235 3 It is crucial that the true value of the Santa Ritas' intact ecosystem be considered, 
including not only today's value, but also taking into consideration the infinitude of 
tomorrows' values.  Considering the time over which these mountains and their 
unique ecology have developed, and the infinite current and future value to the 
community and world, the destruction of a sizable portion of that resource for a brief 
and finite profit cannnot be justified.  For a comparably tiny profit today, are we 
going to destroy millions of years of nature's work and thousands of years of 
potential enjoyment by the community and the world?  If the mine is permitted, the 
miners and profiteers will be gone within a few years, but the surrounding 
community will be saddled with the scars of that short sighted decision for thousands 
of years.  The decision makers who might be hailed by the profiteers today, will be 
reviled by the citizens of this community for as long as the scars and destruction 
remain, and they will remain, in human terms, forever.

Individual
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7253 47 Second, the proposed positive economic benefits of the mines should be evaluated 
carefully.
-How many people will actually be employed locally?
-Where will new employees live?
-What will be the cost of additional services provided by local governments?
-What is the breakdown by type of job and salary?
-Does the infrastructure exist in communities like Vail and Corona de Tucson to 
accommodate an influx of workers who want to live close to the mine?
-Who will pay for the necessary changes in those communities.

Organization

7253 96 RECREATIONAL USES
The major concern is that elimination of this part of the Forest for recreational 
purposes will shift activities to already overcrowded places elsewhere in the Forest.
-What additional facilities will be made available?
-Who will pay for them, taxpayers or the applicant?
-What will be the effect on wildlife of this shift?
Many of the current recreationists enjoy ATV's and 4-wheel driving. Other locations 
for these activities are limited within the Forest.
-Where will these activities be accommodated?
-Will additional law enforcement personnel be required?

Organization

7253 98 SAFETY/LOCAL EMERGENCY SERVICES
Scenic Highway 83 and the Rosemont Valley do not currently have emergency 
services sufficient to handle the types of situations that could arise if a mine were 
located here. The EIS should identify the types of situations that could occur at a 
mine like this, including those that would occur on the roads used by traffic to and 
from the mine. It should also identify where the closest emergency services are, what 
types of services are available, and what additional resources would be necessary, 
including costs and who would pay, to handle the additional burden of the mine.

For example, the local fire district in Sonoita would need more resources in funding, 
equipment and trained personnel to deal with potential spills and crashes the 
increased trucking would likely generate. The implications of heavy toxic trucking 
on Highways 83 and 82 are concerns that should be addressed in the EIS

Organization

7258 4 Will the mine compensate me and my descendants for our financial losses caused by 
the mine?  Who wold determine what fair compensation is?

Individual

7293 8 The National Environmental Policy Act, Section 101 Paragraph B pertains to 
Rosemont's activities of transporting groundwater away from Sahuarita that would 
interfere with the natural balance of the environments ability to maintain critical 
water levels for the overall development and welfare of the community.  Rosemont's 
transportation of groundwater from Sahuarita, which is already suffering from 
groundwater depletion and subsidence, may cause a risk to health and safety of the 
residents with undesirable consequences to the community (wells drying up and 
property becoming worthless) and Rosemont's transportation of our groundwater 
could dramatically affect future growth in the community.

Individual
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7313 11 3. Have studies been completed to determine the impact of the proposed Rosemont 
mine on the historical and cultural areas such as Helvetia? What will happen to the 
Helvetia Cemetary? What will happen to the Greaterville Cemetery? If there is a 
chance that either of these cemeteries will be negatively impacted, have the families 
of the deceased persons buried in the cemeteries been identified, contacted and given 
an opportunity to protect or otherwise perserve the remains of their loved ones? 
Have any of the historical societies or organizations interested in the Area (Tucson, 
Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green Valley) been 
identified and contacted? If so, what determinations have been made? If not, then 
what is the reason for this inaction? What is the plan to locate, identify, study, and 
preserve presently unknown andundiscovered cultural, historic, and prehistoric sites 
situated within the proposed mine area? When will the plan be available for public 
review?

Individual

7313 19 What is the social and psychological impact on Area residents who can no longer 
travel safely to Sonoita for the annual fair and horse races or to Lake Patagonia?

Individual

7313 31 10. There is great concern that Sahuarita Road is inadequate for mine-related traffic. 
It is a two-lane roadway used by local residents and businesses to get from Highway 
83 to the Nogales Highway and Interstate 19, while avoiding Interstate 10. many 
bicyclists also enjoy riding along Sahuarita Road. This roadway is narrow with 
inadequate shoulders and has poor visibility. Sahuarita Road will not be able to 
handle the increased traffic caused by mine operations without major 
improvements.The road is especially unsafe between Scenic Highway 83 to 
Houghton Road and from Interstate 19 to Country Club Road. Large trucks are seen 
to routinely drive over the centerline along the entire length of Sahuarita Road. What 
provisions are being made by Rosemont to ensure that the mining traffic does not 
damage the roadway or make it more dangerous to motorists and bicyclists? Who 
will be responsible for road improvements and maintenance? Where will additional 
emergency vehicles and personnel come from and who will pay for them? What 
consideration is being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be 
found on the "wrong side of the fence"?

Individual

7313 36 11. There is a concern that Scenic Highway 83 does not have the capacity for mine-
related traffic. This highway is narrow with inadequate shoulders and has poor traffic 
visibility. Without major improvements, Scenic Highway 83 will not be able to 
safely handle the increased traffic from mine operations. The Highway is especially 
unsafe from Marker 44 to Interstate 10. Large trucks are routinely encountered 
driving over the centerline in this area because the roadway is narrow and often has 
not shoulders on either side of the road. What consideration will be given to the 
safety of the many bicyclists who enjoy riding along Scenic Highway 83? What 
measures are being taken by Rosemont to ensure that heavy mining traffic does not 
damage the pavement or make the road even more dangerous than it now is? Who 
will be responsible for improving and maintaining the road? What consideration is 
being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be found on the 
"wrong side of the fence"? What planning is being done in consideration of the 
wildlife whose migratory paths intersect Scenic Highway 83?

Individual

7316 18 c.�Who will be responsible for the cost of additional emergency services (medical, 
fire, police)?

Organization
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7317 2 I don't know that I could even consider a visit to Apache Springs Ranch and the 
surrounding are with such destructive mining happening right in their backyard

Individual

7317 5 Please do not appove this mine. It will have disastrous effects on the local 
community and the tourism industry.

Individual

7327 18 The adverse effects upon local residents and their life-styles.Individual

7333 4 It's not going to be easy for the local businesses and residents that this plan will most 
assuredly betray. I urge you to put a stop to this travesty before it's too late.

Individual

7336 11 Economic- Determine actual current and projected regional property and quality of 
life value effects of the Rosemont Mine over 200+ years. My family has recently 
decided not to buy a home in Corona de Tucson, due to the proximity and threat of 
the proposed Rosemont mine. $349 K that could be a part of the Tucson economy 
already isn't, because of the proposed mine. Who will want to move in next to a toxic 
mine scar in 50 or 100 years? Who will want to live near a pristine wild forested 
mountain range in 200 years? Determine how much of the housing crisis in the area 
(15 miles on all sides of the Santa Rita's) is from the housing market in general and 
how much is directly attributable to the Rosemont Mine Proposal. Look at recent 
new real estate listings in the adjacent regions, since March, when the proposal went 
public. The mine waste and tailings in Sahuarita dominate the skyline, when you 
look south, south west, form almost anywhere in Tucson. Do Tucson and Southern 
Arizona really need more mining scars visible from outer space? At best case, 
average, and worst case scenario should be independently developed and published.

Individual

7336 12 Economic- Determine how much money has been invested to date to create and 
maintain the infrastructure, communities, and economies that exist in the region 
today. Include all personal/business/public investment and all taxes paid by Arizona 
residents; for road building, creation and administration of National Forests, Parks 
and preserves, wilderness management monitoring and preservation efforts, scenic 
highway designation, signage, picnic areas, homes, businesses, schools, government, 
attractions, advertising, etc. Does the Forest Service really have the will and 
authority to erase or diminish the value of all past regional investment? If so, how 
will this loss be quantified and compensated? Who will pay for the Rosemont mine's 
adverse effects on the region and its residents?

Individual

7336 35 Do Augusta/Rosemont's proposed operations pose a threat to the adjacent 
conservation areas, historical buildings, landmarks, and military operations? What 
level of interference with existing area lifestyles is allowable? A best case, average, 
and worst case scenario should be independently developed and published.

Individual
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7346 1 It seems to me one of the biggest problems you can help solve these days is the 
feeling that business interests in this country trump community and personal 
interests. Indeed some see no difference between the two. When a government 
agency elected by the people to protect and defend the people against the forces 
which diminish and challenge   their.our pursuit of life liberty and happiness actually 
pays lip service to its obligations we have a serious problem.

When the economy is in free fall and the government continues to support private 
capital over public capital (and tells the "public" its for its own good") you have 
helped grow the problem not the solution. Money is not king. Money has no rights.

Think of the grandchildren and what you leave for them. What do you owe them. 
Quick profits now?  Or scenic beauty for lifetimes to come.

Thanks for listening, really listening.

Individual

7359 2 I wonder how it is that you can sell off not only the beauty of this area, but also the 
communities and their livelihoods to people who, not only don't live in our country, 
but don't care about the people, the wildlife and the natural beauty and resources of 
this area. You were entrusted with the stewardship of this land, and to approve this 
would betray the people, the land, and the history of the area. Once it's gone, it's 
forever.

Individual

7360 1 How will this community survive when their main businesses are being sacrificed for 
a mine and it is owned by foreign businesses?

Individual

7374 4 I can't imagine that there hasn't been an outcry from the Native Americans who share 
the rich heritage and culture of the area with the more current residents and 
recreational users.  Is that because they are unaware of the proposed project?  An 
entire horse camp has not been reopened in our local mountains due to finding a 
Native American camp site on the border of the horse camp.

Individual

7375 2 Many factors including induced development, local and adjacent air quality / 
particulate content considerations, ground albedo, lamp source spectral 
characteristics, controls, curfews, lighting levels, shielding, setbacks, aiming angles, 
and luminaire selection needs to be carefully assessed.

Individual

7377 1 Having lived in Tucson, Arizona for the past 26 years, visiting Sonoita and 
Patagonia has been a priority both for me and my family, as well as one of the places 
at the top of my list to bring out of town visitors. In addition, I have become a 
frequent visitor to the historic Apache Springs Ranch and the Epona Center which 
provides an amazing learning experience in people and horse skills, as well as a deep 
appreciation for the history and uniqueness of this area.

To sacrifice the incredible beauty of this area by raping the land with an open pit 
mine, would be short-sighted and a travesty.

Individual

7379 9 There will be no peace for anyone in the Sonoita Valley and surrounding 
communities, nor for wildlife, if this mine is approved by the Forest Service… and 
this government agency will have failed to honor it's motto--"Caring for the Land 
and Serving the People."

Individual
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7399 2 It's not going to be easy for the local businesses and residents that this plan will most 
assuredly betray. Please put a stop to this travesty before it's too late.

Individual

7403 2 To hear that the livelihood of this entire extended community is being sacrificed for 
a mine owned by foreign businesses is absurd and thoughtless.

Individual

7403 7 Though I would feel  an emotional and personal loss, it would be easy to take my 
travel money elsewhere. It would not be easy for the local businesses and residents to 
recover from the intrusion and destruction the mine would create. Moving forward 
with this plan takes money from the people who make their living and support their 
families from the uniques features of the land, and puts it in the hands of people who 
have likely never seen the beauty of the canyon.

Individual

7406 4 It has been a real treat to be able to stay in this historic area and get a taste of the 
West. How will this community survive when their main businesses are being 
sacrificed for a mine and it is owned by foreign businesses?

Individual

7411 18 Infrastructure- The Rosemont mine does not have the infrastructure available that 
other comparable mines in AZ have. Providing that infrastructure further comprises 
the surrounding area. All associated impacts from water pipes, power lines, road 
damage etc. need to be quantified and included in the EIS.

Individual

7429 8 This comment does not address in detail the social and economic impacts on the 
residents of the several communities and rural areas that depends on this roadway for 
access. Simply stated, they would be overwhelming.

Individual

7432 1 A recent Sonoran Institute study states:
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including
-estimated increased costs to local school districts of between $2.7 million and $10 
million per year

Organization

7432 3 A recent Sonoran Institute study states:
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including
-annual societal costs associated with increased driving of at least $418,000;

Organization

7432 4 A recent Sonoran Institute study states:
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including
-increased costs to travellers on SR 83 of approximately $949,000 annually;

Organization

7436 3 Bed & breakfast, the arts, wine growing are all flourishing (there is a new Vineyard 
in Empire Mts. Charron Vineyards). All of this is occurring among ranching 
traditions of some 200 years. The portal into the area says "Where cowboy traditions 
thrive among high desert vineyards and a blossoming arts community". Can we 
change to that to "Where cowboy traditions thrive among high desert vineyards, a 
blossoming arts community, and a gaping open pit mine?"

What is the loss if these communities, now so unique in their own ways, become 
company towns driven not by an eclectic mix of creative people but by the bland 
motive of extortion of mineral wealth from the Rosemont mine. Can we calculate 
that loss?

Individual
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7451 9 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
15. The Sonoran Institute Economic Study shows an increased cost to the VUSD 
associated with increased children - this is an impact in the area.

Individual

7451 10 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
16. Pima County has a concern in their scoping questions with housing for all of the 
proposed employees in the MPO and unregulated development. This is an impact in 
the area.

Individual

7453 9 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
15. The Sonoran Institute Economic Study shows an increased cost to the VUSD 
associated with increased children - this is an impact in the area.

Individual

7453 10 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
16. Pima County has a concern in their scoping questions with housing for all of the 
proposed employees in the MPO and unregulated development. This is an impact in 
the area.

Individual

7461 8 I believe that the average local rural resident is being forced to subsidize the 
Rosemont mining project through personal sacrifice and taxation in support of those 
all important profits for investors. Without taxpayer subsidies through US Forestry 
Service land deals, water subsidies and tax breaks as well as tax payer directly 
subsidized road improvements. I contend that the expense of all these will be 
ultimately borne by the average citizen through increased taxation to directly support 
the Rosemont mining project; I contend that without the taxpayer subsidies the 
Rosemont mine could not exist.

Individual

7467 1 I'm writing to express my concerns about the potential impact of the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Mine on my business, Long Realty Sonoita/Patagonia, an 
independently/locally owned/operated affiliate company of Long Realty Company.I 
have already experienced a significant impact (negative) on our business due to the 
pending threat of a mine. I can attribute a huge decrease in our business in the past 8 
months due to the potential mine because I have had a good number of clients 
already decide against purchasing in the Sonoita/Patagonia/Elgin areas specifically 
because of the mining threat.

Business

7475 1 We are very concerned on the negative impact the Rosemont mine project will have 
on our business, as well as the welfare of our small community and it's citizens!
100% of our business revenue is generated by visitors to the area. According to a 
recent study conducted by the Sonoran Institute, decreased revenues from outdoor 
recreation and tourism due to the proposed mine will be significant, and will most 
likely generate costs to the local economy far in excess of any potential benefits! 
This will impact our livelihood in a big way!

Business
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7479 1 I'm writing to express my concerns about the potential impact of the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Mine on my business, Global Arts Gallery, in Patagonia, Arizona. 
Visitors to our area from the surrounding metropolitan centers of Tucson and 
Phoenix represent over 80% of my business revenue. These travelers make the trip as 
a get away to enjoy both the jouney and the destination. I have been in business since 
1995 and employee a minimum of three people year round and up to five in high 
season. My employees depend on their jobs for their livelihood. According to a 
recent study conducted by the Sonoran Institute, decreased revenues from outdoor 
recreation and tourism due to the proposed mine will be significant, and will most 
likely generate costs to the local economy far in excess of any potential benefits. Any 
decrease in revenues will no doubt threaten my livelihood and increase the cost of, or 
potentially deprive visitors and local residents of my services.

Business

7483 1 I'm writing to express my concerns about the potential impact of the proposed 
Rosemont Copper Mine on my business, Creative Spirit Artists, a consignment art 
and fine crafts gallery in Patagonia, Arizona. Approximately 85% of my business 
revenue is generated by visitors to the area. According to a recent study conducted 
by the Sonoran Institute, decreased revenues from outdoor recreation and tourism 
due to the proposed mine will be significant, and will most likely generate costs to 
the local economy far in excess of any potential benefits. Any decrease in revenues 
will severely impact my livelihood as well as the livelihood of the 32 artists 
represented by the Gallery, increase the cost of doing business, and potentially 
deprive visitors and local residents of this very popular gallery.

Business

7484 10 And of course I am opposed to the proposed mine on all the other issues cited by 
environmentalists:  other cultural effects.

Individual

7487 7 How will the value of life, injury, and medical costs be considered in this decision?  
Will this be qualitative or quantitative with respect to the economic analysis and the 
viability of the mine?

Individual

7487 9 Estimate the increase in local emergency response costs for both accidents and 
potential hazardous materials incidents.  Please provide the assumptions and error on 
these calculations as in item a) above.  Will the local taxpayers of the Sonoita, Vail 
and Sahuarita communities be expected to cover these costs?

Individual

7487 18 Should my well be affected in either quantity or quality, how will I be compensated 
and what is the certainty of compensation?

Individual

7488 2 As is well known, it is difficult to estimate the economic value of aesthetic resources. 
It is even more difficult to estimate the long-term multiplier effect of changes in the 
environment on the flora and fauna that make up much of the value of the forestlands 
in this region to residents and tourists. It is important, however, for the EIS to 
include the results of analysis based on best and worst case scenarios of the 
environmental impacts of similar projects in similar regions. These analyses should 
take into account the well-developed history of failed projections that have been used 
in the past to minimize the public's perceptions of the likely impact of mining 
operations.

Individual

7504 36 The Forest Service should also consider the impacts on Native Americans, and 
determine whether the approval of the Rosemont mine would be an intentional 
violation of their civil and legal rights, including their religious rights.

7508
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7504 51 TEP wants Nogales to pollute its air, use its limited natural gas or backup diesel fuel 
supplies and its local ground water for cooling its turbines as it makes electricity to 
support this mine.  The impacts on consumer prices for natural gas and/or diesel fuel 
must also be examined.

7508

7504 59 The loss of water resources from the Colorado River coupled with the Rosemont 
mine's water demands could have other cumulative impacts on all of southern 
Arizona as the lack of available water would have impacts on economic development 
and population growth and demand.

7508

7504 81 If the decline does continue or accelerate, it could result in the curtailment of new 
housing and other economic development in the area, or water shortages and 
increased potable water costs.  If it becomes extreme, it may cause significant 
sinking of the land surface along the Santa Cruz River, a phenomenon already 
detected by the Arizona Department of Water Resources.

7508

7504 88 How will Rosemont Copper prevent wells in nearby residential and agricultural areas 
from being depleted, and how will they compensate the landowners?

7508

7504 111 Reclamation:
When a mine is permitted, it is required to have a plan for reclamation.  To be certain 
that the reclamation will occur even if the company fails, state agencies, including 
New Mexico, require the mining company to post a bond to assure that the 
reclamation will happen-but not in Arizona.  The bond amount is supposed to equal 
the amount that would be required for the government to reclaim.

Corporate guarantees are a promise by the mining company to reclaim the site.  If 
they meet certain requirements, the State of Arizona will allow th ecompany to sign 
and basically promise that they will not go bankrupt. Unfortunately, mines do go 
bankrupt.

7508

7504 121 There is no hazmat response capability outside of Tucson in rural Pima County, so 
the potential impacts of a hazardous materials spill or release from a Rosemont 
mining vehicle or tanker must be fully examined in terms of response, recovery, and 
potential environmental and economic impacts.  Simply calculating the likelyhood of 
such an event is not sufficient as emergency planning and response is designed to 
determine how and what the repsonse would consist of, with requisite personnel, 
training and equipment, and the associated economic impacts.

7508

7504 137 What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the 
Coronado National Forest from the deleterious impacts of daily blasting?  What will 
be the cumulative environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of this blasting on 
nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the Coronado National Forest?

7508

7505 5 The threat that the proposed mine will pose to our region's rural economy, property 
values, and lifestyle is of such significance, complexity, and scale that the 
development of effective mitigation measures will necessarily require an independent 
and comprehensive study of these adverse impacts by a multidisciplinary team of 
recognized experts in their respective fields. Only after the study is completed can 
we consider possible mitigation measures. At the very least, as a condition of Forest 
Service approval of Augusta's Mine Plan of Operation, Augusta and any successors 
in ownership of the mine must be required to agree in writing that Augusta shall 
compensate all persons for lost income and lost property value due to the mine.

Business
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7541 3 You could be facing a Class action lawsuit some day. Is it fair to us as taxpayers to 
bear this burden? What little financial benefit, in the way of jobs for approximately 
500 people, that this mine could bring, isn't this completely offset by the 
overwhelming cost to the environment and the infrastructure on every level?

Individual

7546 1 I oppose the proposed Rosemont mine because there will be negative impacts to 
social, economic, and recreational activity related to sportsmen like myself who hunt 
the Mearns quail and WR deer in the area. I do not believe the Forest Service has 
adequately studied these impacts, and no mitigation has been adequately considered 
or offered. The Forest Service should reject the application to mine here and should 
take the "no action" alternative.

Individual

7564 4 The economic well being of this area depends on the natural beauty and water 
resources which support tourism, ranching and related industry

Individual

7571 3 The Rosemont Valley provides valuable environmental goods and services and 
should be preserved for future generations, and not ravaged by an open pit copper 
mine. It contains a unique ecosystem (mid-elevation oak grassland) that provides 
habitat for wildlife, valuable watershed features (headwaters of Davidson 
Canyon/Cienega Creek), critical water supply for Tucson, and important recreational 
opportunities (hunting, hiking, off-road vehicle riding, horse back riding, bicycle 
riding, camping, bird watching, etc) for the citizens of Soutern Arizona. The wealth 
of social, economic, recreational and environmental services provided to our 
community will be lost forever if the Rosemont Valley is allowed to become an open 
pit coper mine. The EIS should thoroughly identify and examine these environmental 
and public services to determine exactly what would be lost and how the company 
must mitigate these losses.

Individual

7571 8 The National Forest Management Act of 1976 states that "the management of the 
Nation's renewable resources is highly complex and the uses, demand for, and supply 
of the various resources are subject to change over time." The EIS should analyze 
how the uses, demand for, and supply of the various resources provided by the 
Rosemont Valley and the Santa Ritas have changed over time, and what the best uses 
of those lands are today. The Rosemont Valley is located in the middle of many 
communities that depend on it for a variety of resources. When previous plans to 
mine here were proposed, the population of Southern Arizona was much less, and 
there were very few people living close to the mine site. The demographics are very 
different today than they were then, and this issue should be closely examined in the 
EIS.

Individual

7572 4 Sacrificing the beauty, serenity and livelihood of the Sonoita region -- and the entire 
extended community -- for a mine seems ill-conceived and illogical. Throughout 
history, vast expanses of geographical and geological treasures in this country have 
been laid to waste, or attempts have been made to do so, in the name of being 
'beneficial' for an area.

Individual

7577 2 Normally you have to watch some short sighted movie to get this kind of ridiculous 
plot, do you really think that in an area like the Santa Rita mountain area that there is 
a real financial need that is being addressed that requires ruining the southern 
Arizona landscape??

Individual
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7579 10 This is going to impact all of us that have chosen to buy property and live in this 
area. I don't think people will want to buy and or homes in an area that has this kind 
of project going on for years. I sure would not voluntarily buy a home or land and 
have to deal with the water,air and noise pollution. This is not right it is taking a 
beautiful place to live and having a great impact on all that live hear and also visit.

Individual

7592 44 Under certain circumstances, the transportation of water out of the Tucson AMA can 
lead to claims of damages from water users in the basin of origin.

Individual

7594 7 This double whammy will increase costs and adverse effects of the project greatly. 
Who will pay for the costs of ALL infrastructure and mitigation? Why would the 
applicant choose to increase costs in this way?

Individual

7598 19 Given the uncertainties in CAP availability, combined with wells already drilled at 
the proposed mining site and the effect of the open it, its depth and resultant water 
drainage into it, we question the true impact on the riparian habitat of the Las 
Cienegas Conservation Reserve, the Sonoita community and our well.

Individual

7598 43 How will the long term negative effect on local economies be considered after the 
mine is  closed?

Individual

7600 1 This whole area is truly a natural sanctuary for humans.Individual

7602 6 Visiting the Apache Springs Ranch has been a real treat and escape for me and I 
would hate to see it turn into another waste land like I experience in my big city. I 
would have to find a new vacation spot to spend my money. I find Tucson a beautiful 
city and wnjoy driving along Highway 83 to get to Epona Ranch. I believe tourism 
will be greatly affected by the destruction of the landscape that you propose.  I think 
this is a serious threat to the community and people that live in the area and I urge 
you to stop this travesty before it is too late.

Individual

7623 3 I am opposed to the proposed Rosemont mine for several reasons, scenicIndividual

7624 3 Rosemont it's an organized company willing to work with the communityIndividual

7654 17 IN ADDITION TO THE WATER IMPACTS, THE FOREST SERVICE MUST 
REQUIRE INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF ROSEMONT TO ASCERTAIN THE 
TRUE COST OF ITS ACTIVITIES AS THEY AFFECT LANDOWNERS, 
BUSINESSES, PROPERTY VALUES, AND THE SCENIC VISTAS OF THE 
SANTA RITAS.

Business

7687 2 We are also taxpayers for the Corona de Tucson Fire District.  The only Emergency 
Response Department between US 83 and Tucson and we don't want to pay for 
accidents & injuries caused by 20 ton trucks.

Organization

7696 2 The club has invested a significant amount of volunteer time and money to develop 
high-quality orienteering maps that have been used for local and national 
oreinteering meets.  The proposed mine plan would leave some of these areas 
unaccessible to the club, render the maps unusable, or decrease the enjoyment of 
oreitneering in the area.

Organization
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7814 7 What provisions are being made by Rosemont to ensure that the mining traffic does 
not damage the roadway or make it more dangerous to motorists and bicyclists? Who 
will be responsible for road improvements and maintenance? Where will additional 
emergency vehicles and personnel come from and who will pay for them? What 
consideration is being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be 
found on the "wrong side of the fence"?

Individual

8601 1 This is the type of industry that Tucson needs. It's high paying jobs, long lasting, 
good wages, benefits. And that's continually what Tucson is looking for, but now 
they're trying to run it off.

Individual

8601 2 They have good benefits, retirements, 401(k)s, good opportunities for people.Individual

8623 2 I oppose the mine. It is bad for ecology, the environment, socially and financially 
and spiritually.

Individual

8642 4 I live in Benson, which is a short ways away from where the Rosemont Mine has 
been proposed. That is absolutely total destruction of a beautiful area. The 
environment, the animals, the people that live nearby, and the biggest issue is the 
water and the traffic that will be generated by this absolute horrendous idea of 
running trucks, working 24 hours, 7 days a week is absolutely insane.

Individual

8657 3 I went on the Rosemont tour last week I reviewed the mine plan of operations that 
Rosemont provided us at that time, and I think they've done several things very well. 
They have planned ahead in purchasing water necessary for the project. The hiring of 
direct employees and then the satellite employees will certainly help the economic 
conditions in southern Arizona. Thirdly -- which obviously then will help the local 
and state governments will benefit from that immensely. The domestic copper 
production is certainly needed. I'm glad to see us doing that in our own country. And 
lastly, because I'm a conservationalist, the physical area will be put back into a very, 
very usable condition.

Individual

8670 4 I've lived in Arizona many years and have been by many of the old mines that have 
made a mess of our landscape.  And certainly we're not apropos for city living or 
country living either, either way.  There are too many residents in the area down 
there to be even considering a mine

Individual

8679 3 Plus I don't think an out-of-country firm such as the Canyon run company, you 
know, they're going to be mining most of the copper is going to be sold to China and 
stuff.  I don't think the Tucson area will benefit much from the mine except for what 
few jobs is may create.  And what low money they may spend here on supplies ad 
stuff.  But I'm against the proposal.

Individual

8702 2 I'd like to voice my opinion that I am not in favor of the prposed mining mine 
opening up due to the lack of natural resources such aas water in Arizona that is 
available. And the growth of the population of humans in this area.

Individual

8756 7 And I feel the profits would largely go overseas, the people who are actually 
employed there would benefit would be offset by the much larger community that 
would be adversely affected.

Individual
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8761 6 I think the housing would come to a stop.  They talked about 500 jobs.  Those people 
aren't going to live in expensive housing down in Tubac.  Proposing the mission 
project, 15,000 homes.  I think if people move it's going to be, they're going to have 
the landfill look behind them from the Mission and Sierrita mine.  And they're going 
to have something similar across the way on the Santa Ritas.  I don't think that that 
project could go anywhere either.

Individual

8767 2 . . .it is so close to a large population and we need the environmental beauty and the 
access to the wild areas, and to destroy that this close to such a large community I 
think would be very detrimental to that community at large.

Individual

8778 2 I'm just going to show my support for the mine.  I think it's just a real healthy thing 
for the community.  And I know firsthand that the environmental impacts on the 
mine is probably going to be outstanding, I mean, so there's no real concerns of mine 
anywheres.  Just show my support.

Individual

8783 7 We as citizens of southern Arizona and Tucson, the whole region would be grossly, 
negatively affected by such a mine. And any economic benefits that they are 
proposing would be strongly offset by having people employed in a sustainable 
industry. Let's go sustainable.

Individual

8785 5 its profits, no matter the short-term good jobs for a few number of people, the profits 
are going to Canada, Japan and anyone else involved in the foreign investment world 
of mining. So please accept my opposition.

Individual

8786 2 as far as the jobs it's going to create, I don't think that equals if at all what's right and 
what's wrong with it. And the money that's coming out of it, the thing is owned by 
the Canadians and also it's being helped financed by the Japanese. There's no 
American money in it.

Individual

8790 8 They will not be good neighbors. They will steal the family jewels and return to 
Canada with their millions after paying nothing for our minerals.

Individual

8806 5  I think that it is of very, very deep concern to me related to what it will do to our 
water table, and the impact on wildlife, homes,

Individual

8895 7 Above all, copper, along with its by-products of molybdenum and silver are in dire 
need in our society. As recently as the year 2000, the U.S. was self-sufficient in the 
production and use of copper – today, we import 40% of our annual consumption! 
Current experience of dependency on foreign countries for petroleum tells us that we 
needn’t extend this untenable situation to copper and other critical minerals and 
materials.

Individual

8896 3 Where will additional emergency vehicles and personnel come from and who will 
pay for them?

Individual

8900 1 Where will employees of the Mine and their families come from? Where will they 
live on $59,000/year? If the workers are new to the area, how will the additional 
children of these families impact the schools?

Individual
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8900 4 Where will employees of the Mine and their families come from? Where will they 
live on $59,000/year? If the workers are new to the area, how will the additional 
children of these families impact the schools? What is the impact of these additional 
people on water, transportation, healthcare, emergency medical services and the 
economy?

Individual

8906 10 Have studies been done to compare "mine" vs. "no mine" and the impacts on the 
economy, tourism, recreation, the ecosystems, vegitation, wildlife, groundwater, 
surface water, water quality and availability, roadways and emergency services? If 
so, are the studies available for public scrutiny? If studies have not been done, what 
is the reason for this inaction?

Individual

8911 1 Have studies been completed to determine the impact of the proposed Rosemont 
mine on the historical and cultural areas such as Helvetia? What will happen to the 
Helvatia Cemetery? What happen to the Greaterville Cemetery? If there is a chance 
that either of these Cemeteries will be negatively impacted, have the families of the 
deceased persons buried in the cemetaries been identified, contacted and given an 
opportunity to protect or otherwise preserve the remains of their loved ones? Have 
any of the historical societies or organizations interested in the Area (Tucson, Vail, 
Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green Valley) been identified 
and contacted? If so, what determinations have been made? If not, then what is the 
reason for this inaction?

Individual

8950 2 Save our homes.Organization

9074 1 The proposal to mine the Santa Ritas is a destructive concept which would diminish, 
if not destroy, the possiblity for "sustainable growth" on the fringes of exploding 
Tucson.

Organization

9209 1 The mines will ruin our lifes here.Organization

9562 2 It has great natural and cultural values to the people of Pima County and Southern 
Arizona. Please consider the future needs of residents and not only the short term 
needs of this corporation

Organization

9671 5 It is a disgrace to rob future generations of this beautiful area with such a rich 
history. Furthermore, it would be a shame to lose the Rosemont area to a short-
sighted, greed driven lot with no true regard for the land, much less the people that 
call this region home.  I believe that only a huge outcry from the public will put a 
halt to Canadian-based, Augusta Mining's "fifty billion dollar dream".

Organization

9939 1 the mining industry is no longer paying the taxes for schools and as far as I concern 
all the mines in the area can be shut down.

Organization

9972 1 Mining in an area where there in an increasing population density does not make any 
sense.

Organization

10092 4 Please consider carefully the cost  to the peace that comes to so many of us when we 
"recreate" ourselves in the natural beauty of our desert sky islands.

Organization

10352 3 The surrounding communities will be distroyed as we know the today.Organization

10678 1 I believe the infrastructure is not capable of supporting this projectOrganization
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10718 2 Mining the Santa Rita Mountains will stop the living in Southern AZ.Organization

10819 3 I strongly oppose any mining activity in the Rosement Ranch area. It would have 
devastating long term negative impact on the humans in the area.

Organization

10839 4 Save our human life!Organization

10960 1 This is a bad idea for the residents who live in the area.Organization

11068 44 Under certain circumstances, the transportation of water out of the Tucson AMA can 
lead to claims of damages from water users in the basin of origin.

Individual

11072 3 We don't have the water table to support it and if we use CAP water, then that will 
affect growth 20 years from now. Think about the future.

Individual
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2 2 Augusta Resources tries to gain public approval of the ine by advertising the jobs 
and tax revenue for both the state of Arizona and the Fed's. Does the study take into 
account the loss fo tourism dollars and land values?

4 2 I would also like more information about job opportunities at Rosemont Copper

8 2 It will bring lots of job opp. and more money for the state of AZ.Individual

10 1 How much to we get paid hourly? How long will it be mining for? More jobs!! More 
money.

Individual

11 1 It will bring job to south Tucson that is needed.Individual

13 1 I would like to know when the jobs apps will be given out and the jobs will start. It is 
exciting to have a mine here in Tucson, close to Tucson so that it will create more 
jobs.

Individual

16 1 This is a great idea because it will help me and my friends get employed.Individual

17 2 We need work with the situation the way it is.Individual

19 2 All we get out of this is a bunch of temporary jobs followed by a huge mess to clean 
up.

Individual

23 2  Arizona is the Copper State and this mine will bring a lot of new jobs for many who 
want to continue in this field.

Individual

24 14 Augusta claims 350 jobs, but mining jobs are transitory as part of the mining bust 
and boom cycle.  In reality, the mine will recreate opportunities and the jobs that 
depend on them will be lost forever.

26 2 cause there are so many job opportunity that are going to be available.Individual

28 2  It will being more jobs.Individual

29 2 with opportunities for jobsIndividual
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30 3 We needs the jobs and the money that comes from it.Individual

42 1 The need for good paying jobs that do not require higher education exceeds the 
possible negative impact. I would much rather see mine dumps than new houses up 
there anyway.

Individual

48 2 The point that be made where true. The money and especialy the jobs it would bring.Individual

51 6 The jobs created by a mine are temporary.Individual

60 6 Than short term payolls and or tax receipts generated. The Higher ___ of this area is 
to leave it as is.

Individual

61 1 I think that this program will benefit everyone with more jobs and opportunity.Individual

150 1 I support the money that will be brought in to our community and the sorrounding 
communities. My one question however is how many people from our communties 
will be employed? How many people will be brought from the outside area?

Individual

150 3 The human factor must not be overlooked. What kind of impact will this have on 
those who need employment who reside in our area and how will this support them?

Individual

287 1 The mine is a good idea it will bring job opportunities to Arizona.Individual

1531 2 Who will be employed, more illeagles?Individual

1549 1 I also understand that the property is to be a union environment. That should be 
important to anyone who is in my position or is a parent or grandparent.

Individual

1623 1 The age of mining is gone from this area and the falsities about employment must be 
noted- the high tech jobs created by todays mining processes will not be filled by 
locals-

Individual

1656 13 Will CNF compensate all the same businesses that would be killed by this giant 
mining project that would provide some jobs for 20 years and then go away?

Individual

1684 4 A recent analysis by the Western Economic Analysis Center has indicated that the 
Rosemont mine, when in operation, would generate 500 high-paying direct jobs and 
1,200 indirect jobs in Pima County and generate $256 million annually for the area. 
The mean annual wages in arizona were $37,560 in May 2007 compared to $40,680 
nationwide. According to the University of Arizona, the annual personal income in 
January 2008 in Pima County was $31,343. The mine employees will be making 
about $55,000 per year. The economy of the State will benefit by $488 million every 
year for the 19-year period of mine operation. That State will gain 3,000 jobs. The 
economy of the country will increase by $2.3 billion and provide 11,000 jobs.

Individual

1699 2 The monies this mine would put out is not worth the damage it will cause in this 
beautiful, scenic area, it will not generate jobs enough considering all the damage, 
but deginerated minds seem to work together.

Individual

1725 2 This city, county and state need this operation. We cannot continur to enjoy the 
standard of living that we now know without strengthening our core industries. We 
cannot survive on Golf Tournaments and Gem Shows. This country need the Copper 
and we need the jobs.

Individual
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1782 3 I feel it is great for our economy, it will produce many jobs for the unemployed and 
we need copper for our every day lives.

Individual

1786 1 Jobs can be created, by building Rosemont and similor projects if controlled and 
monitored.

Individual

1788 1 With the current state of the economy we are experiencing, this property could add 
some new business for our company.

Individual

1790 1 In addition to the numerous economic benefits of mining, new jobs, in flux of money 
in local economy, taxes, etc.

Individual

1793 1 The mining industry in southern Arizona has a positive impact to the local economy. 
Examples of these are:
-Increase in City and State tax base
- 200 to 300 hundred new skilled and professional jobs
- 1500 to 2000 new indirect jobs and service provider contracts

Individual

1794 1 Would be good for county and So Az- Big Economic Impact!! Good, High Paying 
Jobs!!!

Individual

1795 3 Evaluate the following social factors in the EIA:
benefits from direct employment from new mine

Individual

1795 4 Evaluate the following social factors in the EIA:
benefits from indirect employment from services for new mine and mine employees

Individual

1800 2 I support Rosemont copper because of the economic impact it would bring and the 
job opportunites it would bring. We must mine our resources, not import it.

Individual

1802 1 Economic Benefits
Local opportunity for new jobs and tax base

Individual

1838 2 Rosemont would provide copper and many good jobs.Individual

1884 3 Recent reports have indicated that the jobs created by the project will benefit Tucson 
rather than the areas near the project.

Individual

1890 1 Regarding the 2950 high-paying jobs, how many will benefit Green Valley and other 
nearby communities? In my view, almost none of these jobs are relavant for an older, 
overwhelming number of retirees in this area.

Individual

1905 2 This project will be a long term venture with a large number employed at very good 
wages.  They will also support a large number of businesses both large & small.  
Besides the wages paid the Taxes paid to the state, county, & city of Tucson insure a 
firm tax base for years.

Individual

1910 2 Job opportunities for local resides.Individual

1912 1 People need to understand all positive avenues this mine will do for our community 
and surrounding communities.  Think about all socio-economics involved in 
allowing this mine to move forward.  Common denominator here is jobs, jobs and 
jobs.  This is what we all need here in Southern Arizona.

Individual

1919 5 Employment is a joke - the figures are exagerated & what about layoffs?Individual
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1928 4 Rosemont brags about the jobs & money brought to the area. Let's not be taken in by 
these claims and ruin our area for future generations.

Individual

1956 14 Augusta claims 350 jobs, but mining jobs are transitory as part of the mining bust 
and boom cycle. In reality, the mine will recreate opportunities and the jobs that 
depend on them will be lost forever.

Individual

1961 5 The 500 or so jobs predicted at an average wage of $59,000.00 will not make much 
of an economic impact on the area. Not only is $59,000.00 a low wage in 2008, it 
will be relatively lower because of inflation in future years. We are concerned that 
those working for the Rosemont mine may need public assistance from various 
sources that are already heavily in demand.

Individual

1964 7 Among the hard questions that you and public need to ask are not simply how many 
jobs would be created by Rosemont Mine or new taxes collected from Augusta if real 
copper prices remain strong, but whether those jobs match the skill set of the local 
labor force?  Will the jobs upgrade local skills, provide training, and offer safe, 
steady, and remunerative employment or will it bring in outsiders to fill the slots?  
Will the mine provide an economic stimulus to communities suffering from high 
unemployment, like Nogales and Patagonia or will it stimulate our migration?  Will 
the mine help turn distressed communities into economically vibrant ones by 
significantly benefiting local businesses or primarily enrich foreign entrepreneurs 
and investors?  Will the mine create local businesses, especially ones catering to 
local and regional needs?  Is an open pit mine and its related processing facilities 
compatible with local community values and the economic foundation that supports 
local communities, e.g., ranching, tourism, recration, and holistic helath service?  
How will change impact the community's and region's culture?  What are likely to be 
some of the unintended consequences on local communities and economies if 
Augusta's financial model turns out to be faulty and/or copper prices take a big hit?

Individual

2065 1 I understand the need for jobs, but not at any costIndividual

2088 9 As for the jobs in Arizona there would be more and better jobs and benefits from 
technology copanies than a handful of jobs that a mine would produce.

Individual

2091 9 Augusta claims 350 jobs, but mining jobs are transitory as part of the mining bust 
and boom cycle.  In reality, the mine will recreate opportunities and the jobs that 
depend on them will be lost forever.

Individual

2100 4 Typically, mining will bring high paying jobs and higher paying indirect jobs, not 
just unsustainable service industry type jobs brought in by tourism. A typical mining 
job brings with it 3-5 indirect jobs while a tourism job may attract 1 additional 
indirect job.

Individual

2144 20 I opposed the mine on the grounds that mining companies may claim 350 jobs, but 
mining jobs are incredibly transitory. One year is good, another year miners are let 
go. The incredibly beauty of the natural land is far more valuable as a recreational 
and view resource.

Individual

2148 13 Augusta claims 350 jobs, but mining jobs are transitory as part of the mining bust 
and boom cycle.  In reality, the mine will recreate opportunities and the jobs that 
depend on them will be lost forever.

Individual
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2153 9 Supposedly 300 mining jobs will be created. How many jobs will be lost as cleaner, 
smarter industry refuses to locate to the area due to the overall environmental decline 
as the result of the mine. Mines have boom and bust legacies, perhaps very well for 
the short and intermediate term, but what is left is permanently altered and degraded 
environment.

Individual

2156 14 Augusta claims 350 jobs, but mining jobs are transitory as part of the mining bust 
and boom cycle.  In reality, the mine will recreate opportunities and the jobs that 
depend on them will be lost forever.

Individual

2170 10 Augusta claims 350 jobs, but mining jobs are transitory as part of the mining bust 
and boom cycle.  In reality, the mine will recreate opportunities and the jobs that 
depend on them will be lost forever.

Individual

2174 14 Augusta claims 350 jobs, but mining jobs are transitory as part of the mining bust 
and boom cycle.  In reality, the mine will recreate opportunities and the jobs that 
depend on them will be lost forever.

Individual

2209 3 Augusta claims 350 jobs, but mining jobs are transitory, being part of the mining 
bust and boom cycle.  In reality, the mine will move jobs from other sectors and out 
again.  Mines close, and jobs that depend on them are gone.

Individual

2218 7 Among the hard questions that you and public need to ask are not simply how many 
jobs would be created by Rosemont Mine or new taxes collected from Augusta if real 
copper prices remain strong, but whether those jobs match the skill set of the local 
labor force?  Will the jobs upgrade local skills, provide training, and offer safe, 
steady, and remunerative employment or will it bring in outsiders to fill the slots?  
Will the mine provide an economic stimulus to communities suffering from high 
unemployment, like Nogales and Patagonia or will it stimulate our migration?  Will 
the mine help turn distressed communities into economically vibrant ones by 
significantly benefiting local businesses or primarily enrich foreign entrepreneurs 
and investors?  Will the mine create local businesses, especially ones catering to 
local and regional needs?  Is an open pit mine and its related processing facilities 
compatible with local community values and the economic foundation that supports 
local communities, e.g., ranching, tourism, recration, and holistic helath service?  
How will change impact the community's and region's culture?  What are likely to be 
some of the unintended consequences on local communities and economies if 
Augusta's financial model turns out to be faulty and/or copper prices take a big hit?

Individual

2258 2 Many jobs are greatly needed in the tucson areas and surrounding towns.Individual

2284 28 On 2/11 2007 the Sonoran Desert Insitution release their Final mining study. The 
study says if the mines 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. Augusta Resources tries to gain public approval of the mine by 
advertising the jobs and tax revenue for both the state of Arizona and the Fed's. Does 
the study take into account the loss of tourism dollars and land

Individual

2288 17 The Rosemont Copper Mine will have a logistical impact that seems out of 
proportion to the 494 jobs it is estimated to provide. This will not be a major 
employer.

Individual
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2300 1 To be brief, regardless of the project tonnage of precious metals to be extracted, the 
several hundred jobs created, and numerous other eonomic benefits to be had from 
this project, it still represents short term gain and long term loss to Pima County, 
Arizona and this country.

Individual

2310 3 What does it provide Americans, your "customers", except short-term, unreliable 
jobs?

Individual

2321 3 TOURISM LASTS A LIFETIME IN ARIZONA. THAT WHAT WE DEPEND ON. 
Mining jobs are for approximately for 20 years depending on the amount of WATER 
that there is. What are your plans for jobs that all the rest of Arizona has lost due to 
the negative impacts from the Mining?

Individual

2338 12 The few jobs that Augusta claims (350) will more than likely last only for a short 
while, as mining jobs tend to do,

Individual

2362 7 Sure there will be jobs for people but I believe that cleaner technology could also 
provide jobs for the residents of southeastern AZ.

Individual

2364 7 It is estimated that the mine will employ 500 full time employees. Where will they 
come from? The residents of the Sonoita/Elgin area are comprised primarily of three 
types of people: 1) ranchers whose families in many cases have lived in the area for 
generations, 2) college educated professionals who are either retired or already have 
good jobs in Tucson, Sierra Vista, or Fort Huachuca, and 3) highly motivated and 
very successful contractors, who are intelligent, self-educated individuals. I doubt 
very seriously that any of these people are interested in employment at the mine. 
Consequently, where will the employees come from, where will they live, and how 
will they travel to and from the mine?

Individual

2381 29 Augustas states that it will provide plus or minus five hundred new jobs to the 
economy of Pima County. I would suggest that may not be as easy as they think. For 
example, the Sierrita Mine will interview eight people for a job opening, of the eight, 
five people cannot pass the drug test and the other three are shocked when told that 
they would have to do shift work and get their hands dirty!
Stillwater Mining reports that it is losing money simply because it cannot recruit and 
retain miners.Other companies report the same problems (see Galore Creek Report). 
Augusta should pay heed to this problem when it makes such glowing statements.

Individual

2382 3 Weighing the pros and cons is very difficult. I love the scenic Santa Rita mts. But the 
need to keep jobs and produce resources in our own country is also very important.

Individual

2392 7 It is estimated that the mine will employ 500 full time employees. Where will they 
come from? The residents of the Sonoita/Elgin area are comprised primarily of three 
types of people: 1) ranchers whose families in many cases have lived in the area for 
generations, 2) college educated professionals who are either retired or already have 
good jobs in Tucson, Sierra Vista, or Fort Huachuca, and 3) highly motivated and 
very successful contractors, who are intelligent, self-educated individuals. I doubt 
very seriously that any of these people are interested in employment at the mine. 
Consequently, where will the employees come from, where will they live, and how 
will they travel to and from the mine?

Individual

2399 1 Arizona & Pima County are loosing jobs every month. 
Tucson, Pima County & Arizona are operating in the red and the politicians don't 
have a clue how to fix it.

Individual
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2399 4 We need this mine, we need the jobsIndividual

2416 1 Tucson needs "skilled labor jobs" 
I am a 2nd generation Tucsonan, As a young girl I remember tucson was known for 
the 3 C's: cotton, copper, and cattle. Labor costs, environmental concerns, water, and 
competition were all factors in the 3 C's in tucson going away.

Tucson has turned itself into nothing more than a service city. And we have 
increased our crime rate which is higher than new york. There are more gangs, drugs, 
and problems have increased with the border. 

We need jobs to offer our young citizens. Jobs that pay more than the service 
industry would start making a change for the better.

Individual

2437 1 I believe the Rosemont Copper Project would provide much needed employment for 
the area.

Individual

2443 3 What does it provide Americans, your "customers", except short-term, unreliable 
jobs?

Individual

2467 3 I do not believe that the number of jobs created will balance the depletion of our 
ground water.

Individual

2468 1 Having lived in Green Valley for 9+ years and visiting here every winter for five 
years before that, I'm well aware of the impact of mining on our communities. For 
most of the years we've lived here, the mine has been minimally staffed and largely 
non-productive until recent months when the price of copper improved; many of the 
people from whom we obtain services had family members who are employed in the 
mines and they experience a lot of uneasiness about when and for how long they'll be 
working this time! It would be very little different for the Rosemont mine so the fact 
that SOME jobs will be provided to "boost this area's economy" bears no validity 
from my perspective.

Individual

2470 16 3] How does this project impact the astronomy work performed by numerous 
universities on Mt. Hopkins? How will the light, dust, and daily explosions affect 
their future? Will those high-paying, high-tech jobs of tomorrow be lost? Augusta 
talks about job creation and economic benefits of this project, but what about the 
negative affect on the Rosemont Valley that is heavily used by birders, mountain 
bikers, hikers, campers, hunters,horse-back riders, and tourists? How will the jobs 
associated with these activities be replaced?

Individual

2470 19 3] How does this project impact the astronomy work performed by numerous 
universities on Mt. Hopkins? How will the light, dust, and daily explosions affect 
their future? Will those high-paying, high-tech jobs of tomorrow be lost? Augusta 
talks about job creation and economic benefits of this project, but what about the 
negative affect on the Rosemont Valley that is heavily used by birders, mountain 
bikers, hikers, campers, hunters,horse-back riders, and tourists? How will the jobs 
associated with these activities be replaced?

Individual

2540 3 My main concerns:
Devastation of an already declining local work force- People would surely rather 
work for mine image than locally at business here in Sonoita.

Individual
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2557 1 We really need these jobs and the environmental impact seems negligible.Individual

2590 3 The objections are primarily based on emotion and ignore the fact that Augusta is 
proposing a facility that will create 500 great jobs.

Individual

2593 46 Second, the proposed positive economic benefits of the mines should be evaluated 
carefully.
-How many people will actually be employed locally?
-Where will new employees live?
-What is the breakedown by type of job and salary?

Organization

2617 3 We own and live on 34 acres just a few miles north of the proposed Rosemont mine 
and are deeply concerned with the devestating effect that this project would have on: 
our livelihood

Individual

2620 10 Forget employment opportunity - very few entry level jobs. Only skilled people with 
experience and expertise need apply. They're either already working under a new 
USW labor contract or at Safford which is supplying free housing as an incentive.

Business

2623 2 Will provide job opportunties for southern ArizonaIndividual

2623 3 Provide technical training for employeesIndividual

2623 4 create {illegible} jobs through expansion and/or establishment of local businesses.Individual

2627 2 The mine would create jobs for the people they desperately need around Tucson and 
Sonoita area. The Rosemont mine will be a tremendous help for us.

Individual

2633 7 And the employment provided is limited as far as doing a great deal for the state's 
economy.

Individual

2634 13 There is not a single copper mine in the world that has not left poverty in it's wake.Business

2635 1 San Manuel is a good example of what comes from this wonderful mining. How 
many people are still there working

Individual

2635 5 Do a few jobs make this much difference?Individual

2636 4 I am in favor of the Rosemont Copper Project for the following reasons.  Provide 
good paying jobs now when our economy is struggling

Individual

2650 9 With a projected pay roll of $29,000,000 and the employment of 500 individuals the 
projects stands to positively impact Pima County. More importantly for me is the 
estimated 1,200 indirect jobs provided for suppliers to the project.

Individual

2652 2 I believe that opening this mine  will boost the unemployment rate. There is a lot of 
people out of work.

Individual

2655 16 So, while the proposed Augusta mine would add some mining jobs, it could 
adversely affect existing jobs in Tucson, and hurt Tucson's chances for attracting 
new employers.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 96 of 189



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Socioeconomics

Job Creation / Loss

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

06

2656 3 It also results in the employment of talented American citizens with special training 
and expertise in the mining electrical, mechanical, fields, etc..  These wages generate 
taxes to be paid in the US and their wages are of hard currency coming from a 
foreign country; we should cultivate that.

Individual

2662 12 The amount of money that is potentially gained from 500 jobs, not all of which will 
be filled by Arizonans, does not seem like compensation enough for the money they 
will be making from removal of the natural minerals from the Forest.

Individual

2663 7 Since jobs are once again being used as “proof” this is necessary – why don’t you get 
busy and allow some clean industry, such as wind and solar power, to use Tucson as 
their base and create some jobs that are actually good for all of us.

Individual

2664 1 I am writing to request the U.S. Forest Service to give consideration to the following 
socio-economic issues relating to the application of the Rosemont Copper Company 
to develop the Rosemont Mine south of Tucson
* The Rosemont Copper Project will bring to Tucson approximately 450 new 
medium to high income jobs. Most new jobs in Tucson have been low income. In 
addition to the direct jobs from Rosemont, there is about a 2 to 3 times the amount of 
secondary jobs created as a result of employees sending their income in the 
community. There are further high paying jobs as a result of local businesses 
providing goods and services to support the mine operations. Please look at the 
financial impact of the Rosemont Copper Project to the economy of Tucson.

Individual

2669 2 The benefits being promised by the proponents of the Rosemont Copper Project are 
short term. Jobs  will be gone in 25 years.

Individual

2682 12 Let the truth be known that their estimate of jobs is overstated - today's huge mining 
equipment and automation very few jobs would be available?

Individual

2683 38 the one and only valid reason for allowing this mine came from the people who 
wanted to see more jobs created.

Individual

2686 13 The only argument I've heard that makes sense is that jobs would be created. True. 
But there are other ways to create jobs that will not destroy a National Forest.

Individual

2688 1 It has been broadly reported by the Augusta Corporations Personnel Relations 
Department that project will make millions of dollars for the investors in the mine 
and will create 492 jobs. The jobs are reported to average $59,000 per annum but 
that includes the lucrative salaries for management, thus the pay for the miners will 
be considerably less than that much touted amount.

Organization

2698 11 Direct Jobs - About 500 "good" mining jobs for about 19 years are predicted by the 
mine planners. Except for a handful of supervisors, I suspect that the really high 
salary jobs will be in Vancover, Augusta headquarters.

Business

2698 12 Indirect jobs -business for local mining equipment suppliers. I would generously 
estimate that would provide 200 jobs for the 19 year mine life. Perhaps an equal 
number of construction jobs for buildings and road/utility/water infastraucture would 
be created during the early yeasrs of the mine.

Business

2724 13 The jobs Augusta is promising are unsustainable jobs - a boom bust economy likelyIndividual
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2726 11 Direct Jobs - About 500 "good" mining jobs for about 19 years are predicted by the 
mine planners. Except for a handful of supervisors, I suspect that the really high 
salary jobs will be in Vancover, Augusta headquarters.

Business

2726 12 Indirect jobs -business for local mining equipment suppliers. I would generously 
estimate that would provide 200 jobs for the 19 year mine life. Perhaps an equal 
number of construction jobs for buildings and road/utility/water infastraucture would 
be created during the early yeasrs of the mine.

Business

2729 1 It has been broadly reported by the Augusta Corporations Personnel Relations 
Department that project will make millions of dollars for the investors in the mine 
and will create 492 jobs. The jobs are reported to average $59,000 per annum but 
that includes the lucrative salaries for management, thus the pay for the miners will 
be considerably less than that much touted amount.

Organization

2751 2 It will provide many jobs for the hungry mouths to feed.Individual

2754 9 While jobs will be created, the company profits (and likely the copper as well) will 
go outside the USA to Canada, Japan, and India.

Individual

2763 11  No amount of “local jobs” provided would compensate for the blatant thievery of 
these resources or for the destruction of the land and of the lifestyles of the residents 
directly affected.

Individual

2764 6 In concert with providing 500 fulltime jobs and $29million in salaries the project 
demonstrates how valuable the project can be to the area.

Individual

2764 9 As a supplier to the mining industry I am all too familiar with the multitude of 
regulations overseeing a mine project. The commitment by Augusta to follow or 
exceed these requirements demonstrates the industry can be proactive on 
environmental issues while at the same time providing good paying jobs for up to 
1700 individuals at the mine and with a number of companies supporting the project.

Individual

5012 29 HOW WOULD THE MINE AFFECT THE ECONOMY?
-The jobs Augusta is promising are unsustainable jobs-A BOOM BUST economy 
likely.

Organization

5273 1 Rosemont will provide high paying jobs in Pima County - which is supported by 
taxpayer flooded operations.  Pima County has lost over 1000 jobs to date.

Individual

5276 4 ENGINEERING FIRMS & THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA ARE INVOLVED 
IN THE PROCESS OF MAKING THIS MINE WORK FOR MANY YEARS, 
PROVIDING 500 JOBS @ $59,000/year  AVERAGE SALARY.

Individual

5278 2 I am in favor of mining copper at the Rosemont copper project it will create jobs, 
make us less dependant on foreign countrys for our copper.

Individual

6713 1 In addition, I'd like to point out a few of the key benefits the Rosemont Mine will 
bring. Number one, it will employ 500 people directly, with an average salary of 
around $60,000 per year. Indirectly, that will account for another 1200 jobs for 
contractors and suppliers. So total employment will be around, for this area, about 
1700 people. So that relates to about for this area about $250 million in revenue. 
And that comes in the forms of salaries. It comes in the form of supplies and 
materials for the mine, but an annual base of about $250 million

Individual
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6724 2 Again, I'm afraid we'll watch the corporation do everything in its power to ensure 
that workers are not unionized, keeping wages and benefits as low as possible.

Individual

6731 1 Since I have worked at Rosemont, they have given me and my family great 
opportunity.  And I have been able to make a good living working for them.

Individual

6731 3 On behalf of myself and my family, we feel that Rosemont Copper should be able to 
mine the Rosemont deposit.  It will bring good jobs and great opportunities to many 
people here and surrounding areas.

Individual

6745 1 Rosemont Copper has identified a resource -- a natural resource that will produce 
jobs.

Individual

6746 1 And I believe that Rosemont Mine is the first significant business opportunity that 
came to this region since 1978 when IBM -- since 1978 when IBM moved in.

Individual

6749 2 I know the mine does bring a few good jobs, in general they pay well.  But what they 
leave behind is pollution, a dead land, and a raped landscape, and I do not want to 
see that happen to my home.

Individual

6750 3 We keep hearing about the jobs Rosemont will bring.  The price of these jobs will be 
lower property values, a degradation of our air quality, our quality of life, and an 
unacceptable blight to our beautiful mountains.

Individual

6751 1 I feel that the construction of this mine, what few jobs it will bring to the area for the 
19 years that they're expected to be function, certainly will never replace the tourist 
industry that we depend on here.  Our business basically deals with the fact that 
people come to the Sonoita area because of its beauty, the nature, the wineries, the 
bird watching, and just in general a very pristine and very beautiful area.

Individual

6761 1 I think this mine will generate several needed jobs in the area.  And they're going to 
do it in a environmentally responsible manner.

Business

6761 3 I believe we have a chance to develop a modern, environmentally friendly mine with 
the potential to generate several jobs for southern Arizona.

Since I have been back I have had a chance to talk t a lot of my high school buddies 
and people that I have known, and my cousins I have grown up with.  And the lack 
of jobs in Arizona concerns me.  So this will be a chance to generate jobs for future 
generations.

Business

6774 1 My job is to match people with jobs, and jobs for people.  I work for Resource MFG 
in Tucson as an account executive.  We need jobs, well-paying, manufacturing and 
mining type positions.  Rosemont Copper will be offering these types of positions.  
And we need to take a look at the U.S. to stop outsourcing the mining and 
manufacturing positions that we currently have available.

Business
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6774 3 I have met with high schools, colleges, tech schools, and the universities of Arizona, 
and have received an enthusiastic interest in Rosemont Copper.  Most recently I have 
met with Davis-Monthan Air Force Base regarding positions for our returning 
service men and women who want to make their home in the Southwest.  The mine 
can offer jobs and these careers for our returning vets.  

What has more impact, the mine, or the impact of our returning vets when they will 
not be able to feed and clothe their children, or be able to support them 
economically?

Business

6785 1 And I want to address the subject of something green.  And I'm not talking about the 
green sludge that will run  off the tainted mine pilings into our groundwater, I'm 
talking about money.  They talk jobs.  I was just driving up and down Sahuarita 
Road and I saw ASARCO miners on strike for quite some time because their wages 
hadn't been increased in years, and they were losing their benefits.  So I can't imagine 
that Augusta is going to be kinder to their employees than ASARCO folks were.

Government

6804 1 When the Rosemont proposal was first introduced in an article in the Arizona Daily 
Star on June 24th, 2006, quoted Jamie Sturgess stating that the mine would employ 
an estimated 350 people. In the minutes from the meeting by the committee on 
National Resources held February 4th, 2007, Mr. Sturgess stated the number of jobs 
had grown to 400, with an average annual wage of $59,000 per year. On April 13th, 
2008, an article by the Arizona Daily Star stated the mine executives stated the mine 
will create 500 new jobs. Which number is correct?

Individual

6817 2 Rosemont is a world class deposit which will supply approximately 10 percent of the 
U.S.copper production for the next 18 years, directly employing some 500 people, 
and contributing $250 million to the Arizona economy annually.

Individual

6817 4 And there's been some confusion on the number of people, and I apologize for the, 
'cause the project itself employs 500 people; the mine employs 350  and the process 
plant will employ about 150, making the total of 500 employees.

Individual

6822 2 I would also like to address or to make comments about the social issues that have 
been raised regarding our Iraqi war veterans and their need for jobs in such places as 
mines. My brother-in-law served two tours of duty in Iraq, first during the initial 
invasion and has a meritous service medal and Army commendation and a combat 
action badge. He is also diagnosed with posttraumatic stress disorder and I cannot 
imagine that he would want to drive one of the large mining trucks after being hit by 
an IED during the war.

For anyone such as the woman who testified twice to imply that we need these jobs 
in copper mines for our vets is insane. To make any sort of implication that people 
who are against this mine or any mining might not be patriotic is using a situation 
unfairly.

Individual

6832 4 America needs cooper, Arizona needs the income, Tucson and the area needs the 
jobs, and the tax base.

Individual

6834 11 As near as I can tell, the only plus would be the 450 or so jobs that they would 
provide.

Individual
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6835 3 As for the 256 million odd dollars that's supposed to come into the economy, I guess 
in the old days someone like Ray Carroll would be happy to have it come in, but 
now, apparently from the meeting, when my brother-in-law and my sister come back 
from their two tours of duty from Iraq, I'll send them to Ray Carroll's office and 
maybe he can get them a job 'cause nobody else will give them a job.

Individual

6843 2 I grew up here, and I'm really for the project because it will bring plenty of jobs to 
the area, and training opportunities for several people. I've seen what Tucson has 
experienced over the last couple of years with the construction industry and I have a 
lot of friends who would really like to have an opportunity to work there and a lot of 
people I haven't spoken to in a long time have approached me. I hope we can do that 
to open the mine.

Individual

6844 1 Mining has provided good paying jobs.Individual

6852 1 I'm concerned that opponents to the mine are turning a blind eye on a potential for 
good paying jobs and millions of dollars flowing into the city, county, and state and 
federal coffers.

Individual

6861 3 The boost to the local economy -- my two brothers still live on the property and the 
youngest one said, "Dang, I might get a job there. That would be great to only go 
three four miles down the road and then have a job, a good paying job."

Individual

6873 17 Pollution, air pollution from operations, increased particulate matter into the air we 
breathe, as well as fossil fuel emissions all need to be fully analyzed. Noise 
pollution; light pollution, impacting astronomical observatories; potential for water 
pollution, both surface and groundwater pollution; recreation and aesthetics, impacts 
to quality recreational opportunities on our public lands, hiking, camping, hang 
gliding, hunting, et cetera; impacts to scenic view shed along the scenic highway; 
and the economic -- we've seen the boom and bust cycle here in Arizona many times 
before, and any economic benefit will inevitably be short-term, not long-term. The 
EIS should also analyze the loss of jobs upon the closure of the mine after 20 years 
or so.

Organization

6896 2 The mine would bring badly needed jobs and prosperity to a very isolated area that 
has a long history of copper mining.

Individual

6930 3 The area they want is near where our favorite mts canyon and hiking area where they 
are luring people with the offer of 500 mining jobs. Kids where I taught thought that 
was great, but they don't live near one mine where the trees don't grow as before and 
dust is abounded and arsenic and other chemicals from mining operation is in the 
soil and water. They had to get new drinking wells in our area because of the 
polution.

Individual

6950 1 Arizona has long been pro-mining.  This is evidenced by the number of mines and 
smelters that exist throughout the state.  The mining industry has provided jobs in the 
state and it can be argued that these jobs have helped other businesses within the 
surrounding local community and Arizona at large.

Individual

6953 1 I believe that mining creates jobs and makes use of the lands resources.Individual

6958 2 We are excited to for them and especially the jobs they will be providing in this 
strugglling Arizona economy.  A project like of this magnitude is what brings hope 
and progress.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 101 of 189



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Socioeconomics

Job Creation / Loss

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

06

6982 6 Those in Charge of the Rosemont Project have never deniede any of the negative 
effects caused by copper mining. They only keep using jobs as the carrot on the 
stick. Southeastern Arizona is growing and other jobs are becoming available with 
companies that won't destroy our lives and landscape in the process.

Individual

6994 4 Jobs are needed, as are the minerals.Individual

6998 1 The few jobs this mine might create are temporary.Individual

7002 6 Those in Charge of the Rosemont Project have never deniede any of the negative 
effects caused by copper mining. They only keep using jobs as the carrot on the 
stick. Southeastern Arizona is growing and other jobs are becoming available with 
companies that won't destroy our lives and landscape in the process.

Individual

7008 18 Augusta may provide a few hundred jobs for a decade or two.  But at what cost?Individual

7009 2 Growing up in the Patagonia Elgin Sonoita area, I know that the only way for most 
of the young people in the area is illegal activity.  Most families in the Patagonia area 
are on welfare.  the ones that leave are the ones that find semi success.   the 
Rosemont mine would provide jobs for these people and make the economy and  and 
way of life better.

Individual

7018 1 We as a country must utilize our natural resource of basic materials in order to 
maintain our world leadership and provide quality jobs for our people.

Individual

7034 1 The Rosemont mine would be a good idea if it were not for several factors:

-The company who wishes to start it is not owned by an American Company.  
Therefore, most of the money made by this company will not stay in the United 
States in a time when jobs are badly needed.  We may be on the verge of a 
depression.  What is to happen to the employees of this mine if it were to go 
bankrupt?  Are they to loose their homes?  Are they guaranteed to get retirement 
pay?  Or does that count with a non-American company?

Individual

7034 8 I'm just wondering… is there anything that would benefit the state of Arizona 
besides a few jobs coming from this mine?  The copper would have probably be 
exported and the profit would go to wherever the mother company is based.  (I think 
I heard this company is based in England)  Is the mine to receive tax breaks or are 
they to pay real taxes like the so-called "little people" who would work in the mine?  
If they are to pay "real taxes" that would help Arizona.  If not, they would just be 
sucking us dry.  Pun intended.

Individual

7034 10 Are the owners of the Rosemont mine willing to spend enough money to pay for 
decent homes (NOT mobile homes or, as they call them today, "pre-built" homes.)  
that have at least a 25 year warranty that the employees can purchase on their 
salaries?  You can't run a business without workers, and you can't have workers 
without homes to live in.  Forcing them to live in substandard housing is just plain 
wrong.  But I suppose that doesn't matter to the wealthy, does it?

Individual

7043 4 4. The only benefit would be employment but this would be negated by the lost water 
and the assault on the environment.

Individual
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7049 1 I would like to add my comments on the proposed Rosemont copper mine in the 
Santa Rita mountains.

My specific point is on the alleged creation of jobs in southern Arizona.

At the present time the Fremont mine, the old Phelps Dodge mine, in Merencie, is 
opening up  new mines North of Safford, Arizona.  If anything there is a labor 
market that can not meet their needs.  Anyone interested in working for the mines 
can easily find employment without a new facility in the rosmaont faflley,

Individual

7049 3 If creating jobs is one of the issues in authorizing mining in the very valuable area, 
then other employers, with a much better historical record of supporting the 
community and there employers would be more appropriate.

Individual

7061 2 Currently, all you hear on the news is about the recession, high gas prices and the 
shrinking job market. Now we, in this state, have the chance to put good jobs out 
there, just like Mr. Ford did in the Great Depression.

Individual

7064 5 What it will do is add jobs to an economy that sorely needs them.Individual

7065 3 To provide over 500 jobs that pay on average more than $50,000 a year is only the 
tip of the iceberg.

Business

7066 4 2. I suggest the critics who doubt  Rosemonts statements about wages and benefits 
survey the Freeport-Phelps Dodge Sierrita operation. Rosemont can't hope to attract 
and retain employees if they are not competitive with wages and benefits - and their 
competition Sierrita  whose jobs are amongst the best paying jobs in the Tucson 
area - indeed - in all southern Arizona.

Individual

7066 7 There are literally thousands of people who have benefited from direct copper 
employment and indirect employment supplying the mines.

Individual

7067 18 13. Will the workforce of the proposed operation at Rosemont be able to been drawn 
from the local community? If not, what impact would imported workers and their 
families have of the community's infrastructure?

Individual

7070 1 1) I have no doubt that the mine will provide some jobs; I suspect it will also attract 
more people to Tucson seeking jobs.

Individual

7070 7 7) Those in support of the mine cite mainly the imprtance of jobs for the local 
economy; thus, they are willing to trade jobs for a marvelous mountain range. Are 
there limits to this philosophy? Should he Grand Canyon be ruined in order to 
provide uranium mining jobs? If Molybdenum is discovered in Yellowstone, is it 
worth destroying that for the jobs?

Individual

7071 1 The Rosemont Mine would bring temporary jobs and would eradicate this copper 
from the national strategic resources base. One of our few resources will be gone for 
a short term gain. 
Copper is now a strategic resource that we can bank for more benefit in the future. If 
this one remains in the ground, we retain a strategic resource for our nation.

Individual

7072 6 We do not need 500 outside jobs, and 200 trucks per day, and a permanently spoiled 
water system.

Individual
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7081 1 It makes no sense for a nation that uses as much copper as we do to ban the mining 
of copper within our own boundaries so we can buy copper from other countries.

It also makes no sense for Southern Arizona's elected officials in Congress and 
elected officials of Pima County to discourage the injection of hundreds of long-
term, good-paying jobs into our local economy.

A summer job in 1955 as an underground miner in the Sunshine Mine in Kellogg, 
Idaho, gave me the financial help I needed to graduate a year later from the 
University of Idaho. I'm sure the Rosemont mine will do the same for Southern 
Arizona college students and provide full-time jobs for their parents.

Individual

7103 2 I'm sorry about the tardiness of my comment, but I do hope it still counts. I wanted to 
briefly remind you that all mines have a "life of mine", and many Arizona mines are 
nearing that end of life. I've heard people comment that there are already enough 
copper mines in Arizona, but what they don't realize, is that mines will be closing 
and the devistating effect that the loss of jobs will have on our economy. With 
Rosemont, there will be the opportunity to employ those that are affected and keep 
Arizona's economy strong. Regardless of what the "NIMBY" neighbors say, Arizona 
is one of the very few states in the US that has mineable copper reserves and the time 
has come that we stop importing 40
% of copper needs from foreign sources.

Individual

7124 2 In addition, Rosemont will encourage economic development in the region with 
skilled jobs, it will encourage tourism and support reclamation efforts of abandoned 
mines at the site.

Business

7129 5 Augusta has not made a promise of hiring existing local workers. They have refused 
to specify how many jobs there will be and the distribution of pay.

Individual

7129 17 6. Economic stability and sustainability
Mining provides neither economic stability nor sustainability because minerals 
become depleted, and metals markets are volatile. Jobs provided by the mine are only 
temporary, and employment may fluctuate greatly due to market movement. The 
mine will destabilize the local economy.

Individual

7151 21 Second, the proposed positive economic benefit of the mines should be evaluated 
carefully. 
How many people will actually be employed locally?
Where will new employees live?
What will be the cost of additional services provided by local governments?
What is the breakdown by type of job and salary?
Does the infrastructure exist in communities like Vail and Corona de Tucson to 
accommodate an influx of workers who want to live close to the mine?
Who will pay for the necessary changes in those communities.

Organization

7158 2 I support the mine project mainly because it will create jobs in southern Arizona.Individual
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7163 55 What percentage of travel and tourism-related spending would the proposed mine, 
and other proposed mines in the region, cost this sector of  the economy?
What will be the balance of economic benefit vs. cost of numerous proposed mines 
on the Coronado National Forest?
How much of the economic benefit from the proposed mine would stay in the United 
States, as opposed to benefitting foreign companies and countries?
How will a resurgence of hardrock mining on the CNF impact tourism, recreational 
and other travel-based influxes of money into local economies?
How will a resurgence of hardrock mining impact surrounding land values?
Upon mine closure, how will the loss of jobs impact the local and regional economy?

Organization

7168 3 I am sending this message in support of the Rosemont Mining Project in southern 
Arizona and am certain that stimulation of our economy and job availability will 
benefit our community.

Individual

7172 3 I support Rosemont mine. It is good for the economy and for jobs in southern az.Individual

7183 2 Some are pushing for it because they feel that it will provide new and highly paying 
jobs. That is not true.

The company is owned by Canadians and the financing will be coming from Japan. 
Even in the planning stages, the mine will be manned by foreigners who will 
doubtless be sending most of their salaries out of the US. After it is up and running, 
the best paying jobs will be reserved for top executives from Canada and Japan.

Individual

7196 3 The mining industry often cites jobs as a reason to sustain or even roll back the 
regulatory status quo with respect to hardrock mining, claiming that additional 
protections for the public or the environment will be a burden to mining companies 
and will result in significant job losses.

Employment Statistics for Arizona, 1993-2002
Jobs gained, all sectors:  680,100
Metal mining jobs lost:   4,856
2002 total jobs, all sectors: 2,265,000
2002 metal mining jobs:    4,820

Nationally, government data suggest that mining jobs may be threatened most by the 
mining industry's own efforst to increase productivity by replacing jobs with 
machines. EWG analyzed reports from the U.S. Geological Survey and the Bureau of 
Labor's Mine Health and Safety Administration for production and employment in 
gold, silver, copper, platinum, uranium and molybdenum mining -- the six types of 
hardrock mining that employ the most workers in the U.S. The data revealed that 
from 1983 to 2002, there has been a general decline in the number of jobs per metric 
ton of minerals produced in the hardrock mining industry.

These figures indicate that hardrock mining is becoming increasingly automated, 
with fewer workers required to produce the same amount of metal.

Individual
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7196 4 The mining industry's argument about job losses also assumes that the hardrock 
mining industry is a vital contributor to the payrolls and economies of western states. 
But federal data show that as Arizona's economy has expanded and diversified over 
the past decade, the importance of mining as an economic force in the state has 
plummeted. According to data from the Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS 2004) and 
the Mine Safety and Health Administration (MSHA 2004):

Over the past 10 years, for every one job lost in the metal mining industry, the state 
has gained 140 new jobs in a diverse range of industries.

In the 10 years from 1993 through 2002, Arizona's payroll grew by 680,100 jobs - 83 
times the average number of people employed by the state's entire metal mining 
industry over those years.

In 2002 Arizona's payroll was 2,265,000 jobs strong, only 4,820 of which were 
claimed by the state's metal mining industry, or just 1 of every 470 jobs.

Individual

7196 6 It has been stated by both sides that it will be either a boon or a bust for employment. 
I propose that more extensive research be given to either employment lost or gained. 
Will you research this out further? It appears from many sources that mining jobs 
gained are not worth the jobs lost.

Individual

7198 2 The project will also provide a significant number of family-wage level jobs and 
generate significant state, local and federal taxes.

Organization

7198 4 When in full operation, the mine will directly employ approximately 500 people for 
at least 19 years. Mining jobs cover a wide range of skills, training and education 
and are among the highest paying jobs in the Western U.S. There will be 
approximately 1,000 jobs available over the first 18 months to build the mine 
facilities. In addition, the mine will be directly respnsible for at least another 1,000 
indirect service and support jobs. These jobs will be related to goods and services 
provided for mine operations and many of the vendors providing these goods and 
services will be in the local area.

Organization

7200 21 Any new jobs created by the mine will likely be more than offset by the significant 
impact of the mine on recreational and scenic values.

Organization

7202 3 3. Where will employees of the Mine and their families come from? Where will they 
live on $59,000/year? If workers are new to the area, how will the additional children 
of these families impact the schools? What is the impact of these additional people 
on water, transportation, healthcare, emergency medical services and the economy?

Individual

7253 46 Second, the proposed positive economic benefits of the mines should be evaluated 
carefully.
-How many people will actually be employed locally?
-Where will new employees live?
-What will be the cost of additional services provided by local governments?
-What is the breakedown by type of job and salary?

Organization
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7254 2 The argument that this would be good economically and would bring jobs seems 
bogus to me.  In reality there are not enough qualified people in the area to man such 
an operation, so employees would have to be imported, thus adding population 
strains in housing, schools, roads, police and fire protection, and most importantly to 
a limited water supply.  But then, you must know all of this!

Individual

7272 6 Add to the above, that this mine will only employ 327 people and a mine life of 18.2 
years.

Individual

7282 6 This mine, if built, will be seen from many miles away and their tailings will actually 
be located in the backyard of an existing neighborhood on Coronado National Forest 
property. Additionally, per their feasebility study, the mine will be "working two 12-
hour shifts per day, seven days per week, 52 weeks per year". Property values in 
Sonoita, Patagonia and all of the surrounding areas, for hundreds of miles will 
plummet. Add to the above, that this mine will only employ 327 people and a mine 
life of 18.2 years.

Government

7314 6 3. Significant Employers Mine Plan of Operation P8
The MPO lists Silverbell mine 75 miles NW of the project. It has 4 open pits, and 
other plant facilities on 18,000 acres. It lists a solvent extraction plants, and various 
other area. It lists employee of 125. 
The Mission Complex consists of a few properties near Sahuarita has the Mission 
Mine pit 2.5 miles long by 1.5 miles wide on 20,000 acres. It lists 188 employees.
The Sierrita Mine, one of the largest in the area (but does not list the size) employees 
750. The mine produces 750. It produces copper, moly, and rhenium. It has solvent 
extraction and electrowinning plant (SW/EW plant), a concentrator and moly 
roasting plant.
My question is this-How can the proposed Rosemont Copper mine with a pit only 1 
mile wide or so, on aprox 4,415 acres (p9) , a SX/EW plant, and no roaster will 
produce an annual 500 jobs?(p9) If this is a calculation of the balancing act the 
Forest weight, it seems as if the Forest must compare this to experienced operating 
mines very carefully to determine if the employee count is accurate.

Individual

7332 2 I am a business owner born and raised in Tucson. I highly approve the mine for the 
following reasons:

Much needed boost for Pima County and Southern Arizona economy not to mention 
the much needed boost for the American economy.
This mine will not only employ local residence but all non mine support from 
business', people  and suppliers who will be utilized in supporting the operation of 
this mine will also create jobs.

Business

7340 7 Agusta claims 350 jobs, bur minning jobs are transitory as part of the minning bust 
and boom cycle. In reality, the mine will recreate opportunities and the jobs that 
depend on them  will be lost forever.

Individual
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7364 2 Plans for Phase II of Development of this retreat/conference center are now being 
but on hold due to the mine proposal. This means that additional jobs and 
construction opportunities are also in danger, as are the numerous businesses that 
currently offer services to this multi-million dollar operation.

The mine may bring jobs to the area, but it will also result in millions of dollars in 
lost jobs and business revenue from the Epona Center alone, not to mention all the 
other tourist-based businesses in the Sonoita/Patagonia area.

Individual

7371 11 Those opposing the mine have spent their own money & time to gather FACTS, 
INFORMATION TO BE EDUCATED IN THE MINING PROCESS & IT'S 
NEGATIVE EFFECTS ON THE ENVIRONMENT & ECONOMY OF THE AREA 
AS A WHOLE. While the mine operations have bussed citizens in with the lure of 
possible jobs, to speak for the mine. Jobs that if it goes as Augusta says it will, will 
be gone in 19 yrs. And they will be left looking for jobs and the mines mess to live 
with.

Individual

7396 2 This operation will provide jobs and income to the southern Arizona area, and needs 
to be built.

Individual

7398 2 I believe it would bring quality jobs that would be very positive for the area. We live 
next to Freeport McMoRan and see all the contractors employee, suppliers which are 
mostly out of Tucson going to and fro. I don't know how much od a direct and 
indirect impact it has on the Tucson economy, but it must be substantial. To my 
knowledge there hasn't been this large of new industry start up in Tucson in along 
time.

In conclusion I would be very much in favor of the mine and the positive economic 
impact the mine would bring to the area.

Individual

7419 12 There is no amount of money or jobs that can ever outweigh the arguments against 
destroying this beautiful land or risking the lives of the citzens and wildlife in order 
to blast this pit in the ground.

Individual

7434 7 A 20-year commitment of jobs for some, along with a legacy of loss of water quality, 
depleted aquifers, and tremendous destruction of the scenic beauty of our Santa Rita 
Mountains does not seem to be a smart trade-off. We have many copper mines in 
Arizona that employ many people. I don’t believe we are obligated to destroy all 
mountains that contain copper for the short-term jobs and huge stock-holder profits 
for those at the top.

Individual

7448 10 The impact of this mine will be a long term negative on the Tucson region. The jobs 
created will be greatly outweighed by the destruction of the mine area and long 
lasting, widespread pollution of air and water.

Individual

7477 4 Most jobs will go to outsiders. This won't benefit local people.Business
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7484 5 In addition, it makes no sense for a pristine natural area to be destroyed for years to 
come, with almost no economic return to this community or even the United States. 
The mine owners are not from the U.S. and the only economic benefit locally would 
be the few local jobs that might be created. There are lots of local needs for 
construction that could provide local jobs, and that would totally benefit our 
community. How about implementing solar energy on a large scale here in our 
country?

Individual

7485 5 No amount of "local jobs" provided would compensate for the blatant theivery of 
these resources or for the destruction of the land and of the lifestyles of the residents 
directly affected.

Individual

7494 6 I believe the impacts will collectively weigh against the benefits of the mine, 
primarily the finite period of new jobs created and the County taxes generated.

Individual

7497 1 This mine is no way helps our country. Short term jobs with long strikes and layoffs.Individual

7502 1 Outside of providing jobs there is little else that is positive about allowing an open 
pit mine the size and scope of Rosemont.

Individual

7504 23 Tourism brings in a billion dollars/year, much more than the 250-500 jobs the 
Rosemont mine might create.

7508

7506 2 It brings jobs, money, and needed copper.Individual

7512 2 Santa Cruz county has one, if not the highest, unemployment rates in the state. If 
only one person was hired at the Rosemont mine, that would be a plus for S.Cruz 
county.

Individual

7518 5 Jobs- Augusta is claiming they will put 500 people to work (please check other 
mining operations of the same size and you find out the the figure is not correct and 
further more quite a few of the 500 will be corporate exec's who will not be hired 
from Tucson.

Individual

7522 8 The everlasting negative effects far outweigh the promise of local jobs.Individual

7531 4 Then listen to a Manufacturing and Process engineer speak about miners from San 
Manualbeing retrained after the mine close down there. And address the issue of 
Iraqi war veterans working in mines after the war.

Http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=k3tGqesE3AY

Individual

7532 2 The supply or good paying jobs is a big plus if this mining is approved. This states 
growth through the years has been it's mining and it should continue.

Individual

7533 7 There are only two reasons for the mine: jobs is a given. Profit for the mine.Individual
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7538 3 In summation, not allowing mining is a direct blow against trading agreements and a 
direct blow against vitality of the economy. Just today (July 1, 2008) Starbucks 
announced it is closing 600 stores because people are not buying gourmet coffee due 
to the economic hardships. We need the jobs and we need to be focused as a global 
partner - or be left behind. We are experiencing the economic slowdown now, and 
need to do everything in our power as a state and as a nation to remain as strong as 
possible. Allowing the Rosemont project to proceed will improve our economy and 
improve our trading position in the world. Let us pull back from the narrow point of 
view and do the smart thing for everyone involved. Allow Rosemont Copper to mine 
in the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

7555 5 It is a real treat to be able to stay and study at this historic ranch and get a taste of the 
West while also learning some life enriching skills from the staff and horses at the 
Epona Center. To hear that the livelihood of this entire community is being sacrified 
for a mine owned by foreign businesses seems ridiculous and short-sighted.

Individual

7555 7 If I want to see industrial waste lands, I can find that much closer to home. If I want 
to experience city life, I'd much rather spend my vacation and my money in New 
York or Washington than Tucson. 

I have always enjoyed the view along Highway 83 driving in from the Phoenix 
airport, tourism in this area will suffer greatly when visitors expecting to experience 
the history and unique beauty of the Southwest drive past the scarred landscape you 
propose. This tells us that your community does not value what it has, and so shy 
should we value it? It's easy to take our hard-earned money elsewhere. It's not going 
to be easy for the local businesses and residents that this plan will most assuredly 
betray.

Individual

7557 6 To hear the the livelihood of this entire community is being sacrificed for a mine 
owned by foreign businesses seems ridiculous and short-sighted.

Individual

7557 8 it's not going to be easy for the local businesses and residents that this plan will most 
assuredly betray.

Individual

7570 7 I can imagine that it is not going to be easy for the local businesses and residentsthat 
this plan will most assuredly betray.

Individual

7573 3 the mine will only be in operation for 30 or so years by their own estimate. The jobs 
created for such a short time is not a strong enough argument to allow the mine to 
happen.

Individual

7575 7 It's not going to be easy for the local businesses and residents that this plan will most 
assuredly betray.

Individual

7578 6 To hear that the livelihood of this entire extended community is being sacrificed for 
a mine owned by foreign businesses seems ridiculous and short-sighted.

Individual

7578 8 It's not going to be easy for the local businesses and residents that this plan will most 
assuredly betray.

Individual

7584 4 Maybe a few people down here would qualify for the few entry level jobs Augusta 
would offer but my guess is that most of them are mine specific.

Individual
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7593 5 Right now copper prices are high, which is why the mine is being proposed. They are 
driven primarily by demand by China. Thus, much of the copper will go to China - 
and the profits will go to the Canadian owners of the mine. Thus, I don't see that 
there is much in it for the United States. 
Copper is a boom and bust industry. Usually it goes bust and the taxpayer is left to 
clean up the messes they make.
There is a growing tourism industry in that area which contributes to the local 
economy (not Canada's), is not as environmentally damaging, and is likely to 
continue to grow. That is it will grow as long as the area remains attractive - which is 
why tourism is growing. An ugly open pit would destroy this natural attraction.
Augusta is holding out the carrot of jobs. Because of the boom or bust nature of the 
industry, there are many miners who need work. There is no assurance, however, that 
the jobs would go to locals or that they would be around for very long.

Individual

7617 3 Augusta is a pulic company that will hire local workersIndividual

7617 10 The jobs that will be produces are real, long term employment that will offer local 
residents the opportunity to provide for their families and maintain a decent standard 
of living for hard working Americans. 
Mining is a major industrial employer in America, both currently and historically.

Individual

7622 2 The amount of jobs producted & economic impact of many surrounding businesses 
would help make this community thrive. By bringing dollars into Southern Arizona.

Individual

7624 2 This project will benefit the state by creating jobs.Individual

7640 1 A lot of Tucson jobs still depend on mining! During tonights talks, there has been no 
mention of impact on jobs in the large Tucson mining and exploration infrastructure. 
A lot more then the proposed 500 jobs are at stake.

Individual

7804 1 When the Rosemont proposal was first introduced an article in the Arizona Daily 
Star dated 6/24/2006 quoted Jaime Sturgess stating the mine would employ an 
estimated 350 people. In the minutes from a meeting by Committee on Natural 
Resources held 2/4/2007 Mr Sturgess stated the number of jobs had grown to 400 
with an average annual wage of $59,000 per year. On 4/13/2008 in a article by the 
Arizona Daily Star the mine executives stated the mine will create 500 new jobs. 
Which number is correct?

Organization

7813 10 The temporary benefit of 500 jobs is insufficient justification for the irresponsible 
consumption of Southern Arizona's presious resources.

Individual

8592 2 The few jobs that will be derived from this project is not worth the loss of the land, 
the resources -- starting with water, not to mention the extreme disruption and 
destruction, uh, that will be invoved including all of the traffic and so forth.

Individual

8595 3 low paying jobs and only for a few years and only in the mining field.Individual

8596 2 The Tucson area is hurting for jobs, and especially good paying jobs. So I think it 
would be great.

Individual

8598 1 I think it's great we have our mountains and our clean air and our fresh water, but 
there's also a need for more industry. And, uh, I'm in favor of the copper mine down 
there because it would help with jobs and be good four our economy and it would 
just be a good thing.

Individual
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8602 1 Open the mine, we need the jobs, we need to the copper. Hold their feet on the fire 
on the environmental end.

Individual

8634 1 I'm commenting on the proposed Rosemont Mine. I believe that it's very important 
for the local economy that this mine operation be given a chance due to the potential 
that it has to create some, uh -- some of the more higher paying jobs that might be 
available in the area.

Individual

8634 3 I believe the mine can operate effectively providing good jobs for our area and not 
interfere with national security, i.e., flight patterns that are necessary for David 
Monthan Air force Base to be sustained here in Tucson. I am a military retiree, so 
obviously keeping the base here in Tucson is also near and dear to my heart. And I 
think as long as we can strike a compromise between environment and national 
defense and a successful mine operation, that, a, Rosemont should be given the 
opportunity to open up shop and create some good jobs for our area.

Individual

8638 4 There's got to be better ways to bring jobs to our economy. I think solar.Individual

8643 5 Mines come in, they promise the world. Jobs, right, I don't believe it. Temporary 
maybe, but I don't believe it.

Individual

8657 2 I went on the Rosemont tour last week I reviewed the mine plan of operations that 
Rosemont provided us at that time, and I think they've done several things very well. 
They have planned ahead in purchasing water necessary for the project. The hiring of 
direct employees and then the satellite employees will certainly help the economic 
conditions in southern Arizona. Thirdly -- which obviously then will help the local 
and state governments will benefit from that immensely. The domestic copper 
production is certainly needed. I'm glad to see us doing that in our own country. And 
lastly, because I'm a conservationalist, the physical area will be put back into a very, 
very usable condition.

Individual

8678 5 Number four, not nearly as many jobs will be provided as they would like the local 
populous to believe.  The mine will be run by a skeleton crew.  I know that because I 
have a brother who's a mining engineer in a large copper mine in the Globe/Miami 
area.

Individual

8697 2 I would really like to see the project get started because this would provide jobs and 
employment for people in the area.  I'm an electrician, and I would very much like to 
be part of it.  And I hope it takes hold.

Individual

8708 2 there's been a group from Tucson that seems to repetitively show up at these 
meetings and they seem to be promoting the fact that the 500 jobs that are going to 
be provided by this are going to have an impact on crime in Tucson, which 500 jobs 
out of what, a million people in the Tucson area is not going to have any possible, 
hardly -- any kind of impact on minimizing the crime based on joblessness in the 
area, I mean it's just a mathematical, simple arithmetic.

Individual

8715 2 I want to comment on the Rosemont Mine because the country needs the copper. 
Arizona needs the jobs.

Individual

8720 2 We've lost far too many jobs to overseas mining. We've lost far too many 
manufacturing jobs. Rosemont seems like the company that is inclined to be 
responsible about their operations, and we need those jobs and we need that 
production going on in our country.

Individual
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8729 3 I understand that there is a short-term economic benefit in jobs that will be created 
for this mining operation. However, the benefit will only be temporary. It will only 
provide benefits for a small number of people and long-termimpact of this mining 
activity will be felt for much longer and will have a much more profound impact on 
the economy and the well being of this state and this area because of the damage that 
it will do to the enironment, which cannot be repaired as evidenced by remnants of 
many mines that have left toxic substances and are going bankrupt, such as 
ASARCO, because they can't afford to carry the responsibility for the post mining 
cleanup.

Individual

8729 5 I understand the benefits that people see in the short term for jobs, but these will 
only be temporary. And much of the minerals will be -- mauch of the copper mine 
will go overseas to support the economies of other countries, not the United States.

Individual

8733 2 Jobs are more important than anything right now.Individual

8733 5 It provides jobs and that's the most important thing.Individual

8742 1 . . . my comment is it's excellent that you're bringing the Rosemont Mine in the 
Tucson area, which is going to create a lot of jobs.

Individual

8746 7 The long-term prospects of employment are probably pretty not guaranteed.  They 
could employ people for a while after they've dug a huge amount of overburden off 
of the area and find that they're not going to be able to extract as much material as 
they'd hoped.  And the end result will be we'll have this huge scar on the road side of 
the scenic highway, and the employment possibilities evaporate, as is evidenced by 
what's happened north of us up near San Manuel and some of the other mines that 
have shut down in this state.

Individual

8750 2 I just want to comment on the Rosemont, one thing is we always talk about the high 
price of oil because of foreign companies.  So wouldn't it be better that we develop 
our own resources, so basically getting the copper from our own country.  That's why 
we talk about unemployment.  Wouldn't it be better to have places to have jobs in 
our own country.

Individual

8753 2 My husband and my son work across the way at the Freeport McMoRan Mine.  And 
my son is really excited about the possibility of going to Rosemont Mine, or 
whatever it's going to be called because it will be new and clean and younger and -- 
anyway -- and my husband is all for it to because it creates more jobs, so, so am I

Individual

8755 5 The area needs the jobs it will provide.Individual

8759 3 The company alleges that jobs will be created, apparently anywhere up to 500 for 20 
years.  That number of jobs pales by the comparison to the numbers of jobs attending 
to eco-tourism and good living here in southeast Arizona.  I think the jobs issues is 
similarly very weak.

Individual

8764 2 Further more as far as jobs go, our whole world is a job changing market.  And all of 
this has to continually do education, to be qualified for the job market where we 
live.  I do.

Individual
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8764 4 And the reality is to destroy something that can never be replaced again, for jobs, 
doesn't make sense, because eventually those jobs will be gone to.  So we might as 
well keep ourselves educated and work towards making ourselves qualified for the 
jobs that do exist, and that's true for me as wall as it is for anyone else.

Individual

8768 2 I feel that this will create more jobs and keep more jobs in our country rather than 
having them sent out of the country.

Individual

8769 2 It will keep jobs in the United States and benefit the community.Individual

8775 3 And the second comment is that I know that there are people who would like to have 
jobs that such an undertaking would provide.  However, if we look at the picture 
realistically, considering this is a scenic area and we depend on tourism to a large 
degree as far as our economy in this area.  I think probably more jobs will be lost in 
the long run than gained by such a mine.

Individual

8777 4 I know we should have jobs, but let's find some other kind of jobs, not mining jobs.Individual

8788 2 It provides jobs for many workers.Individual

8788 5 And of course the greatest thing of all will be that it will provide jobs and a tax base 
that is much needed by the area.

Individual

8794 7 I also believe that much of the positive commentary that goes into this impact 
statement should be considered seeing as there are going to be $ 59,000 annual 
paychecks for a handful of employees possibly up to 500 employees. That means a 
very small percentage of people will profit from the mine while a huge amount of 
people will be at risk for losing their water and property values, et cetera. So I would 
suggest that if there's 500 positive comments. Those should be possibly deleted. And 
if not considered to be less valuable due to the fact the at there's a lot of money at 
stake for certain people to be profited on. Again, I'm very disappointed that the audio 
comments have not been uploaded.

Individual

8806 13 I think it's important to have jobs and it's important to have these things happen, but 
that is not the place nor is it the time.

Individual

8813 7 It will only sustain a few jobs for southern Arizona.Individual

8834 2 I think it will be an excellent project for our economy and it will provide a 
considerable added employment in that area.

Individual

8844 3 I'm very concerned about the copper mine concerning our water, our air quality and 
the impact on the business of tourism, most definitely, most of all the environment.  
This is a pristine, pristine place.

Individual

8846 3 I am opposed to the Rosemont Mine for several reasons.  One is water.  I think that 
we have a limited source and the fact that they're going to take ground water is 
extremely disturbing, if any water at that.  And the second is economic.  They say 
they're going to provide jobs, but in reality it's a country that's not our country 
coming in and taking our resources that will probably be shipped out of this country 
and made into something else, so the money doesn't say here.  It will provide a few 
amount of jobs for people who probably won't be taken care of as well as the 
regulated company.

Individual
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8869 4 I don't think the permanent pit will be worth the 500 jobs it creates.  Hate to say it.Individual

8872 2 My main concern is that the mine is on a highway that's a designated scenic 
highway.  In fact, the value of this area between Tucson and Sonoita and Patagonia 
is its beauty.  It's a tourism area.  So there's our main economy is tourism, and then 
the value of the real estate being developed into ranchettes and homes.  And it seems 
like having an open pit copper mine is the last thing that we need and would destroy 
the value of the area.

Individual

8881 1 I think that they should allow the mine to open and be built because it will provide a 
lot of really needed jobs, good paying jobs for southern Arizona. So I think it's a yes. 
It's a go.

Individual

8895 8 In addition, the Rosemont project, as described, would provide some 500 high-
paying jobs for the Tucson area for the life of the mine – about 20 years! In addition, 
an operating Rosemont mine, as described, would provide a sorely-needed and 
significant tax base for the state of Arizona, Pima County and the greater Tucson 
area.

Individual

10250 1 These mining jobs are temporary and the harm to the environment is permanentOrganization

10543 1 WHY CREATE JOBS THAT WIL LAST ONLY A MINUTE, WHEN WE CAN 
SAVE A LAND THAT LASTS A LIFETIME!

Organization

10562 1 Allowing foreign companies to rape our lands, waste our water, steal our resources 
and send them out of the country - for what? A few measly jobs.

Organization

10975 1 This part of southern AZ is beatiful and worth saving. I don't believe the small 
impact in jobs will ever make up for the lost vista. Most of the income from the mine 
will leave our state anyway.

Organization

11042 4 When the Rosemont proposal was first introduced an article in the Arizona Daily 
Star dated 6/24/2006 quoted Jaime Sturgess stating the mine would employ an 
estimated 350 people. In the minutes from a meeting by the Committee on Natural 
Resources held 2/4/2007 Mr Sturgess stated the number of jobs had grown to 400 
with an average annual wage of $59,000 per year. On 4/13/2008 in an article by the 
Arizona Daily Star the mine executives stated the mine will create 500 new jobs. 
Which number is correct?

Individual

11072 1 We don't need 500 new jobs at the expense of such a beautiful area.Individual

11073 5 Jobs will be created that would otherwise be non existent, and the environment will 
not be seriously harmed.

Individual
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24 26 The areas south of the mine site have developed into high-end rural residential 
ranches and ranchettes.  New developments are found north and east of the area. An 
open pit mine will severly reduce property values in those areas.
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43 11 What is going to happen to my property values, as well as my neighbors? We have 
our whole life savings tied up in our house, and if we have to sell in the future, who 
will want to live by a mine, with it's high traffic, and pollution?

Individual

134 17 Long range effets in quality of life, the façade of boom and bust economy,, the added 
burdens economically to the local community, the depletion of property values, 
would all be important considerations.

157 2 The threat that the proposed mine will pose to our region's rural economy, property 
values, and lifestyle is of such significance, complexity, and scale that the 
development of effective mitigation measures will necessarily require an independent 
and comprehensive study of these adverse impacts by a multidiscipline team of 
recognized experts in their respective fields.

157 8 At the very least, as a condition of Forest Service approval of Augusta's MOP, 
Augusta and any sucessors in ownership of the Mine must be required to agree in 
writing that Augusta shall compensate all persons for lost income and lost property 
value due to the Mine.

160 70 COMMENT 5: THE MINE WILL THREATEN THE REGION'S RURAL 
ECONOMY, PROPERTY VALUES, AND LIFESTYLE AND MUST BE 
FURTHER AND INDEPENDENTLY STUDIED TO BE SUFFICIENTLY 
UNDERSTOOD AND AVOIDED OR FULLY MITIGATED.

160 73 Augusta plans to undertake a massive industrial project that will threaten the rural 
economy and property values of Elgin, Sonoita, Patagonia, and surrounding region 
as discussed in a study conducted by the Sonoran Institute (see Attachment E which 
is incorporated herein by reference).

160 77 Augusta understates the threat that the Mine will pose to the region's rural economy, 
property values

184 7 My home is worthless if I don't have water.

1537 4 Property values (like mine) will go down to an unbeievable low.Individual

1553 4 How will it affect nearby property values?Individual

1553 5 How will it affect the economics of communities such as Sonoita & Patagonia?Individual

1571 3 Our property values will drop a lot. + we would sell if we can find a buyer which I 
don't think will happen.

Individual

1577 3 We live in Sahuarita.  This mine will negatively impact our property value and 
possibly make our land uninhabitable.

Individual

1614 7 My land value will go way down.Individual

1615 3 I sent an e-mail already to Bev outlining all of the serious consequences that will 
resolt if this mine goes through.
Safety, health, tourism, property values, shutting down of Hwy 83, water depletion-
all negative.

Individual
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1616 2 I live within 1 mile of the proposed mine. As such the following will severely affect 
me:
Socio economics: the value of me lifes home inverstment will be cut

Individual

1624 1 Property values in Sonoita will be harmed because most (all?) residents go to Tucson 
fuequently for food and other supplies. I need to cash in my house in 15-20 years to 
buy into a retirement community. Perhaps Augusta would like to pay me for lost 
equity?

Individual

1636 1 Any of the environmental and economic reasons for opposing this mine are 
arguable.  What is inarguable is that my property value is about to tank.

Individual

1652 4 I would like to see a similar agreement for reimbersing people who's property value 
drops because of the mine.

Individual

1656 8 The Rosemont mine must not be approved because:
Blasting would ruin quality of life for nearby residents and wildlife. Residential 
property values would drop precipitously. How does the CNF expect to address these 
issues?

Individual

1661 2 Also will our property taxes be reduced as our property values fall because of the 
mine.

Individual

1665 9 If the mine goes through, just where will the prive of our homes and land drop to? 
Will we lose everything? Do you think this is fare to the people who live in this area?

Individual

1687 6 Nor do we want our property values to drop.Individual

1709 6 The present value of my property will be degraded by the view of the mine. Who will 
compensate me for this loss.

Individual

1748 12 The Mine's operation will deleteriously affect:
Real Estate values and merchantability

Organization

1805 1 Home values in the Rosemont area have plummeted. How are you going to 
compensate families who are losing their life savings?

Individual

1811 2 My personal concern is the daily blasting, which would take place within 4 miles of 
my home. We have 30 homes in he lower valley that will be directly effected by 
blasting noise, vibration, and ruining the value of our community.

Individual

1814 3 What happened to our home and property when the mine drains our aquafer?Individual

1836 10 I don't want my land value going down any more because of another mine to the east 
of me.  To the west is enough.

Individual

1852 3 This will devalue the land, welcomeing lawsuits.Individual

1866 6 The lifestyle and economies of people in Patagonia and Sonoita will also suffer, 
since the tourist business that they depend on also uses route 83 to get to those areas.

Individual
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1866 8 If this mine is allowed to go in, and our way of life is ruined, who is going to 
reimburse us?  We won't be able to sell our property, but we won't be able to live 
here either.  Will the state or the county pay us the fair market value?  Will 
Sumitomo/Augusta be required to reimburse those people whose lives they have 
disrupted and who have to move away?  It is not an easy thing to pick up a 
household, horses, and all their equipment, and find another place to live that is 
affordable.  I am especially threatened because I am nearing retirement age, and will 
not have the income to finance another purchase.

Individual

1871 8 There are real estate value issues.Individual

1902 5 The Santa Ritas are very special to me and my family, I go to Mt. Hopkins once a 
week.  I enjoy the peace.  Please don't take the peace & quiet away.

Individual

1920 5 I am concerned about the negative aspect the operation of mine will bring to bear on:
Real estate values: Home values will decline dramatically and won't recover for 
decades.

Individual

1922 12 Blasting would ruin quality of life for nearby residents and wildlife. Residential 
property values would drop precipitously.

Individual

1932 7 Deprecation of my home would be enormousIndividual

1944 5 Property values would be negatively impacted.Individual

1960 9 WHAT ABOUT THE POSSIBILITY OF DISPLACING AROUND 50,000 
RESIDENTS IF OUR WATER SUPPLY ERODES.  PLUS THE HOMES IN THIS 
BASIN WOULD BECOME WORTHLESS.

Individual

1964 16 Some say they are thinking of moving because they don’t want to live in the wind 
shadow of an open pit mine and its related processing facilities.  Property values, 
they say, are taking a big hit because few people want to move into an area that is 
near an open pit copper mine.

Individual

1964 19 At the moment it is clear that the common sense and intuition of "ordinary people" in 
Santa Cruz County oppose an open pit copper mine.  They believe, despite what 
Augusta's economic models, business plans, and consultants tell them, that the risk to 
the livability of their communities and to nature is too great.  Rosemont Mine will 
not contribute to sustainable development or strong, healty communities.  It will not 
make the area a better place to live and raise one's children and grandchildren.  It 
will not reduce poverty or disparities in income.  It will not protect or grow natural 
capital.

Individual

1977 2 The mine and all that comes with it would negatively impact our property valuesIndividual

2126 9 WHAT ABOUT THE POSSIBILITY OF DISPLACING AROUND 50,000 
RESIDENTS IF OUR WATER SUPPLY ERODES.  PLUS THE HOMES IN THIS 
BASIN WOULD BECOME WORTHLESS.

Individual

2136 10 Additionally, per their feasibility study, the mine will be "working two 12-hour shifts 
per day, seven days per week, 52 weeks per year". Property values in Sonoita, 
Patagonia and all of the surrounding areas, for hundreds of miles will plummet.

Individual
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2150 19 What is going to happen to my property values, as well as my neighbors? We have 
our whole life savings tied up in our house, and if we have to sell in the future, who 
will want to live by a mine, with it's high traffic, and pollution?

Individual

2153 7 Communities adjacent to the mines will suffer. Property values could decline as a 
result of nearby mining activity.

Individual

2155 2 I am a certified real estate appraiser (Arizona # 30651) and I have lived in Tucson 
since 1959.
If you approve of the Rosemont Mine's use of Forest land, there will be taking of 
market value of surrounding privately owned real estate.

Individual

2155 3 The Pima County Assessor recognizes a negative external influence of the mines 
near Green Valley and sets full cash values of nearby privately owned properties 
owned properties lower due to a "mine" influence. The same will be true, if the 
Rosemont Mine is approved.

Individual

2155 4 The owners of private real estate along the Sonoita Highway and on the West side of 
the mountains now enjoy the scenery untainted by mining infrastructure. And there is 
no dynamite blasting to distrub people living in these areas. Upon commencement of 
blasting and construction of infrastructure, property values will plummet.

Individual

2155 6 Sadly, there is some negative influence already occuring due to buyers' anticipation 
of the Rosemont Mine. Marketing times to sell property in this area have extended 
during the past couple of years, partly due to a deteriorate market, but also partly due 
to buyer apprehension of the Forest Service approving the use of public land for 
private mining activities.

Individual

2171 6 Not only the substantial likelihood of de-valuation of local property DIRECTLY 
DUE TO THE MINE!

Individual

2198 2 My wife and I (Neal) live approx.2.5 miles from the proposed Rosemont Mine site. 
We live on Hilton Ranch Road, adjacent to the Davidson Canyon drainage, 
downstream from the proposed mine site. We have owned approx. 29 acres since 
1979 and have a domestic well located on said property. We have built our DREAM 
home several years ago, after living in a single wide trailer for over 30 years. The 
approval of proposed mine will devalue our home and property in an already 
depressed market.

Individual

2203 4 Homes in the town subsequently have to install expensive devices to remove arsenic 
from the drinking water before they can sell their homes. This is a FACT. Could a 
simular situation occur here?

Individual

2218 16 Some say they are thinking of moving because they don’t want to live in the wind 
shadow of an open pit mine and its related processing facilities.  Property values, 
they say, are taking a big hit because few people want to move into an area that is 
near an open pit copper mine.

Individual
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2218 19 At the moment it is clear that the common sense and intuition of "ordinary people" in 
Santa Cruz County oppose an open pit copper mine.  They believe, despite what 
Augusta's economic models, business plans, and consultants tell them, that the risk to 
the livability of their communities and to nature is too great.  Rosemont Mine will 
not contribute to sustainable development or strong, healty communities.  It will not 
make the area a better place to live and raise one's children and grandchildren.  It 
will not reduce poverty or disparities in income.  It will not protect or grow natural 
capital.

Individual

2235 7 We just retired here less than two years ago, our home would be worthless if we 
loose our water.

Individual

2256 5 Will real estate values be the same if large mining operations are carried on at 
residents' back doors, with nighttime lights, rock blasting and truck noise?

Individual

2272 10 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 area, financial health…

Individual

2291 11 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, financial health…

Individual

2292 6 I would also like to state that it is the residents that will be assuming the burden for a 
company purely motivated by profit.  We will again face another financial burden 
with the decrease of our proterty value.

Individual

2305 20 Many homes, families and individuals in many areas will be affected by mining in 
the Santa Rita Mountains. We chose to live away from the traffic, noise and 
pollution of city living to maintain a certain quality of life. We chose the open 
spaces, the closeness to nature and wildlife, the dark skies and bright stars. Mining in 
the Santa Rita's will forever change that quality. We did not move next to the mine, 
the mine wants to infringe upon us. Has Rosemont calculated the loss in property 
values for residents? Will the U.S. Forest Service, The Bureau of Land Management, 
the State of Arizona and Rosemont Copper bail us out when we can't sell our homes?

Individual

2306 11 The values of existing homes would decline because of the fore-mentioned pollution 
and loss of scenic beauty.

Individual

2307 1 Living in Sonoita has been a dream come true for my wife and I. Not only does IRS 
tax every thimg that we own we are about to lose a great deal of value in our home if 
this mining plan becomes a reality.

Individual

2321 6 What about the PROPERTY OWNERS WHOSE PROPERTY VALUES ARE 
RUINED FROM THIS MINING? How do you intended to compensate them?

Individual

2322 2 This is absolutely the most destructive type of project I've ever seen in my life. How 
do we think this can possible be accomplished without major damage to our way of 
life.

Individual
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2327 2 As I understand it they are putting a pipe line to Green Valley. It is proposed to 
supply half of the amont of water they intend to pull from the mountain. Well what 
good is that water in the valley going to do for the 100 homes they are going to pull 
the water from at 4000 feet. Make them haul their water just like we will have to do 
after they drain it all out and leave our wells dry, impacting the value our homes.

Individual

2339 11 Is there a reliable and verifiable long-term (20 to 30 years) analysis of the overall 
effect on land prices and the general well being of communities where hard rock 
mining occurs?

Individual

2348 12 PROPERTY VALUES:  The areas south fo 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 together our life's savings and much time into our slice 
of heaven and for what???

Individual

2351 8 Other concerns:
-Our way of life, we have worked extremely hard for in 22 years of military service, 
may change forever. Something I do not wish to happen.

Individual

2360 7 I am writing to oppose the Mine's approval for many reasons. Here are some:
The depreciation of Real Estate values in the Sonoita/Patagonia area. I am a Realtor 
and I own an office there and I have already been told by prospective clients that 
they will not consider buying property there if the mine becomes a reality. So the 
houses that are now listed for sale have diminished chances of selling in this already 
difficult market that we're in.

Individual

2371 9 WHAT ABOUT THE POSSIBILITY OF DISPLACING AROUND 50,000 
RESIDENTS IF OUR WATER SUPPLY ERODES.  PLUS THE HOMES IN THIS 
BASIN WOULD BECOME WORTHLESS.

Individual

2374 10 Additionally, per their feasibility study, the mine will be "working two 12-hour shifts 
per day, seven days per week, 52 weeks per year". Property values in Sonoita, 
Patagonia and all of the surrounding areas, for hundreds of miles will plummet.

Individual

2380 2 Without that water, it will make life very hard and reduce the value of our land 
considerable.

Individual

2380 6 The explosions will be going 24/7, how can we possibly think let alone sleep with 
this kind of noise? Our home would become worthless and the value of the house 
would not even pay off the amount we owed on our mortgage.

Individual

2393 5 The Forrest Service is charged with the responsibilty of protecting public land from 
corporate assaults. Protecting the environment, is mandatory and you cannot allow a 
foreign corporation to destroy this area for the American citzens, who live here.
Our property will be worthless.

Individual

2404 5 The impact on property values and individual property rights is unknown and 
unquantified at this point. Such damage must be considered.

Business

2446 10 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 severly impact the quality of 
life and reduce property values in these areas, financial health…

Individual
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2466 4 Our homes and property will be of little value in future.Individual

2468 26 My list goes on and on and includes other concerns such as daily blasting noise, the 
spoiling of a pristine and typical Arizona desert and rolling grasslands area, and the 
effect on property values which have already suffered so dramatically in recent 
months!

Individual

2513 5 ECONOMICS of the communities directly impacted. U.S.F.S. must prioritize the 
local residents who will suffer the most. U.S.F.S. must consider seriously the full 
scope of the economic threat if the BEAUTY & LIFESTYLE of our communities are 
so significantly impaired (DEVASTATED) by this mine. Real estate is a primary 
econmic contributor and will be totally "blown out of the water"- destroyed along 
with the landscape & lifestyle.

Individual

2515 4 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.

Individual

2520 12 PROPERTY VALUES:  The areas south fo 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 together our life's savings and much time into our slice 
of heaven and for what???

Individual

2548 1 We live adjacent to the South property line of the Coronado National Forest. We 
have on a regular basis 30 mule deer and 3 white tailed. We spent our life savings on 
this property and our property value has already decreased due to the proposed 
Rosemont Mine. Who will pay reimburstment to us for our property depreciation.

Individual

2562 1 I fear that approval of this project will destroy my home.Individual

2562 4 I am a joint owner of a private well at 16121 South Country Club Rd. in Sahuarita 
heights. This well serves domestic water to two homes and a small business on the 5 
acres served by the well. Without water these properties would be unusable. It would 
completely destroy the value of the properties.

Individual

2564 5 The explosions will be going 24/7, how can we possibly think let alone sleep with 
this kind of noise. Our home would become worthless and the value of the house 
would not even pay off the amount owed on our mortgage.

Individual

2565 9 3) All of the costs of this project should be quantified whether the fall within the 
narrow definition of cost in the NEPA process so the decision can be place in proper 
context.

These costs include a dramatic loss in land values in the surrounding area, a probable 
need to improve Route 83 beyond that included in the project, a need to build a new 
bridge over I10 so wide loads will not need to go around via Route 83, and loss in 
tourist revenue.

Individual

2592 25 How does this project impact the local community which the MPO states are looking 
for "a scenic setting" and an "active outdoor lifestyle"? The EIS should determine 
how the proposed project impact land values in the area and what damage this will 
cause to existing land owners.

Individual
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2593 29 Important considerations are the impact of air and dust pollution on the health of 
both employees and area residents, region- wide visual impact on scenery and view 
sheds and the impact on plant and animal life.  The effect on recreational and 
property values should be established.  Furthermore, the consequences of mine 
operation for ongoing efforts by the City of Tucson and Pima County to meet EPA 
air quality standards must be considered.

The EIS should also consider the following questions and concerns:

-What is the current air quality of the area, and how would the mine affect it?
-What are the wind velocities (minimum, maximum and average) at the mine site 
throughout the year?
-What is the prevailing wind direction throughout the year?
-How far would windblown materials travel from the site and in what directions?
-What would be the composition of the windblown materials and what are the 
associated health risks?
-How does this compare to air quality standards?
-Does the project meet the State and County air quality control regulations?

Organization

2593 49 Finally and perhaps most importantly, the impact on existing businesses and 
residents must be considered:
-How will a thriving tourism industry in Sonoita and Patagonia be affected?
-What is the tradeoff between a sustainable tourism industry and a short term mining 
project?
-What will be the effect on property values, particularly in the Sonoita, Patagonia, 
Empire-Fagin and Vail areas? Many local residents have their life savings in their 
homes and there are extremely expensive homes as close as five miles from the 
proposed mine.

Organization

2593 54 Since the mine would require additional electrical power equivalent to the demand 
from a medium sized city  of 130,000 people, several impacts need to be investigated:
-Damage to animal and plant life, scenery and property values from the increased 
infrastructure (transmission lines, substations, etc.) that would be required.
-Impacts on planning for future growth in the area.  Would sufficient power be 
available, short term and long term, to accommodate regional growth of homes and 
businesses?
-Environmental effects generated at the power plant site due to the increased power 
demand from the mine.

Organization

2593 141 At stake is not just the environment and scenery we have come to love, but the 
lifestyle, economic livelihood and property values of thousands who live in the area 
adjacent to the proposed mine.

Organization

2597 10 There are several reasons why we feel that this is not an appropriate use of forest 
service land. The devaluing of property values in Santa Cruz county.

Individual

2599 13 By how much will the property values of local residents, B & B owners, 
restaurateurs, vintners, ranchers and everyone else whose livelihood is tied to the 
region be lowered, or their customer base be reduced?

Individual

2599 40 Millions of dollars in damage to nearby properties caused by viewshed degradation, 
dust, noise, and light pollution as well as ground vibration caused by blasting at the 
mine [another set of impacts that require additonal study]

Individual
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2610 40 What is the impact of the mining operations and the open pit left behind once the 
mine ceases operations on real property values in Sonoita, Elgin, Patagonia, Vail, 
Corona de Tucson, Sahuarita, and Tucson?

Individual

2617 28 How many people will be forced to sell their homes (at any price) and move due to 
the lower air quality?

Individual

2617 44 My 82-year-old mothers, as well as my 54-year-old mentally retarded brother, live on 
this property with my husband and myself. We have been depending on the value of 
this property to take care of her and my brother in the future. We are very fearful of 
the negative impact this mine would have on the value of our property.  What is your 
projected land devaluation from this mining project?

Individual

2637 5 Years of drought, increased numbers of residents in the Tucson area, and no 
apparent conservation of water will shortly decrease the value of our property

Individual

2671 19 I believe the value of my property has been and will be further affected from this 
proposed mine operation.  This is and will be due to the view-shed degradation on 
Hwy 83, noise from the 24/7 mining operations, and general quality of life and 
environmental degradation concerns contained herein.

Individual

2672 16 No doubt all of this will have a favorable impact on the property values of nearby 
residents.

Individual

2676 4 Concerning the proposed Rosemont mine project, to start with a arecent Sonoran 
Institute study stating: The Proposed Rosemont project would produce significant 
costs for local individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, 
including:

decreased property values

Business

2687 2 The waste that is caused by the mining company will depreciate the public land in 
this area.

Individual

2724 39 The impact on property values and individual property rights is unknow an 
unqualified at this point

Individual

2724 58 Not to mention our property values would be reducedIndividual

2736 60 What are the implications for State and private land values and usability if the views 
are spoiled by mining operations?

Government

2744 29 The threat that the proposed mine will pose to our region's rural property values will 
necessarily require independent and comprehensive study of these adverse mitigation 
measures will necessarily require an independent and comprehensive study of these 
adverse impacts by a mulidiscipline team of recognized experts in their respective 
fields.  Only after the study is competed can we consider possible mitigation 
measures.

Business
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2763 7 Equally important and concerning to us, but an issue we haven’t heard much 
discussion about, is the value loss all of our properties face due to water problems. 
We moved to this area before much development had occurred and did so to get 
away from exactly that. We have treasured our clean well water, our beautiful desert 
land, and out spectacular views and would be hard-pressed to find anything 
comparable that we could afford. If our property value plummets because there is no 
clean water available, we  have lost our home but also the ability to acquire to 
another of nearby equal value.

Individual

2770 2 The results of a recent study of The Sonoran Institiute yield no surprise - that the 
presence of such a mine will result in decreased property values for residential 
properties impacted

Business

5284 24 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Economic Impact:

How does Augusta Resouce Corporation plan to lessen the economic impact of their 
operations on property values cause by the proximity of an industrial operation or by 
the imposition of increased travel time for those living south of the mine on Highway 
83?

Individual

6719 3 On a personal level, when I don't have any water, I won't be able to live on my 
property, but neither will I be able to sell it.  I have horses, a lot of the property 
owners up on my road have horses.  We need water.  We need water to live out there.

I'm almost 60 years old, and my husband is disabled.  And I would like to know if 
Sumitomo/Augusta/Rosemont will write me a guarantee that they will reimburse me 
for the current cost of my property, plus 10 percent to allow me to move somewhere 
else with a whole household.

Individual

6725 4 My second area is that the mine will threaten the local rural economy, property 
values, and lifestyle.

Individual

6726 5 Property values will be affected.  I would like to know by how much, how will I be 
compensated, will property taxes go down?

Individual

6736 1 But, unfortunately, our dream home is starting to become a nightmare because of our 
proximity of the mine to us.  We're about two and a half miles, three miles, from the 
mine, in the shadows of the proposed dry tailing stack, which would be about 700 
feet.

Individual

6750 4 We keep hearing about the jobs Rosemont will bring.  The price of these jobs will be 
lower property values, a degradation of our air quality, our quality of life, and an 
unacceptable blight to our beautiful mountains.

Individual

6752 8 The upper Santa Cruz aquifer sustains approximately 60,000 people, nearly 5,000 
acres of orchards, the Freeport McMoran Copper Mine, and recently the ASARCO 
mine.  The impact on property values and individual property rights in unknown, 
unquantified at this point.  Such damage must be considered.

Business

6775 8 Ultimately if we lose our water we're going to have an economic impact on all of us.  
The value of our houses will greatly diminish.

Individual
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6834 6 What are the basic pros and cons of the Rosemont mine?
There would be a negative impact on the quality of life for the entire Tucson area, 
not just down there.

Individual

6862 3 The recent study in 2007 on the effects of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan in 
our communities calculated that the estimated increases in property values and 
property tax revenues associated with proximity to healthy riparian corridors in Pima 
County, the property premiums are estimated to be at a region of $250 million, and 
generated up to an estimated two and a half million dollars each year in incremental 
property tax revenues. So degrading riparian areas of the proposed mine will reduce 
that income in perpetuity.

Organization

6864 2 What scoping studies have been done about property values? Have the realtor 
associations been involved in any studies in Tucson, Green Valley, Sonoita, or 
Patagonia or Corona de Tucson? And I would like to know how and when will the 
public be informed of the answers to these questions?

Individual

6869 13 Wells are already going dry in Sahuarita, as you've heard, and Rosemont can always 
get another permit if the 6,000 acre-feet isn't enough for them. They can just keep 
asking for permits and they'll get them. Do people whose wells are running dry and 
their homes becoming absolutely valueless have any legal protection when their 
wells run dry? No, absolutely none. Are they assured compensation if their homes 
cannot be sold and are worthless? No one will buy them. Who will compensate 
them? Who will pay for all the relocations that will be necessary when all these 
homes become worthless?

Individual

6871 5 I'm going to be putting my house for sale if that mine comes in 'cause I know our 
value of the land is just -- our property value is just going to go down, down, down, 
down.

Individual

6876 8 I have nothing against mining in general. I make my living off of rocks. But this is in 
the wrong place. It will ruin our recreation and tourism industries. It will devastate 
our highways and transportation sector. Our power availability in the power grid, 
property values, our astronomical facilities, agriculture.

Organization

6879 5 My comments concerning the proposed Rosemont project are concerned with the 
subjects of potable water, the mine's process waste water mine dust, effect on Mt 
Whipple observatory, property values, and future activity after the mine is depleted.

Individual

6879 18 The nearness of the proposed mining operation will, inevitable, have a negative 
effect on existing property values, as well as quality of life.  (Noise, increased truck 
traffic)

Individual

6902 11 This mine is incompatible with the community that it will invade and stands to lower 
our living standards, property values, raises concerns about our personal safety and 
threatens our water resources while endangering our quality of life.

Individual

6925 3 My home is almost paid for, and I have no desire to live anywhere else.  But if my 
property values decrease like the homes in Butte have, I will have no choice but to 
leave the area--far from any mining projects.

Individual
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6946 14 14.  Remediation will never restore what is lost.  While keeping this in mind, what is 
the projected land value in both the tangible and intangible along with the long and 
short term aspects of this land value now?  What will it be during and after the 
mining activity?  Is the taxpayer going to be compensated in any way for these losses 
in value, tourism or use?

Individual

6965 5 We have great concerns about the Rosemont Copper Project and ask that the 
following be addressed in great depth by a variety of experts:

Property Values

Individual

6966 10 Who will compensate the area land owners for their property value losses?  It is well 
documented that an open pit mine will lower property values by as much as 40% 
depending on the vicinity and views of the mine from the property.  The more your 
parcel can feel, hear see or smell the mines activities the more the negative impact on 
the property values and the owners quality of life.

Individual

6983 7 The hazards on on highway 83 threaten our safety the 3,000 ft deep pit and potential 
groundwater pollution threaten our water supply our our scenic views and peace and 
quiet will be destroyed if this mine is approved It has already had an impact on the 
value of my home and land.

Individual

6997 9 Our family is strongly opposed to the Rosemont Mine for the following reasons:

8. Property values in the region will fall significantly.  This includes Tucson, Vail, 
Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, Madera Canyon just to mention a few.

Individual

7008 23 Arizona has plenty of evidence of towns and areas blighted by mines and 
communities left behind barely hanging on for dear life surrounded by ugly, 
uninhabitable, and worthless land.

Individual

7051 1 I live within 2 miles of the proposed mine. It is my understanding that Augusta may, 
without restriction, pump water from the aquifer in the Singing Valley area where I 
live. If they pump enough water that all of the oak trees die, or my well goes dry or 
has to be dug deeper, the value of my property will be diminished to nearly zero.

Individual

7051 2 The valuation of people's property must be considered. We have spent a lifetime 
working to build a secure retirement and our home here in Singing Valley is our 
most valuable asset.

Individual

7088 16 The potential for such a tailings pile mountain to form and obstruct scenic views and 
vistas in the proposed Rosemont mining operation, and that economic impact on 
property values,

Organization

7088 18 The potential for such a tailings pile mountain to form and obstruct scenic views and 
vistas in the proposed Rosemont mining operation, and that economic impact on 
property values, tourism, and commerce must also be considered.  Tourism brings in 
a billion dollars/year, much more than the 250-500 jobs the Rosemont mine might 
create. The drop in property values would exceed that figure substantially.

Organization
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7088 37 Even though the Tucson area is known for subsidence and earth fissures (south of 
Tucson), this practice is continued.  The potential of water depletion resulting in 
subsidence and earth fissures caused by methods of obtaining water for the 
Rosemont mining project must be fully examined, as well as the areas likely to be 
affected, and the potential for property devaluation and property damage to existing 
structures.

Organization

7091 7 Devaluation of property:  Land close to the mine will be devalued, but also property 
beyond in Sonoita, Patagonia, Elgin and other communities in the area will be 
affected.

Individual

7106 1 In the impending EIS, may I please request that you specifically address the issues 
and costs associated with decreasing property values for those residential properties 
impacted by degraded viewsheds, noise pollution and, most importantly, dust 
pollution?

Individual

7109 5 May I please request that in the impending EIS, you specifically address the societal 
costs associated with increased driving on SR 83, estimated by the Sonoran Institute 
Report to be close to $418,000 per year? This estimate is based upon a predicted 
1,000 round-trips per week and includes, but is not limited to, vehicular accidents, 
waste disposal, air pollution, CO2 emissions and decrease in roadway land value. 
Thank you.

Individual

7110 15 Property values in the Sonoita area are declining already due to the prospect of the 
mine. I have heard from realtors, that clients are being very selective about areas of 
interest, or do not want to consider Sonoita for relocation at all.  This can only have 
a negative impact on Santa Cruz county, and Sonoita area residents. Will Rosemont 
mine compensate the country for lost revenues? Will they compensate property 
owners for lowered values? Should people be forced to suffer this uncertainty, until 
this mine issue is resolved one way or the other?

Individual

7115 5 There will also be negative local impact in the further erosion of our property values 
in these already depressed times, and this lower value will further impact the 
finances of the local governments. This amount must also be deducted from the 
"income" expected from the mine.

Individual

7116 1 THERE SHOULD BE IN PLACE RULES OF PROCEDURE THAT WOULD 
ESTABLISH A FAIR ,UNBIASED THIRD PARTY ARBITRATION. THIS 
WOULD DETERMINED FAIR COMPENSATION FOR HOME OWNERS AND 
THEIR PROPERTY; WHO WOULD BE DISPLACED BY MINE OPERATIONS, 
AIR , NOISE, WATER POLLUTION , WELL GOING DRY OR HEALTH 
REASONS. THESE HEALTH CONSERNS WOULD NOT NECESSARILY 
PREEXIST AND COULD MANIFEST THEMSELVES AFTER OPERATIONS 
STARTED.

Individual

7116 7 THE THIRD PARTY ARBITRATOR WOULD MINIMIZE THE POSSIBILITY 
OF CIVIL LITIGATION.          THE FAIR JUST COMPENSATION WOULD 
INCLUDE FACTORS SUCH AS HOME AND PROPERTY VALUES, VALUES 
LOST DUE PROXIMITY OF PROPOSED MINE, MINE ACTIVITIES THAT 
IMPACT  HOME VALUES IE. MINING EMPLOYEE AND TRAFFIC ON SR 83; 
DUST FOR DRY STACKING AND OTHER MINE OPERATIONS.

Individual
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7118 1 If the Rosemont Project is approved, as a property owner living within five miles of 
the proposed open pit, my property will be devalued and the property will need to be 
reassessed by the Pima County Tax Assessor. What studies have been or will be 
conducted on the decreased property taxes paid by the property owners living in 
close proximity to the project? Examples of these communites are Singing Valley 
North, Singing Valley South, Hidden Hills, Hilton Ranch Road, residents living 
along Greaterville Road, and residents living along Highway 83.

Individual

7125 11 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, financial health…

Individual

7143 10 The proposed Rosemont mine will have significant, detrimental and irreversible 
impacts on our regional water quality and quantity, our wildlife, cultural and historic 
resources. 
This affects us as residents and landowners in many ways. Not only is the water 
quantity and quality for us and our migratory and resident wildlife affected, but all 
our livelihoods and property values that depend on water.

Organization

7143 12 A significant reason the people choose to visit, live, invest in businesses and retire in 
S. Arizona is its climate and natural resources. A huge, ugly mine, visible from both 
sides of the Santa Ritas will have detrimental impacts on our economy, property 
values and ability to attract future investments and residents. This must be analyzed 
over the expected life of the mine, and the burden must be on Rosemont to establish 
why it will only operate for twenty years, contrary to past local experience.

Organization

7151 23 Finally and perhaps most importantly, the impact on existing businesses and 
residents must be considered:

How will a thriving tourism industry in Sonoita and Patagonia be affected?
What is the tradeoff between a sustainable tourism industry and a short term mining 
project?
What will be the effect on property values, particularly in the Sonoita, Patagonia, 
Empire-Fagin and Vail areas? Many local residents have their life savings in their 
homes and there are extremely expensive homes at close as five miles from the 
proposed mine.

Organization

7161 6 I own land and have built a home located 5 miles as the crow flies from the proposed 
tailingd dump area.. My well because it is not as deep as the mine's (already drilled) 
wells and will most likely will be pumped dry. The chemical run off from the 
leeching area will contaminate my land and the placement of the proposed mine will 
negatively reduce the value of my house and property.

Individual
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7164 4 Please consider the following remarks concerning the negative ECONOMIC impact 
of the proposed Rosemont Mine (taken from a report by the Sonoran Institute):

ECONOMIC IMPACT

The potential positive local economic benefits from the proposed Rosemont project 
are small in comparison to the magnitude of the local economy. Local economic 
impacts would derive primarily from employment, wages and salaries, business 
purchases, and taxes paid to local governments -- representing between (0.08%) and 
(0.3%) of total employment in Pima and Santa Cruz counties combined for the year 
2005;
local business economic impact ranging from less than five (0.5%) to (0.6%) of the 
2005 GDP of the Tucson Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA);
estimated total local tax revenues representing about 1.3% of total property, excise, 
and sales taxes collected in Pima County and the City of Tucson in the 2005/2006 
fiscal year and between one-half of one percent (0.5%) and 1.2% of total combined 
revenues for the two governments.

Significant Potential Local Costs from Proposed Mine Project
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including:

estimated increased costs to local school districts of between $2.7 million and $10 
million per year;
increased highway maintenance costs on SR 83;
annual societal cost associated with increased driving of at least $418,000;
increased costs to travelers on SR 83 of approximately $949,000 annually;
decreased property values for those residential properties impacted by degraded 
viewsheds and dust pollution;

Individual

7197 14 The mine would degrade my property valueIndividual

7202 4 4. How will real property values in Sonoita, Elgin, Patagonia, Vail, Corona de 
Tucson, Sahuarita, Green Valley, and Tucson be affected by the mining operations 
and the open pit left behind once the mine creases operations? If real property values 
decrease, how will Pima County handle the resulting loss of revenue from decreased 
property taxes?

Individual

7253 29 Important considerations are the impact of air and dust pollution on the health of 
both employees and area residents, region- wide visual impact on scenery and view 
sheds and the impact on plant and animal life. The effect on recreational and 
property values should be established.

Organization
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7253 49 Finally and perhaps most importantly, the impact on existing businesses and 
residents must be considered:
-How will a thriving tourism industry in Sonoita and Patagonia be affected?
-What is the tradeoff between a sustainable tourism industry and a short term mining 
project?
-What will be the effect on property values, particularly in the Sonoita, Patagonia, 
Empire-Fagin and Vail areas? Many local residents have their life savings in their 
homes and there are extremely expensive homes as close as five miles from the 
proposed mine.

Organization

7253 54 Since the mine would require additional electrical power equivalent to the demand 
from a medium sized city  of 130,000 people, several impacts need to be investigated:
-Damage to animal and plant life, scenery and property values from the increased 
infrastructure (transmission lines, substations, etc.) that would be required.

Organization

7253 141 At stake is not just the environment and scenery we have come to love, but the 
lifestyle, economic livelihood and property values of thousands who live in the area 
adjacent to the proposed mine.

Organization

7258 3 I am loosing wealth because of the proposal of a mine.  The property values here will 
drop significantly more if the mine goes in.  Why should I be forced to suffer all 
these monetary losses so some mine can make money and export copper?

Individual

7272 5 This mine, if built, will be seen from many miles away and their tailings will actually 
be located in the backyard of an existing neighborhood on Coronado National Forest 
property. Additionally, per their feasebility study, the mine will be "working two 12-
hour shifts per day, seven days per week, 52 weeks per year". Property values in 
Sonoita, Patagonia and all of the surrounding areas, for hundreds of miles will 
plummet.

Individual

7275 2 Rosemont is examining the feasibility of driving a tunnel through the Santa Ritas and 
running slurry pipes through the tunnel to create a tailings dump on the western side 
of the mountain is a bit of a surprise. That's going to shock a lot of people in the 
Santa Cruz Valley. People in Sahuarita, Quail Creek, Green Valley and Corona de 
Tucson will be impacted from a scenic point of view and probably from a property 
value point of view.

Individual

7282 5 This mine, if built, will be seen from many miles away and their tailings will actually 
be located in the backyard of an existing neighborhood on Coronado National Forest 
property. Additionally, per their feasebility study, the mine will be "working two 12-
hour shifts per day, seven days per week, 52 weeks per year". Property values in 
Sonoita, Patagonia and all of the surrounding areas, for hundreds of miles will 
plummet.

Government

7316 24 c.�Degradation of residential property values as water quality and quantity decrease, 
airborne particulates (especially toxic chemicals and heavy metals) increase, and 
blasting provides a background of continuous noise

Organization

7328 9 No doubt property valuse and nearby businesses will be affected.Individual

7334 8 It will also likely lead to lower property values in the area.Individual
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7336 9 Economic- Determine actual current and projected regional property and quality of 
life value effects of the Rosemont Mine over 200+ years. My family has recently 
decided not to buy a home in Corona de Tucson, due to the proximity and threat of 
the proposed Rosemont mine. $349 K that could be a part of the Tucson economy 
already isn't, because of the proposed mine. Who will want to move in next to a toxic 
mine scar in 50 or 100 years? Who will want to live near a pristine wild forested 
mountain range in 200 years? Determine how much of the housing crisis in the area 
(15 miles on all sides of the Santa Rita's) is from the housing market in general and 
how much is directly attributable to the Rosemont Mine Proposal. Look at recent 
new real estate listings in the adjacent regions, since March, when the proposal went 
public. The mine waste and tailings in Sahuarita dominate the skyline, when you 
look south, south west, form almost anywhere in Tucson. Do Tucson and Southern 
Arizona really need more mining scars visible from outer space? At best case, 
average, and worst case scenario should be independently developed and published.

Individual

7411 15 Economic Impact- If economic impact is part of the EIS, then the effects on property 
values need to be quantified and compared to the economic benefits advertised by 
Augusta. The entire economic equation needs to be considered.

Individual

7415 9 Who will compensate nearby property owners for property devaluation?Individual

7419 4 If the building and housing come to a screeching halt,…you will be responsible.Individual

7419 11 For the surrounding property values that have already suffered, and will be forever 
devastated… you will be responsible.

Individual

7421 3 According to several realtors the market in my area is already depressed due to my 
proximity to the proposed mine  .During one of the Informational meetings one of 
the contractors was asked , if he would live close to a mine; he replied a resounding 
"NO" !

Individual

7432 5 A recent Sonoran Institute study states:
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including
-decreased property values for those residential properties impacted by degraded 
viewsheds and dust pollution

Organization

7451 29 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
37. From what a gentleman said last night, according to his appraisal report for his 
home, disclosure of an Open Pit Mine reduces the value by 20-30 percent, I believe. 
That is a large impact.

Individual

7453 29 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
37. From what a gentleman said last night, according to his appraisal report for his 
home, disclosure of an Open Pit Mine reduces the value by 20-30 percent, I believe. 
That is a large impact.

Individual

7467 2  According to a recent study conducted by the Sonoran Institute, the presence of such 
a mine will result in decreased property values for residential properties impacted by 
degraded viewsheds, dust pollution, and threats to our area's water table and our 
rural economy. I can document that we are already suffering simply due to the 
pending threat of such a disasterous assault on our environment.

Business
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7475 9 The Augusta Mine Project will also have a negative impact on our property valueBusiness

7485 4 Equally important and concerning to us, but an issue we haven' t heard much 
discussion about, is the value loss all of our properties face due to water problems. 
We moved to this area before much development had occurred and did so to get 
away from exactly that. We have treasured our clean well water, our beautiful desert 
land, and our spectacular views and would be hard-pressed to find anything 
comparable that we could afford. If our property value plummets because there is no 
clean water available, we not only have lost our home and lifestyle, but also the 
ability to acquire another of nearly equal value.

Individual

7487 19 I believe the value of my property has been and will be further affected from this 
proposed mine operation.  This is and will be due to the view-shed degradation on 
Hwy 83, noise from the 24/7 mining operations, and general quality of life and 
environmental degradation concerns contained herein.

Individual

7497 5 To devalue other people's personal property is in my opinion against the law.Individual

7504 19 The potential for such tailings pile mountain to form and obstruct scenic views and 
vistas in the proposed Rosemont mining operation, and that economic impact on 
property values, tourism, and commerce must also be considered.

7508

7504 24 The drop in property values would exceed that figure substantially.7508

7504 63 Even though the Tucson area is known for subsidence and earth fissures (south of 
Tucson), this practice is continued.  The potential of water depletion resulting in 
subsidence and earth fissures caused by methods of obtaining water for the 
Rosemont mining project must be fully examined, as well as the areas likely to be 
affected, and the potential for property devaluation and property damage to existing 
structures.

7508

7505 3 The threat that the proposed mine will pose to our region's property values  is of such 
significance, complexity, and scale that the development of effective mitigation 
measures will necessarily require an independent and comprehensive study of these 
adverse impacts by a multidisciplinary team of recognized experts in their respective 
fields. Only after the study is completed can we consider possible mitigation 
measures. At the very least, as a condition of Forest Service approval of Augusta's 
Mine Plan of Operation, Augusta and any successors in ownership of the mine must 
be required to agree in writing that Augusta shall compensate all persons for lost 
income and lost property value due to the mine.

Business

7505 6 The threat that the proposed mine will pose to our region's rural economy, property 
values, and lifestyle is of such significance, complexity, and scale that the 
development of effective mitigation measures will necessarily require an independent 
and comprehensive study of these adverse impacts by a multidisciplinary team of 
recognized experts in their respective fields. Only after the study is completed can 
we consider possible mitigation measures. At the very least, as a condition of Forest 
Service approval of Augusta's Mine Plan of Operation, Augusta and any successors 
in ownership of the mine must be required to agree in writing that Augusta shall 
compensate all persons for lost income and lost property value due to the mine.

Business

7513 4 The pumping they would do in Sahuarita will cause irreversible damage to the 
homeowners there and may actually cause the ground to sink in a unnatural fasion.

Individual
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7514 12 I am afraid the value of my property will fall due to the aforementioned reasons.Individual

7517 5 However, along with the vast majority of Forest Service Volunteers in Southern 
Arizona, I want to express my deep concern and negative feelings about a mne in 
that area.  Depletion of water table, diminished air quality due to both mining 
operation and increased traffic, negative implact on home values, depletion of flora 
and therefore fauna in the area are some of the concerns.

Individual

7523 3 From a strictly economic viewpoint of its impact on the area, it will indeed create 
jobs. It will also reduce income tourism and the reputation of our lovely area as a 
travel destination - we will become seem more like Globe/Superior/Miami/Morenci. 
Those are fine communities which have jobs for their inhabitants but which have not 
been known for the protection of the environment. Formerly very active and 
currently semi-retired, as a real estate broker I have had a client refuse to look at any 
property north of the intersection at Sonoita, and I cannot blame them.

Individual

7523 5 Already Highway 83 often is a tedious and slow drive heading south, traveling 
behind slow-moving oversize vehicles. Northbound traffic not only must slow down, 
but almost every trip requires at least one stop-and-pull-off-the-road-and-wait to 
accommodate northbound vehicles. The EXPONENTIAL IMPACT OF THE 
TRUCK TRAFFIC TO AND FROM A MINE would create the kind of burden that 
would ALMOST TOTALLY KILL any residential/commercial growth along its path 
and beyond. The real estate market would be SEVERELY IMPACTED by this 
presence. ( As a long-time real estate broker I have already had one client refuse to 
look at property north of the Hwy 82/83 intersection.)

Individual

7588 1 Living adjacent to the Coronado National forest property which Augusta will be 
using for their mine over burden/tailings, I have severe concerns about our property 
value. This mine will be virtually in our back yard and will be seen by us and our 
neighbors.

Individual

7588 8 I hereby demand that if the Rosemont mine is permitted, that either the U.S. Forest 
Service or Augusta repay the hundreds of thousands of dollars we have invested in 
our property. We have already lost quite a bit of property value, as a direct result of 
this proposed mine and if the mine is permitted, it will render our property worthless. 
Not only will we make demand for fair market value, we will amek demand for loss 
of lifestyle. There is nowhere, in Southern Arizona, that has the equivalent type of 
property that we now live on. I don't see how this particular situation can be 
mitigated. Buying this neighborhood out would cost millions and millions and 
millions and millions of dollars.

Individual

7603 9 The mine will violate our rights to enjoy the natural environment and beauty of the 
National Forest. to have a sustainable water supply. The ground water in the Santa 
Cruz Valley has been dropping which is evidence that we already do not have a 
sustainable water supply. The mine will make it worse. There should be a 
moratorium on allowing new water users until a sustainable supply is proven. SR 83 
is a treasured scenic highway for both autos and bikes. The mine traffic will take this 
away. The mine traffic, dust, noise, destruction of natural National Forest land  will 
lower our quality of life, property values, and tourist economy.  A total cost/benefit 
analysis conducted by an independent source must be developed to justify any 
decisions.

Individual
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7654 18 IN ADDITION TO THE WATER IMPACTS, THE FOREST SERVICE MUST 
REQUIRE INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF ROSEMONT TO ASCERTAIN THE 
TRUE COST OF ITS ACTIVITIES AS THEY AFFECT LANDOWNERS, 
BUSINESSES, PROPERTY VALUES, AND THE SCENIC VISTAS OF THE 
SANTA RITAS.

Business

7684 6 They have had negative effect on property value because of the water proplem and 
the loss of the view on the north end on the Santa Rita Mt.

Individual

7809 17 IN ADDITION TO THE WATER IMPACTS, THE FOREST SERVICE MUST 
REQUIRE INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF ROSEMONT TO ASCERTAIN THE 
TRUE COST OF ITS ACTIVITIES AS THEY AFFECT LANDOWNERS, 
BUSINESSES, PROPERTY VALUES, AND THE SCENIC VISTAS OF THE 
SANTA RITAS.

Business

8600 1 if the mine is constructed, real estate values of surrounding properties will be 
significantly impacted negatively. The Pima County assessor already allows an 
external obsolescence factor for properties near mines by Green Valley. And that 
would happen with the Rosemont mine as well. Just for that reason, I don't believe 
that the Forest Service should allow a private company to use public property where 
that use will diminish property values to the detriment of people that live nearby.

Individual

8701 3 they're making promises about being water efficient and this and that. Promises and 
talk don't get it. It's got to be in writing. They need to be held accountable. I mean 
water in this area is critical. We live in the desert. I'm extremely water conservative. I 
try to educate my friends and family and anybody that I come in contact about water 
conservation.

So that's my concern because if this mine soaks up the aquifer out here, my property 
is basically my retirement and if there's no water out here, then my property is going 
to be worth nothing.

Individual

8780 3 I think property values are going to diminish in Sonoita, Elgin, and Patagonia, and 
I'd like to hear somebody address these issues as well as the others.

Individual

8810 2 And it could be very devastating to people who have sunk their life savings into 
propertues around this mine, their wealth would dry up.

Individual

8850 2 also of course the value of the land that I just bought down there and the home I'm 
trying to build form my family.

Individual

8901 1 How will real property values in Sonoita, Elgin, Patagonia, Vail, Corona de Tucson, 
Sahuarita, Green Valley, and Tucson be affected by the mining operations and the 
open pit left behind once the mine ceases operations? If real property values 
decreased, how will Pima County handle the resulting loss of revenue form 
decreased property taxes?

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 135 of 189



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Socioeconomics

Land Value

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

04

8912 3 Equally important and concerning to us, but an issue we haven't heard much 
discussion about, is the value loss all of our properties face due to water problems. 
We moved to this area before much development had occurred and did so to get 
away from exactly that. We have treasured our clean well water, our beautiful desert 
land, and our spectacular views and would be hard-pressed to find anything 
compareable that we could afford. If our property value plummets because there is 
no clean water available, we not only have lost our home and lifestyle, but also the 
ability to acquire another of nearly equal value.

Individual

9143 1 Part of the value of my property is the views of the Santa Ritas. If that view is 
blighted with an open pit and the value of my property goes down I will sue to 
recover my losses and the losses of all my friends and neighbors.

Organization

9164 1 As an owner of a significant amount of land very close to the proposed mining 
operation we are vehemently opposed to the proposed mining operation because we 
believe it will significantly diminish our property values.

Organization

10305 3 This is a disaster in the making. A mine in the Santa Ritas would not only ruin the 
landscape but destroy the peacefulness of Sonoita through depressed property 
values - forever!! This is a horrible idea by a mining firm that's not even a US 
company!! For the future of the community, and generations to come it MUST be 
stopped!!

Organization

10516 3 I live in Sonoita and the value of my property would be significantly depreciated.Organization

10597 1 These mines greatly undermine the value of our propertiesOrganization

11049 2 We have approximately 13 acres with 100+ Oak trees of two varieties. Many of these 
Oaks have been here for a very long time and are very large trees. These trees have a 
huge impact on our property value. If these trees die, it will be impossible to replace 
them.

Individual

11051 2 We have approximately 13 acres with 100+ Oak trees of two varieties. Many of these 
Oaks have been here for a very long time and are very large trees. These trees have a 
huge impact on our property value. If these trees die, it will be impossible to replace 
them.

Individual
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24 27 An open pit mine will severly impact the quality of life in those areas.

43 12 [W]e are concerned for the negative impact on the environment, cost of living, 
economical burdens, quality of life, and lowering property values these mines will 
cause! If these mines go in, there is no way you can tell me that these things will not 
occur.

Individual

134 12 Long range effets in quality of life, the façade of boom and bust economy,, the added 
burdens economically to the local community, the depletion of property values, 
would all be important considerations.
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156 5 Please save the Santa Ritas, our scenic, beneficial, ecological, way-of-life supporting 
local mountain range that is a part of our culture, our hertiage, and our local human 
ecology & economy.

157 3 The threat that the proposed mine will pose to our region's rural economy, property 
values, and lifestyle is of such significance, complexity, and scale that the 
development of effective mitigation measures will necessarily require an independent 
and comprehensive study of these adverse impacts by a multidiscipline team of 
recognized experts in their respective fields.

159 9 The goal of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan is to preserve the quality of life 
we enjoy in Pima County today for future generations.

160 71 COMMENT 5: THE MINE WILL THREATEN THE REGION'S RURAL 
ECONOMY, PROPERTY VALUES, AND LIFESTYLE AND MUST BE 
FURTHER AND INDEPENDENTLY STUDIED TO BE SUFFICIENTLY 
UNDERSTOOD AND AVOIDED OR FULLY MITIGATED.

160 78 Augusta understates the threat that the Mine will pose to the region's rural economy, 
property values, and lifestyle.

1611 15 I believe the Rosemont Copper Project would negatively impact: Nearby residential 
areas both rural and semi-urban, due to the above concerns.

Individual

1632 1 As mayor of Patagonia, AZ I am very concerned that mining in the Santa Rita 
mountains will result in serious degradation of the quality of life in the town of 
Patagonia.

Government

1653 12 As concerned land and homeowners, we have invested our entire life savings to live 
off of Highway 83 for the benefits of the scenic beauty, wildlife habitat, clean-air, 
and excellent water! The quality of living will change forever for us. and our 
neighbors; who is going to compensate us if these mines are allowed to go into 
operation? It would be devastating to our entire community if these mines were 
allowed to operate. Hundreds, if not thousands will loose their water supplies and 
quality of life that we cherish, appreciate and take precautions to preserve. The 
Davidson Canyon area will NEVER be the same!

Individual

1656 7 The Rosemont mine must not be approved because:
Blasting would ruin quality of life for nearby residents and wildlife. How does the 
CNF expect to address these issues?

Individual

1674 8 We want this natural resource available to generations in the future.Individual

1702 6 I am concerned about air quality, water use and quality, environmental degradation 
loss of our pristine wilderness, and our future quality of life.

Individual

1709 12 In general I do not see any commitment to maintain the view, water, and water 
quality, air quality, might sky darkness and the quiet of my property.

Individual

1748 13 The Mine's operation will deleteriously affect:
Owners right to peaceful enjoyment

Organization

1849 4 Our Sahuarita lot is the last property we will ever own.  My husband is 76 and I'm 
73.  How do we start all over?

Individual
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1866 1 My husband and I moved out here from Tucson about 6 years ago in order to have a 
peaceful rural life along with our horses and other animals.  We bought this place 
largely for the excellent water well that had been drilled, and the nice quiet rural 
residential area.  Now all this is terribly threatened by Sumitomo Corporation and 
Augusta Resources, who want to put in a gigantic copper and molybdenum mine 
about 4 miles south of us.

Individual

1866 4 It will not be worth living out here if we have to go to town, pay for water, and haul 
it out.  These are our main personal concerns.

Individual

1871 9 Such a project, if allowed, would detract from the quality of life currently 
experienced and expected by a vast majority of the residents living nearby.

Individual

1873 1 If the mine is not stopped, our entire way of life will be destroyed.  This beautiful 
place will be gone forever.

Individual

1917 13 I am concerned about the following environmental & health issues:  Quality of life 
impact, views and solitude.

Individual

1926 6 The high quality of life due to abundant open space, outdoor recreation, & scenic 
beauty encourages people of economic means to visit or live here.

Individual

1953 2 The open pit mine proposed for the Rosemont area is a huge threat to the quality of 
life in this area.

Individual

1969 1 I came here because of the peace, quiet and incredible beauty of the area and the 
wonderful people from all walks of life who had settled here for similar reasons in 
terms of envrionment- some still raising families and working in the immediate area 
and in Tucson; others in retirement.

I became deeply involved in the issue of open-pit mining and its potential impact on 
our environment and way of life. This was when an established mining company 
(ASARCO) sought approval for the same open pit mine operation in the Rosemont 
area of the Santa Ritas as the present applicant. It rapidly became apparent that the 
proposed mining operation would seriously impact the way of life of those who had 
been born or settled here

Individual

1969 16 Some of the issues that need to be considered:
The imposition on peace and traquility of this beautiful area where we have settled to 
enjoy our lives. How do we maintain it with the overall imposition of this mining 
operation,

Individual

1977 1 Rosemont's mine would have a huge impact on why the majority of us live here. That 
is beauty and peace.

Individual

1984 8 Dirt, noise, pollution and destruction of our lifestyles and homes should be top 
priority. Destruction of a pristine area is despicable.

Individual

2096 1 My husband and I purchased a home and also land in the Green Valley and Tubac 
area approximately 3 years ago. We live here full-time now. We gave up great jobs, 
great schools great neighbors and a wonderful lifestyle to live here in Green Valley. 
The draw was the Santa Rita's.

Individual
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2149 7 We are concerned that we are compromising the air quality, ground quality, water 
quality, and the continuing diversity of plant and animal life in the region for an 
enterprise that cannot return to use the quality of life that it will take away with the 
ore it finds.

Individual

2284 9 Mine blasting creates sonic booms. What times of day would Rosemont blast? If it 
effects nearby homes by cracking foundations and stucco, will Augusta pay for 
improvements that are necessary?

Individual

2291 38 Noise, blasting, dust and truck traffic will diminish the quality of life in the area.Individual

2314 12 As concerned land and homeowners, we have invested our entire life savings to live 
off of Highway 83 for the benefits of the scenic beauty, wildlife habitat, clean-air, 
and excellent water! The quality of living will change forever for us. and our 
neighbors; who is going to compensate us if these mines are allowed to go into 
operation? It would be devastating to our entire community if these mines were 
allowed to operate. Hundreds, if not thousands will loose their water supplies and 
quality of life that we cherish, appreciate and take precautions to preserve. The 
Davidson Canyon area will NEVER be the same!

Individual

2318 8 A as a local property owner I feel that my quality of life will be negatively impacted 
by mining development in the Santa Ritas. I moved to the area becase of its natural 
beauty. The development of a strip mine nearby is the last thing that I want to see 
happen.

Individual

2348 9 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 Southern Arizona that are such a vital part in the quality of 
life in our area.  Economic Health!

Individual

2352 7 I became concerned when I was told that a huge mining project had been proposed 
for this area. I have seen other mining operations in Arizona over the years that I 
have been out there. I even worked for Magma Copper when I lived out there in the 
70's. I know that these large operations have large impcts on everything in the area 
where they are placed. Not just impacts on wildlife, but also roads, water tables, air 
quality, increased noise levels from operations, and light pollution. All of these 
things have direct impacts on quality of life for all creatures both human and 
otherwise.

Individual

2352 13 Slowly but surely as this abuse is justified we citizens lose out treasured lands, thus 
diminishing the quality of life that wild places give us.

Individual

2363 4 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 Southern Arizona that are such a vital part in the quality of 
life in our area.

Individual

2383 5 The Rosemont Copper plans for water use will clearly have adverse impacts on the 
quality of life for all residents living in communities surrounding the proposed mine.

Individual

2431 6 Do not allow R.C. Mine Project because:
3. Living environment decreases with mine development

Individual

2433 5 Do the right thing. It's not all about money- but our quality of life!Individual
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2437 3 There is a need for more industry in the State to sustain the quality of life for the 
increased population.

Individual

2440 9 4) As human beings we have a need for contact with undisturbed nature and open 
space as well, both as visitors and inhabitants. Some of us, by choice, nature and 
illness, cannot prosper in the urban environment. Thousand of citizens live and visit 
this area for their recreation, health and well-being.

Individual

2460 2 We moved to Arizona 50 years ago for a quality of life that involved natural beauty, 
clean air and water, wildlife, peace from noise pollution.

Individual

2460 9 Please help this area to preserve its important quality of life.  Our planet has suffered 
enough rape on the pretext of progress.

Individual

2510 1 Why I am opposed to mining in the Santa Ritas Impact on quality of life-Individual

2520 9 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 Southern Arizona that are such a vital part in the quality of 
life in our area.  Economic Health!

Individual

2546 5 Allowing an open pit mine would impact the future of my children.Individual

2592 5 Here and throughout the text the MPO incorrectly identifies the project as being 30 
miles southeast of Tucson. Tucson city limits are less than 10 miles from the project. 
Tucson city limits and its associated population will expand closer based on the 
planned and project residential and commercial development along the Interstate 
corridor and in the Vail area. A more comprehensive analysis of future growth in the 
vicinity of the mine is needed to evaluate potential impacts to public health, safety, 
and quality of life in the area of growth around the proposed project.

Individual

2593 139 At stake is not just the environment and scenery we have come to love, but the 
lifestyle, economic livelihood and property values of thousands who live in the area 
adjacent to the proposed mine.

Organization

2596 3 The Tucson Orienteering Club, Limited, believes the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project would have negative impacts to Club activities in the following area:
Quality of life in Pima County

Individual

2610 19 What is the impact of mining on the peace and serenity in the area?Individual

2617 4 We own and live on 34 acres just a few miles north of the proposed Rosemont mine 
and are deeply concerned with the devestating effect that this project would have on: 
the deep serenity of our lives

Individual

2625 5 If the Federal Government actually carried out the policies spelled out in NEPA it 
would have to reject this proposed mining plan. These plans need to be upheld. They 
are: assure for all Americans productive, pleasing surroundings

Individual

2625 9 If the Federal Government actually carried out the policies spelled out in NEPA it 
would have to reject this proposed mining plan. These plans need to be upheld. They 
are: preserve an environment which supports diversity, and variety of individual 
choice

Individual
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2625 10 If the Federal Government actually carried out the policies spelled out in NEPA it 
would have to reject this proposed mining plan. These plans need to be upheld. They 
are: achieve a balance between population and resource use which will permit high 
standards of living and a wide sharing of life's amenities

Individual

2632 3 I have just passed through Claypool, Miami, & Superior. Does it look like they are 
prosperous from past mining, NO! it looks like they are worn out with spent rubble 
on one side of the road and lovely mountains on the other side. So see what the 
mining legacy is for yourself. Ruined - never to recover.

Individual

2634 7 One only has to drive through the towns of Globe, Hayden, Miami, Winklemen, and 
Mammoth, North of Tucson to see  social disasters in the mining communites.

Business

2635 2 San Manuel is a good example of what comes from this wonderful mining. How 
many people are still there  enjoying life?

Individual

2635 6 Please consider some place where the environment will not be disregaliy the quality 
of life of so many human beings.

Individual

2637 6 Years of drought, increased numbers of residents in the Tucson area, and no 
apparent conservation of water will shortly decrease the quality of life.

Individual

2638 11 Is the mine part of an agreement between the U.S., Canada, and China or part of a 
larger issue? If it is, maybe that information would be good to know and help 
mitigate the emotional impact to the surrounding population, but if it isn't, then we 
need your help.

Individual

2675 18 The disturbance to the environment of the Santa Cruz River Valley that these utilities 
traverse has not received the same attention as the proposed plan site on the east side 
of the Santa Ritas. As they are necessary for the proposal cultural impacts of these 
activities should be evaluated with equal rigor.

Individual

2676 14 There is no doubt the proposed Rosemont mine would negatively effect us, the 
residents of Patagonia, this area of Southern Arizona, the quality and way of life fo 
this whole community.

Business

2676 16 What we are literally looking at is the wealth of the few against the way of life of the 
many

Business

2676 20 It will create serious disruptions for the  well-being of people to cities and places that 
contribute to our way of life.

Business

2676 22 It will create serious disruptions for the economy, well-being, flow, and access of 
people to cities and places that contribute to our way of life.

Business

2676 31 We can no longer afford to make these decisions allowing our quality of life to 
degrade,

Business

2680 14 As our immigration figures climb off the charts it will become increasingly 
challenging to find quiet open space.

Individual
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2733 1 The Rosemont Copper Project will bring to Tucson approximately 450 new medium 
to high income jobs. Most new jobs in Tucson have been low income. In addtion to 
the direct jobs from Rosemont, there is about 2 to 3 times the amount of secondary 
jobs created as a result of employees sending their income in the community. There 
are further high paying jobs as a result of local businesses providing goods and 
services to support the mine operations.

Individual

2733 4 The United States needs to reduce their dependence on foreign sources for metals 
and other natural resources. We have lost much of our industrial base and ability to 
supply equipment and machinery needed for national defense. Please investigate the 
beneficial impact of the Rosemont Copper Project on our national enconomy.

Individual

2736 57 The Santa Ritas are used by many people for recreational purposes; hunting, hiking, 
camping, horseback riding, off-road vehicles.  The Rosemont Mine will be in close 
proximity to population centers will limit or negate altogether their access to many 
outdoor pursuits.  How does the mine plan to minimize the negative impacts on the 
residents  and their quality of life?

Government

2742 11  To many of us, gazing at the mountains inspires and gives us something the world 
cannot give with all its hustle and bustle. We get a feeling of tranquility; the beauty 
speaks to both our senses and our souls.

Individual

2744 20 We jumped through hoops to get the special guest ranch permit, and now it seems 
that a Canadian owned company with Japanese investors is getting an easy green 
light with Forest Service support to come in to this irreplaceable valley dedicated to 
tourism and recreation, completely destroying  a way of life for loyal, taxpaying 
residents and businesses of this thriving community, which is growing to become an 
international destination

Business

2744 30 The threat that the proposed mine will pose to our region's lifestyle is of such 
significance, complexity, and scale that the development of effective mitigation 
measures will necessarily require independent and comprehensive study of these 
adverse mitigation measures will necessarily require an independent and 
comprehensive study of these adverse impacts by a mulidiscipline team of 
recognized experts in their respective fields.  Only after the study is competed can we 
consider possible mitigation measures.

Business

2745 5 The public is VERY concerned about the significant impact on water resources this 
action will have on their quality of life in the Santa Cruz Valley including Green 
Valley and Sahuarita, Corona de Tucson, Marana, and in the vicinity of the mine 
operations.

Individual

2763 8 Equally important and concerning to us, but an issue we haven’t heard much 
discussion about, is the value loss all of our properties face due to water problems. 
We moved to this area before much development had occurred and did so to get 
away from exactly that. We have treasured our clean well water, our beautiful desert 
land, and out spectacular views and would be hard-pressed to find anything 
comparable that we could afford. If our property value plummets because there is no 
clean water available, we not only have lost our lifestyle, but also the ability to 
acquire to another

Individual

6717 1 FICO and the Waldens also have a deep concern about both the short-term and long-
term quality of life in this area.

Individual
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6725 5 My second area is that the mine will threaten the local rural economy, property 
values, and lifestyle.

Individual

6726 9 The Cienegas Valley is a unique environment to all Southern Arizona, with its high 
altitude, grasslands, and wildlife.  It is quiet, peaceful, and beautiful. Scenic 
Highway 83 is the gateway to this environment, which will be impacted forever if 
this project goes forward.  Regular blasting, with the sonic and seismic effects could 
likely impact local species and their distributions.  I know it will affect myself and 
my neighbors.

Individual

6742 2 First I'd like to quote the Forest Service Mission Statement.  I'm quoting the Forest 
Service Mission Statement, if anyone missed that, "Helping states and communities 
to wisely use the forest to promote rural economic development in a quality rural 
environment.  Protecting and managing the national forest and grasslands so they 
best demonstrate the sustainable multiple management concept?  What does it have 
do with the quality of rural environment?

Individual

6744 10 We believe as a community that the Mine would change the quality of life in 
northeast Santa Cruz County forever.

Individual

6750 6 We keep hearing about the jobs Rosemont will bring.  The price of these jobs will be 
lower property values, a degradation of our air quality, our quality of life, and an 
unacceptable blight to our beautiful mountains.

Individual

6775 9 Ultimately if we lose our water we're going to have an economic impact on all of us.  
The value of our houses will greatly diminish. Our quality of life will diminish.

Individual

6775 10 Ultimately if we lose our water we're going to have an economic impact on all of us.  
The value of our houses will greatly diminish. Our quality of life will diminish. So 
for 19 years of production what do we have to look forward to; reduced quality of 
life,

Individual

6844 4 Mining has provided moneys for public safety improvements and the overall quality 
of life for all of those affected.

Individual

6852 4 I'm sure you have seen bumper stickers, "Freedom is not free", well, guess what, 
neither is the standard of living that you've come to enjoy. And the standard of living 
that you hope your children and grandchildren are going to enjoy. If you think $4 a 
gallon of gas is bad, wait, if we drive all the major industries overseas and have to 
import everything.

We cannot sustain our standard of living with golf tournaments, spring training, and 
economic stimulus checks.

Individual

6879 19 The nearness of the proposed mining operation will, inevitable, have a negative 
effect on existing property values, as well as quality of life.  (Noise, increased truck 
traffic)

Individual

6898 10 Needless to say, we are against issuing any permits that would allow the Rosemont 
mine to become operational.  In our opinion, it isnot in the best interests of either the 
State, the County, or, most important the citizens, who have a right to clean air fresh 
water and a good way of life.

Individual
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6902 14 This mine is incompatible with the community that it will invade and stands to lower 
our living standards, property values, raises concerns about our personal safety and 
threatens our water resources while endangering our quality of life.

Individual

6965 11 And last but not least…
Industrial standards of production efficiency and profitability are NOT the only 
standards by which to judge the benefit of such operations.  Let's publically identify 
the quality of life issues for present and future generations that MUST be considered.

Individual

6966 17 The hwy 83 access safety issues and inconveniences, noise pollution, light pollution, 
and exposure to the mines airborne contaminants not to mention my overall quality 
of life?

Individual

6984 1 We live in Green Valley.  We selected the area because of the quiet, pristine 
surroundings.  We love the mountain view and the wilderness areas.  We enjoy being 
away from the hustle and bustle of the bigger cities.  In our search for the best place 
for us, we traveled through many areas that lacked sizable populations and wildlife.  
We saw many areas where exploration or heavy mining would not be an issue since 
no one lived there.

Why choose this area?  Why exploit our community?

Individual

7021 5 Decades of reports about damages to the environment affecting our  quality of life in 
general make me wonder why this project could have even been proposed.

Individual

7037 5 Say NO to special interests ho would suck the aquifer dry, poison the air, destroy the 
view-shed and forever alter the rural life of the Santa Rita Range.

Individual

7087 1 In the past a mine such as this would have had a town spring up around it to provide 
the minors with any service they desired, these services tended to be things looked 
down on by society.  For example brothels, drug dens, gambling, taverns.  Even one 
of these establishments could have detrimental effects on living and learning 
environment of children and families already making a life in this area.  Can you 
prove that these are trends of the past and that the mine will have no effect on the 
moral standing of Vail?

Individual

7125 38 Noise, blasting, dust and truck traffic will diminish the quality of life in the area.Individual

7129 2 I present the following issues as aspects of impact on the quality of life the I did not 
see presented:

1. *Existence Value*
Many people know about the Rosemont Valley because they saw it from Mt. 
Rightson, from Route 83, went hiking there, took pictures, made paintings, or drove 
forest roads. Some value it just from pictures. Their quality of life is raised by love 
for the landscape, its landforms, its wildlife, and wildlife habitat.  The irreparable 
damage caused by the mine will be a great emotional loss to these people (including 
myself). We value the fact that this beautiful are exists even if we do not utilize it in 
any direct way. Mitigation therefore does not correct for the loss. We as a society 
will feel a guilt if we allow a permanent destruction of the Rosemont landscape just 
to allow a one-time profit for a corporation. What will our progeny think of us if we 
allow the destruction to take place?

Individual
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7134 35 The Forest Service must also ensure that the DEIS presents an analysis of the direct, 
indirect and cumulative social effects that may result from the proposed action and 
all of the alternatives, including the no action alternative. We are particularly 
interested in the analysis of the social impacts on Sahuarita, but note that there are 
many other potentially impacted communities. A number of these communities, 
including our own, have large numbers of retired persons who specifically chose to 
live in this area because of the high quality of life and particular amenities, such as 
recreation, clear skies and wide open spaces.

Business

7164 13 Quality of life is one of the most important drives of the local economy  in the area 
of the Santa Rita and Patagonia Mountains. The abundant protected public lands in 
the area, such as the Mt. Wrightson Wilderness, Las Cienegas National Conservation 
Area, and the San Rafael Ranch Natural Area, provide key environmental amenities 
that are important contributors to quality of life.

Individual

7166 21 QUALITY OF LIFE: I have heard that the blasting and mining operations will go on 
24 hours daily at this time. How will the noise, vibration, and lighting from the mine 
affect people living in the area and what will be the effect on wildlife? I would be 
very concerned that nearby residents' ability to sleep would be impacted. Will the 
environmental impact study address such issues?

Individual

7178 7 THE RISKS ARE TOO GREAT TO THE ENVIRONMENT AND QUALITY OF 
LIVING TO THE SURROUNDING COMMUNITIES AND THOSE THAT VISIT.

Individual

7191 3 The Tucson Orienteering Club, Limited, believes the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project would have negative impacts to Club activities in the following areas: 

Quality of life in Pima County

Organization

7197 12 From the tailings dust to the road traffic to the sound and light pollutiont to the 
habitat fragmentation, this mine would destroy the beauty of this valley, and in doing 
so, the lives and incomes of many who have investing years into building their 
homes and careers around it.

Individual

7210 1 The Rosemont mine is a bad idea for a variety of reasons, one of which is that we 
only degrade our quality of life while enriching that of the carpetbagging mining 
company.

Individual

7253 139 At stake is not just the environment and scenery we have come to love, but the 
lifestyle, economic livelihood and property values of thousands who live in the area 
adjacent to the proposed mine.

Organization

7258 1 I will be forced against my will to experience this mine every day with views from 
my home.  I won't need to go anywhere to be devastated by the destruction of our 
lands.  I will hear it, smell it, taste and breathe the dust and fumes cause by the mines 
activity.

Individual
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7336 10 Economic- Determine actual current and projected regional property and quality of 
life value effects of the Rosemont Mine over 200+ years. My family has recently 
decided not to buy a home in Corona de Tucson, due to the proximity and threat of 
the proposed Rosemont mine. $349 K that could be a part of the Tucson economy 
already isn't, because of the proposed mine. Who will want to move in next to a toxic 
mine scar in 50 or 100 years? Who will want to live near a pristine wild forested 
mountain range in 200 years? Determine how much of the housing crisis in the area 
(15 miles on all sides of the Santa Rita's) is from the housing market in general and 
how much is directly attributable to the Rosemont Mine Proposal. Look at recent 
new real estate listings in the adjacent regions, since March, when the proposal went 
public. The mine waste and tailings in Sahuarita dominate the skyline, when you 
look south, south west, form almost anywhere in Tucson. Do Tucson and Southern 
Arizona really need more mining scars visible from outer space? At best case, 
average, and worst case scenario should be independently developed and published.

Individual

7345 3 The proposed open-pit mine is a horrible, out-dated, unsustainable plan. Even if the 
Rosemont proposal was more in tune with well-known,  lower-impact mining 
practices, it should be denied because of the location, which threatens air, water, and 
life quality for tens of thousands of citizens.

Individual

7349 1 Please don't allow another travesty in beautiful and majestic Arizona to be developed 
by yet another large corporation which has no concern for your local quality of life 
for humans or the welfare of local wildlife.

Individual

7381 1 I would like to give you something to think about, something to ponder! We live in 
this area love this valley. It t is very special to those of us who live out here. The 
mountains change color and definition all through the day. Sun rises and sunsets are 
beautiful, especially during cloudy days. Our air is clear, except for the windy days, 
Our water is very important to us, because we don't fool with this and that blend, as 
they do in some cities. There are land grants here form the 1700 and 1800's. The 
ranches that were here before we came - some are still ranches today - and 
unfortunately, some are being divided up. We have a feeling of peace and 
contentment here. There is quiet, if you want to be alone. We praise the rain that 
turns everything a beautiful green. When we leave our homes for some other town, 
state or country, we are ALWAYS so happy to return home. In the summer it is 
about 10 degrees cooler than Tucson and about 20 degrees cooler than Phoenix and a 
lot less humid. The people who live here moved here to raise horses, cattle. Goats 
and llamas. Those of us who don't raise cattle moved here to get away from crowds, 
traffic and noise.

If Augusta gets the mine through, it will destroy a life style - a life style that we 
absolutely cherish. I guess this won't mean anything to Augusta, because they are 
after the all mighty dollar. How can copper replace peoples' happy state of being. I 
don't kn0ow what kind of life style Canadians cherish, but they intend to ruin ours. 
Money talks!

Individual
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7381 6 Sonoita runs the Santa Cruz County Fair Grounds. There are rodeos, roping contests, 
quarter horse shows, regular horse races with the Kentucky Derby piped in by 
telivision. The fairgrounds even serve Mint Jukeps, if you want one? Also, there is a 
Rodeo Queen with two attendants and a Little Sweetheart chosen for the rodeo. 
There is a Santa Cruz Country Fair where there is sewing, quilting, handwork, 
baking, and arts and crafts. Trailers with different kinds foods show up. We have a 
carnival for kids, and clowns roam around making animals for the kids out of ballons.

If we don, t protect these areas now, they will crease to exist. The road. trucks. 
traffic, and safety issues will kill our way of life. Please don't let that happen!!

Individual

7432 11 There is no doubt the propose Rosemont mine would negatively effect us, the 
residents of Patagonia, this area of Southwest Arizona, the quality and way of life of 
this whole community. What we are literally looking at is the wealth of the few 
against the health and way of life of the  many.

Organization

7443 15 Economy and ecology both come from the same Latin root: home. The Santa Ritas 
are a part of our home and we need to protect them for ourselves, our community, 
and our future. I'm talking about quality of life. A term no one talked about it in 
1872. Times certainly have changed.

Individual

7474 2  Quality of life will dramatically change for many Arizonans should this mining 
project commence.

Individual

7475 11 The Augusta Mine Project will also have a negative impact on our lifestyle.Business

7478 4 The project as described would negatively affect the  quality of life in Tucson and 
southeast Arizona.

Individual

7497 4 This mine wil destroy the way of life that many have come to enjoy. No one has the 
right to degrade or infringe other person's rights.

Individual

7504 131 What are the security measures planned for transport and on-site storage, and the 
potential risk of accident, or criminal or terrorist activity?  What will be done to 
prevent static discharge or lightning strikes from causing an unplanned explosion?  
What consideration for shock effects or damage to cities, power-lines, wells, pipes, 
or the underground aquifer from such a large amount of explosive discharging 
accidentally will be provided as protection for the community and the environment?  
What planning has been done and will be done for this contingency?

7508

7504 141 What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the 
Coronado National Forest from the deleterious impacts of daily blasting?  What will 
be the cumulative environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of this blasting on 
nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the Coronado National Forest?

7508
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7505 4 The threat that the proposed mine will pose to our region's lifestyle is of such 
significance, complexity, and scale that the development of effective mitigation 
measures will necessarily require an independent and comprehensive study of these 
adverse impacts by a multidisciplinary team of recognized experts in their respective 
fields. Only after the study is completed can we consider possible mitigation 
measures. At the very least, as a condition of Forest Service approval of Augusta's 
Mine Plan of Operation, Augusta and any successors in ownership of the mine must 
be required to agree in writing that Augusta shall compensate all persons for lost 
income and lost property value due to the mine.

Business

7524 1 The USFS has identified the following areas of concern in its Notice of Intent 
concerning the Rosemont mining project:
1. Effects on the economy, public services, quality of life, and other community 
resources in Pima County, Tucson, and nearby communities;
2. Effects on the quality and availability of surface water and groundwater resources;
3. Effects on vegetation and wildlife, including those having special-status 
designations by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Arizona Game and Fish 
Department, Forest Service, Region 3 Regional Forester; and Forest Plan;
4. Effects on soils and geology;
5. Effects on aesthetic resources, including Forest visual quality objectives and State 
Highway 83, a state-designated scenic highway;
6. Effects on archaeological, historic, and cultural resources, including Native 
American interests and values;
7. Effects on Forest recreational use and compatibility with other land uses;
8. Effects of increased traffic on local roads and transportation systems;
9. Effects of mining and processing and vehicle traffic on ambient air quality; and
10. Effects of noise on nearby residents, Forest users, and sensitive wildlife.

It is unambiguously clear to me that the effects of this mine on issues numbered 
1,5,7,8,9 and 10 which are all quality of life issues, are going to be overwhelmingly 
and irrevocably negative and harmful.

Business

7524 4 Many of the issues listed are Quality of Life issues and Health Issues, and since 
tourism and recreation are such large parts of our economy, they thus become 
economic issues as well.

Business

7584 6 This mine will ruin the towns of Elgin, Sonoita, and Patagonia and ruin the lives of 
almost everything living in the whole are.

Individual

7592 18 There are considerable activities necessary for this proposal on the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mountains. Examples include, but are not limited to, an access road, 
wells, pipelines, pumping (booster) stations, transmission lines, and a potential 
substation. Power for the proposed project will be delivered through approximately 
12 miles of transmission lines. These lines will be suspended from 90 foot towers, 
with a ground clearance of at least 70 feet. A water pipeline will be constructed to 
follow a similar path as the power lines. The disturbance to the environment of the 
Santa Cruz River Valley that these utilities traverse has not received the same 
attention as the proposed plan site on the east side of the Santa Ritas. As they are 
necessary for the proposal, the environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of 
these activities should be evaluated with equal rigor.

Individual
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7598 7 How will the value of life, injury, and medical costs be considered in this decision? 
Will this be qualitative or quantitative with respect to the economic analysis and the 
viability of the mine?

Individual

7598 29 We believe the value of our property has been and will be further affected from the 
proposed mine operation. This is and will de due to the view-shed degradation on 
Hwy 83, noise from the 24/7 mining operations, and general quality of life and 
environmental degradation concerns contained herein.

A)How will we be compensated for this reduction in value?

B) How will the economic analysis tatke this into account?

C) Will the PIMA County tax assessor's office take this into account for valuations?

D)Is the PIMA County assessor's office being consulted to obtain these economic 
inputs?

Individual

7603 1 This mine will violate our rights as local residents that moved here for the high 
quality of life.

Individual

7603 8 The mine will violate our rights to enjoy the natural environment and beauty of the 
National Forest. to have a sustainable water supply. The ground water in the Santa 
Cruz Valley has been dropping which is evidence that we already do not have a 
sustainable water supply. The mine will make it worse. There should be a 
moratorium on allowing new water users until a sustainable supply is proven. SR 83 
is a treasured scenic highway for both autos and bikes. The mine traffic will take this 
away. The mine traffic, dust, noise, destruction of natural National Forest land  will 
lower our quality of life, property values, and tourist economy.  A total cost/benefit 
analysis conducted by an independent source must be developed to justify any 
decisions.

Individual
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7605 1 The people belonging to this land are reach in respect for the genuine precious assets 
inherited since ancient times. They have respect, as a sine qua non condition of our 
harmonious life, repsect for the environment, respect for all their neighbors, repsect 
for all the living beings. The life itself is the one that taught them the living 
unwritten law according to which the disrespect is acting back against them as a sum 
of negative feelings from both, the Nature itself and people as well. They respect this 
living law of life, this law of compensation of the Nature. 
I am going back in time, the time of human communist era, when some funny jokes 
was pretended to come of RADIO EREVAN:
A listener: Is it possible to build the communism in Switzerland? 
Answer: Of course, it's possible, but how such a pity!
I learned about the project to open a pit mine in the beautiful Santa Anita Mountains, 
California and I feel from the depth of my heart part of the people belonging to that 
Mountains, to that land, who are living in a complete symbiosis with the Nature and 
endeavour for centuries to protect their land, the most precious treasure, their home.
With deep respect for you and for your position, please be the voice of the people 
belonging to that land of California and elsewhere, people who know and love their 
land, ever living in a great brotherhood with their land. We all have no other home 
than the land we belong to.
Please protect this land with deep understanding that the benefits of a beautiful 
untouched land is more precious than any mine opened to bring out money. Money 
cannot buy and cannot make anew and cannot replace the treasure and the beauty 
God made for us.

Individual

7614 6 Fourth, I am concerned about the loss of this beautiful area but more so the loss of 
the culture of the east side of the Santa Rita Mountains. Mining historically has not 
been a part of the Sonoita Valley. It is an area of ranching, dry land farming years 
ago, and now has thriving restaurants, vineyards, wineries, bed & breakfasts, art 
galleries & small businesses nestled in with the historic ranches in the area. It is 
because of this culture, and I have only touched on it, that people have been mocing 
here for years. This culture also involves the people who cannot hike inot the 
beautiful Santa Rita's or along the river in the BLM's Empire Ranch Riparian Areas. 
This is one of the few areas that the elderly, or the people who physically can't hike 
out into areas of our national forests can still drive through the area into Sonoita or 
out onto the Empire Ranch or over Box Canyon and enjoy their public lands with out 
doing any damage and never get our of the vehicles. Preserving this kind of 
experience, this type of area, at this time in our history is the major part of what the 
United States Forest Service was created for, stands for.

Individual

7695 3 The Southern Arizona Hang Glider Association strongly opposes mining in the Santa 
Rita and Patagonia Mountains because it will permanently damage the beauty and 
quality of life of our southern Arizona home.

Organization

8663 5 Cienega Creek, which by the way Augusta wants to fill (unintelligible) Canyons, yet 
claims no impact to the Cienega Creek water shed. And Davidson Canyon and not 
only wildlife habitats as well as Rosemont are decreasing water tables, peace, beauty, 
solitude and scenic (unintelligible) for thousands of out of state tourists all in seeious 
peril of becoming a beautiful memory our children will only have heard of.

Individual

8748 2 I just want to say that I don't think that the damage to the environment that's going to 
be caused by the Rosemont Mine is worth the few jobs that are going to be 
provided.  I think the quality of life is more important.

Individual
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8771 6 It will cause a rapid lowering of an already lowering water table, put toxins in 
already toxic water, damage eco-tourism, make a dump off now beautiful mountain 
area in a general cause a lower quality of life.

Individual

8775 5 . . .the quality of our life has suffered because of the mines that are already in this 
area, with leakage into the water systems that they have undertaken to correct, but 
they still occur occasionally.  And then we have dust that has blown over the area 
from time to time even through they're supposed to be controlling such problems.

Individual

8789 7 the life of the people living in the area will be devastated. And for what, short-term 
profit for some people that will leave the state the county. For who, some jobs, will 
be minuscule compared to the regional natural treasure.

Individual

8803 4 We have to stop major corporations from taking risks like this that jeopardize all of 
our well beings.

Individual

8849 5 The noise and lights and blasting from the mine could certainly have a quality of 
impact issue -- quality of life impact issue on residents in the area, and I would ask 
that the Forest Service study how both people and wildlife will be affected by that 
kind of noise and vibration.

Individual

8855 1 I'm calling in response to the concerns of the (unintelligible) proposed mining 
project off of Sonoita Highway. I have concerns about how it's going to affect the 
quality of life as a resident in the area. That we've already seen changes, new 
developments and schools and things like that.

Individual

8855 3 So just as it goes on record, there are concerns that our quality of life may be 
affected as a direct result of the mines being placed in the nearby proximity and I 
would prefer them not to be there.

Individual

8858 3 I have something to do with one of the biggest companies in Patagonia, and many 
thousands of people have come through there per year. And they need access from 
the airport in Tucson to that on a daily basis, so, it's affecting the health and the well 
being of the citizens local, and also globally actually it has an affect.

Individual

8869 6 So I hope you consider every option and think very thoroughly about the permanent 
affect it will have on the lives of the people there and the pollution and the affect on 
the environment it will create.

Individual

9169 1 Does quality of life not count for something? Is the almighty buck to feed an already 
overblown govenment bureaucracy more important than a legacy of beauty and 
serenity for all to enjoy for generations? Stop the insanity! Govern in support of the 
people not special business interests.

Organization

10140 2 The quality of life factor of the general public should take precedence over the 
economic benefits to a private enterprise.

Organization

10742 1 Mining forever destorys and alters our way of life.Organization

10874 2 The relatively few (and temporary at that) jobs that this mine would create cannot 
offest the permanent damage to the quality of life created by the mine.

Organization
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11068 18 There are considerable activities necessary for this proposal on the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mountains. Examples include, but are not limited to, an access road, 
wells, pipelines, pumping (booster) stations, transmission lines, and a potential 
substation. Power for the proposed project will be delivered through approximately 
12 miles of transmission lines. These lines will be suspended from 90 foot towers, 
with a ground clearance of at least 70 feet. A water pipeline will be constructed to 
follow a similar path as the power lines. The disturbance to the environment of the 
Santa Cruz River Valley that these utilities traverse has not received the same 
attention as the proposed plan site on the east side of the Santa Ritas. As they are 
necessary for the proposal, the environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of 
these activities should be evaluated with equal rigor.

Individual
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24 28 The Sonoita Valley, a weekend tourist destination, could be thrown into the boom-
bust economy typical of western towns adjacent to large mining operations.

43 20 Economic Impacts: Loss to heritage and Eco-Tourism (see the Economic Effects of 
the Rosemont Mine- put out by the Sonoran Institute).

Individual

52 8 Impacts on tourism in SE AZ needs to be considered.Individual

158 2 As a visitor to the Sonoita area, particularly the Epona Center at Apache Springs 
Ranch, I am disturbed by the news that this beautiful valley is set to be irreparably 
damaged by an open pit mine of such scale

158 4 A large part of the reason I would invest the time and money to visit the area from 
my current home, involves the serenity and unmatched beauty of the Santa Rita 
Mountain empire, particularly Gardner Canyon.

158 6 I'm not really interested in visiting your area to hike or trail ride or even drive past an 
open pit mine.

158 10 It has been a real treat to be able to stay at this historic ranch and get a taste of the 
West while also learning some life enriching skills from the staff and horses at the 
Epona Center.

160 75 The presence of an open pit copper mine in the region's midst will devastate the 
unspoiled natural environment that is the foundation of its rural economy and 
lifestyle. And, if Arizona Scenic Highway 83 - the principal route between greater 
Tucson and the Sonoita crossroads-is no longer scenic or safe, the Elgin, Sonoita, 
and Patagonia will cease to be the prime tourist destinations that they have become.

236 2 A large party of the reason I would invest the time and money to visit the area from 
my current home in (please add your city, state, country), involves the serenity and 
unmatched beauty of the Santa Rita mountain empire, particularly Gardner Canyon. 
I'm not really interested in visiting your area to hike or trail ride or even drive past an 
open pit mine.

236 7 If I want to see industrial waste lands, I can find that much closer to home. If I want 
to experience city life, I'd much rather spend my vacation and my money in (choose a 
few of your favorite cities) than Tucson.
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236 9 Tourism in the area will suffer greatly when visitors expecting to experience the 
history and unique beauty of the Southwest drive past the scarred landscape you 
propose.

1509 6 Reasons why Rosemont Mine shold NOT be allowed: Tourism- we have heard that 
the lose in tourism dollars will exceed the value of the copper mined.

Individual

1548 3 People come from all over the world (every continent) to see the birds of 
southeastern Arizona. Even in Russia they have heard of the beautiful drie ever the 
Santa Rita mountains. A world treasure is at stake.

Individual

1566 2 fiscal disaster for our area. Our long range economy will be (and is now) tourism and 
depends on maintaining the beauty and uniqueness of the Sonoran Desert and 
Madera Canyon and the Santa Ritas.

Individual

1582 5 Our economy is no longer what is was in the 1800's - Now - beautiful mountains are 
our important resource - attracting tourism and people who want to live in a beautiful 
area.

Individual

1593 10 How will the mine keep visitors coming to our wilderness area.Individual

1607 2 If the role of the NFS is to protect our pulic lands for the benefit of all, then any cost 
benefit analysis will reveal this mine to be a disaster for Pima & Santa Cruz counties 
in tourism and local residences.

Individual

1611 5 Scientists and birders travel thousands of miles to come here. In doing so, they spend 
money that supports the local economy.

Individual

1612 8 Air quality deterioration is certain and noise & light pollution will negatively impact 
the thriving tourist industry.

Individual

1615 2 I sent an e-mail already to Bev outlining all of the serious consequences that will 
resolt if this mine goes through.
Safety, health, tourism, property values, shutting down of Hwy 83, water depletion-
all negative.

Individual

1620 7 My primary concerns are:
Loss of tourism

Individual

1623 2 Most money will disappear from the area in the hands of a few and destroy the 
reasons why tourists and locals spend their time and money here.

Individual

1625 11 (4) 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.

Organization

1627 3 How will this mine impact our primary resource, tourism?Individual

1656 12 The Rosemont mine must not be approved because:
The economy of SE Arizona is heavily based on tourism. An open pit mine with their 
trucks jamming Scenic Highway 83 would not be a tourist attraction as Rosemont 
Copper claims.

Individual
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1708 4 "Our primary objection is the negative impact this operation could have on our 
residents and local tourist economy," Bee said.

Organization

1741 9 Currently Hwy 83 is a scenic Corridor very popular with Tourists who Bring much 
needed Tourist Dollars to the Towns of Sonoita, Patagonia and Elgin.  These Places 
are not the destination. The road (83) itself is the source of this income.

Individual

1748 4 The Mine's operation will deleteriously affect:
Tourism and its benefits

Organization

1764 1 How will the important industries of tourism and eco tourism, which are vital to the 
economy of this area, be effected by the ongoing mining process conducted on a 
daily basis at Rosemont Mine?

Individual

1775 12 It has been estimated that the Tourist industry of Pima & Santa Cruz counties is 
about $2.95 Billion/year, but we can kiss a large portion of that a fond farewell if the 
mines indeed begin their operations in earnest. I've said it before, but what is so 
"Scenic" about the kind of destruction that we currently see west of Green Valley? I 
wouldn't take my vacation there…would you?

Individual

1784 4 Impact on existing business…Individual

1795 2 Evaluate the following social factors in the EIA:
benefits from positive tourist effects from new state of art mine

Individual

1802 3 Provide a 'tourist' site for state of the art facilityIndividual

1805 4 The economy of Sonoita & Patagonia is dependent on tourism from Tucson.Individual

1805 11 Rosemont claims it will bring money into the community.  The environmental impact 
on tourism in the area will last forever, the advantages only 20 years.  Have you 
included this in your economic analysis?

Individual

1818 5 The Santa Rita Mountain Range is a unique, world renown, ecosystem that attracts 
many scientists, birders, hikers and others.  What will be the impact of this mining 
operation on such areas of interests?

Individual

1836 9 If this mine goes in, the travel and tourism-related spending in the region would be 
an economic loss greater than the annual payroll of  the mine!

Individual

1849 2 At a Vail meeting we heard the results of an impact study that stated that if 5% of the 
tourism was diminished, it was far more than all the salaries that would be generated 
by salaries at the mine.  We loose all the beauty and are paralized by less income in 
this county.

Individual

1856 12 It has been estimated that the Tourist industry of Pima & Santa Cruz counties is 
about $2.95 Billion/year, but we can kiss a large portion of that a fond farewell if the 
mines indeed begin their operations in earnest. I've said it before, but what is so 
"Scenic" about the kind of destruction that we currently see west of Green Valley? I 
wouldn't take my vacation there…would you?

Individual

1857 10 If all factors are taken into consideration the loss to this community is far greater 
than the gains. Our economy looses far more than it could possibly get from a few 
hundred temporary jobs. We are a tourist based economy and the tourists will go 
away.

Individual
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1876 3 Concerns: Economic impact- Loss of open space/touism to the areaIndividual

1879 7 The negative impact on tourism will have severe consequences for commercial 
enterprises (restaurants, motels, B&B's, gift shops etc.) in the towns and areas of 
Pima, Santa Cruz and Cochise Counties, to name only the most directly affected.

Individual

1879 11 The impact of huge waste-loaded mining trucks crowding Scenic Highway 83 every 
10-15 minutes around the clock alone ought to be enough to negate the enterprise.  
This would be devastating to motor traffic on that supposedly restricted highway 
which is the single feasible route connecting the communities of Sonoita, Elgin, 
Patagonia and Patagonia Lake, as well as ranchers and agriculturalists in the areas in 
between, to I-10. The negative impact on tourism and recreation which is totally 
dependent on that route for access to the east side of the Santa Ritas in uncalculated.

Individual

1884 2 The area of the project is highly attractive for tourists who bring a positive economic 
effect to the people in the area.  I believe this economic impact will be severely 
hampered if the project is implemented.

Individual

1891 32 These issues are important, not only to those of us living in the immediate area, but 
to those who come globally to enjoy the breathtaking beauty and recreation of the 
area.

Individual

1894 12 What effect will the mine have on wildlife and migration patterns? And if there is an 
effect, how will that effect ecotourism?

Individual

1896 11 On 2/11 2007 the Sonoran Desert Institute released their Final mining study.  The 
study says if the mines displaced only one percent of travle and tourism-related 
spending in the region, the economic loss would be greater than the entire annual 
payroll of the mine.

Organization

1914 7 The sheer ugliness of an open pit will also affect tourism & outdoor activities in the 
area, which generate more revenue than a mine ever will.

Individual

1917 12 I am concerned about the following environmental & health issues:  Economic 
impact on area:  Negative impact on existing businesses, related to recreation.

Individual

1920 2 I am concerned about the negative aspect the operation of mine will bring to bear on:
Local tourism the economic benefit of the mine will not net out positive when 
compared to the loss of tourist revenues

Individual

1922 17 The economy of SE Arizona is heavily based on tourism. An open pit mine with their 
trucks jamming Scenic Highway 83 would not be a tourist attraction as Rosemont 
Copper claims. Will CNF compensate all the small businesses that would be killed 
by this giant mining project that would provide some jobs for 20 years and then go 
away?

Individual

1924 8 Negative impact on local tourism based economyIndividual

1930 8 Negative impact on local tourism based economyIndividual

1933 2 Loss of tourist revenue due to road congestion and the destraction of the wildlife and 
vegetation.

Individual
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1935 4 The blasting and truck traffic would likely result in loss of many of the plants, 
animals and birds that attract thousands of tourists to the area every year. The 
estimated one Billion dollar clean eco-tourism industry would be seriously impacted. 
The amount of employment dollars from the mining operation is insignificant 
compared with the potential loss of the eco-tourists.

Individual

1936 6 The affect the mine would have on Madera Canyon is astonishing. This world-
renowned birding/tourist area would be forever changed, as would the ecology of the 
entire mt. range.

Individual

1953 6 While Augusta would bring some jobs to the area, it would be at the expense of 
driving away the local tourist economy.

Individual

1956 15 Negative impact on the local tourism based economyIndividual

1969 13 Some of the issues that need to be considered:
Impact on tourism to the area, which is a major source of revenue to our 
communities.

Individual

1976 6 Income from tourist business would be lessened.Individual

1980 4 Economics aspect to be considered-will impact tourist industry-hiking, biking,etc. in 
a beautiful part of the state

Individual

1991 2 will ruin our birding tourism business, etc.Individual

2064 1 This area is beautiful, and as a tourist I will be reconsidering another area to ride my 
bike since I will be competing with hauling trucks.

Individual

2075 5 Any economic benefits of the mine will be offset by the negative impacts to tourism-
related businesses dependent on the area's scenic beauty.

Individual

2077 8 Has Rosemont contracted biological population studies on all spices of endangered 
wildlife; and, can they say with certitude that their mine will not endanger 
International tourism to the Santa Cruz valley?

Individual

2088 7 Considering the negative impact on tourism in this part of the state it is unfathomable 
that another copper mine would even be considered.

Individual

2090 7 We feel that there are many valid reasons to not approving this project:
4. The negative impact on tourism and related businesses.

Individual

2091 10 Negative impact on the local tourism based economy.Individual

2136 7 Nobody, including bicyclists, motorcyclists and tourists will be able to travel from 
Tucson to the wineries, Tombstone, Parker Lake, Patagonia Lake or Patagonia, via 
Hwy. 83, thus, hurting tourism

Individual

2143 10 This is beautiful, irreplaceable land, biologically rich. Tourism depends on it.Individual

2148 14 Negative impact on the local tourism based economy.Individual

2152 4 The unintended consequences to the environment and the flyway will cause harm to 
tourism.

Individual

2156 15 negative impact on the local tourism based economyIndividual
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2170 11 There will be negative impact on the local tourism based economy.Individual

2174 15 Negative impact on the local tourism based economy.Individual

2181 3 Joe Marlow, resource economist of the Sonoran Institute, conducted an independent 
study to look at the mining's potential economic impacts in the Santa Rita and 
Patagonia mountains. Amongst his findings was the fact that the greatest negative 
impact would be on Tourism and our local school district.

Individual

2193 3 Tourism in that area will also be harmed by letting this mine go forward.Individual

2198 14 The population of Metro-Tucson has literally grown up around the mine site in 
relative close proximity. The city limits of Tucson proper goes east of Vail Rd., north 
of I-10., which is only a short distance. The ECONOMIC IMPACTS of this mine 
will weigh heavily financially on our extremely large tourist industry.

Individual

2253 8 On 2/11 2007 the Sonoran Desert Institute released their Final mining study.  The 
study says if the mines 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.

Individual

2272 15 Most of the benefits would go to the Tucson area, while most of the costs, such as 
decreased tourism revenue, would be borne by communities near the mine"  Once 
again, Mental,  physical and financial HEALTH!

Individual

2275 5 It will scar the land and ultimately decrease the reason most people come to our area 
to spend their tourist dollars- the beauty of our surroundings.

Individual

2280 3 What is the economic impact on tourism in the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de 
Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green Valley) when Scenic Highway 83 
is no longer a destination but rather a dangerous mining road?

Individual

2284 27 On 2/11 2007 the Sonoran Desert Insitution release their Final mining study. The 
study says if the mines 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. Augusta Resources tries to gain public approval of the mine by 
advertising the jobs and tax revenue for both the state of Arizona and the Fed's. Does 
the study take into account the loss of tourism dollars and land

Individual

2284 29 On 2/11 2007 the Sonoran Desert Insitution release their Final mining study. The 
study says if the mines 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. Augusta Resources tries to gain public approval of the mine by 
advertising the jobs and tax revenue for both the state of Arizona and the Fed's. Does 
the study take into account the loss of tourism dollars and land

Individual

2290 4 Reasons for opposing this mine:
Tourism could very well be negatively impacted in the Senoita/Patagonia area.

Individual
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2291 16 ECONOMICS: 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 Sonora Institute. Most of the benefits would go to the Tucson 
area, while most of the costs, such as decreased tourism revenue, would be borne by 
communities near the mine"   Once again, Mental, physical and financial HEALTH!

Individual

2291 29 Economics: The economy of Southern Arizona/Pima Co. is dependent upon the 
continued attractiveness of this part of the State as a good palce to live. Arizona led 
the nation last year as one of the fastest growing state in the nation and residential 
home building has been a top producer of tax revenue for the State. The area 
surrounding the proposed quarry site has been identified by the Arizona Daily Star as 
one of the fastest growing high value residential areas in the Tucson valley. Property 
value in the area have rapidly appreciated over the past ten years and the property tax 
levies increased accordingly. An open-pit limestone quarry at the proposed site will 
damage this area. Substantially diminishing property values.

Individual

2291 35 The highway serving the area is designated as an Arizona scenic highway and leads 
to major tourist attractions, Elgin, Sonoita, and Patagonia, from there on to Nogales 
and Tombstone. Pima County just purchased the Bar V Ranch in order to preserve 
open/scenic attractiveness in the area.

Individual

2291 39 Blasting and the resulting earth tremors will spook my horses/cows, domestic  pets 
and wildlife.

Individual

2309 5 On 2/11 2007 the Sonoran Desert Institute released their Final mining study.  The 
study says if the mines 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.

Individual

2321 2 If the mining lasts 20 years. They leave their tailings on our BEAUTIFUL FOREST 
LAND. Tourists will not want to come to Arizona any more because it is UGLY 
AND DESTROYED. NOW WHAT ARE YOU GOING TO DO FOR INCOME 
FOR ARIZONA??

Individual

2331 7 The proposed Rosemont Copper Proejct should be stopped for many reasons that 
include but are not limited to:
Negative impact on a growing local tourism based economy.

Individual

2337 11 The economy in this area is tourism and this far offsets the gain of Augusta's 
temporary 350 jobs. Plus the tourism profits stay in this region, help build this 
region, and are not sent out of the country.

Individual

2338 13 but the loss to tourism would be monumental and could never be recovered if 
Augusta is allowed to mine this area.

Individual
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2358 8 The scenery and environment of the west is not just "another pretty face." People 
from all over the world choose these areas as destinations, so this is an economic 
factor for many citizens of our state, as opposed to the profits for one private mining 
company. Visitors surely do not choose open-pit mines and all the accompanying 
industrial destruction to visit, re-visit and treasure. Again, I implore you to save and 
protect this national treasure from this outrage.

Individual

2360 6 I am writing to oppose the Mine's approval for many reasons. Here are some:
The loss of Tourism to the area, especially the town of Patagonia which depends 
heavily on Tourist dollars.

Individual

2374 7 Nobody, including bicyclists, motorcyclists and tourists will be able to travel from 
Tucson to the wineries, Tombstone, Parker Lake, Patagonia Lake or Patagonia, via 
Hwy. 83, thus, hurting tourism

Individual

2380 11 We fear that both the small towns of Sonoita and Patagonia will just disappear 
because they depend on tourism. Who will want to come here with the negative 
impact that the Rosemont Mine will create.

Individual

2393 2 Must investigate the mine's detremental effect on tourism. It brings in about 
$1billion/ year. 
Generating 250-500 jobs is nothing compared to loss of tourist dollars.

Individual

2429 8 My concerns are:
6. reduce tourism in Sonoita, Patagonia region

Individual

2431 5 Do not allow R.C. Mine Project because:
3. Tourism decreases with mine development

Individual

2446 15 Most of the benefits would go to the Tucson area, while most of the costs, such as 
decreased tourism revenue, would be borne by communities near the mine.  Once 
again, Mental physical, and financial HEALTH!

Individual

2469 5 Over time, the cost of loss of visitors to the area will surpass the income due to 
copper extraction.

Individual

2470 18 3] How does this project impact the astronomy work performed by numerous 
universities on Mt. Hopkins? How will the light, dust, and daily explosions affect 
their future? Will those high-paying, high-tech jobs of tomorrow be lost? Augusta 
talks about job creation and economic benefits of this project, but what about the 
negative affect on the Rosemont Valley that is heavily used by birders, mountain 
bikers, hikers, campers, hunters,horse-back riders, and tourists? How will the jobs 
associated with these activities be replaced?

Individual

2479 7 The area of Santa Cruz County most likely to realize the impacts of this proposed 
project will be the Sonoita Valley. This part of our county relies heavily upon 
tourism as an economic stimulant. A mining operation will not help tourism in our 
county and that will have a negative impact upon the valley's residents who depend 
upon it to support their families. This is a negative socio-economic impact that could 
occur in Pima County as well.

Government
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2513 4 ECONOMICS of the communities directly impacted. U.S.F.S. must prioritize the 
local residents who will suffer the most. U.S.F.S. must consider seriously the full 
scope of the economic threat if the BEAUTY & LIFESTYLE of our communities are 
so significantly impaired (DEVASTATED) by this mine. Tourism is a primary 
economic contributor and will be totally "blown out of the water"-destroyed along 
with the landscape & lifestyle.

Individual

2522 7 This is a "scenic route" bringing to our small towns the tourists who keep our few 
restaurants and shops afloat and provide us with a livelihood.

Individual

2524 9 Also consider:
Tourism would suffer.

Individual

2530 5 The income which will be lost to AZ's tourism industry is equated in the billions 
whereas the money, if any, paid to the state for the mining priveleges is rated in the 
millions.

Individual

2541 2 Also many livelihoods are dependent on our scenic area. Many friends in Patagonia 
operate tourist-based businesses. The proposed mine will vastly degredate their 
income.

Individual

2542 6 During the week and on weekends throuhghout the year, the area of 
Sonoita/Elgin/Patagonia hosts tourists and visitors from around the world. The 
economy depends on tourism. Restaurants, bed and breakfast businesses, ranches, 
dude ranches, wineries, galleries and the natural setting in this area supprot the 
economy. Without the natural setting, clean air, the wildlife and relatively low 
impact of residents who commute and travel on these two lane scenic roads, this area 
could go the way of mining communities who have suffered from the actions of 
mining corporations.

Individual

2551 1 I am a business owner in Sonoita. Our business (a Restaurant convenience storeand 
Inn) depends on the large number of tourists who come to the Sonoita Area. Copper 
mines come and go, but this mine will have a long time effect on the Tourist industry 
in the Sonoita Area.

Individual

2564 9 We fear that both the small towns of Sonoita and Patagonia will just disappear 
because they depend on tourism. Who will want to come here with the negative 
impact that Rosemont Mine will create.

Individual

2565 12 3) All of the costs of this project should be quantified whether the fall within the 
narrow definition of cost in the NEPA process so the decision can be place in proper 
context.

These costs include a dramatic loss in land values in the surrounding area, a probable 
need to improve Route 83 beyond that included in the project, a need to build a new 
bridge over I10 so wide loads will not need to go around via Route 83, and loss in 
tourist revenue.

Individual

2589 6 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others: 
Loss of Tourism,

Individual
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2592 77 This section lists some, but not all, important tourism features that will be impacted 
by the proposed project, but does not discuss the impacts of the proposed project on 
them.  The MPO seems to dismiss potential impacts to tourism in the surrounding 
area if the tourist destination is not immediately adjacent to the proposed project.  
The EIS should use an integrated approach to fully examine the range of potential 
impacts to the surrounding community in terms of lost revenue, lost assets due to 
land devaluation, adverse impacts on the Las Cienegas National Conservation Area, 
adverse impacts to the Sonoran Desert Conservatin Plan.  Only once the impacts of 
the proposed project are fully identified and evaluated can the EIS make meaningful 
determinations.

Individual

2592 84 The EIS should consider mitigation alternatives to compensate the USFS and 
surrounding communites for the loss of habitat, species, and tourism that will attend 
the proposed project.

Individual

2592 87 The Coronado National Forest is the only National Forest that borders Mexico.  
Specifically, the Santa Rita Mountain, Canelo Hils, Patagonia Mountains, and 
Huachuca Mountains are a continuous ecosystem that borders Sonora.  The EIS 
should evaluate what special biological systems or species are associated with the 
unique position of the Coronado National Forest and what impacts the proposed 
project could have to migratory species with a range that spans the border region.  
Any interrelationships between the biological systems and the economic 
opportunities for the region, such as tourism related to being a destination for bird 
watching, should be explored to evaluate the potential impacts due to the proposed 
project.

Individual

2593 17 The communities of Sonoita and Patagonia have economies heavily based on tourism 
and will suffer serious losses if recreation and scenic values are impacted.

Organization

2593 48 Finally and perhaps most importantly, the impact on existing businesses and 
residents must be considered:
-How will a thriving tourism industry in Sonoita and Patagonia be affected?
-What is the tradeoff between a sustainable tourism industry and a short term mining 
project?

Organization

2597 6 There are several reasons why we feel that this is not an appropriate use of forest 
service land. The deleterious effect of all the above on the tourist industry of our area.

Individual

2605 3 Here are inevitable negative impacts on the area should August Resource 
Corporation be permitted to go through with their project:
*discourage toursim,

Individual

2605 6 Tourists visit this area in large numbers and the scenic drive down Highway 83 takes 
them ot the small communties of Sonoita and Patagonia which depend on tourism to 
support their economies.

Individual

2607 2 Being on of the largest employers in the Patagonia/Sonoita area, we are deeply 
concerned abou the future prospect of declining tourism dollars as a result of the 
potential permanent damage that this nearby open pit mine would cause to our 
business.

Business
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2607 6 The Sonoita Creek not only provides a necessary dependable water source for our 
ranch, but also supports Patagonia's birding environment that attracts thousands of 
additional tourists a year who come to enjoy the migratory activities of over 350 
different bird species.

Business

2610 25 What will the impact be on toursim? Can the loss of revenues from tourism justify 
the wages and resultant spending directly related to mining? How can tourism 
revenues lost be recouped once the mine has ceased?

Individual

2612 4 Tourism in this area will suffer greatly when visitors expecting to experience the 
history and unique beauty of the southwest drive past the scarred landscape you 
propose.

Individual

2616 2 Approximately 100% of my business revenue is generated by visitors to the area. 
According to a recent study conducted by the Sonoran Institute, decreased revenues 
from outdoor recreation and toursim due to the proposed mine will be significant

Business

2617 47 how many tourist businesses do you expect to go bankrupt as a result of this 
project?Restaurants?

Individual

2618 2 According to a recent study conducted by the Sonoran Institute, increased commute 
times on SR 83 from the I-10 junction to the Sonoita and Patagonia area due to the 
mine will result in a real cost to travelers on that highway. These increased operating 
costs will no doubt threaten my livelihood

Business

2655 11 Locating an open pit mine on the outskirts of Tucson, a major metropolitan area 
whose economy is heavily dependent upon tourism, is a poor idea.

Individual

2655 14 Air quality would suffer also, making Tucson and the surrounding region less 
attractive to tourists

Individual

2668 25 The tourist industry in Santa Cruz and Cochise counties, the inns, B & B's 
restaurants, birding guides, gift shops and outfitters will probably find that the 
snowbirds go somewhere quieter, cleaner, more pastoral.  The way this area used to 
be.  How's the tourist industry in Clifton doing?  Aside from the mine it's a beautiful 
spot.

Individual

2669 5 Arizona's claims to fame in 1872 was mining Today is tourism.Individual

2674 3 If I want to experience city life, I'd much rather spend my vacation and my money in 
than Tucson.

Individual

2674 5 Tourism in this area will suffer greatly when visitors expecting to experience the 
history and unique beauty of the Southwest drive past the scarred landscape you 
propose. This tells us that your community does not value what it has, and so why 
should we value it? It's easy to take your hard-earned money elsewhere.

Individual

2676 8 Concerning the proposed Rosemont mine project, to start with a arecent Sonoran 
Institute study stating: The Proposed Rosemont project would produce significant 
costs for local individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, 
including: 

decreased revenues from  tourism

Business
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2676 11 The decreased revenues from outdoor recreation and tourism may be the most 
significant,

Business

2676 27 As the owner of the biggest business in Patagonia, the Tree of Life Rejuvenation 
Center, we see this as a threat to the economy of the whole town, which is supported 
by the people we bring to the town.

Business

2679 1  We are greatly concerned about the potential impact of the Rosemont Copper Mine 
on our future. We are depending upon tourism to help finance this venture and any 
decrease in revenues will threaten our livelihood and therefore local residents who 
depend on us.

Business

2679 6 According to a recent study conducted by the Sonoran Institute, decreased revenues 
from outdoor recreation and tourism due to the proposed mine will be significant, 
and will generate costs to the local economy far in excess of any potential benefits.

Business

2683 7 This area is one of Southern Arizona's most beautiful recration areas, popular with 
tourists.

Individual

2683 13 State Road 83, It's a road for our visitors to Arizona enjoyIndividual

2683 16 What tourist wants to drive a moutnain road frequented by heavy mining trucks?Individual

2683 39 Would the potential loss of tourism in the area be a factor?Individual

2686 11 This is a scenic road, much visited by touristsIndividual

2688 20 Visitors travel from far and near to behold this lovely setting. This mine proposal 
could forever damage that vista..

Organization

2698 6 This places the Rosemont site in what should be described as Tucson's "green belt" 
an area which should be preserved as parkland with tourist development

Business

2698 9 This process has already begun, driven by visitors from afar and by the growing 
urban population of greater Tucson.

Business

2698 30 The addition of a vast burden of new particulate and chemical pollution will create 
health problems for the general population and my dissuade the economically critical 
tourist market from visiting, with severe economic consequences.

Business

2698 32 Noise, like air, may ultimately cost Tucson far more than the mine generates if 
tourism and/or other industries shun Tucson for cleaner cities.

Business

2698 34 Astronomy is a major industry here.Business

2698 44 Do we want to jeopardize the gentle development in progress in the region with deep 
wells that cannibalize the shallower, lower capacity wells already supporting small 
communities, ranches, and tourist facilities?

Business

2724 14 Tourism is more lucrative and sulf sustaining than copper mining for these areas, that 
is without the impact of a mine or ghost town(s) left after the mine closes.

Individual

2724 68 Arizona will make very little if any, especially when taxpayers are left with "clean 
up" bill, no water and no tourists

Individual
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2726 6 This places the Rosemont site in what should be described as Tucson's "green belt" 
an area which should be largely preserved as parkland, with tourist development

Business

2726 9  Indeed, this process has already begun, driven by visitors from afar and by the 
growing urban population of greater Tucson.

Business

2726 30 The addition of a vast burden of new particulate and chemical pollution will create 
health problems for the general population and my dissuade the economically critical 
toursit market from visiting, with severe economic consequences.

Business

2726 32 Noise, like air, may ultimately cost Tucson far more than the mine generates if 
tourism and/or other industries shun Tucson for cleaner cities.

Business

2726 34 Astronomy is a major industry here.Business

2726 44 Do we want to jeopardize the gentle development in progress in the region with deep 
wells that cannibalize the shallower, lower capacity wells already supporting small 
communities, ranches, and tourist facilities?

Business

2728 6 It would destroy the natural beauty of a unique place that draws tourists from all over 
the world. You can't get that beauty back once it's gone.

Individual

2729 20 Visitors travel from far and near to behold this lovely setting. This mine proposal 
could forever damage that vista..

Organization

2731 2 Approximately 100% of our business revenue is generated by visitors to the area. 
According to a recent study conducted by the Sonoran Institute, decreased revenues 
from outdoor recreation and tourism will be significant

Business

2734 2 Please consider how much tourism is dependent upon beauty in the landscape, and 
its positive effects on visitors.

Individual

2734 4 Some of the most valuable real estate in California is on the most beautiful land. I 
think Sonoita and the surrounding area has that possibility, too. I'm not so sure real 
estate investing will be positive with the mine nearby.

Individual

2735 3 In considering revenue that this mine will produce, how much will be lost due to 
tourism and birdwatching no longer occurring in these areas (Greater Sonoita)?

Individual

2740 1 I'm writing to express my concern about what the potential impact of the proposed 
Rosemont copper mine might have on my business, Many Horses Trading Company, 
in Sonoita, Arizona. Approximately 85% of my business revenue is generated by 
visitors to the area.  According to a recent study conducted by the Sonoran Insititute, 
decreased revenues from outdoor recreation and tourism will be significant, and will 
most likely generate costs to the local economy far in excess of any positive 
economic impacts of the proposed mine.

Business
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2744 2 Over 95 percent of our business revenue is generated by visitors to the area.  In the 
last year alone, over 300 people from across the US, Canada, England, Europe, 
Australia, South Africa and South America have attended workshops and retreats at 
our ranch.  These numbers represent interest through our website alone---before we 
have done any formal promotion as we have just completed several years of 
renovation.  Many clients attending larger seminars are not able to stay on site.  They 
overflow into bed and breakfasts throughout Sonoita and Patagonia.  And clients 
from Europe often stay for several weeks, creating increased tourist dollars for 
restaurants and stores throughout Southern Arizona.  The impact of our operation 
alnoe has greatly enhances the economy of the Sonoita, Elgin and Patagonia valley.

Business

2744 8 If this mine goes in as planned tourism in this area will become an old jokeBusiness

2744 17 We jumped through hoops to get the special guest ranch permit, and now it seems 
that a Canadian owned company with Japanese investors is getting an easy green 
light with Forest Service support to come in to this irreplaceable valley dedicated to 
tourism

Business

2750 6 The other concerns are:  the negative impact on local tourism,Individual

5012 30 HOW WOULD THE MINE AFFECT THE ECONOMY?
-Tourism is more lucrative and self-sustaining than copper mining for these areas, 
that is without the impact of mine or ghost town(s) left after the mine closes.

Organization

5280 7 Environmental impacts not adequately addressed:
Effects on tourism,

Individual

5284 23 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Economic Impact:

How does Augusta Resource Corporation plan to lessen the economic impact of their 
operations since Highway 83 will no longer be Scenic, how will we get tourists to 
come to our local wineries, restaurants, and Bed and Breakfasts?

Individual

5285 5 Like most citizens my primary concerns center on quantity and quality of water, 
regional economy, including tourism, and vegetation and wildlife.

Individual
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5286 15 The extra time required for underground mining would be very useful:

c.  The extra time would allow for the flattening of the currently very aggressive 
construction/operation manpower curves and truck traffic loads on an ancient, two-
lane, twisting, mountain highway, Route 83, which even now sees a tremendous 
amount of wide-load traffic detoured off I-10.  Route 83 is already going to pieces.  
Thousands of heavy mine truck loads will only accelerate that process.  Our area 
depends heavily on the tourism income brought by Route 83.  Once it is destroyed, 
or its breathtaking vistas forever ruined, the tourists, and the income they bring to 
local businessmen, are lost.  The mine's economic impact will not be enough to keep 
those businesses alive.  Even before Route 83 has been destroyed, however, it is 
questionable how many tourists will want to drive Route 83 just to see millions of 
tons of "dry-stacked" waste rock where once they saw the Santa Ritas' grand vistas.  
Even before Route 83 has been destroyed, however, it is questionable how many 
tourists will want to drive Route 83 just to see millions of tons of "dry-stacked" 
waste rock where once they saw the Santa Ritas' grand vistas.

Individual

5286 17 The extra time required for underground mining would be very useful:

c.  The extra time would allow for the flattening of the currently very aggressive 
construction/operation manpower curves and truck traffic loads on an ancient, two-
lane, twisting, mountain highway, Route 83, which even now sees a tremendous 
amount of wide-load traffic detoured off I-10.  Route 83 is already going to pieces.  
Thousands of heavy mine truck loads will only accelerate that process.  Our area 
depends heavily on the tourism income brought by Route 83.  Once it is destroyed, 
or its breathtaking vistas forever ruined, the tourists, and the income they bring to 
local businessmen, are lost.  The mine's economic impact will not be enough to keep 
those businesses alive.  Even before Route 83 has been destroyed, however, it is 
questionable how many tourists will want to drive Route 83 just to see millions of 
tons of "dry-stacked" waste rock where once they saw the Santa Ritas' grand vistas.  
Even before Route 83 has been destroyed, however, it is questionable how many 
tourists will want to drive Route 83 just to see millions of tons of "dry-stacked" 
waste rock where once they saw the Santa Ritas' grand vistas.

Individual

6715 1 The loss of tourist dollars and the nightmarish congestion of the scenic highway lost, 
clogged with mine traffic, on top of the daily over-sized trcuk caravan that are 
diverted from I-10 due to the inadequate infrastructure of bridges are resons enough 
to oppose this mine, not to mention the environmental degradation it will bring.

Individual

6727 3 Continue of that same tact, recreation is a critical component of the economy of 
northeast Santa Cruz County.  People visit us to hike, hunt, bird watch, and just 
enjoy the beautiful scenery of this area, and in the process enjoy meals in our 
restaurants, spend the night in our B&B's, and drink wine in our wineries.  These are 
sustainable economic activites..

Individual

6727 4 It is quite concievable that 100 years from now local citizens will be making a living 
by serving visitors if we still have the scenery and natural areas that attract them.  
The mine, on the other hand, is an economic boom and bust that in 20 years will 
leave us nothing but a big hole and bad memories.

Individual
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6751 2 I feel that the construction of this mine, what few jobs it will bring to the area for the 
19 years that they're expected to be function, certainly will never replace the tourist 
industry that we depend on here.  Our business basically deals with the fact that 
people come to the Sonoita area because of its beauty, the nature, the wineries, the 
bird watching, and just in general a very pristine and very beautiful area.

Individual

6751 3 I feel that the construction of this mine, what few jobs it will bring to the area for the 
19 years that they're expected to be function, certainly will never replace the tourist 
industry that we depend on here.  Our business basically deals with the fact that 
people come to the Sonoita area because of its beauty, the nature, the wineries, the 
bird watching, and just in general a very pristine and very beautiful area.

Individual

6759 2 My main concern is the negative impact that this operation would have on our local 
residents and tourist economy

Individual

6775 7 Air quality is also an issue.  I don't know about the rest of you, but withing the last 
month I have had to call the EPA on dust from existing mines.  It's suppose to be wet 
on top of those tailings.  If it's wet how come we have dust?  Guess what?  The new 
mine is suppose to be a dry tailing.  It's not going to be wet at all.  Think about the 
dust, the air quality. What about the impact on the plants, the animals in that 
environment, in that ecosystem.  What's going to happen to those? And what's going 
to happen to us? Tourism is going to go down.  I mean we're impacting a huge area.

Individual

6788 1 I want to point out the tourism.  The reason we're here is not tourism, but there's a lot 
of tourism people that come here for the same reasons that we live here.  And the 
tourism brings much more to the economy than does the mining economy.  And 
you're going to see tourism drop.  You're going to see people leave the area that 
think the way we do, that we don't want to live in a place that's overrun with mines 
and has no quality of life as to why we came here.

Individual

6814 3 Empire, a privately-held company, is a value-based company. We give 2 percent of 
our prebased profit back to our community.That's huge. Mining is a large part of our 
company. We -- and our success.

We've employed -- in the mid-1980's, we were down to 700 employees due to the 
mining cutbacks. Our -- today our employment is up to over 1,800 people. And it's 
important to our company, as well as our families.

Individual

6833 1 Augusta Copper is fond of telling us of the economic benefits of their mine. A rosy 
report that they have on their website doesn't mention the issue of tourism into the 
area.

And so let's talk about the economic effects of the Rosemont Mine on tourism and 
especially on the communities in the area, which include Patagonia, Sonoita, Elgin, 
and the Santa Rita Mountain people. Bed and breakfasts are flourishing, the arts are 
flourishing, there's wine growing going on in the area, all amid ranching traditions of 
some 200 years.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 167 of 189



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Socioeconomics

Tourism

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

6833 3 The potential for ecological tourism in this area is huge. Ecotourism is becoming an 
increasing viable component of rural economies and is a -- and it is a critical part of 
the southeastern Arizona economy.

The world is curious about this area. It's already famous as a birding area and birders 
from all around the world come there and, of course, there's hiking and camping. So 
how do these tourists get into this area? They come down Route 83, it's the only 
corridor into the area. Two land, windy road, at times very narrow. Would tourists 
want to share the road with mining trucks carrying explosives, wining (sic), and 
ores? How many dollars would be lost from this? We need a study of the loss of 
tourism in the area.

Individual

6834 5 What are the basic pros and cons of the Rosemont mine?
There would be a negative impact on tourism in the area.

Individual

6841 3 Two economic impact studies of the proposed Rosemont Mine are readily available 
on the Internet. Both point out that benefits to local households, businesses, 
government entities would be relatively insignificant given the overal size of the 
economies affected. One study, however, assesses the probable costs of the 
Rosemont Mine, while the other neglects to address the issue of costs entirely. 

I urge anyone inclined to favor permitting the project on the basis of economic 
considerations to look closely at the Sonoran Institute's study on the Save the Scenic 
Santa Ritas website. It clearly demonstrates that substantial costs would accrue due 
to the mining activities. 

The study also discusses an issue that, to my knowledge, has not been raised yet at a 
scoping hearing, namely, the societal costs and the environmental destruction caused 
by more than two billion pounds of carbon dioxide per year that would be releasedas 
a result of the proposed project. This represents an increase of over one percent in 
total carbon dioxide emissions for the entire state of Arizona, a staggering 
environmental impact for a single enterprise.

The study also raises the issue of decreased revenues from outdoor recreation and 
tourism on the scenic area and that are currently valued at almost three billion dollars 
a year.

The study concludes that if the proposed project displaced only one percent of this 
activity, the economic losses would be greater than the entire annual payroll of the 
project.

Individual

6862 4 The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service study in 2006 revealed 1.5 million visitors a day 
from outside our state, with a total of more than $800 million in direct spending on 
watchable wildlife. That creates 15,000 jobs and nearly $430 million in total 
household income and $57 million in state taxes.

Organization
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6869 5 Here are some of the endangered who I think in the future, if this mine comes, will 
be called the disappeared. The archaeological sites in the area, the American Indian 
graves -- they're supposed to be protected by the American Indian Graves and 
Protection Act -- Indian holy sites, all the birds, animals, fish and plants. The 
tourists, they will be endangered too, you know, they won't come. The observatory, 
which will be endangered by the light and the dust. And the humans, we are all 
endangered, and the water and the land, and the air.

Individual

6871 4 our tourists will definitely go somewhere else.Individual

6876 5 I have nothing against mining in general. I make my living off of rocks. But this is in 
the wrong place. It will ruin our recreation and tourism industries. It will devastate 
our highways and transportation sector. Our power availability in the power grid, 
property values, our astronomical facilities, agriculture.

Organization

6878 2 What will the impact of mining operations be on tourism and the revenue this 
generates for the area?

Individual

6878 4 It is necessary that consideration be given to the impact of a mining activity of this 
magnitude on present and future generations of recreational users. They come to the 
area to enjoy its peaceful, scenic, safe and clean environment. The proposed 
Rosemont mine would remove all of these attributes. Future generations would not 
find the idea of camping, hiking, biking, hunting, etc on top of tailings amd other 
mine waste appealing. The recreational and tourism value of the area would be 
forever and irrevocably destroyed. The benefit of the projected 500 temporary jobs 
can never outweigh what will be forever lost.

Individual

6884 2 This area is a migratory path for birds and other wildlife, people come from all over 
the world to bird watch.

Individual

6946 15 14.  Remediation will never restore what is lost.  While keeping this in mind, what is 
the projected land value in both the tangible and intangible along with the long and 
short term aspects of this land value now?  What will it be during and after the 
mining activity?  Is the taxpayer going to be compensated in any way for these losses 
in value, tourism or use?

Individual

6955 4 Existing forest service users - hunters, tourists, off-road vehicle enthusiasts and other 
sportsmen like myself - will have no alternative other than to leave that half of the 
Santa Rita mountains and use other areas, to the extent that's possible.

Individual

6956 4 Existing forest service users - hunters, tourists, off-road vehicle enthusiasts and other 
sportsmen like myself - will have no alternative other than to leave that half of the 
Santa Rita mountains and use other areas, to the extent that's possible.

Individual

6968 5 Non of the reviewing agencies care one bit about the depletion and contamination of 
the aquifer, the environmental scenic as well as tourist impact, scenic route 83 
destruction and traffic disruption and the noise and air pollution generated by this 
proposed mine.

Individual
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6978 2 Although water is a major issue, the spoiling of the beautiful Santa Rita views with 
ugly scars like that at the Helvetia mine will cause major economic damage to the 
tourism industry in the Tucson valley.  As we have seen the Helevetia mine scar 
grow in the past few years, we can't help but cry at the loss of the pristine beauty.  
The Santa Ritas, with Madera Canyon as a focus, are a major draw for Tucson 
tourists.

Individual

6986 4 What is now a beautiful scenic asset will be turned into an eyesore damaging the 
local economy which is largely based on tourism.

Individual

6997 10 Our family is strongly opposed to the Rosemont Mine for the following reasons:

9. Danger to Southern Arizona's economy. Tourism is improtant to Arizona's 
economy - particularly Southern Arizona and this region. Take away the scenic 
beauty; add pollution, dangerous mining traffic, and Southern Arizona wilol lose 
potentially millions of 
Tourism dollars.  This will impact businesses in Tucson, Sierra Vista, Tombstone, 
Sonoita, Patagonia, Vail, Benson, Nogales and Phoenix and surrounding 
cammunities.

Individual

7008 16 There is economic value in recreational use of public lands.  Tourism, particularly 
ecotourism, is a big source of revenue for our state.  People who use public lands 
stay in local motels, buy groceries at local businesses, eat at local restaurants, buy 
nonessentials such are found in local art galleries, and pay sales taxes on good and 
services - all of which benefit our state and counties.

Individual

7015 2  I am very concerned about the impact on the negative effect it will have on tourism 
in the area.

Individual

7037 6 The value of unspoiled Arizona is priceless in terms of the economic engine in the 
southern part of the state know as tourism.

Individual

7052 3 I am opposed to the mine for several reasons:

It would destroy natural habitat

It would be a drain on water supplies

It would adversely affect tourism

The dust caused would be a health hazard throughout the Tucson area

The increase in truck traffic would not only be a health hazard because of emitted 
pollutants, but also because it would cause dangerous traffic conditions on a narrow, 
scenic route.

Individual

7069 8 I have personally visited the site of the proposed mine. It is not a major tourist 
attraction. People do not fly into the Tucson airport from around the world to visit 
the site of the proposed open pit. Tourists will not avoid Tucson because one more 
mine goes in that can't even be seen from Tucson.

Individual
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7088 17 The potential for such a tailings pile mountain to form and obstruct scenic views and 
vistas in the proposed Rosemont mining operation, and that economic impact on 
property values, tourism, and commerce must also be considered.  Tourism brings in 
a billion dollars/year, much more than the 250-500 jobs the Rosemont mine might 
create.

Organization

7091 8 Devaluation of property:  Land close to the mine will be devalued, but also property 
beyond in Sonoita, Patagonia, Elgin and other communities in the area will be 
affected. Those of us who regularly travel to these towns for hiking, birding, wine 
tasting, and other activities will certainly visit far less.  Part of the pleasure of going 
to town isn't just arriving at the destination, but enjoying the beautiful, transcendent 
scenery along the way.  With that gone, I expect many of the tourists will disappear, 
with serious consequences for those communities.

Individual

7092 4 Problem- local flora and fauna and the effects this proposed mine will have on it.  
The proposed mine is located within 10 miles from the protected Mount Whrightson 
wilderness area immediately to the South of this proposed project in the same 
mountain range.  What studies have been done to demonstrate that the mining 
activities will not have an adverse affect on the wildlife habitat in this unique area as 
is my understanding ther are several threatened and endangered species (jaguar, 
pineapple cactus, southwestern willow flycatcher, Chiricahua leopard frog, and lesser 
long-nosed bat) and desirable big game species (pronghorn, mule deer, white-tailed 
deer, and javelina). These species generate revenue from eco-tourism and hunting.

Individual

7102 7 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others:
1) Use of groundwater,
2) Potential for groundwater contamination / containment dam / etc,
3) Safety concerns for heavy commercial truck use of State Highway 83, (wide load, 
bus stops, Undersized road, mine traffic, etc
4) Containment of tailings, especially due to the heavy winds that are in this area in 
Spring, Fall, and Winter,
5) Cumulative impact of Proposed Mine since there are other Proposed Mines in the 
area (Cal-Port, Seel, and Andrada),
6) Loss of Tourism,

Individual

7104 1 In the coming EIS, may I please request that you specifically address issues of 
decreased revenues in Santa Cruz and Pima Counties relative to out door recreation 
and tourism, including but not limited to hunting, fishing and birding? Please 
compare these dollar amounts specifically to the positive economic impacts of the 
Rosemont Project starting with the total annual payrolls.

Individual

7110 14 Property values: Rosemont predicts an increase in property values and booming local 
economies. Perhaps that has been the result in some other areas where mines have 
been operated, but times have changed. Tourism is more important than mining in 
Arizona. Our local economy depends on tourism. Our county governments depend 
on property taxes to finance the needs of the local government.

Individual

7111 9 Others come for their health because of our climate . If we allow yet another huge 
open pit copper mine to further desecrated our natural scenic beauty and pollute our 
air, we stand to lose a huge portion of our state's income from tourism. We can 
hardly expect visitors/snowbirds to come to Tucson and spend their vacation dollars 
if it our views are destroyed by piles of slag and dust-filled skies.

Individual
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7123 2 I am totally against the proposed open pit mine operation in the Sonoita, Arizona 
area. As a frequent viritor to that area, I think  it will ruin the peace and beauty of 
that area. The Rosemont  Mine Project in the Santa Rita mountain empire, 
particularly around Gardner Canyon needs to be stopped. It will have an adverse 
effect on tourism in that area also.

Individual

7124 3 In addition, Rosemont will encourage economic development in the region with 
skilled jobs, it will encourage tourism and support reclamation efforts of abandoned 
mines at the site.

Business

7125 16 ECONOMICS: 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 Sonora Institute. Most of the benefits would go to the Tucson 
area, while most of the costs, such as decreased tourism revenue, would be borne by 
communities near the mine"   Once again, Mental, physical and financial HEALTH!

Individual

7125 29 Economics: The economy of Southern Arizona/Pima Co. is dependent upon the 
continued attractiveness of this part of the State as a good palce to live. Arizona led 
the nation last year as one of the fastest growing state in the nation and residential 
home building has been a top producer of tax revenue for the State. The area 
surrounding the proposed quarry site has been identified by the Arizona Daily Star as 
one of the fastest growing high value residential areas in the Tucson valley. Property 
value in the area have rapidly appreciated over the past ten years and the property tax 
levies increased accordingly. An open-pit limestone quarry at the proposed site will 
damage this area. Substantially diminishing property values.

Individual

7125 35 The highway serving the area is designated as an Arizona scenic highway and leads 
to major tourist attractions, Elgin, Sonoita, and Patagonia, from there on to Nogales 
and Tombstone. Pima County just purchased the Bar V Ranch in order to preserve 
open/scenic attractiveness in the area.

Individual

7125 39 Blasting and the resulting earth tremors will spook my horses/cows, domestic  pets 
and wildlife.

Individual

7132 4 Tourism in this area will greatly suffer greatly when visitors expecting to experience 
the history and unique beauty of the Southwest drive past the scarred landscape you 
propose.

Individual

7134 40 The Forest Service must also evaluate the effects on the valuable tourist business 
generated, in large part, by natural and protected areas in Southern Arizona. The 
Metropolitan Tucson Convention and Visitors Bureau has estimated the annual 
contribution of tourism to Southern Arizona's economy to be $2.3 billion annually. 
Tourists, birders, local and out of town recreational users of the Coronado National 
Forest and other visitors to the area frequently travel in corridors and roads where 
the proposed mine and/or its effects would be apparent.

Business
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7140 2 Sirs: I am very much concerned about the wonderful birdwatching place - those, 
about 200 birds, will fly away, scared with the blasting of the mine and never come 
back. Birdwatching is very important to many people - young and old and both men 
and women. This is both educational and enteraining.

Individual

7145 3 The site consequently has greater long-term economic value for tourism than for 
mineral development.

Individual

7151 22 Finally and perhaps most importantly, the impact on existing businesses and 
residents must be considered:

How will a thriving tourism industry in Sonoita and Patagonia be affected?
What is the tradeoff between a sustainable tourism industry and a short term mining 
project?

Organization

7163 51 What percentage of travel and tourism-related spending would the proposed mine, 
and other proposed mines in the region, cost this sector of  the economy?

Organization

7163 53 What percentage of travel and tourism-related spending would the proposed mine, 
and other proposed mines in the region, cost this sector of  the economy?
What will be the balance of economic benefit vs. cost of numerous proposed mines 
on the Coronado National Forest?
How much of the economic benefit from the proposed mine would stay in the United 
States, as opposed to benefitting foreign companies and countries?
How will a resurgence of hardrock mining on the CNF impact tourism, recreational 
and other travel-based influxes of money into local economies?

Organization

7163 78 The proposed Rosemont Mine is proposed to be located in an ecologically sensitive 
area, and in close proximity to the human populations found in south Tucson, 
Patagonia, Elgin and Sonoita. The proposed mining operation will have numerous 
deleterious impacts to the affected area and its inhabitants, including the landmark 
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan and the growing travel and tourism-related 
economy. These impacts must be fully disclosed and analyzed in an Environmental 
Impact Statement.

Organization
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7164 8 Please consider the following remarks concerning the negative ECONOMIC impact 
of the proposed Rosemont Mine (taken from a report by the Sonoran Institute):

ECONOMIC IMPACT

The potential positive local economic benefits from the proposed Rosemont project 
are small in comparison to the magnitude of the local economy. Local economic 
impacts would derive primarily from employment, wages and salaries, business 
purchases, and taxes paid to local governments -- representing between (0.08%) and 
(0.3%) of total employment in Pima and Santa Cruz counties combined for the year 
2005;
local business economic impact ranging from less than five (0.5%) to (0.6%) of the 
2005 GDP of the Tucson Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA);
estimated total local tax revenues representing about 1.3% of total property, excise, 
and sales taxes collected in Pima County and the City of Tucson in the 2005/2006 
fiscal year and between one-half of one percent (0.5%) and 1.2% of total combined 
revenues for the two governments.

Significant Potential Local Costs from Proposed Mine Project
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including:

estimated increased costs to local school districts of between $2.7 million and $10 
million per year;
increased highway maintenance costs on SR 83;
annual societal cost associated with increased driving of at least $418,000;
increased costs to travelers on SR 83 of approximately $949,000 annually;
decreased property values for those residential properties impacted by degraded 
viewsheds and dust pollution;
decreased revenues from outdoor recreation and tourism; and

Individual

7164 12 The decreased revenues from outdoor recreation and tourism may be the most 
significant, since direct local economic impacts resulting from these total about 
$2.95 billion. Even a very small decline in this activity due to the presence of mining 
in the area could generate costs to the local economy far in excess of any positive 
economic impacts.

Individual

7166 16 What about the economic impact from the mine on local tourism?Individual

7197 4 As well, the dollar value of tourism coming into the state because of the phenomenal 
birding opportunities and heritage-based tourism are already contributing 
significantly to another resource-based economy that is quietly growing by leaps and 
bounds, and that stands to be shattered by mining activities.

Individual

7200 20 Impacts to Local Communities
The EIS must evaluate the direct and indirect impacts of this project on local 
communities, particularly the potentially significant impacts on their economy, 
which increasingly relies on eco-tourism. The placement and wide-ranging impacts 
of a mining operation in this area will likely result in decreased tourism revenue for 
communities near the mine, such as Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita and Patagonia.

Organization
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7204 1 I am a birder and all around "nature tourist" who finds the Sonoita area just 
remarkable and deserving of all the protection we can give.

Individual

7205 1 I have been looking forward to visiting the other areas of interest in the Sonoita / 
Patagonia areas during my future stays.

Individual

7206 1 I'm writing to express my concerns about the proposed Rosemont Mine project. As a 
regular visitor to the Sonoita area, Particularly the Circle Z Ranch, Patagonia,

Individual

7208 2 I have been planning and saving money and looking forward to a stay at this historic 
ranch for over a year. I have not visited the west in some time and I am so looking 
forward to the frantic scenery and culture of the area, which I hope is like I 
remember it. I hoped to bring my son there. The program at the Epona Center is 
unique and special and I know that countryside adds to the entire experience. I think 
that a good part of my excitement for the visit will be marred if this proposal goes 
through, it is very disheartening. I do enjoy hiking and taking pictures and hopefully 
catching glimpses of wildlife. This won't happen near a pit mine.

Individual

7209 1 It is a dream of mine to someday study and stay at this historic ranchIndividual

7216 1 I was hoping to attend again other activities at the Sonoita / Patagonia area during 
my stay, such as the music under the stars, art walks, the vineyard festival.

Individual

7218 1 Please reconsider your support of this project. The economic future of this region 
depends on tourism, therefore maintaining the natural beauty should be of highest 
importance.

Individual

7220 1 Coming from England, I particularly enjoy the open vista landscape.Individual

7245 1 I have enjoyed spending time at some of the bed and breakfasts, as well as shopping 
and long walks and hikes through this beautiful scenic area.

Individual

7245 3 My Family came to visit me there for my graduation from EPONA and they were so 
taken and struck by the beauty and starkness of the mountains and the land. They 
spent several days traveling around, enjoying it all. I do hope  you maintain what we 
all so very much appreciate.

Individual

7250 1 And I am sure that I will no promote a Mine project as a holiday visit to my friends 
in the Netherlands.

Individual

7253 17 The communities of Sonoita and Patagonia have economies heavily based on tourism 
and will suffer serious losses if recreation and scenic values are impacted.

Organization

7253 48 Finally and perhaps most importantly, the impact on existing businesses and 
residents must be considered:
-How will a thriving tourism industry in Sonoita and Patagonia be affected?
-What is the tradeoff between a sustainable tourism industry and a short term mining 
project?

Organization

7256 2 I also enjoyed attending the annual gen show and eating at local restaurants.Individual
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7292 3 I am deeply concerned about this proposed mine along with several other mining 
lease renewals in the Empire Mountains.  I have been working closely with Empire 
Fagan Coalition and Pima County opposing these renewals.  I am not apposed to 
mining but the area that these mines, specifically Rosemont, will be detrimental to 
our eco system, water way in Davidson Canyon and impact tourism to Sonoita, 
Patagonia and the use of Arizona Trail on Old Sonoita Highway.

Individual

7294 3 I am deeply concerned about this proposed mine along with several other mining 
lease renewals in the Empire Mountains.  I have been working closely with Empire 
Fagan Coalition and Pima County opposing these renewals.  I am not apposed to 
mining but the area that these mines, specifically Rosemont, will be detrimental to 
our eco system, water way in Davidson Canyon and impact tourism to Sonoita, 
Patagonia and the use of Arizona Trail on Old Sonoita Highway.

Individual

7295 3 I am deeply concerned about this proposed mine along with several other mining 
lease renewals in the Empire Mountains.  I have been working closely with Empire 
Fagan Coalition and Pima County opposing these renewals.  I am not apposed to 
mining but the area that these mines, specifically Rosemont, will be detrimental to 
our eco system, water way in Davidson Canyon and impact tourism to Sonoita, 
Patagonia and the use of Arizona Trail on Old Sonoita Highway.

Individual

7307 3  Discourage tourismIndividual

7307 6 Tourists visit this area in large numbers and the scenic drive down Highway 83 takes 
them to the small communities of Sonoita and Patagonia which depend on tourism to 
support their economies

Individual

7308 2 Being one of the largest employers in the Patagonia/Sonoita area, we are deeply 
concerned about the future prospect of declining tourism dollars as a result of the 
potential permanent damage that this nearby open pit mine would cause to our 
business.

Business

7308 5 The Sonoita Creek not only provides a necessary, dependable water source for our 
ranch, but also supports Patagonia’s birding environment that attracts thousands of 
additional tourists a year who come to enjoy the migratory activities of over 350 
different bird species.

Business

7313 18 What is the economic impact on tourism in the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de 
Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green Valley] when Scenic Highway 83 
is no longer a destination but rather a dangerous mining road?

Individual

7313 24 What will the impact of mining operations be on tourism and the revenue this 
generates for the area? It is necessary that consideration be given to the impact of a 
mining activity of this magnitued on present and future generations of recreational 
users. They come to the area to enjoy its peaceful, scenic, safe, and clean 
environmentl. The proposed Rosemont mine would remove all of these attributes. 
Future generations would not find the idea of camping, hiking, biking, hunting, etc. 
on top of tailings and other mine waste appealing. The recreational and tourism value 
of the area would be forever and irrevocably destroyed. The benefit of the projected 
500 temporary jobs can never outweigh what will be forever lost.

Individual
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7316 22 4)�What impacts might be expected to the economic structure of the area, such as:
a.�Loss of tourism due to deterioration of the scenic value and the increased traffic 
by heavy trucks,

Organization

7318 1 It has been a real treat to be able to stay at places such as the Circle Z Ranch and get 
a taste of the West. To hear that the livelihood of this entire extended community is 
being sacrificed for a mine owned by foreign businesses seems ridiculous and 
shortsighted. Having spent many years overseas in China I have seen first hand the 
degradation to fragile environments that has over-reaching effects to the local 
community and beyond.
If I want to see industrial waste land, I can find that much closer to home. If I want 
to experience city life, I'd much rather spend my vacation and my money in 
Vancouver, Canada than Tucson.

Individual

7320 2 Why would I make the journey from my home in Maine to see an open sore in and 
on the Earth? How many other tourists feel the same? Think what it will do to the 
local people who depend on tourism for their livelihood!

Individual

7325 3 I am opposed to the pit mine and would like a reconsideration of the environmental 
impact on the wildlife, as well as, a second look at how this mine will economically 
impact tourism and ranching in this specific area.

Individual

7328 6 One thing we do know is the trucks and constant traffic will create noise, pollution, 
accidents and discourage tourism.

Individual

7331 2 Luckily we could do this at will from Tucson, but are aware that most visitors are 
from out of state and some from overseas. Additionally, we visit Patagonia and 
Parker Canyon Lake, stop in Sonoita for a steak dinner or a coffee, tour the Elgin 
wineries, mountain bike on the forest roads, enjoy the peace this special area offers, 
and a host of other activities. But not if this mine comes in; we won't return. And this 
not only influences the Santa Rita area. The economic impact will certainly have a 
negative effect on other areas.

Individual

7333 3 Open pit mining is a real health hazard apart from an eyesore and will certainly keep 
visitors away, esp. those who are discerning and are willing to spend money on their 
touristic activities

Individual

7340 8 Negative impact on the local tourism based economy.Individual

7359 1 I have also enjoyed touring the wonderful wineries in the area, as well as sightseeing 
and shopping and bird watching in the Sonoita and Patagonia areas.

Individual

7361 1 During my last visit to the Epona Center in April, I stayed at the Xanadu Ranch run 
by Bernie and Karen Kauk, exceptional hosts who depend on tourists like me for 
their livelihood. On my one day off from my studies, I drove along the scenic roads 
all the way to Nogales. On my way back to Sonoita, I stopped for a hike at Patagonia 
State Park, home to incredible wildlife and exceptional bird watching. I have lived 
and visited many places in the U.S. and abroad, but the beauty of the 
Sonoita/Patagonia area has stayed with me, so much so that I have considered 
relocating. It is one of the most beautiful, peaceful and inspiring places I have ever 
been.

Individual
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7364 3 Plans for Phase II of Development of this retreat/conference center are now being 
but on hold due to the mine proposal. This means that additional jobs and 
construction opportunities are also in danger, as are the numerous businesses that 
currently offer services to this multi-million dollar operation.

The mine may bring jobs to the area, but it will also result in millions of dollars in 
lost jobs and business revenue from the Epona Center alone, not to mention all the 
other tourist-based businesses in the Sonoita/Patagonia area.

Individual

7370 2 I am disappointed that you would even consider wasting the beautiful land to 
mining; it will ruin your tourism and the reason people come to Tucson. I don't come 
to Tucson's area for shopping or the arts….! come for the beauty  of the land and the 
opportunity to retreat and slow down there.

Individual

7374 6 I visit the Sonoita aera because of friends in the horse community and to continue my 
education at the Epona Center.  I spend seveal thousand dollars on each visit.  A 
mine in the middle of this area does not compel me to want to be there and I am 
quite sure I speak for others.  Is that what is desired by the Forest Service, limiting 
visitors to the area?

Individual

7387 1 I am writing to you from Ontario, Canada. I recently had a vacation in the Sonoita 
area and was very moved by the beauty of the whole area. The purpose of my 
vacation was to do a workshop at the Epona Center at Apache Springs Ranch. In all 
my travels, I would rank this vacation as one of my all-time favorites and I attribute 
this to the experiences I had at this historic ranch, the life-enhancing skills I learned 
from the staff and the horses at Epona and the stunning beauty of the surrounding 
area.

I am sad to hear that an open pit mine is being proposed in this area and can only 
imagine the devastating effect it would have on the businesses and residents in the 
area. I can't tell you the numbers of people here in Ontario I have raved to about how 
incredible the Epona ranch experience is and what a unique experience it is to enjoy 
the incredible beauty of the big open spaces between Tucson and Sonoita. The 
"magic" that I, and many others have experienced would definitely be ruined or 
diminished greatly if this proposed open pit mine to this area is approved.

Individual

7391 1 I am outraged about the proposed Rosemont Mine project. I visit the Sonoita area 
because of it's pristine beauty, wildlife, and the serenity it offers. This open pit mine 
would forever damage this beautiful valley. I am a frequent visitor to this area from 
my home in Mancos, Colorado. I have made frequent trips to Apache Springs Ranch 
at Gardner Canyon to study and to feel rejuvenated. I also understand that this mine 
is backed by foreign investors. I feel you will damage not only the beauty of this area 
but will destroy the community and the tourism that it supports.

Individual

7394 5 The rewards of quick money and temporary jobs are always alluring to politicians 
and big business, but it is a short-sighted approach to a long term problem. Arizona 
Highways publishes fantastic photos of scenic beauty to lure the tourist here. I don't 
remember them trying to entice travelers to fish in the lagoon of the previously 
mentioned copper mines in Green Valley! Tourism can be more beneficial to the 
economy than the big mining companies.

Individual

7397 2 The ranches and tourism it will affect is just not worth it.Individual
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7399 1 During my last visit to the Epona Center in April, I stayed at the Xanadu Ranch run 
by Bernie and Karen Kauk, exceptional hosts who depend on tourist like me for their 
livelihood. On my one day off from my studies, I drove along the scenic roads all the 
way to Nogales. On my way back to Sonoita, I stopped for a hike at Patagonia State 
Park, home to incredible wildlife and exceptional bird watching. I have lived and 
visited many places in the U.S. and abroad, but the beauty of the Sonoita/Patagonia 
area has stayed with me, so much so that I have considered relocating. It is one of the 
most beautiful , peaceful and inspiring places I have ever been.

Individual

7401 1 A large part of the reason I would invest the time and money to visit the area from 
my current home in HEILOO, NH, NETHERLANDS, involves the serenity and 
unmatched beauty of the Santa Rita mountain empire, particularly Gardner Canyon.

Individual

7402 1 A large part of the reason I invest the time and money to visit the area from my 
current home in Point Reyes Station, California, involves the serenity and unmatched 
beauty of the Santa Rita and Huachuca mountain high desert region.

Individual

7403 1 As a visitor to the Sonoita area, I am disturbed by the news that this beautiful valley 
is set to be irreparably damaged by a large-scale open pit mine. I invest the time and 
money to visit the area from my current home in Maine precisely because of the 
serenity and unmatched beauty of the Santa Rita mountain empire, particularly 
Gardner Canyon. I’m not interested in visiting your area to hike, trail ride, or even 
drive, past an open pit mine.

Individual

7403 5 Tourism in this area will suffer greatly when visitors expecting to experience the 
history and unique beauty of the Southwest drive past the scarred landscape you 
propose.

Individual

7406 6 Tourism in this area will surely suffer when visitors expecting to experience the 
history and unique beauty of the Southwest drive past the scarred landscape you 
propose.

Individual

7407 1 A large part of the reason I would invest the time and money to visit the area from 
my current home in Albuquerque, NM, involves the serenity and unmatched beauty 
of the Santa Rita mountain empire, particularly Gardner Canyon.

Individual

7408 1 A large part of the reason we have invested the time and money to visit the area from 
our California home in San Diego County involves the serenity and unmatched 
beauty of the Santa Rita mountains, particularly Gardner Canyon.

Individual

7409 1 A large part of the reason I would invest the time and money to visit the area from 
my current home in Tulelake, CA, involves the serenity and unmatched beauty of the 
Santa Rita mountain empire, particularly Gardner Canyon.

Individual

7411 16 Economic Impact- If economic impact is part of the EIS, then the effects on tourism 
need to be quantified and compared to the economic benefits advertised by Augusta. 
The entire economic equation needs to be considered.

Individual

7412 1 A large part of the reason I would invest the time and money to visit the area from 
my current home in Lake Owego, Oregon involves the serenity and unmatched 
beauty of the Santa Rita mountain empire, particularly Gardner Canyon.

Individual
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7413 4 We have many winter visitors who love it and, people from all over some to enjoy 
the scenery.  We at the Fire Station have fixed meals for the Old Time Cars Cub on 
their occasional trips going to either Patagonia or Sierra Vista.

Individual

7419 5 If the tourism is gone,…you will be responsible.Individual

7432 6 A recent Sonoran Institute study states:
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including
-decreased revenues from outdoor recreation and tourism;

Organization

7432 10 The decreased revenues from outdoor recreation and tourism may be the most 
significant, since direct local economic impacts resulting from these total about 
$2.95 billion. Even a very small decline in this activity due to the presence of mining 
in the area could generate costs to the local economy far in excess of any positive 
economic impacts.

Organization

7436 2 Augusta Copper is fond of speaking of the economic benefits of the mine. However, 
an optimistic report of the economic benefits published on their web site ignores the 
effect of an open pit mine on the current engine of the local economies in the area 
which is tourism. I would like to discuss the economic effects of Rosemont Mine on 
tourism in the communities in the area, such as Patagonia, Sonoita, Elgin and the 
people of the Empire Mountains.

Individual

7436 4 The potential for ecological tourism in the area is huge. Ecotourism is becoming an 
increasingly viable component of rural economies, and is a critical part of southern 
Arizona economy. The world is already curious about this area. It is famous as a 
birding area and birders from all around the world come here. In addition there is of 
course hiking, camping, and the curious travelers from Tucson and other areas.
How do tourists get to this area? Rt. 83 is the only corridor into the area. A two land 
winding and at times narrow scenic road. What tourists will want to share a narrow 
winding highway with mining trucks carrying explosives, poisons and ore? 
According to their own documents (which of course will be a low estimate): During 
certain periods, the total traffic into the plant is expected to be 364 trucks per week 
for labor and materials, or an average of 73 trucks per day. Craft and supervisory 
personnel will have an additional impact on the traffic pattern and trips will peak at 
about 61 per day. How many dollars will be lost to tourists unwilling to share route 
83 with this traffic? Please ask for an an independent study of this, the loss of 
tourism and especially ecological tourism in the area.

Individual

7469 8 On an aesthetic but no less important point, what about the increased noise that will 
be generated 25/7, and the increased artificial light that will be necessary for mining? 
These will be significant detractors to the tourist industry (A HIGHLY 
SUCCESSFUL INDUSTRY) of Tucson and its suburbs and surrounding areas 
(Patagonia, Tubac). Again, an objective expert panel must investigate this and 
present it to the public before any action is taken on the mine.

Individual

7470 4 The Santa Rita Mountains and adjacent desert and grasslands are globally recognized 
for its scenic beauty and wildlife habitat. Having a copper mine in the midst of this 
area would have a negative  impact on the local tourism where people come to bike, 
hike, hunt, camp, bird watch and just to enjoy the beauty.

Individual
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7475 6 People traveling from Tucson/Phoenix by car, motorcycle and bicycle on Scenic 
Hwy 83 to our location will have to pass the mine works and be impacted in a 
negative way with the pollution, barron landscapes, air pollution and truck traffic, all 
of which will NOT increase tourism to our business and the Sonoita/Elgin area.

Business

7477 2 It will ruin tourism and the SR 83 to Tucson. The big trucks and traffic will ruin 
tourism for me. I have a Bed and Breakfast in Patagonia. I rent to people who love 
the grand expanse of openess of the Santa Ritas, the birds, clean air and water.

Business

7478 2 The project as described would negatively affect the area's attractiveness to tourists 
and recreationists, and harm and quality of life in Tucson and southeast Arizona.

Individual

7478 7 The massive contribution to Arizona's economy made each year by tourists visiting 
the Santa Ritas for its famous beauty should be taken into account as well.

Individual

7500 8 What is the extent of the negative impact that this huge crater is going to create in the 
slowly flourishing wine business of the Elgin area. Road 83 is THE access to our 
"wine country", if you will. What will be the anticipated impact on tourists that want 
a pleasant, beautiful drive like the one available today, when they travel down to the 
Arizona wine corridor?

Individual

7504 20 The potential for such tailings pile mountain to form and obstruct scenic views and 
vistas in the proposed Rosemont mining operation, and that economic impact on 
property values, tourism, and commerce must also be considered.

7508

7504 22 Tourism brings in a billion dollars/year, much more than the 250-500 jobs the 
Rosemont mine might create.

7508

7513 10 Tourism will dry up with the dust from the tailings and no amount of mine jobs can 
make up for that.

Individual

7514 18 I am extremely concerned about the impact the mine will have on birds and wildlife 
in the area. Some of the birds and wildlife seen in this area are not seen anywhere 
else in the United States. People come from all over to view wildlife in this area. The 
value of tourism is long reaching and not dangerous to the environment. The copper 
in these mountains is a limited resource that will play out in a few years leaving an 
environmental hazard in its wake. The damage the mine will cause cannot be undone 
and the area will never be restored to its former beauty.

Individual

7516 3 People come from all over to view the birds and wildlife in this scenic spot.Individual

7523 2 From a strictly economic viewpoint of its impact on the area, it will indeed create 
jobs. It will also reduce income tourism and the reputation of our lovely area as a 
travel destination - we will become seem more like Globe/Superior/Miami/Morenci. 
Those are fine communities which have jobs for their inhabitants but which have not 
been known for the protection of the environment. Formerly very active and 
currently semi-retired, as a real estate broker I have had a client refuse to look at any 
property north of the intersection at Sonoita, and I cannot blame them.

Individual

7524 6 Many of the issues listed are Quality of Life issues and Health Issues, and since 
tourism and recreation are such large parts of our economy, they thus become 
economic issues as well.

Business
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7552 4 My second concern is for the tourist industry of SE Arizona. Highway 83 is a Scenic 
Highway and week and week people journey over that road on a loop which takes 
them through Sonoita, Elgin and the San Rafael Valley to Tombstone and Bisbee or 
to Nogales and back through Tubac. Traveling this road is compromised to some 
extent at this time due to the diversion of wide loads off I-10. The proposed traffic 
related to the mine would make highway 83 an undesirable route and thus have a 
major impact on the tourist business in the above mentioned communities, 
particularly, Sonoita and Elgin and their growing wine industry. This problem will 
only get worse as the State tries to maintain the damage to Highway 83 caused by the 
heavy loads from and to the mine.

Individual

7555 1 As a visitor to the Sonoita area, particularly the Epona Center at Apache Springs 
Ranch, I am disturbed by the news that this beautiful valley is set to be irreparably 
damaged by an open pit mine of such scale. A large part of the reason I would invest 
the time and money to visit the area from my current home in Carpentras (France), 
involves the serenity and unmatched beauty of the Santa Rita mountain empire, 
particularly Gardner Canyon, I'm not really interested in visiting your area to hike or 
trail ride or even drive past an open pit mine.

Individual

7555 6 If I want to see industrial waste lands, I can find that much closer to home. If I want 
to experience city life, I'd much rather spend my vacation and my money in New 
York or Washington than Tucson. 

I have always enjoyed the view along Highway 83 driving in from the Phoenix 
airport, tourism in this area will suffer greatly when visitors expecting to experience 
the history and unique beauty of the Southwest drive past the scarred landscape you 
propose. This tells us that your community does not value what it has, and so shy 
should we value it? It's easy to take our hard-earned money elsewhere. It's not going 
to be easy for the local businesses and residents that this plan will most assuredly 
betray.

Individual

7557 2 A large part of the reason I invest the time and money to visit the area from my 
current home in Russikon, Switzerland, involves the serenity and unmatched beauty 
of the Santa Rita mountain empire, particulary Gardner Canyon. I'm not really 
interested in visiting your area to hike or trail ride or even drive past an open pit 
mine.

Individual

7557 7 If I want to see industrial waste lands, I can find that much closer to home. If I want 
to experience city life, I'd much rather spend my vacation and my money closer to 
home (the French or the Swiss Alps for instance).

I have always enjoyed the view along Highway 83 driving in from Tucson airport. 
Tourism in this area will suffer greatly when visitors expecting to experience the 
history and unique beauty of the Southwest drive past the scarred landscape you 
propose. This tells us that your community does not value what it has, and so why 
should we value it? It's easy to take our hard-earned money elsewhere.

Individual

7559 2 I will not continue to travel to Sonoita if the landscape becomes one of an industrial 
wasteland.

Individual
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7570 1 As a visitor to the Sonoita area, particularly the Epona Center at Apache Springs 
Ranch, I am disturbed by the news that this beautiful valley is set to be irreparably 
damaged by an open pit mine of such scale. A large part of the reason I would invest 
the time and money to visit the area from my current home in Holland, Michigan 
involves the serenity and unmatched beauty of the Santa Rita mountain empire, 
particularly Gardner Canyon. I'm not really interested in visiting your area to hike or 
trail ride or even drive past an open pit mine.

Individual

7570 6 I had been planning to visit again and bring my husband this next time. I may choose 
to reconsider this idea under these circumstances. If I want to see industrial waste 
lands, I can find that much closer to home.

I have always enjoyed the view along Highway 83 driving in from Scottsdale, where 
my daughter lives. Tourism in this area will suffer greatly when visitors expecting to 
experience the history and unique beauty of the Southwest drive past the scarred 
landscape you propose. This tells us that your community does not value what it has, 
and for me, changes the perception of the entire area. It speaks negatively about the 
values of the people in this community. It's easy for us to take our hard-earned 
money elsewhere.

Individual

7572 2 I am especially interested in the situation due to the Sonoita area and the Epona 
Center at historic Apache Springs Ranch. A large part of the reason I would invest 
the time and money to visit the area from my current home in Lawrence, Kansas 
involves the serenity and unmatched beauty of the Santa Rita mountain empire, 
especially Gardner Canyon, along with the ability to stay, study, and larn from the 
staff and horses at the Epona Center in their pristin, unspoiled and unpolluted locale.

Individual

7574 1 I have been enthusiastic in recommending friends come visit the area. I had hoped 
with the expanding work at the Epona Center to attract corporate executives to come 
for company workshops to experience this pristine oasis in the Southwest while 
enjoying well deserved retreats from noise and air pollution. I hoped to invite them 
to experience the unique beauty of nature in Sonoita. I can't see recommending such 
visits when there are open mine pits down the road….It would be such a shame to 
loose future business as the restaurants and lodging are good in Sonoita, and 
Patagonia too provides interesting shopping and good meals as well. The area 
provides a well rounded business/tourist vacation.

Individual

7575 1 As a visitor to the Sonoita area, particularly the Epona Center at Apache Springs 
Ranch, I am disturbed by the news that this beautiful valley is set to be irreparably 
damaged by an open pit mine of such scale. A large part of the reason I woul invest 
the time and money to visit the area from my current home near St. Louis, Missouri, 
involves the serenity and unmatched beauty of the Santa Rita mountain empire, 
particularly Gardner Canyon. I'm not really interested in visiting your area to hike or 
trail ride or even drive past an open pit mine.

Individual
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7575 6 If I want to see industrial waste lands, I can find that much closer to home. There are 
many smelters in the state of Missouri and believe me, they are not not a pretty site. 
Should I wish to experience city life, I'd rather spend my vacation and my money in 
New York or London rather than Tucson.

I have always enjoyed the vew along Highway 83 driving in from the Tucson airport. 
Tourism in this area will suffer greatly when visitors expecting to experience the 
history and unique beauty of the Southwest drive past the scarred landscape you 
propose. This tells us that your community does not value what is has, and so why 
should we value it? It's easy to take our hard-earned money elsewhere.

Individual

7577 3 What message are you sending about yourself? I know that the message I am getting 
from you is one of Rosemont Mining "we are getting ours" and of course tourism is 
expendable as well as the lives of all the depend on tourism.

Individual

7578 2 A large part of the reason I would invest the time and money to visit the area from 
my current home is Sussex Uk involves the serenity and unmatched beauty of the 
Santa Rita mountain empire, particularly Gardner Canyon. I'm not really interested in 
visiting your area to hike or trail ride or even drive past an open pit mine.

Individual

7578 7 I have always enjoyed the view along Highway 83 driving in from the Tucson 
airport, Tourism in this area will suffer greatly when visitors expecting to experience 
the history and unique beauty of the Southwest drive past the scarred landscape you 
propose. This tells us that your community does not value what it has, and so why 
should we value it? It's easy to take our hard-earned money elsewhere.

Individual

7579 14 I do not see any economic benefit to the area. Mine employment would be offset by 
the impact it would have on tourism wanting to come to the Sonoita, Elgin, Canelo 
and Patagonia areas. People are not going to want to travel on our Scenic Highway 
to get to the many bed and breakfast, restaurants, wineries, shops, events.

Individual
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7584 3 I notice that the Rosemont mine jobs seem to be increasing with every article I read. 
The FACT is, that even if they did employ 500 people, that WON'T help Sonoita or 
the surrounding communities. The local businesses here rely on motorcyclists, 
bicyclists, week-end travelers from other parts of Arizona and tourists. Hwy. 83 is 
the 2nd oldest dedicated Scenic Hwy. in the State. With tremendous mine traffic, 
none of these people will travel Hwy. 83 en route to Bisbee or Tombstone. People 
will no longer come to Sonoita or Patagonia to/for:

Sonoita Rodeo
Santa Cruz County Fair
Wineries
Sonoita Horse Races
Sonoita Cowboy Symposium
Sonoita Horse Shows
Parker Canyon Lake
Patagonia Lake
Birding
Hiking
Hunting
Motorcycling
Bicycling
Patagonia art shows
Patagonia's special events throughout the year

Individual

7593 4 Right now copper prices are high, which is why the mine is being proposed. They are 
driven primarily by demand by China. Thus, much of the copper will go to China - 
and the profits will go to the Canadian owners of the mine. Thus, I don't see that 
there is much in it for the United States. 
Copper is a boom and bust industry. Usually it goes bust and the taxpayer is left to 
clean up the messes they make.
There is a growing tourism industry in that area which contributes to the local 
economy (not Canada's), is not as environmentally damaging, and is likely to 
continue to grow. That is it will grow as long as the area remains attractive - which is 
why tourism is growing. An ugly open pit would destroy this natural attraction.
Augusta is holding out the carrot of jobs. Because of the boom or bust nature of the 
industry, there are many miners who need work. There is no assurance, however, that 
the jobs would go to locals or that they would be around for very long.

Individual

7593 10 Traffic: the steady stream of trucks on SR 83 is not only a safety, noise and air-
pollution hazard it would almost surely dry up the aforementioned tourist industry.

Individual

7602 1 I have recently learned of the proposed Rosemont Mine project in the Sonoita, 
Arizona area. I am very disturbed by this news, since I often visit the Epona Center 
at Apache Springs Ranch and I fear there will be irreparable damage to the beauty of 
this valley with this project. I visit this area often from my New York home to be 
able to experience the serenity and untouched beauty of the Santa Rita mountain 
area. I fear this open pit mine will ruin the hiking, trail riding and other outdoor 
pleasures.

Individual
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7602 5 Visiting the Apache Springs Ranch has been a real treat and escape for me and I 
would hate to see it turn into another waste land like I experience in my big city. I 
would have to find a new vacation spot to spend my money. I find Tucson a beautiful 
city and wnjoy driving along Highway 83 to get to Epona Ranch. I believe tourism 
will be greatly affected by the destruction of the landscape that you propose.  I think 
this is a serious threat to the community and people that live in the area and I urge 
you to stop this travesty before it is too late.

Individual

7603 10 The mine will violate our rights to enjoy the natural environment and beauty of the 
National Forest. to have a sustainable water supply. The ground water in the Santa 
Cruz Valley has been dropping which is evidence that we already do not have a 
sustainable water supply. The mine will make it worse. There should be a 
moratorium on allowing new water users until a sustainable supply is proven. SR 83 
is a treasured scenic highway for both autos and bikes. The mine traffic will take this 
away. The mine traffic, dust, noise, destruction of natural National Forest land  will 
lower our quality of life, property values, and tourist economy.  A total cost/benefit 
analysis conducted by an independent source must be developed to justify any 
decisions.

Individual

7606 1 I can't beliece the authorities are going to allow the beautiful area of Sonoita to be 
openned up and gutted for the sake of a mine. I feel this is very shortsighted in the 
long run. I have been visiting the area from England for the last few years, especially 
the Epona Centre at Apache Springs Ranch. I have enjoyed numerous ranching 
holidays in your beautiful country.

Individual

7608 2 My husband helped develop the Arizona Jean Co. for JCPenny and we love to drive 
through Arizona. We have many ffrriends who live in the area including the owners 
of PFChangs. I wonder how they feel having their corporate base in an area that 
attracts tourism and now will be known for pollution and waste. The tourism 
industry will suffer and more of our Southwestern beauty and history will be 
destroyed forever!

Individual

7615 3 This open pit mining will  detrimentally affact the tourism in the area.Individual

7617 5 Having the Rosemont Mine in operation will have little impact on tourist activity in 
the Sonoita/Patagonia area. Green Valley has grown and prospered right next door to 
several large copper mines and Bisbee with it's lavender pit is a tourist attraction. 
People drive by the Green Valley mines daily on their way to Nogales, Tubac, 
Arivaca and other destinations.

Individual

7623 6 This mine would have a huge price in tourist moneyIndividual

7635 1 We've heard much about the economic impact of Rosemont Mine. Yes, with the 
mine degrading the natural environment with tailings we'll have fewer tourists, 
birders, campers using OUR national and state land.

Individual

7652 11 How much money will Rosemont mine cost our Commuities in lost revenues?  
because of no more camp sites, no more tourest.

Individual

8594 5 Cetainly I think the Tourism potential for that area, which I participate in, is much 
more valuable than what the copper mine would bring to the community.

Individual
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8620 2 We both feel that this mine proposal would be devastating to the appearance of the 
Santa Rita Mountains and to the future of Tucson relative to Tucson's burgeoning 
tourism business.

Individual

8640 3 I feel that one of the beautiful things that we have in this area, and I live near the 
Sonoita area, is the beauty of the mountains, the Santa Rita Mountains, coming into 
this area. If we destroy that beauty, we will destroy the tourism and all of the 
motorcyclists coming into our area that enjoy the beauty of our area. I would like this 
reconsidered and I would like the mine not to happen.

Individual

8663 7 Cienega Creek, which by the way Augusta wants to fill (unintelligible) Canyons, yet 
claims no impact to the Cienega Creek water shed. And Davidson Canyon and not 
only wildlife habitats as well as Rosemont are decreasing water tables, peace, beauty, 
solitude and scenic (unintelligible) for thousands of out of state tourists all in seeious 
peril of becoming a beautiful memory our children will only have heard of.

Individual

8671 3 I think a lot of people in Green Valley and some of the people in southern Arizona, 
they're old and they don't have the time to sue or anything, so they start all this 
beauty stuff.  And actually, we have to worry about the economy.  People need to 
work, and it's going to take some way to develop things.  Mining is one of the big 
industries, and we need to help them.  And I think Green Valley should be able to 
live along with the rest of the people.

Individual

8714 2 The thing that Arizona has going for it is it's -- its great beauty, its ruggedness and 
that it's a special place, as Tucson is a special place. So I cannot understand why we 
are even thinking of building a mine with many,  many feet -- I knew at one time 
how many -- of slag that's going to wreck the landscape, wreck the land, wreck our 
tourism, wreck the possibility of keeping our state beautiful.

Individual

8756 4 I feel that public land should be administered for the benefit of the largest good of 
the public.  And I don't feel that this mine would be in that interest.  I think it would 
benefit the shareholders in the mine, which as I understand is largely foreign.  It 
would benefit those who were employed there, but beyond that, the degradation to 
the environment would affect a far greater number through loss of water in the table 
and possible pollution of the water table and the affect on tourism and the affect of 
the pollution from the mine tailings and the disruption to the area of the traffic.

Individual

8771 4 It will cause a rapid lowering of an already lowering water table, put toxins in 
already toxic water, damage eco-tourism, make a dump off now beautiful mountain 
area in a general cause a lower quality of life.

Individual

8776 5 And we do have a beautiful -- a beautiful park in Madera where we have bird 
watching, and where we have some fishing and gaming and so forth.  And that 
certainly wouldn't help our tourism, either.  So there are lots of things to consider to 
make this a negative proposition for all, it's not a win/win at all.

Individual

8809 4 They also talk about providing a stimulus to our economy.  The Sonoran Institute 
study shows that as little as one percent of our valued eco tourism industry were 
destroyed because of the Rosemont Copper placement in our US forest it would -- 
their jobs that they would provide would not begin to make up for the loss of eco 
tourism.  It's just a ridiculous notion to think that this should be allowed to go 
through.

Individual
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8809 7 oh, by the way, leave a devastating scar in a US national forest that could devastate 
the tourist industry because of its dramatic affect on the ecological system, would 
this be something you would vote for?  I think most sensible people would say no.

Individual

8810 5 Tourism is the bread and butter of southern Arizona.  Once we destroy it, we kill a 
renewable resource that will last much longer than the 20 years of potential mine 
income.

Individual

8813 3 This is -- to the scenic Santa Ritas.  This is just not -- not good business for us.  We 
could make a lot more money off of tourism, than we could ever do with this 
Rosemont Mine.

Individual

8825 4 Our major economic booser in southern Arizona is tourism.  People come here for 
our sunshine, clear skies, beautiful mountain scapes and abundance of hiking trails in 
the gorgeous and breathtaking area of our country.  And it is imperative we keep 
these mountains and the foothills surrounding them pristine in nature and our water 
clean and keep America's natural resources for Americans and not for -- excuse me, 
development of other nations.

Individual

8850 1 I think the mine would have a very negative impact on tourism down there and the 
tourist business are tied to my business.

Individual

8853 4 I believe a mine would use way too much water, and I'm very concerned about that, 
not to mention the tourism lost from having to drive past tailings, tailings piles up to 
the natural landscape. And the road, the giant road, highways, freeways that they'll 
have to put in is not concordant with that area of nature.

Individual

8869 3 I believe that the copper mine will take away and detract from the natural beauty and 
scenery there because -- and that draws a lot of tourism to the area and a lot of 
moneys that are well earned by the local people in -- in an ethical capacity that can't 
be created by the mine.

Individual

8875 2 It would significantly change for the negative the communities overall long-term 
goals for bringing in tourism, monies to the community, new faces, keeping the 
environment clean.

Individual

8906 2 Have studies been done to compare "mine" vs. "no mine" and the impacts on the 
economy, tourism, recreation, the ecosystems, vegitation, wildlife, groundwater, 
surface water, water quality and availability, roadways and emergency services? If 
so, are the studies available for public scrutiny? If studies have not been done, what 
is the reason for this inaction?

Individual

9179 1 minig in this area is no longer compatible with themodern development of this 
region - indeed it is counterproducitve to this regions growth. Tourism, and regional 
recreation retreat is and will be this regions main destiny - goals that are destroyed 
by mining operations.

Organization

10220 2 visitolrs/vacationers love our area...but we are on the verge of destroying it if we 
allow August to get their greedy way

Organization

10346 1 This mine would almost certainly have a negative impact on our business which 
depends on tourist traffic from Tucson via HWY 83.

Organization

10707 4 The presence of the mine will lead to a decrease in tourism for the Sonoita/Elgin 
area. This will impact the local economy.

Organization
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10745 1 As a frequent visitor to Arizona, I have seen how mining ruins the land and makes it 
impossible to visit.

Organization

10928 2 Furthermore, further mining in the Santa Rita mountains would adversely impact 
current ecotourism and the potential for future ecotourism in Southern AZ.

Organization

10974 1 I look forward to spendin MANY more tourist dollars in your great state.Organization
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2404 7 What will be the impact of excavation, extraction, new holes in the ground, 
overburdened piles, and stacks of mesas left for future generations?

Business

2554 8 This danger to human, bird and animal health from radioactive chemicals, heavy 
metals, sulfuric acid, and other processing chemicals, such as cyanide and 
xanathates, must be thoroughly investigated and any and all impacts must be avoided 
The bottom line is that we already have three Superfund sites in Pima County that 
pollute the soil with.

Organization

2591 26 Is it possible that the cumulative effect and impact of those vibrations could have 
impact as fas as the unique natural treasure of Kartchner Caverns with its very 
delicate and vulnerable geologic formations and extreme sensitivity of bat and 
wildlife ecosystems? Has that been determined? Can it adequately be determined? 
Such a possibility, even if seemingly unlikely, could and would be a highly 
significant environmental impact. Even if the answer is unknown, that in itself would 
be significant.

Individual

2713 7 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
*A full analysis of the consequences of distrubences to soil in the area (compaction, 
dust, hydrologic changes due to distrubance, etc.) including cumulative effects of 
this distrubance on each of the extant soil types

Organization

6734 8 We already have three Superfund sites in Pima County -- that pollute the water, air, 
and soil, and we don't need another one.

Individual

7088 82 The subject area is in a seismic zone with mild to moderate risk of earthquake 
activity.  During the Sonoran earthquake in the 1800s, the area had a level 8 
earthquake with about 60 deaths occuring.  The 1877 earthquake changed the 
landscape from the Santa Cruz River to the Chiricahua Mountains.  This subject area 
is a mountainous region where there is a potential for earthquakes, and tailings dams 
must be engineered to hold back their sludge forever.  What additional risks to the 
environment from the cumulative effects of the Rosemont mining operation exist 
from the risk from earthquake impacts?

Organization

7504 161 The subject area is in a seismic zone with mild to moderate risk of earthquake 
activity.  During the sonoran earthquake in the 1800s, the area had a level 8 
earthquake with about 60 deaths occuring.  The 1877 earthquake changed the 
landscape from the Santa Cruz River to the Chiricahua Mountains.  This subject area 
is a mountainous region where there is a potential for earthquakes, and tailings dams 
must be engingeered to hold back their sludge forever.  What additional risks to the 
environment from the cumulative effects of the Rosemont mining operation exist 
from the risk from earthquake impacts?

7508
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63 6 I'm woried also about soil pollution.Individual
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160 21 SOIL AND WATER POLLUTION BY THE MINE ARE MORE LIKELY THAN 
NOT DURING THE LIFETIME OF THE MINE AND FOR AN UNKNOWN 
NUMBER OF DECADES AFTER CLOSURE OF THE MINE.

160 29 COMMENT 2A: SOIL AND WATER POLLUTION ARE MORE LIKELY THAN 
NOT AND ARE THE MOST PERSISTENT AND EXPENSIVE TO REMEDY.

160 95 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause soil pollution.

1540 1 How is the EIS process dealing w/ acid rock drainage associated w/ land disturbance 
and mining?

Individual

1588 3 Don't go forward to allow a foreign country to contaminate the soil.Individual

1589 3 The settling lake well contiminate our soil.Individual

1703 5 Deleterious and dangerous reasults to grownd water, traffic safety, and travel times, 
wild life habitat, soil and water pollution and permanent damage to the tourism-
based economy of South Pima and Santa Cruz counties.

Individual

1769 3 I bought property in the Santa Ritas and I want it to be unspoiled.Individual

1850 1 Open pit mining will be detrimental to the surface and subsurface soils.Individual

1915 6 and lots of erosion.Individual

2106 12 Mining corporations have historically disfigured the topography of the State of 
Arizona and are continuing to do so to this day.

Individual

2137 8 Finally, I want to let you know that I walked the proposed mine site with a group of 
people last year. We talked with the geology company employee there who was 
packing up to leave the site. He told us that his company report to Augusta 
Resources was negative for mining at this site. The rock formations run counter to 
what is needed to dig there. His words to me were "they can't mine here."

Individual

2149 3 We are concerned that we are compromising the ground quality in the region for an 
enterprise that cannot return to use the quality of life that it will take away with the 
ore it finds.

Individual

2150 25 The mine tailing will cause the aquifer to become poisioned with minerals leaching 
from the tailings. The mining process will alter the geography of the land and allow 
water to leach quickly though rock that it would normally go thru slowly or not at all. 
This will add additional minerals which could significantly reduce our water quality 
or become poisonous. We will have to be testing our water continuously to detect 
this, who will bear the cost of this continuous testing?

Individual

2177 4 We are concerned about the toxic discharges leaching into the soil.Individual

2239 4 Specifically the mine operational facilities and the enrichment facilities are to be 
placed at the bottom a mountain slope between the protected open-pit and a large 
rock over-burden pile that is thress miles long. These geographic features look like 
they will be capacle of funneling water through the mine operating facilities, 
collapsing rock piles, and serving as a path for flash-flooding.

Individual
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2255 5 The Santa Rita Expiermental Range Road has topography which is gradual until you 
get to the Patent and Unpatent mining claims, in "Helvetia".

Individual

2262 8 To add to the argument this is such a particularly beautiful place to pollute, it is not 
destined for horrendous strip mining complemented with destroyed soil.

Individual

2265 5 This work area is located at the very west site of the property and goes into the crest 
of the mountain ridge. What safeguards are in place that the ridge will not tumble 
down into the work area?

Individual

2339 12 Is there a detailed and available geological study of the impact of this mine on the 
local land?

Individual

2424 1 I'm against this mining situation. I'm concerned about the big hole. Just say no! They 
can go mine their own land.

Individual

2453 9 Mines are geology laboratories and provide a "window" to the earth and evidence of 
the processed that formed the deposit locally and evidence to further explain regional 
geology. It is likely the company operating the mine will conduct tours and other 
public affairs programs for the education of the public.

Individual

2469 1 the Rosemont Mine proposal area has 27 geologic types represented on the 2007 GS 
Survey Map, including Prv [Permian rain valley] located near the epicenter of 3 
Mafic Lava Flows, and below, MD Mississippi Devonian with recrystalized 
limestone, below which are 3 north south limstone deposits of progressively younger 
age from west to east, that may be rather intense in nuclear emissions.
As well, two jurassic sections occur near the proposed mine pit with, hanging wall/at 
the southwestern pit rim. Geologic questions remain for reconstruction of the various 
geologic events over thousands and millions of years

Individual

2572 4 As I requested in my letter to the Forest Service dated September 7, 2007, there are 
still substantial uncertainties about groundwater movements which should be 
reduced by further investigations. Uncertainties in how much and how connected the 
water is within the bedrock must be reduced through data collection, not just 
modeling.  Other key uncertainties revolve around understanding a fault northeast of 
the pit

Government

2592 18 Given the water use projections of the project and the significance of groundwater 
within the project area as a recharge sources to the Tucson groundwater basin and to 
the sustenance of perennial and intermittent surface water flow in the area (e.g., 
Cienega Creek, Davidson Canyon, and the springs in the immediate vicinity of the 
proposed project area), factors that need to be described to understand the hydrology 
include:

the hydraulic properties of materials in the project area
estimates of annual mountain front recharge,
estimates of groundwater flow volumes in the area,
groundwater flow paths, and 
the interrelationship between groundwater flow from the project area and surface 
water in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek.

Individual
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2593 33 The EIS should fully consider options for mitigating such impacts and less harmful 
alternatives to the proposed project, including the option of no mining activities at all.
Specifically:
 - Preparing and implementing soil stabilization plans for all disturbed soil, including 
mine tailings.
 - Requiring the mine to use native species for vegetation components of all soil 
stabilization plans.

Organization

2593 84 A detailed geologic map of the site was created by the Arizona Geologic Survey. 
This map showed a large number of faults in the mine area, and particularly in the 
proposed pit area. These faults are likely to impact the mine design, including pit 
stability, and should be analyzed by independent geologists
-How would the mine plan be revisited if the pit design had to be modified as a result 
of instability due to faulting?
-How would this redesign impact the other mine facilities?

Organization

2593 105 SOILS
Soil resources are important to consider since soils in the desert take much longer to 
develop and are more fragile than in other more humid regions. Soils must be 
protected as much as possible.

The EIS should determine the soil properties of the project area, including soil 
erodibility, the physical and chemical characteristics of soils in the area immediately 
surrounding the area, and how suitable the soils are for stockpiling and later use for 
reclamation, including the average organic matter content. This information is 
important to determine how surface erosion would be managed and controlled during 
all phases of the project. The EIS should address soil erosion potential and control.

Organization

2599 45 Each day for five days a week, every week for years on end, up to 56 tons of blasting 
agent will be used to pulverize the ore body and surrounding rock.  Three gargantuan 
electric shovels that can claw and scoop 60 cubic yards of shattered rock at a time 
will be operating continuously.  They will gradually gouge a pit more than a mile 
wide, a mile long, and almost 3,000 feet deep.

Individual

2625 14 Other concerns I have are those affecting the geologyIndividual

2634 11 There is not a single copper mine in the world that has not polluted the local soils in 
it's wake.

Business

2644 5 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying vibration excessive wear and tear to 
publicly supported roads and assorted health conditions 24/7, would seem to give 
some pause.

Individual

2713 3 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
* A complete inventory of soils of the entire area (including any areas to be used in 
any fashion, i.e. roads, storage, parking areas, etc)

Organization
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2713 6 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
*A full analysis of the consequences of distrubences to soil in the area (compaction, 
dust, hydrologic changes due to distrubance, etc.)

Organization

2713 9 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
*A complete rare plant inventory, conducted via proper survey during various 
seasons for at least two years, in order to find as many species of plant life as 
possible, with detailed notes including information on soil conditions

Organization

2713 20 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
An analysis of all of the hydrologic and geological formations in the area, entailing a 
thorough evaluation of how the proposed project/s will impact the entire region, 
including a detailed analysis of the projected water use, waste water disposal, 
chemical use and disposal, evaporation ponds, and the exposure of wildlife 
(including pollinators such as bats, insects) to these impacts and potential hazards.

Organization

2768 1 Concerning 3 recent limestone deposits within about 11,000 years prior to present 
time attached Johnson and Ferguson Ariz Geologic Survey Digital Map 59 (DGM 
59); North to South, below MD Mississippi Devonian recrystalized limestone 
deposits; recent 11,000 years deposits eastward from "hanging wall" ph; Horquilla 
limestone 200-300 meters thick; Naco ppe; Earp Formation 150 - 200 m thick 
carbonate, cherty limestone silkstone mudstone; Naco Pc; Colina Limestone, 
carbonate etc, Naco.

Individual

2768 7 Willow [KM] formation is highly broken with sandstone and mudstone and 
represents a huge area.

Individual

6752 10 What will be the impact on excavation, extraction, new holes in the ground, 
overburdened piles, stacks of maces left for future generations?

Business

6901 5 As well, this land contains "Special Elements" that Pima County has committed to 
conserve: limestone outcrops,

Organization

6901 8 As well, this land contains "Special Elements" that Pima County has committed to 
conserve: and un-incised floodplain.

Organization

6908 1 Does the proposed Rosemont mine intend to line their proposed ponds with 
impermeable material so that no pollution will leak into the soil?  If not, why not?

Individual

6920 1 If the Rosemont Mine does not intend to line their ponds, it seems obvious that 
pollution will penetrate the soil.

Individual
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7088 59 According to the experts: Leach pad sites are generally selected for their combination 
of geotechnecal and economic considerations.  Sites with large settlement potential 
or slope stability problems are usually avoided.  However, copper leach pads can be 
enormous, reaching areas in excess of 5 million square meters.  This often precludes 
selection of the optimum site from a geotechnical standpoint.  It also can require a 
liner system to span a wide range of geological profiles.

"Differential settlement typically results from one of three causes: the liner spans 
soils of differing compressibility, the slope and height of the heap are extreme, or 
local settlement results from leaks in the liner.  The latter cause can be significant 
where the soils contain high concentrations of acid soluble salts such as in northern 
Chile."

Organization

7167 6 Soil pollution at the site and potentially far beyond its boundaries is a certainty and 
must be realistically evaluated.

Individual

7167 11 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause soil, water, air, noise, traffic, and light pollution.

Individual

7171 6 Soil pollution at the site and potentially far beyond its boundaries is a certainty and 
must be realistically evaluated.

Individual

7171 11 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause soil, water, air, noise, traffic, and light pollution.

Individual

7175 14 The effects on bats of changes in water quantity and quality, light and noise, and 
heavy metals in the soil, water, and air caused by the proposed action should be 
investigated.

Individual

7188 2 I live just north of the site of the proposed Rosemont Mine. My comment on the 
mine is that it would do irreparable environmental damage that would be alter the 
character of Southern Arizona by polluting the water, the land, and the air. Humans 
and wildlife would suffer illness and death.

Individual

7253 33 The EIS should fully consider options for mitigating such impacts and less harmful 
alternatives to the proposed project, including the option of no mining activities at all.
Specifically:
 - Preparing and implementing soil stabilization plans for all disturbed soil, including 
mine tailings.
 - Requiring the mine to use native species for vegetation components of all soil 
stabilization plans.

Organization

7253 84 A detailed geologic map of the site was created by the Arizona Geologic Survey. 
This map showed a large number of faults in the mine area, and particularly in the 
proposed pit area. These faults are likely to impact the mine design, including pit 
stability, and should be analyzed by independent geologists
-How would the mine plan be revisited if the pit design had to be modified as a result 
of instability due to faulting?
-How would this redesign impact the other mine facilities?

Organization
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7253 105 SOILS
Soil resources are important to consider since soils in the desert take much longer to 
develop and are more fragile than in other more humid regions. Soils must be 
protected as much as possible.

The EIS should determine the soil properties of the project area, including soil 
erodibility, the physical and chemical characteristics of soils in the area immediately 
surrounding the area, and how suitable the soils are for stockpiling and later use for 
reclamation, including the average organic matter content. This information is 
important to determine how surface erosion would be managed and controlled during 
all phases of the project. The EIS should address soil erosion potential and control.

Organization

7275 5 Dry stacking is still experimental in this country and in the climatic conditions that 
prevail here. There is almost as much rain on the western slope of the Santa Ritas as 
there is on the eastern slope because of the orographic effect of the mountains on 
storms coming from the West Coast. The potential for major erosion of dry-stacked 
waste is great, in my opinion.

Individual

7336 19 What will the very long term effects of the release of subterranean toxins into the 
surface environment, soil, water, and air be in the Santa Ritas?

Individual

7435 1 I am recommending that as part of the EIS a geological study be performed relative 
to any adverse impacts to the Santa Rita Fault Zone No 934 as a result of the 
constant dynamite blasting that will be involved in this proposed mining project.

Individual

7439 1 Right at the Base of the Santa Rita Mountains on the West Side is the location of the 
Santa Rita Fault Zone which traverses along the complete mountain range. 

Number 934   Santa Rita Fault Zone
USGS  Quarternary Fault and Fold Database for the United States

Please evaluate The Santa Rita Fault Zone.
 What effect will continual blasting with explosives during mining have on this fault?
When getting deeper in the mountain and getting closer to the fault cause an 
earthquake?
Will an Earthquake cause the AQUIFER to cave in?
Will an Earthquake pollute our Water?
What kind of damage will an Earthquake do to our property?
Who will pay for the damages?

Individual
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7439 4 Right at the Base of the Santa Rita Mountains on the West Side is the location of the 
Santa Rita Fault Zone which traverses along the complete mountain range. 

Number 934   Santa Rita Fault Zone
USGS  Quarternary Fault and Fold Database for the United States

Please evaluate The Santa Rita Fault Zone.
 What effect will continual blasting with explosives during mining have on this fault?
When getting deeper in the mountain and getting closer to the fault cause an 
earthquake?
Will an Earthquake cause the AQUIFER to cave in?
Will an Earthquake pollute our Water?
What kind of damage will an Earthquake do to our property?
Who will pay for the damages?

Individual

7456 25 We understand that Rosemont Copper Company plans to drill for water in Sahuarita, 
near the junction of the Santa Rita Road and Sahuarita Road. We are concerned 
about the cone of depression that will result, both in the Santa Cruz Valley and in the 
Santa Rita Mountains.

Government

7504 75 The Rosemont Mine Plan of operations shows that the mine, during its 20-year life, 
will create approximately 4 square miles of mine and mill waste dumps at the 
headwaters of these mountain streams.

As rain falls throughout the year onto the surfaces of these dumps, it will infiltrate 
the uncovered surfaces, then percolate downward, slowly becoming acidic as it does 
so and probably dissolving one or more different types of possibly toxic metals and 
other substances.  Because the bases of the dumps will not be lined with impervious 
materials (as the leach pads at the mine and municipal solid waste landfills are 
required to be), this now-contaminated water will find its way into the bedrock and 
bedrock fractures underlying the dumps and ultimately emerge in the springs and 
stream beds below the mine.

The nature and amount of this contamination cannot be predicted precisely, but its 
effect will be to degrade, possibly very seriously, the ecology and water quality of 
the streams.  In addition, major storm events could rupture surface-containment 
berms and other protective structures, possibly allowing large amounts of very fine-
grained mill waste from the leach pads or the waste dumps to enter the streams' 
drainage systems, thus causing additional contamination.  The readings in the mill 
area of Sierrita mine show other heavy metals that are toxic, including cadmium, 
selenium and arsenic.  All the public wells in Green Valley are in the process of 
installing arsenic treatment because of naturally occuring arsenic in the Santa Cruz 
aquifer.  These heavy metals are more or less inert and harmless in conglomerates 
buried under the ground.  However, in the same way as uranium, when the metals are 
ground to face powder consistency and added into water with other chemicals, they 
become liable to enter the environment through the soil, aire or water.  How will 
these impacts be mitigated, and what are the cumulative effects of this?

7508
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7504 108 According to the experts:  Leach pad sites are generally selected for their 
combination of geotechnical and economic considerations.  Sites with large 
settlement  potential or slope stability problems are usually avoided.  However, 
copper leach pads can be enormous, reaching areas in excess of 5 million square 
meters.  This often precludes selection of the optimum site from a a geotechnical 
standpoint.  It also can require a liner system to span a wide range of geologic 
profiles.

"Differential settlement typically results from one of three causes: the liner spans 
soils of differing compressibility, the slope and height of the heap are extreme, or 
local settlement results from leaks in the liner.  The latter cause can be significant 
where the soils contain high concentrations of acid soluble salts such as in northern 
Chile."

7508

7504 160 The subject area is in a seismic zone with mild to moderate risk of earthquake 
activity.  During the sonoran earthquake in the 1800s, the area had a level 8 
earthquake with about 60 deaths occuring.  The 1877 earthquake changed the 
landscape from the Santa Cruz River to the Chiricahua Mountains.  This subject area 
is a mountainous region where there is a potential for earthquakes, and tailings dams 
must be engingeered to hold back their sludge forever.  What additional risks to the 
environment from the cumulative effects of the Rosemont mining operation exist 
from the risk from earthquake impacts?

7508

7541 4 Have you received a clearly defined geological survey from Augusta Mine? My 
understanding is that it is stated that there has been one but no details have been 
provided. I ask this because about a year ago, while hiking with a group of people in 
the Rosemont area, several of us were encountered by a geological engineer who was 
working for a company which he did not want to disclose. He told us "You don’t 
have to worry; they'll never be able to dig a mine here because of the nature of the 
rock formations that will slide in on them." Maybe Augusta is withholding this 
information in an effort to be bought out by some other big conglomerate. You must 
get to the bottom of this. This is crucial because if it truly cannot be done, then why 
are we all wasting time and money pursuing this? You will be held accountable for 
this.

Individual

7568 6 WHAT STUDIES AND EXPERTS ON SEISMIC ACTIVITIES ON AL FACETS 
OF THE MINE OPERATION WILL BE EMPLOYED DURING THE NEPA 
PROCESS.

Individual

7571 13 This proposal would disturb extensive amounts of Forest Service land. The EIS 
should analyze the amounts and types of land disturbances that would result from 
this proposal. Many existing land uses would never be replaced if this mine were 
approved, including loss of recreational land, loss of wildlife habitat, loss of wildlife 
corridors and foraging opportunities, loss of watershed functions, loss and damage to 
water resources, loss of soil and plant resources, loss of open space, and loss of 
viewshed. The EIS should determine whether these losses are worth the benefits 
from this mine, and determine how these extensive land disturbances should be 
mitigated.

Individual
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7655 10 Please evaluate The Santa Rita Fault Zone: located right at the base of the Santa Rita 
Mountains. 
(Attached diagram of the USGS of the quaternary fault and fold database for the 
United States). 
What effect will continual blasting with explosives have on this fault? 
When getting deeper in the mountain and getting closer to the fault cause an 
earthquake?
Will an Earthquake cause the Aquifer to cave in?

Individual

8623 6 the mine will destroy the ecosystem, the distribution and contamination and pollution 
of water, air and earth.

Individual

8647 3 So with the advent of the mine coming in here, we're going to have erosion, we're 
going to have environmentally -- movement of soils

Individual

8714 1 The thing that Arizona has going for it is it's -- its great beauty, its ruggedness and 
that it's a special place, as Tucson is a special place. So I cannot understand why we 
are even thinking of building a mine with many,  many feet -- I knew at one time 
how many -- of slag that's going to wreck the landscape, wreck the land, wreck our 
tourism, wreck the possibility of keeping our state beautiful.

Individual

8790 4 You would not want some stranger from Canada coming into your back yard and 
digging up your plants, blasting your subsoil, pouring toxic chemicals into your well, 
dirtying your air with dust and diesel fumes. And those millions of Arizonans and 
Americans who use the national forest as their backyard for enjoying nature on 
weekends and days off don't want to have some company from canada come into 
their backyard in order to destroy it.

Individual

8813 4 It's is just a polluter.  It's going to pollute the ground.Individual

8986 3 Does every mtn. around here have to have a telescope, mine, ORV trails, or some 
other abomination scarring it?? The FS does not have to authorize yet another hole in 
the ground and a license to contaminate soil.

Organization

10819 2 I strongly oppose any mining activity in the Rosement Ranch area. It would have 
devastating long term negative impact on the land in the area.

Organization
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1505 2 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 a 8 month period between 02/23/2007 and 10/26/2007. I 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. I'm hoping that something can 
be done immediately to protect the communities of Sahuarita and Green Valley from 
the same fate as Pinal County, where the subsidence issue is measured in tens of feet 
instead of inches.

Individual
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1509 2 Reasons why Rosemont Mine shold NOT be allowed: 1.) There already is some 
subsidence

Individual

1550 3 also critical are the impact on the water table and subsidence as it falls.Individual

1551 2 the water level or the G.V. -Sahuarita side is going down to the point that house 
floors are beginning  to crack.

Individual

1559 6 drawing down the groundwater will cause subsidence that will affect the area on both 
sides of the Santa Rita

Individual

1572 5 Immediate concerns:
Local tax impact to support schools/services

Individual

1579 2 Hunting is a money-making enterprize for this area.  Short term benefits may come 
from mining the area, but the long term loss of game will lead to depletion of 
financial revenue that hunting has traditionally provided.

Individual

1582 2 Our natural resources - water, the Santa Rita Mountains - would be demolished to 
benefit a company that is owned by the Canadians + Japanese.  There seems to be no 
regard for the local community in this process -

Individual

1650 2 I challenge Rosemont Copper to go against any eight-grader with a spreadsheet and 
show a net gain to the local economy for a period greater than fifteen years.  I believe 
that when all factors are taken into account, the only parties which will accrue any 
significant earnings from this audacious rape of the Santa Ritas are Rosemont 
executives, their highly-paid PR consultants, and their media buyers.  Certainly not 
the surrounding community (which you may have noticed has opposed mining in the 
Santa Ritas for two decades now.)

Individual

1656 16 The Rosemont mine must not be approved because:
The proposed mine would dewater residential wells in the area of their 6000 
acre/ft/yr wells and cause ground subsidence over a large area. Will the CNF 
guarantee this won't happen?

Individual

1741 3 Due to Drilling in the Sahuarita Area it would cause permanent water Table issues as 
well as incresed land subsistance to the Sahuarita Area.

Individual

1888 1 I suspect you already know the water table in the Green Valley area is falling 
because of the amount of water that is already being extracted each year. It is my 
understanding some of the land is subsiding as a result.

Individual

1893 4 It has also 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 a 8 month period between 02/23/2007 and 10/26/2007. I 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 a faster rate, and this will drastically 
affect our communities for years to some.

Individual

1922 6 The proposed mine would cause ground subsidence over a large area.Individual

1939 2 There is land subsidence already- can you imagine what it will be like in a few years 
after their profligate & environmentally irresponsible use?

Individual
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1957 8 A little ground subsidence just east of the Santa Ritas would be much preferred to an 
ugly open pit a mile by a mile.

Individual

1960 5 and subsidence,Individual

2078 5 Does Rosemont have data on if the withdrawal of their water in the quantities they 
desire will cause any local subsidence of land or property in the towns?

Individual

2095 3 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 a 8 month period between 02/23/2007 and 10/26/2007. I believe that 
if Rosemont Copper Company is allowed to transport 1, 955, 226,000 gallons (which 
is the same as 6,000 acre feet) or 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. I'm hoping that something can 
be done immediately to protect the communities of Sahuarita and Green Valley from 
the same fate as Pinal County, where the subsidence issue is measured in tens of feet 
instead of inches.

Individual

2095 17 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 residents with undesirable consequences to the community. Rosemont's 
transportation of our groundwater could dramatically affect any future growth in our 
community.

Individual

2126 5 and subsidence,Individual

2184 9 Taking the water from us is going to destroy Sahurita Heights, we are going to sink if 
they pump 5000 gallons of water a minute from 1200 feet below the groung for 20 
years.

Individual

2238 3 Rosemont states it will pump water from the Santa Cruz aquifer in large quantities 
(maybe measured, maybe not) and the effect of this pumping is yet to be determined, 
expect that it can expect to create local subsidence in an area which has already 
experience from the ASARCO/P.D. mining operations. (This is documented in the 
construction documents of the CAP recharge geology information).

Individual

2277 4 I lived in Green Valley a few years ago and discovered that it is slowly sinking from 
the current water usage. With mining companies removing more water from that 
area, it is certain to sink more quickly.

Individual

2371 5 and subsidence,Individual

2384 4 Can Rosemont Copper guarantee that subsidence will not occur with its pumping of 
the groundwater?

Individual

2385 3 Subsidence, which is already occuring, has the potential to be severe.Individual

2386 2 If the water is injected near the surface, it will take 100 years or more to reach the 
aquifer, by which time the water-bearing rock layers will have been depleted of water 
and collapsed, causing subsidence.

Individual
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2428 3 Additionally, a detailed groundwater model of the augusta pumping site (near 
Sahuarita) needs to be completed to determine the impact of their water use on local 
well owners. Environmental impacts of subsidence in the Sahaurita area need to be 
studied and a determination made as to what additional pumping will do.

Individual

2431 4 Do not allow R.C. Mine Project because:
2. Satelite photos show ground depression

Individual

2471 6 As retirees, a large part of our net worth is in our home which could be ruined by 
subsidence, already happening in Green Valley

Individual

2503 7 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.

Individual

2736 20 Will the use of groundwater for mine operations create a subsidence issue?Government

2742 5 My husband and I have read the pros and cons of the project. We came to the 
conclusion that  subsidence are serious concerns and we don’t have the answers to 
these problems. Just because copper is at an all-time high should not make us 
nervous and antsy to jump into un-researched other potential problems for the sake 
of jobs or revenue. These decisions have long-term ramifications in themselves… 
some of which there is no turning back.

Individual

2750 12 The other concerns are:  the negative impact on the ground subsidence and Earth 
fissures resulting from ground water decline.

Individual

5286 3 A little ground subsidence just east of the Santa Ritas would be much preferable, if 
indeed a choice must be made, to an ugly open pit measuring a mile by a mile.

Individual

6772 1 The most insidious damage that mining can do is to our groundwater pumping, and 
that is subsidence.  Subsidence will not be noted until it's too late.  Now Rosemont 
says they will deepen wells.  Now obviously there's a limit to how much these wells 
can be deepened.  But even so, as they are deepened the ground will compact.

So we are asking for certain studies to be done to reconstruct the history of past 
groundwater decline and regional subsidence.  Use satellite and terrestrial 
information to evalutate subsidence since 1992.  Perform deep drilling bore hole 
geophysical surveys and hydrological testing to characterize the aquifer system.  
Analyze the current aquifer water budget amount, naturally or artificially recharged, 
versus withdrawals.  Protect the magnitude and rate of groundwater declines that 
may be caused by the added pumping.  Develop comprehensive monitoring program 
to further quantify the rate and distribution of subsidence.  Model the ongoing 
subsidence.  Predict the future impact, and zone the earth fissure risk.  It is 
imperative that we address subsidence as part of the environmental impact analysis.

Organization

6792 8 And not only mentioning, as Nancy Freeman had mentioned earlier, the subsidence 
that already occurs in our area is 10 miles long and 4 miles wide.  The subsidence 
last year was recorder, during an 8 month period, of two and a half inches.

How can this be allowed, to give them more water to pump out of the middle of a 
subsidence area?  This needs to be taken in your consideration of no action.  I 
believe you need no action.

Individual
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6957 6 Would there be costs associated with subsidence?Individual

7088 36 Even though the Tucson area is known for subsidence and earth fissures (south of 
Tucson), this practice is continued.  The potential of water depletion resulting in 
subsidence and earth fissures caused by methods of obtaining water for the 
Rosemont mining project must be fully examined,

Organization

7437 3 If the water table goes so low that the earth beneath my house sinks and cracks who 
will pay for the repair of our homes?

Individual

7440 5 If Rosemont mines pumps so much water and subsidence occurs to properties in 
Green Valley and Sahuarita, who is going to conpensate those property owners?

Individual

7504 61 Even though the Tucson area is known for subsidence and earth fissures (south of 
Tucson), this practice is continued.  The potential of water depletion resulting in 
subsidence and earth fissures caused by methods of obtaining water for the 
Rosemont mining project must be fully examined, as well as the areas likely to be 
affected, and the potential for property devaluation and property damage to existing 
structures.

7508

7504 66 In Green Valley, there is an annual drawdown of 2 to 3 feet per year.  Water rights 
for mining for the local mining company were obtained by buying up agricultural 
land.  The result is that the community is sustaining a 31,000 acre feet annual deficit, 
and signs of subsidence are beginning to appear:  cracking in walls of homes, 
sidewalks and roads.  Map of the projected water levels in 2025 in Pima County, are 
at.  Www.g-a-l.info/Green Valley2025.htm

7508

7504 83 If the decline does continue or accelerate, it could result in the curtailment of new 
housing and other economic development in the area, or water shortages and 
increased potable water costs.  If it becomes extreme, it may cause significant 
sinking of the land surface along the Santa Cruz River, a phenomenon already 
detected by the Arizona Department of Water Resources.

7508

7650 19 The soil compacts with resultant subsidence as ground water is removal and the 
water table depth increases beyond hundreds of homeowner established mines in 
their cones of depression.

Individual

8809 2
What happens, for example, if they overdraw our drinking water.  Wells will go dry 
and subsidence of the ground would set in.  This could result in a devastating affect 
on the foundations cracking of homes and turning our entire area into a vast 
wasteland.

Individual

8814 3 We'll have places that will be subsiding, sinking and cracking.Individual
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160 41 Powerful shockwaves traveling through the ground and air, generated by blasting at 
the Mine, will shake homes and rattle doors and windows up to six miles away, and 
possibly damage nearby residential, historical, and other structures. The Empire 
Ranch Foundation commissioned a seismic/structural engineering study of possible 
impacts of blasting at the Mine on four adobe buildings at the Empire Ranch 
Headquarters in the Las Cienegas National Conservation Area that are listed on the 
National Register of Historic Places (see Attachment C which is incorporated herein 
by reference). The study concluded in part that at a distance of five mies from the 
Mine: "steady ground disturbance from blasting, similar to small earthquakes, would 
most likely precipitate the deterioration of the mortar between the adobe blocks. This 
loss of mortar  has two effects. The first is the increased maintenance of the buildings 
through more frequent repointing of adobe. Further there is a continuing cycling 
probable, almost a rocking of the block due to ground motion. While the amplitudes 
are small the continued vibration will have a deleterious effect on the adobe wall."   
Adverse effects of blasting at the Mine on nearby residential, historical, and other 
structures are underestimated by Augusta and must be further and independently 
studied to be sufficiently understood. Blasting must not be undertaken at the Mine 
unless independent studies prove that damage due to blasting at the Mine to 
residential, historical, and other structures will not occur.    Mitigation: As a 
condition of Forest Service approval of Augusta's MPO, Augusta and any successors 
in ownership of the Mine must be required to agree in writing to pay for all repairs to 
residential, historical, or other structures in the event damage due to blasting at the 
Mine should occur.

1949 3 the ecotourism which brings in many, will also be lostIndividual

2591 24 To what extent will vibrations from the explosions affect wildlife, plant life, and 
people?

Individual

2599 5 Neighbors immediately west and southwest of our home site report that blasting 
already being conducted by Augusta/Rosement Copper at the mine site rattles their 
window and cupboards.  What is the effect of such prolonged seismic disturbance to 
humans?  Has this been studied?  Will this be studied as part of the NEPA process 
relating to this project?  What will be the effect of such prolonged seismic 
disturbance on nearby structures, including residential and commercial foundations, 
stem walls, concrete slabs, CMU walls, wood frame walls and roofs, steel frame 
walls and roofs, masonry chimneys, well shafts, submersible pumps, water tanks, 
windmills, wind turbines and towers, utility lines, and septic lines and tanks?  If our 
or any nearby property or residence suffers structural weakness or damage due to 
such mine-cause seismic activity, will a financial remedy be available to the damaged 
party(ies)?

Individual

2625 25 The mine would likely be operating around the clock. The explosive shocks would 
affect wildlife in the area.

Individual

2671 24 Regular blasting with the seismic effects could likely impact local species and their 
distribution.  I know it will affect myself and the local community.

Individual

2683 19 The mine is near enough residential property to constitute a major problem; these 
residents should not be subjected to the rumble of heavy trucks twenty-four hours a 
day.

Individual
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4474 7 violations,Individual

5281 3 ERF and the BLM recently commissioned a structural/seismic evaluation of the 
headquarters buildings to identifly the most critical preservation needs and help 
prioritize future projects.  During a meeting to discuss the preliminary results of the 
evaluation, Mel Green, the structural engineer on the assessment team, was asked 
what effect continuous blasting from the proposed mine might have on the adobe 
buildings.  He responded that the steady groung disturbances from blasting would 
most likely precipitate the deterioration of the mortar between the adobe blocks.  
After the meeting Mr. Green provided the attached letter which documents his 
opinion.

Organization

6726 7 The Cienegas Valley is a unique environment to all Southern Arizona, with its high 
altitude, grasslands, and wildlife.  It is quiet, peaceful, and beautiful. Scenic 
Highway 83 is the gateway to this environment, which will be impacted forever if 
this project goes forward.  Regular blasting, with the sonic and seismic effects could 
likely impact local species and their distributions.  I know it will affect myself and 
my neighbors.

Individual

6726 11 what will be the seismic impact of the water table up here?Individual

6780 1 I'm Alison Bunting, president of the Empire Ranch Foundation.  The historic Empire 
Ranch headquarters buildings are located on the Los Cienegas National 
Conservation Area, LCNA, approximately five miles southeast of the proposed 
Rosemont mine.  The LCNA is administered by the Bureau of Land Management, 
and the Foundation Partners with the BLM to protect, restore, and sustain the Empire 
Ranch historical buildings and landscape as an outstanding western heritage and 
education center.

The Empire Ranch house, the oldest part of which was built between 1871 and 1874, 
is listed on the national register of Historic places and is designated a Save 
American's Treasures site.  The ranch house includes twenty-two rooms and sprawls 
over about 4,500 square feet of living space.  Its construction is primarily of hand-
cast adobes.

The Foundation and the BLM recently commissioned a structural seismic evaluation 
study of the headquarters building to identify the most important preservation needs, 
and help prioritize future projects.  The structural engineer on the assessment team 
was asked, and this was not a planned part of the study, what effect continuous 
blasting from the proposed mine might have on the adobe buildings.  He responded 
that the stead ground disturbances from blasting, similar to small earthquakes, would 
most likely precipitate the deterioration of the mortar between the adobe blocks.

This loss of mortar has two effects.  The first is the increased maintenance of the 
buildings through the more frequent repointing of the adobe.  Further, there is 
continuing cycling, almost a rocking of the block due to the ground motion.  While 
the amplitudes are small, the continued vibration will have a deleterious effect on the 
adobe walls.

Organization

6867 9 Vibrations that can -- seismic vibrations from the explosions that can damage 
structurally the historic buildings on La Cienegas, and what about the possibiltiy of 
Kartchner Caverns being affected?

Individual
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6879 17 Another concern that needs to be addressed, proactively, is whether the blasting will 
seismically affect the observatories' projects.

Individual

6898 1 For the last 19 years, we haved lived in the Copper Cut sub-division which is located 
on the north side of the Santa Rita Mountains.  During many of those years we were 
faced with difficulties when there was an active mining operations being conducted 
within 1/4 mile of our home.  The mine was originally owned and operated by a local 
family and then was sold to Georgia Marble who made many promises, but never 
followed through on them.  A few years back, the mine was sold to JP Henderson, 
who attempted to get the necessary permits to mine the area.  In this case, 
government and people spoke up and were heard and this project was abandoned.

When we say difficulties, below are some of the issues that made living here with an 
operational mine very difficult:
-Constant blasting created windows that no longer closed properly
-Blasting contributed to cracks in the surface of our in ground pool
-Dust pollution was extreme, which as you know, is a source of illness in our bodies
-Their drilling of a well had a negative impact on our community shared well.  We 
believe that their blasting was liable for our well collapsing and necessitated us 
spending a large amount of money to drill a second well. In addition, our well did 
not charge as fast.
-Heavy vehicles going to and from the mine created a hazard both to our children 
and ourselves.

Individual

6898 4 For the last 19 years, we haved lived in the Copper Cut sub-division which is located 
on the north side of the Santa Rita Mountains.  During many of those years we were 
faced with difficulties when there was an active mining operations being conducted 
within 1/4 mile of our home.  The mine was originally owned and operated by a local 
family and then was sold to Georgia Marble who made many promises, but never 
followed through on them.  A few years back, the mine was sold to JP Henderson, 
who attempted to get the necessary permits to mine the area.  In this case, 
government and people spoke up and were heard and this project was abandoned.

When we say difficulties, below are some of the issues that made living here with an 
operational mine very difficult:
-Constant blasting created windows that no longer closed properly
-Blasting contributed to cracks in the surface of our in ground pool
-Dust pollution was extreme, which as you know, is a source of illness in our bodies
-Their drilling of a well had a negative impact on our community shared well.  We 
believe that their blasting was liable for our well collapsing and necessitated us 
spending a large amount of money to drill a second well. In addition, our well did 
not charge as fast.
-Heavy vehicles going to and from the mine created a hazard both to our children 
and ourselves.

Individual

6949 5 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying noise, vibration, lights, hazardous 
materials, back-up beepers, large truck traffic, excessive wear and tear to publicly 
supported roads and assorted health conditions 24/7, would seem to give some pause.

Individual

6961 1 I would like to express my concern regarding the impact of continued blasting at the 
proposed Rosemont Mine on the existing residential structures on Highway 83.  
Especially from the I-10 Exit to mile marker 41.

Individual
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7007 4 3.  The blasting will cause excessive damage to buildings within ten miles of the 
mine.  Comment:  This complaint is probably exaggeratd and by consulting with 
open blasting consultants, seismic dangers can be better defined.  Also, initial 
blasting can be instumented so that the seismic dangers can be recorded in all 
directions and analyzed  and the dangers quantified.

Individual

7130 3 I am concerned that the vibrations from the large scale drilling could cause plate 
shifts, potentially damaging our private well shafts and pumps, or causing changes in 
the underground flow, potentially rendering our wells inoperable/ineffective.

Individual

7155 16 Transportation issues involved with this proposal appear to be overwhelming. There 
is no way that Scenic Highway 83, in its current condition, an handle the projected 
volume of traffic that will be generated by an operating mine in the area. Also, the 
scenic values of the highway will be compromised to the point of irrelevance should 
the mine be put into operation, and the exponential increase in traffic will have 
dangerous  and far-reaching consequences for both humans and wildlife attempting 
to travel or cross the highway. Other impacts from the daily operation of the mine 
include blasting noise and correlating seismic disturbance, lighting and its disruption 
of "dark skies" activities in the area.

Organization

7166 18 QUALITY OF LIFE: I have heard that the blasting and mining operations will go on 
24 hours daily at this time. How will the noise, vibration, and lighting from the mine 
affect people living in the area and what will be the effect on wildlife? I would be 
very concerned that nearby residents' ability to sleep would be impacted. Will the 
environmental impact study address such issues?

Individual

7181 13 11. Mine blasting creates sonic booms. What times of day would Rosemont blast? If 
it effects nearby homes by cracking foundations and stucco, will Augusta pay for 
improvements that are necessar?

Individual

7193 3 Issue #2.  Will the seismic impact of blasting at the Rosemont Mine destroy the 
straw stalactite formations at Karchner Caverns?

Individual

7324 2 Living adjacent to the Coronado Forest property that the proposed mine will be using 
for its tailings/over burden, blasting at the mine will cause unacceptable noise levels 
and generate powerful shock waves in the air and ground. The noise  will 
undoubtedly be 24/7.

Individual

7336 31 Environment- The Rosemont Mine's proposed plan will completely destroy over 
4,000 acres of land. Identify all flora and fauna that live here full time, part-time, and 
migrate through this wild corridor connecting Northern Mexico to the Rincon's , the 
Catalina's, and central Arizona… Specifically look at the risk to Tarahumara frogs, 
recently reintroduced in the Santa Rita's. Copper mine runoff is considered to be the 
most likely reason for their extirpation from Arizona in 1983, according to the Fish 
and Wildlife website. How many other threatened or endangered species exist here? 
How thorough can a handful of wildlife surveys be? How will all of the animal and 
plant species be affected by crushing, burying, heavy machinery, construction, 
chemical storage and ore processing facilities, blasting, lights, noise, dust, traffic, 
exposed contaminated surface water, rock and soil, exhaust, fumes, etc.? How will 
you determine if this level of destruction is acceptable? What happens if nothing 
grows in the waste pile and it becomes a permanent barren wasteland? Erosion and 
the downstream spread of toxins long buried, forgotten, and cashed out on, could be 
unleashed in the distant future? Are there seismic risks?

Individual
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7466 19 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-What is the blasting schedule going to be? How far out will I be able to feel the 
effects of blasting? What is the effect of blasting on wildlife near the proposed mine?

Individual

7487 24 Regular blasting with the seismic effects could likely impact local species and their 
distribution.  I know it will affect myself and the local community.

Individual

7567 4 Southern Arizona is home to several observatoires, sited here because of the dryness 
of the atmosphere and dark, clear night skies. They are a long-time contributor to the 
economy and scientific reputation of the area. One of these observatories, the 
Whipple Observatory is on Mt. Hopkins in the Coronado National Forest. The 
proposed 24/7 operation of the mine will lead to light pollution and dust which will 
adversely affect operations of the observatory. Blasting for the mine could possibly 
create tremors which would affect the ability to make precise measurements.

Individual

7650 17 Subsidence occurs where Rosemont Copper will pump out ground water in Sahuarita.Individual

8849 7 The noise and lights and blasting from the mine could certainly have a quality of 
impact issue -- quality of life impact issue on residents in the area, and I would ask 
that the Forest Service study how both people and wildlife will be affected by that 
kind of noise and vibration.

Individual
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7163 58 In addition to the proposed Rosemont Mine, there are currently several proposed 
large new hardrock mines in close proximity to one another on the Coronado 
National Forest land: the Hardshell mine; the Four Metals mine; the Providencia 
Project; Humbolt Canyon; and the Margarita Mine. In each of the decision 
memorandums approving the mining CEs, the Forest Service states that the "District 
Wildlife Biologist determined that the proposed action would have no effect on 
Federally listed threatened and endangered species known to occur in the project 
area." From the information provided, it appears that the Forest Service did not 
consult with FWS, but instead summarily reached its "no effect" determination.

The Forest Service's no effect determination is contradicted by the best scientific data 
available. The Patagonia Mountains, Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding areas 
(including the California Gulch area where the proposed Margarita Mine is located) 
have been identified by leading biologists as "ideal habitat" for the jaguar, and the 
Arizona Game and Fish Department in 2003 identified the Patagonia Mountains as a 
"hotspot" for jaguar distribution, noting that it was part of an area where 55% of all 
historic jaguar sightings had occurred (Hatten 2003). The Patagonia and Santa Rita 
Mountains were both included within a zone identified as "the most suitable 
conservation area" for jaguars within the state of Arizona.

In addition to the wide-ranging jaguar, additional species listed under the ESA are 
known to occur in the region and thus may be directly or indirectly affected by 
concurrent mining projects, including: Chiricahua leopard frog, Gila chub, Gila 
topminnow, Longfin dace, Lowland leopard frog, Arizona shrew, Swainson's hawk, 
rufous-winged sparrow, Giant spotted whiptail, Pima pineapple cactus, western red 
bat, Mexican long-tailed bat, pale Townsend's big-eared bat, Lesser long-nosed bat, 
Mexican spotted owl and the Sonoran desert bald eagle.

Organization

7163 69 In addition to the economic and social concerns discussed above, these proposals 
raise significant environmental concerns. If the mines are developed, they would 
destroy extensive areas of habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the 
endangered jaguar; degrade air quality; produce significant amounts of greenhouse 
gas emissions; drawdown aquifers, contaminate ground and surface water supplies; 
negatively impact scenic views; increase traffic on scenic and commuter highways; 
and eliminate current recreational use by a broad-cross section of local residents and 
visitors alike.

Organization

7163 82 We suggest the environmental impacts of the proposed Rosemont Mine should not 
be analyzed in isolation. As noted above, numerous proposed hardrock mining 
proposals are on the table on the Colorado National Forest, all of which collectively 
impact wildlife habitat on a landscape to regional scale and potentially connected 
groundwater resources. Given the Forest Service's inclination to authorize numerous 
mining CEs within the span of only 1-2 years, this constitutes linked actions that 
have cumulative and synergistic environmental effects. As such, these consequences 
must be considered in an EIS.

Organization

7504 155 What will be the full and cumulative impacts of the Rosement mining project on 
these endangered, candidate species, other priority vulnerable species or Wildlife of 
Special Concern, and other wildlife, flora and fauna?

7508

7812 12 Reduction in wildlife populations and/or habitats including threatened and 
endangered species;

Individual
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21 3 The Cienega Creek is approximately 8 to 9 miles east of the Mine location. The Fish 
and Wildlife service under the US department of the interior has classified the 
Ceinege Creek (upper and lower) as a critical habitat for the Gila Chub (Gila 
Intermedia) which is designated as endangered with critical habitat under the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 as documented in the Federal Register.

24 31 Intensive development of the site as an open pit mine will result in loss of a 
significant portion of the wildlife habitat and movement corridor on the eastern side 
of the Santa Ritas, potentially impacting endangered, threatened, and candidate 
species, in addition to priority vulnerable species or species of special concern.

24 34 There are several priority vulnerable species that are known to occur at Rosemont 
Ranch including two Endangered Species: the Lesser Long-nose bat (Leptonycteris 
curasoae yerbabuenae) and Pima Pinapple Cactus (Coryphantha scheeri 
robustispina).  In addition, other special status species are known to occur there: 
Chiricahua Leopard Frog (Rana chiricahuensis), listed as threatened, and the Yellow-
billed Cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus), a candidate for listing.  There are six other 
priority vulnerable species or Wildlife of Special Concern known to occur in the 
Rosemont Ranch area, according to the AZ Game and Fish Department: Mexican 
Long-tongued Bat (Choeronycteris mexicana), Western Red Bat (Lasiurus 
blossevillii), Lowland Leopard Frog (Rana yavapaiensis), Gian Spotted Whiptail 
Lizard (Cnemidophorus burti stictogrammus), and Rufous-winged Sparrow 
(Aimophila carpalis). The Mexican Spotted Owl (Strix occidentalis lucida) may also 
occur there, based on its habitat requirements.

43 4 What sensitive, threatened, and endangered species might be affected by the mining 
proposal, and how will impacts on these species be mitigated?

134 5 The wildlife corridors would be adversely affected with danger to threatened species. 
There is important biodiversity in that area that must be protected.

159 4 Threatened and endangered species, such as the Lesser Long-nosed Bat, and the 
Pima Pinapple Cactus, and other priority vulnerable species such as the Rufous-
winged Sparrow, Bell's Vireo and Lowland Leopard Frogs are known to inhabit this 
area.

160 4 The disruption of the water runoff and lowering of the local groundwater table by the 
Mine further may threaten the surface water of the Cienega Creek, classified by the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as a critical habitat for the Gila Chub (Gila 
Intermedia) which is designated as endangered with critical habitat under the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973.
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160 66 Special-status species with habitat occurring on the proposed mine site include three 
of the ESA-listed species known to occur in Pima County: the Huachuca water 
umbel, Chiricahua leopard frog, and lesser long-nosed bat. The Rosemont area is 
habitat for the Arizona shrew, Swainson's hawk, Mexican long-tailed bat, pale 
Townsend's bat, and Pima pineapple cactus. Evidence of nectar-feeding bats and the 
Mexican long-tongued bat was found on the proposed mine site. Plant species 
designated sensitive by the Forest Service found or likely to be found on the 
proposed mine site include the Arizona giant sedge, Bartram stonecrop, Box Canyon 
muhly, and weeping muhly.         Also occurring in Pima County and listed as 
sensitive by the Forest Service is the yellow-billed cuckoo. Six other species listed 
by the Forest Service as sensitive are considered possibly or probably present on the 
site: the Arizona giant skipper, Polint's giant skipper, Arizona metalmark, western 
barking frog, canyon spotted whiptail lizard, and American peregrine falcon. There 
are five other priority vulnerable species or wildlife of special concern known to 
occur in the Rosemont area according to the Arizona Game and Fish Department: the 
western red bat, lowland leopard frog, giant spotted whiptail lizard, rufous-winged 
sparrow, and Bell's vireo. The Mexican spotted owl and jaguar are known to have 
occurred there as well.

1580 2 Unique nesting/breeding sites for rare birds?Individual

1684 7 In order to address concerns of ecological impact, a preliminary survey was 
conducted to determing if any Endangered Species Act-listed wildlife exists in the 
area. Three possible species had potential, but none of these were identified at likely 
locations. Although not on the ESA list, the Mexican long-tongued bat has been 
noted. Of 47 plant species that are listed as sensitive in Pima County by the US 
Forest Service only one, the Arizona giant sedge, has been observed, but 3 other 
plant types probably exisit. In addition there may be 3 insects, one amphiban, one 
reptile and one bird that may exist on the property.

Individual

1784 2 Environmental impact- Many species including the Mexican spotted Owl depend on 
this habitat for its continued survival.

Individual

1828 3 Who will have responsibility for identifying the protected and/or endangered plants 
and animals that will be impacts by mining operations? What steps will be taken to 
ensure that they are protected?

Individual

1845 5 The Pineapple Cactus ? endangered is its home lesser long nosed bat, Mexican long 
tongued bat, Chiricahua leopard frog, lowland leopard frog, giant spotted whiptail 
lizard, rufous-winged sparrow, Bell's vireo and yellow-billed cuckoo.  These are 
priority 1 vulnerable species?

Individual

1892 5 The project as proposed will impact water resources and riparian areas both within 
and outside the project area. This includes impacts to washes, creeks, springs, and 
riparian habitat, including Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek. Both Davidson 
Canyon and Cienega Creek are within Pima County's Cienega Creek Natural 
Preserve, while Cienega Creek has been recognized as a national treasure and is 
protected within the Las Cienegas National Conservation Area. Both areas provide 
crucial habitat to numerous wildlife species including federally listed Threatened and 
Endangered Species.

Organization
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1892 9 The best remaining population of endangered Chiricahua leopard frogs in the area 
are in Empire Gulch, fed by Santa Rita recharge that originates nor far south of 
Rosemont; the NCA's portion of Cienega Creek also harbor some of the most 
important natural populations of federally endangered Gila topminnow and Gila 
chub.

Organization

1892 17 Impacts to at Risk Species: At risk species that inhabit or could potentially inhabit 
the project area include: Rosemont talussnail, Chiricahua leopard frog, Arizona 
shrew, Swainson's hawk, rufous-winged sparrow, giant spotted whiptail, Pima 
pineapple cactus, western red bat, Mexican long-tailed bat, pale Townsend's bat, 
lesser long-nosed bat, and jaguar. It is imperative that impacts to all species be 
considered, and especially those classified as endangered/threatened (federal), a 
species of concern (state), or vulnerable (Pima County). 

The Rosemont talussnail (Sonorella rosemontensis), is a species endemic to the 
Rosemont area of the Coronado National Forest, but we can find no mention of this 
rare species in any of the documents that have been produced for this proposed 
project. This species should receive significant attention in the EIS.

Organization

1922 13 The habitat of the Endangered lesser Long-nosed Bat and the Pima Pineapple cactus 
and other wildlife, including the Chiricahua Leopard Fong, the Yellow-billed 
Cuckoo, and Mexican Long-tongued Bat, the Western Red Bat, the Lowland 
Leopard Frog, the Giant Spotted Whiptail Lizard, the Rufous-winged Sparrow and 
Bell's Vireo would be totally destroyed by the tailings and over burden from the 
mine covering the Coronado National Forest lands. How will the CNF protect their 
habitat?

Individual

2077 2 The foot-print of the Rosemont Mine is stated to come with in 4 miles of Madera 
Canyon; a world known birding area that harbors several rare species of birds; some 
endangered.

Individual

2077 5 can we expect adverse effects on endangered wildlife?Individual

2143 13 The animals in our area, including many endangered, threatened or vulnerable 
species, should be protected.

Individual

2144 27 There are several priority vulnerable species that are known to occur at Rosemont 
Ranch including two Endangered Species: the Lesser Long-nosed bat (Leptonycteris 
curasoae yerbabuenae) and Pima Pineapple Cactus ( Coryphantha scheeri 
robustispina). In additiona, other special status species are know to occur there: 
Chiricahua Leopard Frog (Rana chiricahensis), listed as threatened, and the Yellow-
billed Cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus), a candidate for listing. There are six other 
priority vulnerable species or Wildlife of Special Concern known to occur in the 
Rosemont Ranch area, according to the AZ Game and Fish Department: Mexican 
Long-tongued Bat  (eronycteris mexicana), Western Red Bat (Lasiurus blossevillii), 
Lowland Leopard Frog (Rana yavapaiensis), Giant Spotted Whiptail Lizard ( 
Cnemidophorus burtistictogrammus), Rufous-winged Sparrow (Aimophila carpalis), 
and Bell's Vireo (Vireo bellii). The Mexican Spotted Owl (Strix occidentalis lucida) 
may occur there, based on its habitat requirements.

Individual

2197 3 Once again we are being asked to sell our birthright of rare species for the mess of 
potage being offered by Augusta.

Individual
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2199 13 How many threatened and endangered species will be affected?Individual

2214 6 What sensitive, and threatened and endangered species, might be affected by the 
mining proposal and how will impacts on these species be mitigated?

Individual

2240 5 Who will speak on behalf of the endangered species that will loose their habitat? The 
ones that currently inhabit the Rosemont Ranch area like those listed below. But not 
limited to…
1. Pima pineapple cactus
2. Lesser long nosed bat
3. Mexican long tongued bat
4. Western red bat
5. Chiricahua leopard frog
6. Low land leopard frog
7. Giant spotted whip lizard
8. Rufous winged sparrow
9. Bell's vireo
10. Yellow billed cuckoo
11. Arizoan Shrew
12. Swainson's hawk
13. Pale townsend's bat
14. Mexican grey wolf
15. Arizona Jaguar
16. 138 different bird species native to the area.
17. The number one place for desert inhabitants is the Riparian areas that creatures 
seek to inhabitat within the Rosemont ranch natural area.
18. 7 different species of amphibians native to the area.
19. 37 different species of reptiles native to the area.

Individual

2261 1 I am contacting your department today to call attention to the fact that the Chiricahua 
leopard frogs' habitat happens to be located in the cienegas within the Coronado 
National Forest which is a critical area that will be impacted by the proposed mining 
project. It is my understanding that the Chiricahualeopard frog was listed by the EPA 
on June 13, 2002 (67 FR 40790) as a Threatened Species and is afforded Federal 
peotection which involves the requirement of the USFS to complete an assessment 
via the NEPA process to determine if any current or proposed actions by any 
individual or business entity relative to land use could pose a threat to the 
Chiricahua's strategic Recovery Plan outlined by the EPA in March, 2007 (document 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 2007. Chiricahua Leopard Frog (Rana 
Chiricauhuensis) Recovery Plan. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Southwest Region, 
Albuquerque, NM 149 pp.+ Appendices A-M).

Individual
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2261 2 After reviewing the Chiricahua Leopard Frog (Rana Chiricauhuensis) Recovery Plan 
it appears to me that the proposed Rosemont Mine is in direct conflict with what the 
Recovery Plan is trying to achieve as a primary goal--the protection of this species 
habitat.  Based on published literature, field notes, and museum records, Chiricahua 
leopard frogs in southeastern Arizona were most abundant under natural conditions 
in lowland cienegas and marshy streams. Specifically a Hale and Jarchow 1988 
report states that "arsenic and or cadmium poisoning have been reported to be 
contributing factors in frog die-offs as arsenic often occurs at high levels near sulfitic 
mine tailings and may be leached by rainfall containing elevated levels of sulfate". 
"Cadmium originating from airborne emmissions from copper smelters in southern 
Arizona and northern Sonora was identified as another possible cause of mortality".

Individual

2265 18 The Rosemont area is known to contain protected plant and animal species, will 
consideration be given to this as well?

Individual

2272 13 And what about our priority vulnerable species including two Endangered Species:  
the Lesser Long-nosed bat, & the Pima Pineapple Cactus?  In addition species are 
known to occur there:  Chiricahua Leopard Frog, listed as threatened, 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.

Individual

2291 14 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? In addition species are known to occur 
there: Chiricahua Leopard Frog, listed as threatened, 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…

Individual

2292 9 The Santa Ritas are home to several threatened and/or endangered species. If the 
U.S. Forest Service won't protect them who will?

Individual

2348 16 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:  Chiricahua Leopard Frog, listed as threatened, 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?!?!?!

Individual
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2368 9 I wish to empasize the importance of protecting the species in the area that are 
known to be vulnerable. The Arizona Fish & Game Dept. reports that the following 
vulnerable species have range in the Rosemont Ranch: Bell's Vireo, Mexican Long-
tongued Bat, Western Red Bat, Lowland Leopard Frog, Rufous-winged Sparrow, 
and the Giant Spotted Whiptail Lizard. These creatures must be protected and I trust 
the ultimate decision will reflect the value of the biodiversity.

Individual

2383 11 Fifth, mine operations will destroy wildlife habitat and further endanger a number of 
sensitive species in the area.

Individual

2412 4 Full review of possible impacts of Rosemont mine proposal on endangered + 
protected animal, bird, etc. species under the E.S.A. (jaguar, Mexican spotted owl 
etc.)

Individual

2418 2 Can the runoff or the lowering of the water table threaten the Gila Chub that is 
endangered

Individual

2429 6 My concerns are:
threatens endangered species

Individual

2440 6 3) The area is also home to endangered species as the long-nosed bat and other avian 
and bat types which would be disturbed by the extensive destruction the mine would 
cause (Rick Taylor, naturalist. Donna Howe and Ronnie Snider (University of 
Arizona).

Individual

2446 13 And what about our priority vulnerable species including two Endangered Species: 
the Lesser Long-nosed bat, & the Pima Pineapple Cactus?  In addition species are 
known to occur there:  Chiricahua Leopard Frog, listed as threatened, 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.

Individual
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2463 1 SUMMARY: We, the US Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), list the Gila chub 
(Gila intermedia) as endangered with critical habitat under the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973, as amended (Act). Gila chub were historically found throughout the 
Gila River basin in southern Arizona, southwestern New Mexico, and northeastern 
Sonora, Mexico. The Gila chub has been reduced in numbers and distribution in the 
majority of its historical range (Minckley 1973; Weedman et al. 1996). Where it is 
still present, populations are often small, fragmented, and at risk from known and 
potential threats and from random events such as drought, flood events, and wildfire. 
The primary threats to Gila chub include predation by and competition with 
nonnative organisms, including fish in the family Centrarchidae (Micropterus spp., 
Leopomis spp.), other fish species, bullfrogs (Rana catesbeiana), and crayfish 
(Orconectes virilis), and habitat degradation from surface water diversions and 
ground water withdrawals. Secondary threats include habitat alteration, destruction, 
and fragmentation resulting from numerous factors and are discussed in this final 
rule. The current status of Gila chub is much degraded from historical levels. The 
species exists as a few, small isolated, populations. The small size of these 
populations, and their degree of fragmentation and isolation, cause them to be highly 
susceptible to threats. We believe that due to the current reduced status of the Gila 
chub and the severity of threats, including nonnative species predation and habitat 
destruction, the Gila chub is likely to become extinct throughout all or a significant 
portion of its range. This final rule will implement the Federal protection and 
recovery provisions of the Act for this species. We are also designating 
approximately 160.3 river miles (mi) (258.1 kilometers (km)) of critical habitat 
located in Grant County, New Mexico, and Yavapai, Gila, Greenlee, Graham, 
Cochise, Santa Cruz, Pima, and Pinal Counties in Arizona.
Cienega Creek (upper and lower) is designated as a critical Habitat and its status is 
unstable/threatened.
http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-
bin/getdog.cgi?dbname=2005_register&docid=fr02no05-22

Individual

2463 3 The Fish and Wildlife service under the US department of the interior has classified 
the Cienega Creek (upper and lower) as a critical habitat for the Gila Chub (Gila 
Intermedia) which is designated as endangered with critical habitat under the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 as documented in the Federal Register.

Individual

2470 7 2] This proposed mine site is home to the endangered lesser longnose bat and 
pineapple cactus, six species of "special concern", and some threatened. It is also a 
movement and habitat corridor to the northeast. What impact will the mine and 
accompanying roads and power lines have? What are the current bat populations? 
How many reptiles will be lost to road kill? How will whitetail and mule deer 
populations be affected by loss of habitat and movement corridors? Will the seismic 
activity harm bat populations?

Individual

2470 9 2] This proposed mine site is home to the endangered lesser longnose bat and 
pineapple cactus, six species of "special concern", and some threatened. It is also a 
movement and habitat corridor to the northeast. What impact will the mine and 
accompanying roads and power lines have? What are the current bat populations? 
How many reptiles will be lost to road kill? How will whitetail and mule deer 
populations be affected by loss of habitat and movement corridors? Will the seismic 
activity harm bat populations?

Individual
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2470 11 2] This proposed mine site is home to the endangered lesser longnose bat and 
pineapple cactus, six species of "special concern", and some threatened. It is also a 
movement and habitat corridor to the northeast. What impact will the mine and 
accompanying roads and power lines have? What are the current bat populations? 
How many reptiles will be lost to road kill? How will whitetail and mule deer 
populations be affected by loss of habitat and movement corridors? Will the seismic 
activity harm bat populations?

Individual

2520 16 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:  Chiricahua Leopard Frog, listed as threatened, 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?!?!?!

Individual

2568 3 The proposed project will cause irreparable harm to a federally endangered bat, the 
lesser long-nosed bat (Leptonycteris yerbabuenae).  The lesser long-nosed bat is a 
resident of desert-scrub country (the Santa Rita foothills where the lesser long-nosed 
bat is colonial, occupying old mines and caves, right in the area where the proposed 
Rosemont copper project would be located) at the base of mountains where alluvial 
fan supports agaves, yuccas, and saguaros.

Organization

2584 2 The U.S. Forest Service, Sensitive and T&E Region 3 Species List-Birds (part of the 
table of AZ IBA avian species of conservation status), includes species that would be 
found within this IBA, and could be affected by Rosemont mine operations, they 
include: Apache Northern Goshawk, Gray Hawk, Gould's Turkey (high potential to 
impact), Yellow-billed Cuckoo( high potential to impact off-site), Whiskered 
Screech-Owl (potential to impact), Buff-collared Nightjar, Broad-billed 
Hummingbird (potential to impact), Violet-crowned Hummingbird (potential to 
impact), Lucifer Hummingbird (potential to impact), Northern Beardless Tyrannulet 
(high potential to impact off-site), Buff-breasted Flycatcher, Abert's Towhee 
(potential to impact), Arizona Grasshopper Sparrow (high potential to impact), and 
the Varied Bunting (high potential to impact).

Organization

2584 4 The mine project site ranges in elevation from 4,400 to 6,300 ft above mean sea level 
and supports a variety of upland habitat with vegetation characteristics of Madrean 
Evergreen Woodlands and Semi-desert Grassland. We see the development of this 
mine seriously and permanently affecting the northern portion of the Santa Rita 
Mountain (north of Box Canyon), and degrading the habitat of woodland and 
grassland dependent bird species. Some of these species find their prime habitat in 
Arizona in this region and habitat within the elevation range the project, including 
(and most threatened by mine operations) the following Arizona conservation status 
species (all high potential to impact on-site): Montezuma Quail, Gould's Turkey, 
Eastern Bluebird (Azure Bluebird), Bell's Vireo, Lucy's Warbler, Rufous-winged 
Sparrow, Botteri's Sparrow, Arizona Grasshopper, Cassin's Sparrow, and Varied 
Bunting.

Organization
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2584 6 We do not believe successful mine reclamation, returning disturbed land back viable 
wildlife habitat (in this case to support birds of conservation status in Arizona, 
mentioned immediately above) is possible given the dry climate of southern Arizona 
and the hundreds of years the present plant community took to develop. Many of 
these populations could be lost (eliminated locally) in the northern Santa Rita 
Mountains, thus reducing the population distribution. Habitat fragmentation and 
subsequent population fragmentation has already led to endangered status and 
candidate status for two Arizona bird populations, the Southwester Willow 
Flycatcher and the western population of the Yellow-billed Cuckoo. It is possible 
this mine combined with expanding development in southern Pima County and 
northern Santa Cruz County, could severely reduce populations of nesting birds of 
the ten species mentioned above, leading them down the path to endangered species 
status.

Organization

2591 33 How can the many species of rare and threatened wildlife be protected with the 
profound cumulative disturbance of their natural habitat and pristine environment?

Individual

2592 79 The EIS should validate the methods and observations used by which the MPO 
dismisses the need for additional surveys for Endangered Species List species.

Individual

2592 82 The MPO identifies at least five plant species, one bat species, three insect species, 
two amphibious species, one reptile, and two birds that are listed as sensitive by the 
USFS that are known or expected to be present in the project area, one of which is 
rare (Carex ultra).  The EIS should take special care to fully evaluate the impacts to 
these species, what their loss from the project area means to the biological inventory 
of the region, and their value in terms of being an attraction to the area and in terms 
of replacement value.

Individual

2593 37 - Are any of these species listed as threatened, endangered, sensitive, or any other 
status?
- What is their sensitivity to water quality degradation?
- What level of water quality do they require for survival?

Organization

2593 107 The proposed mine may represent a significant threat to lemon fleabane, an 
endangered plant indigenous to Southern Arizona. Also, Pima Pineapple Cactus 
(Coryhantha scheeri robustispina) is a federally-listed endangered species and is 
known to occur in the Rosemont area. Thorough research and site surveys to identify 
existing populations of these plants must be conducted by trained professional 
botanists.

Organization

2593 110 Concerns regarding the vegetation in the area that should be addressed in the EIS 
include:
-What are the short term direct impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the long term, indirect impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the important habitat types in the area?
-What is the current productivity of important habitat types in the area?
-What threatened, endangered, special status or candidate species are in the area, or 
could occur in the area?
-How would they be affected and how would this impact be mitigated?

Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 10 of 25



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Special Status Species

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2593 136 Several priority vulnerable species are known to occur in the area including the 
endangered Lesser Long-nosed bat (Leponycteris curasoae yerbabuenae). In 
addition, other special status species include: Chiricahua Leopard Frog (Rana 
chiricahuensis), listed as threatened, and the Western Yellow-billed Cuckoo 
(Coccyzus americanus), a candidate for listing. In addition, the Rosemont Talussnail 
(Sonorella rosemontensis) is likely to be found within the project area as its range is 
linked to the Rosemont region.
-Have surveys been conducted for all these species?

At least four species of State protected reptiles are known to reside at this site: ridge-
nosed rattlesnake, rock rattlesnakes, desert tortoise and the Gila monster.
-Have surveys for these species been conducted recently?
-Were they found in the area?
New surveys for reptiles should be conducted over several seasons to account for 
variations in climate that makes them more or less abundant.

Organization

2599 1 One of the many expensive and laborious processes we had to go through in 
obtaining a building permit for our Sonoita residence was complying with Pima 
County's Native Plant Protection Ordinance.  We had to survey every inch of our 
property that was going to be disturbed by grading or earth-moving of any extent for 
all the plant species listed as threatened or endangered in Arizona.  The Pima 
pineapple cactus was of particular concern in our area.  In complying with this 
ordinance we had to pay for an aerial survey of our property clearly delineating its 
boundaries and vegetative cover. 

Questions: Will August Resource Corp./Rosemont Copper Co. have to comply with 
this ordinance, and if so, to what extent?  How many of the 4,500 or so acres 
Augusta plans to "develop" will need to be surveyed?  By what botanical authority?  
If listed species are encountered, what sort of mitigation efforts will be required?  
Which agency(ies) will monitor compliance with the NPPO?  Will detailed aerial 
surveys of all the "developed" acreage be required?

Individual

2599 2 This project is partially located in areas designated as critical habitat by Pima 
County's Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, and partly in areas designated for mixed 
use management.  Both of these designations are totally inconsistent with the 
ecologically devastating nature of open pit mining activities.

Individual

2610 14 What is planned for any protected or endangered plants and animals?Individual

2617 42 How do you plan to protect all the pineapple cactus?Individual

2675 39 A cursory examination of listings by the US Fish and Wildlife Service resulted in an 
endangered species, the Pima Pineapple Cactus, whose range is well within the 
proposed project area.

Individual

2677 38 There is a great concern about spills from the mine polluting the ground water and 
surface water down-canyon from the mine. Although Rosemont Copper Company 
states that they will use state-of-the-art technologies to prevents spills and 
contamination, virtually all mines have had spills. The Forest should identify how 
you will insure that water is not polluted from the Rosemont Mine. Any pollution of 
waters into Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek will have significant adverse 
impacts to federally listed and sensitive species.

Government
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2677 53 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Impacts to threatened and endangered species and special status species

Government

2756 5 The area projected to be mined and covered with tailings has been prime habitat for 
wildlife including some endangered and threatened species – lesser long-nosed bats, 
Mexican long-tongued bats, Bell’s vireos amount others – and the size of the 
impacted area will surely have a large negative effect on the wildlife populations.

Individual

2760 61 The EIS should include the following information:
*identify all petitioned and listed threatened and endangered species and critical 
habitat that might occur within the project area;
*identify which species or critical habitat might be directly or indirectly affected by 
each alternative;
*include the biological assessment by reference or as an appendix, if one is prepared;
*discuss how and when the Forest Service intends to meet its obligations under 
Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act; and
*If a biological opinion is prepared by the USFWS, it should be summarized or 
included as an appendix in the Final EIS to demonstrate that the preferred alternative 
is consistant with the biological opinion.

Government

2761 2 Damage to  biologically sensitive land, to at risk species is sufficient ground to reject 
the proposed Rosemont Copper Project

Individual

5012 21 HOW ARE ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS BEING ADDRESSED?
And loss of habitat for sensitive species-for example-47 sensitive plant species ans 
32 sensitive animal species listed in the mining plan.

Organization

5272 4 The proposed project will cause irreparable harm to a federally endangered bat, the 
lesser long-nosed bat (Leptonycteris yerbabuenae).  The lesser long-nosed bat is a 
resident  of desert-scrub country (the Santa Rita Foothills where the lesser long-
nosed bat is colonial, occupying old mines and caves, right in the area where the 
proposed Rosemont copper project would be located) at the base of mountains where 
the alluvial fan supports agaves, yuccas, and saguaros.

Organization

5280 11 Environmental impacts not adequately addressed:
Effects on endangered and rare species

Individual

6826 1 I can't figure out why, why you guys want to put it there, of all places. I mean, there's 
all kinds of endangered species around there. The place is gorgeous.

Individual

6867 7 Health and safety impacts from explosions, excavations, noise, lighting, and tons of 
dust with particulates, many with contaminates carried by wind unknown numbers of 
miles affecting the astronomical skies with our world class observatories, affecting -- 
impacts on wildlife behavior and breeding and ability to survive there or threatened 
species, affecting possibility of health of humans with increase in respiratory 
problems, asthma, allergies, emphysema, valley fever, and many more possibilities, 
valley fever with spores that are stirred up.

Individual
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6873 19 impacts to the local agricultural interests is obviously an important factor that needs 
to be considered.  Habitat for endangered and threatened species and their habitats. 
And I'm just going to list some of the species that we're really concerned about: the 
Chiricahua Leopard Frog, Arizona Shrew, Swainson's Hawk, Rufous-winged 
Sparrow, Sonoran Spotted Whiptail, Pima Western Red Bat, Mexican Longtail Bat, 
Pale Townsend's and Lesser Long-nose Bat, and the elusive Jaguar.

Organization

6901 10 A suite of at-risk species inhabits or could potentially inhabit the project area.  Some 
of these species include the Chiricahua leopard frog, Arizona shrew, Swainson's 
hawk, rufous-winged sparrow, giant spotted whiptail, Pima pineapple cactus, western 
red bat, Mexican long-tailed bat, pale Townsend's bat, lesser long-nosed bat, and 
jaguar.  It is imperative that impacts to all species be considered, and especially those 
classified as endangered/threatened (federal), a species of concern (state), or 
vulnerable (Pima County).

Organization

6901 23 The EIS should fully outline the impacts to all species present in the project area, 
and especially those classified as federally "endangered" or "threatened," by the state 
of Arizona as a "species of concern," and by Pima County as "vulnerable" under the 
SDCP.  Some of these species include:

Chiracahua leopard frog
Arizona shrew
Swainson's hawk
rufous-winged sparrow
giant spotted whiptail
Pima pineapple cactus
western red bat
Mexican long-tailed bat
pale Townsend's big-eared bat
lesser long-nosed bat
jaguar

Organization

6923 6 What will be the affect on endangered species in the area?Individual

6936 3 IMPACTS TO AT-RISK SPECIES:  A suite of at-risk species inhabits or could 
potentially inhabit the project area.  Some of these species include the Chiricahua 
leopard frog, Arizona shrew, Swainson's hawk, rufous-winged sparrow, giant spotted 
whiptail, Pima pineapple cactus, western red bat, Mexican long-tailed bat, pale 
Townsend's bat, lesser long-nosed bat, and jaguar.  It is imperative that impacts to all 
species be considered, and especially those classified as endangered/threatened 
(federal), a species of concern (state), or vulnerable (Pima County).

Organization

7033 5 What provisions are there for threatened and endangered species impacted by these 
activities?

Individual

7088 49 What sensitive, threatened, and endangered species might be affected by the mining 
proposal, and how will impacts on these species be mitigated?

Organization
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7088 79 There are several priority vulnerable species that are known to occur at Rosemont 
Ranch including two Endangered Species: the Lesser Long-nosed bat (Leptonycteris 
curasoae yerbabuenae) and Pima Pineapple Cactus (Coryphantha scheeri 
robustispina).  In addition, other special status species are known to occur there: 
Chiricahua Lepord Frog (Rana chiricahuensis), listed as threatened, and the Yellow-
billed Cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus), a candidate for listing. 

There are six other priority vulnerable species or Wildlife of Special Concern known 
to occur in the Rosemont Ranch area, according to the AZ Game and Fish 
Department: Mexican Long-tongued Bat (Choeronycteris mexicana), Western Red 
Bat (Lasiurus blossevillii), Lowland Leopard Frog (Rana yavapaienis), Giant Spotted 
Whiptail Lizard (Cnemidophorus burti stictogrammus), Rufous-winged Sparrow 
(Aimophila carpalis), and Bell's Vireo (Viero bellii).  The Mexican Spotted Owl 
(Strix occidentalis lucida) may also live there, based on its habitat requirements.

Organization

7092 3 Problem- local flora and fauna and the effects this proposed mine will have on it.  
The proposed mine is located within 10 miles from the protected Mount Whrightson 
wilderness area immediately to the South of this proposed project in the same 
mountain range.  What studies have been done to demonstrate that the mining 
activities will not have an adverse affect on the wildlife habitat in this unique area as 
is my understanding ther are several threatened and endangered species (jaguar, 
pineapple cactus, southwestern willow flycatcher, Chiricahua leopard frog, and lesser 
long-nosed bat) and desirable big game species (pronghorn, mule deer, white-tailed 
deer, and javelina). These species generate revenue from eco-tourism and hunting.

Individual

7117 22 The project area includes Important Riparian Area, Biological Core Management 
Area, and Multiple Use Management Area per the County's Conservation Lands 
System, plus it is part of or next to potential wildlife linkages identified in the 
Arizona Wildlife Linkages Assessment, a collaborative effort of the Arizona Wildlife 
Linkages Workgroup in 2007. As mentioned above there are also numerous 
sensitive, threatened, and endangered species that are likely to be directly and 
indirectly affected by the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine. The include Chiricahua 
leopard frog, Pima pineapple cactus, and the Mexican long-tailed bat, among many 
others. All of these potential and significant impacts should be evaluated in the draft 
Environmental Impact Statement.

Organization

7125 14 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? In addition species are known to occur 
there: Chiricahua Leopard Frog, listed as threatened, 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…

Individual
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7134 44 12. Endangered and threatened species, both flora and fauna, and their habitats, as 
identified by both the federal Fish & Wildlife Service and the Arizona Department of 
Game and Fish, will be potentially impacted by the Rosemont project, and 
unauthorized "takings" may occur. The Forest Service must fully evaluate such 
impacts and concerns and impose stringent mitigation measures.

Business

7134 47 The Forest Service correctly identified the effects on vegitation and wildlife, 
including special-status wildlife, as a type of impact that needs evaluation in the EIS. 
It will, of cource, need to consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on a 
variety of wildlife issues.

Business

7134 49 Secondly, we note that the proposed project area is within range of jaguars migrating 
from northern Sonora, Mexico, into the United States and is listed under the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA). The presence of a huge new open pit mine and the 
attendant traffic and other disturbances associated with it, including light pollution 
and water pollution must be evaluated in relationship to the jaguar.

Third, we understand that the Rosemont Talussnail, Sonorella rosemontensis, is an 
endemic mollusk that lives nowhere else except in the rocks of Rosemont in the 
Santa Rita Mountains. Although it is not presently listed under ESA, the Forest 
Service has an obligation under the National Forest Management Act to include an 
analysis of how the proposed MPO and reasonable alternatives to it would affect this 
mollusk.

Business

7142 3 The stream provides important riparian habitat for a diverse flora and fauna, 
including  priority vulnerable species listed under the Sonora Desert Conscervation 
Plan and threatened and endangered species or species of concern identified by the 
US Fish & Wildlife Service, including the lowland leopard frog and the long fin dace.

Individual

7151 17 Other questions that should be answered by the EIS are:

What is the current habitat condition and trend for riparian habitat, benthic, 
macroinvertibrate, and fish communities in the affected watershed?
What species currently occur in or depend on the springs and perennial waters in this 
watershed and in what abundance?
Are any of these species listed as threatened, endangered, sensitive, or any other 
special status?
What is their sensitivity to water quality degradation?
What level of water quality do they require for survival?

Organization

7151 40 The proposed mine may represent a significant threat to lemon fleabane, an 
endangered plant indigenous to Southern Arizona. In addition, Pima Pineapple 
Cactus (Coryphantha scheeri robustispina) is a federally-listed endangered species 
and is known to occur in the Rosemont area. Thorough research and site surveys to 
identify existing populations of these plants must be conducted by trained 
professional botanists.

Organization
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7151 43 Concerns regarding the vegetation in the area that should be addressed in the EIS 
include:

What are the short term direct impacts to the vegetation in the area?
What are the long term, indirect impacts to the vegetation in the area?
What are the important habitat types in the area?
What is the current productivity of important habitat types in the area?
What threatened, endangered, special status or candidate species are in the area, or 
could occur in the area?
How would they be affected and how would this impact be mitigated?

Organization

7151 54 Wildlife
According to the Arizona Game & Fish, many species of wildlife in the Santa Rita 
Mountains would be "devastated" by any level of open pit mining in the Rosemont 
Valley because of loss of habitat, boundary effects of industrialization, loss of 
corridors and fragmentation of forage and prey opportunities.

What  are the wildlife species that are found in the area, or likely to be found, that 
may be affected by this proposal?
Which ones are threatened, endangered, species of concern, candidates for listing, or 
have other special status?

Organization

7151 56 Several priority vulnerable species are known to occur in the area including the 
endangered Lesser Long-nosed bat (Leponycteris curasoae yerbabuenae). In 
addition, other special status species include: Chiricahua Leopard Frog (Rana 
chiricahuensis), listed as threatened, and the Western Yellow-billed Cuckoo 
(Coccyzus americanus), a candidate for listing. In addition, the Rosemont Talussnail 
(Sonorella rosemontensis) is likely to be found within the project area as its range is 
linked to the Rosemont region.

At least four species of State protected reptiles are known to reside at this site: ridge-
nosed rattlesnake, rock rattlesnake, desert tortoise and the Gila monster.

Organization

7153 6 WILDLIFE AND WILDLIFE HABITAT
(1) What sensitive, threatened and endangered species might be affected by the 
mining proposal, and how will impacts on these species be mitigated?

Individual

7155 10 Numerous species of concern will be affected by such a tremendous disturbance of 
the localized environment, including several threatened, endangered, and other 
species of special concern. Also, the mine will have impacts far beyond the localized 
area of impact, as the unique ecology of the sky island region places critical 
importance on the sort wildlife corridors that occur in the Rosemont area. Much of 
the information regarding sensitive species in the Rosemont area is badly out of date, 
requiring that new studies be completed before any informed analysis of the mine's 
impacts on them can move forward.

Organization

7163 5 Defenders is particularly concerned about the potential of numerous proposed 
hardrock mining projects to have significant regional impacts on sensitive, 
threatened and endangered species and their habitats.

Organization
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7163 61 To comply with Endangered Species Act section 7(a)(2) safeguards, the federal 
agency taking action and FWS must initiate a cooperative analysis of potential 
impacts to listed species and their designated critical habitat known as a consultation 
process. Federal agencies must consult with FWS when their actions "may affect" a 
listed species or designated critical habitat. 50 C.F.R. ss 402.14(a). Federal agency 
actions include those projects "authorized, funded, or carried out by such agency." 
Id. "Action area" is defined broadly under the ESA implementing regulations to 
include "all areas to be affected directly or indirectly by the Federal action and not 
merely the immediate area involved in the action." 50 C.F.R. ss 402.02.

It is imperative that the EIS consider negative impacts to all species, including 
species of concern (state), or vulnerable (Pima County).

Organization

7163 64 Questions to be answered in the EIS:
What direct and indirect impacts to threatened, endangered and sensitive species and 
their occupied and potential habitats will likely result from numerous proposed 
hardrock mining operations on the Coronado National Forest?

Organization

7163 79 The proposed Rosemont Mine is proposed to be located in an ecologically sensitive 
area, and in close proximity to the human populations found in south Tucson, 
Patagonia, Elgin and Sonoita. The proposed mining operation will have numerous 
deleterious impacts to the affected area and its inhabitants, including the landmark 
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan and the growing travel and tourism-related 
economy. These impacts must be fully disclosed and analyzed in an Environmental 
Impact Statement. In addition, a Section 7 consultation with the USFWS must be 
initiated to assess the impact of multiple proposed hardrock mines to threatened and 
endangered species that have the potential to occupy the area, or which will be 
indirectly impacted or harassed by proposed mining operations.

Organization
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7175 2 I am writing to identify and discuss an issue that should  be addressed in the 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Rosemont Copper Project: the effects 
of the project on roosts and foraging habitat for bats. In the Notice of Intent, this 
topic is part of an issue listed in the "Preliminary Identification of Issues:" effects on 
vegetation and wildlife, including those having special-status designations by the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), Arizona Game and Fish Department, 
Forest Service, Region 3 Regional Forester, and Forest Plan. Species in, or likely to 
be in, the action area [ includes all areas to be affected directly or indirectly by the 
proposed project, not merely the 'project footprint.' The action area for this project 
includes, but is not limited to, private land owned by Augusta Corp., areas affected 
by groundwater removal, areas affected by migration of heavy metals downslope or 
downstream, and areas affected by pollutants put into the air.] include the lesser 
long- nose bat (Leptonycteris curasoae), listed as federally endangered, the Mexican 
long-tongued (Choeronycteris mexicana) and Townshend's big-eared bat 
(Corynorhinus townsendii), both listed as State and Region 3 sensitive species. The 
cave myotis (Myotis velifer) and fringed myotis (Myotis thysanodes) are both found 
in the northern Santa Rita Mountains and are listed as sensitive species by USFWS. 
In addition, species found in the area (Roth 1978), which are not listed as special 
status but should be considered in the EIS, include the California myotis (Myotis 
californicus), western pipistrelle (Pipistrellus hesperus), big brown bat (Eptesicus 
fuscus), and pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus).

1  action area-includes all areas to be affected directly or indirectly by the proposed 
project, not merely the 'project footprint.'  The action area for this project includes, 
but is not limited to, private land owned by Augusta Corp., areas affected by ground 
removal, areas affected by migration of heavy metals downslope or downstream, and 
areas affected by pollutants put into the air.

Individual
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7175 4 Endangered species: lesser long-nosed bat
The Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 requires federal agencies to determine 
the status of threatened and endangered species that occur on their properties, and to 
manage their habitat in ways consistent with maintaining, if not benefiting their 
populations. Although the lesser long-nosed was listed in 1988, the Forest Service 
has not fulfilled the requirements of the ESA for this species in the northern Santa 
Rita Mountains, which includes the project footprint area of the proposed Rosemont 
Copper Project. Basic management, at a minimum, consists of inventory and some 
level of monitoring. To my knowledge, there has not been a thorough search for 
roost-sites of the lesser long-nosed bat in the action area for the project, nor any 
effort to determine how the land is used by foraging bats.

Lesser long-nosed bats are cave/mine obligates, which means they do not use 
buildings or bridges for day-roosts. Roost-sites are typically in large natural areas, 
with few or no people nearby. Researchers do not yet understand why bats choose to 
roost in one mine or cave rather than another. Therefore, if a roost is destroyed, or 
bats abandon it for some reason, artificial roost habitat cannot be created as a 
mitigation, nor can a colony's relocation to a nearby mine or cave be assumed. The 
Forest Service will need to ensure the sufficient time and effort are provided for 
locating roosts in the action area that will be buried by waste rock or tailings, or 
otherwise adversely affected. There is a day-roost of lesser long-nose bats only a 
short distance from the project footprint area (pers. obs.);
it is possible the project area itself includes another roost site.

The most effective method for locating roost sites of lesser long-nosed bats is to 
capture a sample of bats foraging or night-roosting near area of interest, and use 
radio-telemetry to track the bats back to their day-roost. In the mountainous terrain 
of the Rosemont area, conducting a radio-telemetry project that maximizes the 
chances of success in location the roost  takes much preparation, organization, and 
coordination by experienced personnel. It cannot be accomplished by tagging a few 
bats and wandering around listening for signals during the day because radio signals 
cannot be heard from underground, and bats can travel many miles from their 
foraging locations. Locating day-roosts requires that bats be kept in track through 
several, possibly many, nights to gradually home in on the exact location that the 
signals appear from in the evening and disappear to before sunrise.

A second method for locating roosts is to conduct internal surveys of all mines and 
caves in the project area. Surveys for lesser long-nosed bat are most effective when 
conducted when the species is present in the area or shortly thereafter, which is 
August through October. Surveys of mines and caves must be conducted by people 
who have expertise and experience working underground in abandoned mines 
(experience as a caver is NOT sufficient), and who are familiar with the bat species, 
bat sign, and bat habitat in the project area. Surveys do not guarantee the roost will 
be found; sometimes roost entrances are well-hidden and not detected even with 
thorough searching.

I am explaining these methods in detail because the people in charge of planning the 
EIS are apparently unaware of the time and effort needed to survey for this species. 
The Forest Service must be committed to ensuring that the best techniques and 
personnel available are used to search for roost sites.

Individual
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The primary, and possibly only, food source for lesser long-nosed bats during the 
months they reside in southeastern Arizona is agave nectar and pollen. The colony of 
bats roosting on Forest Service land a short distance from the project footprint area (I 
am purposely being vague to protect its location) is likely to be affected by the 
proposed mine operations through loss of agaves in the project area. Foraging areas 
close to a roost are used more heavily than those farther away (ober and Steidl 2004). 
The roost is close enough to the project area that destroying agaves may adversely 
affect the colony. Because agaves are patchily distributed, and the flowering stages 
of plants change throughout the season, large areas of agaves are needed to support a 
colony. The Forest Service will need to know about the use of agaves by lesser long-
nosed bats in the project area before determining that mine operations will have no 
adverse affect. How does this area of agaves compare to other areas within the 
commuting distance of the colony (commonly up to 20 miles)? How heavily does 
this colony depend on agaves in the action area (including the privately owned 
portion), compared to other areas it uses? How does use vary with differential bloom 
success among years? Is the colony likely to abandon the roost-site if the mine 
operates, or are there sufficient areas of agaves about the same distance from the 
roost that can support the colony? Can the persistence of these other agave patches 
be guaranteed in perpetuity? Are bats from other roost-sites also using agaves in the 
project area or within commuting distance of the roost near the project site (this is 
quite possible)? These questions illustrate the type of information needed.

Lesser long-nosed bats occupy caves and mines across southeastern Arizona. Data 
collected from years of monitoring show that abundance at individual roost-sites 
varies from year to year, but sites are used consistently. Although we don't fully 
understand the late-summer dynamics of the species, loss of a foraging area so close 
to a roost will certainly affect the energy budgets of the bats because they must fly 
farther to eat. They may also have to compete with bats from other roost-sites for 
food sources. Roost-sites used by lesser long-nosed bats are scattered throughout 
southeastern Arizona, as are agave patches. It one draws a circle with a radius of 20 
miles around  each roost, almost  all of eastern Pima County, Santa Cruz County east 
of I-19, and Cochise County lie within commuting distance from a roost. A strip 
down the center of Cochise County does not fall within the circles, but is probably 
because no one has looked for roosts in the Dragoon Mountains or the Mule 
Mountains, where lesser long-nosed bats have been seen foraging (pers.obs.) and 
likely roost nearby. My point is that this species may well be using all available 
foraging habitat in southeastern Arizona.

7175 7 Sensitive species: Mexican long-tounged bat, Townsend's big-eared bat, Cave 
myotis, Fringed myotis
All four species listed above roost in caves and mines. Members of these species, but 
particularly Mexican long-tongued bats and Townsend's big-eared bats, often roost 
as individuals or small group near the entance to mines and caves or in small shelter 
caves or rock-overhangs.

Individual

7185 7 Qustion 5: What coordination and studies have been conducted or planned with the 
Fish and Game Department on the effects of increased vehicle and ATV traffic to the 
soon to be introduced Black-Tailed Prairie Dogs into the Las Cienegas Conservation 
Area?

Individual
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7186 4 Endangered Species Act of 1973. 7 U.S.C. SS 136; 16 U.S.C. SS 1531 et seq.
Section 7 of the Act requires that all federal departments and agencies shall take such 
action as is necessary to ensure that actions authorized, funded or carried out by 
them do not jeopardize the continued existence of endangered species and threatened 
species or results in the destruction or modification of habitat of such species which 
is determined to be critical.
Question
There are existing studies of the Coronado Forest and Santa Rita Mountains with 
endangered species. How is the proposed mine even considered with these existing 
studies?

Individual

7192 5 The project as proposed will impact water resources and riparian areas both within 
and outside the project area. This includes impacts to washes, creeks, springs, and 
riparian habitat, including Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek. Both Davidson 
Canyon and Cienega Creek are within Pima County's Cienega Creek Natural 
Preserve, while Cienega Creek has been recognized as a national treasure and is 
protected within the Las Cienegas National Conservation Area. Both areas provide 
crucial habitat to numerous wildlife species including federally listed Threatened and 
Endangered Species.

Organization

7192 9 The best remaining population of endangered Chiricahua leopard frogs in the area 
are in Empire Gulch, fed by Santa Rita recharge that originates nor far south of 
Rosemont; the NCA's portion of Cienega Creek also harbor some of the most 
important natural populations of federally endangered Gila topminnow and Gila 
chub.

Organization

7192 17 Impacts to at Risk Species: At risk species that inhabit or could potentially inhabit 
the project area include: Rosemont talussnail, Chiricahua leopard frog, Arizona 
shrew, Swainson's hawk, rufous-winged sparrow, giant spotted whiptail, Pima 
pineapple cactus, western red bat, Mexican long-tailed bat, pale Townsend's bat, 
lesser long-nosed bat, and jaguar. It is imperative that impacts to all species be 
considered, and especially those classified as endangered/threatened (federal), a 
species of concern (state), or vulnerable (Pima County). 

The Rosemont talussnail (Sonorella rosemontensis), is a species endemic to the 
Rosemont area of the Coronado National Forest, but we can find no mention of this 
rare species in any of the documents that have been produced for this proposed 
project. This species should receive significant attention in the EIS.

Organization

7200 4 For the Rosemont Copper EIS, the Environmental Baseline includes a complete list 
of currently threatened and endangered species of both plants and animals and the 
current status of each, including whether they are stable, declining or improving.

Organization

7200 13 Impacts to Species
The EIS must fully outline the impacts to all species present in the project area, and 
especially those classified as federally "endangered" or "threatened," by the state of 
Arizona as a "species of concern," and by Pima County as "vulnerable" under the 
SDCP. Some of these species include: Chiricahua leopard frog; Arizona shrew; 
Swainson's hawk; rufous-winged sparrow; giant spotten whiptail; Pima pineapple 
cactus; western red bat; Mexican long-tailed bat; pale Townsend's big-eared bat; 
lesser long-nosed bat; and jaguar.

Organization
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7253 37 - Are any of these species listed as threatened, endangered, sensitive, or any other 
status?
- What is their sensitivity to water quality degradation?
- What level of water quality do they require for survival?

Organization

7253 107 The proposed mine may represent a significant threat to lemon fleabane, an 
endangered plant indigenous to Southern Arizona. Also, Pima Pineapple Cactus 
(Coryhantha scheeri robustispina) is a federally-listed endangered species and is 
known to occur in the Rosemont area. Thorough research and site surveys to identify 
existing populations of these plants must be conducted by trained professional 
botanists.

Organization

7253 110 Concerns regarding the vegetation in the area that should be addressed in the EIS 
include:
-What are the short term direct impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the long term, indirect impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the important habitat types in the area?
-What is the current productivity of important habitat types in the area?
-What threatened, endangered, special status or candidate species are in the area, or 
could occur in the area?
-How would they be affected and how would this impact be mitigated?

Organization

7253 136 Several priority vulnerable species are known to occur in the area including the 
endangered Lesser Long-nosed bat (Leponycteris curasoae yerbabuenae). In 
addition, other special status species include: Chiricahua Leopard Frog (Rana 
chiricahuensis), listed as threatened, and the Western Yellow-billed Cuckoo 
(Coccyzus americanus), a candidate for listing. In addition, the Rosemont Talussnail 
(Sonorella rosemontensis) is likely to be found within the project area as its range is 
linked to the Rosemont region.
-Have surveys been conducted for all these species?

At least four species of State protected reptiles are known to reside at this site: ridge-
nosed rattlesnake, rock rattlesnakes, desert tortoise and the Gila monster.
-Have surveys for these species been conducted recently?
-Were they found in the area?
New surveys for reptiles should be conducted over several seasons to account for 
variations in climate that makes them more or less abundant.

Organization

7259 2 Area Water Quality

Contamination of ground and surfacce water will have negative effects on 
populations of lowland leopard frogs, Mexican garter snakes and native fish of 
Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek.  There are three species of native fish in 
Cienega Creek at and below the confluence of Davidson Canyon; Long fined Dace, 
the Gila topminnow and a small population of Gila chub.  Both the Gila topminnow 
and the Gila chub are federally listed as endangered species.

Individual

7259 7 At least 4 species of State protected reptiles reside at this site; ridge-nosed 
rattlesnake , rock rattlesnake, desert tortoise and the Gila monster.

Individual

7313 15 Who will have responsibility for identifying the protected and/or endangered plants 
and animals that will be impacted by mining operations?

Individual
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7336 27 Environment- The Rosemont Mine's proposed plan will completely destroy over 
4,000 acres of land. Identify all flora and fauna that live here full time, part-time, and 
migrate through this wild corridor connecting Northern Mexico to the Rincon's , the 
Catalina's, and central Arizona… Specifically look at the risk to Tarahumara frogs, 
recently reintroduced in the Santa Rita's. Copper mine runoff is considered to be the 
most likely reason for their extirpation from Arizona in 1983, according to the Fish 
and Wildlife website. How many other threatened or endangered species exist here? 
How thorough can a handful of wildlife surveys be?

Individual

7451 18 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
26. There are endangered wildlife/plant species that will be destroyed. This is an 
impact as the project is in our area.

Individual

7453 18 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
26. There are endangered wildlife/plant species that will be destroyed. This is an 
impact as the project is in our area.

Individual

7456 38 Any pollution of waters into Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek will have 
significant adverse impacts to wildlife, including federally listed and sensitive 
species.

Government

7456 53 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Impacts to threatened and endangered species and special status species

Government

7462 2 The proposed Rosemont Copper Project would destroy or degrade many square 
miles of habitat in the northern Santa Rita Mountains for the endangered jaguar (2). 
Impacts from this large-scale mining operation would likely have far-reaching 
negative consequences for the conservation of jaguar --the project area gateways 
principal habitat linkages in southeastern Arizona, connecting the Tumacacori-
Atascosa and Santa Rita-Patagonia mountain ranges with the Rincon Mountains and 
other ranges to the north (2). This region of southeastern Arizona is critical to the 
recovery of the jaguar in the United States.

Organization

7462 5 Frankly, this project, if approved, would cause tremendous damage to a vital core 
area of habitat for jaguar , as well as degrade or destroy what may be the most 
significant north-south movement corridor for wildlife in southeastern Arizona.

Organization

7504 90 What sensitive, threatened, and endangered species might be affected by the mining 
proposal, and how will impacts on these species be mitigated?

7508

7504 152 Intensive development of the site as an open pit mine will result in loss of a 
significant portion of the wildlife habitat and movement corridor on the eastern side 
of the Santa Ritas, potentially impacting endangered, threatened, and candidate 
species, in addition to priority vulnerable species or species of special concern.

7508

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 23 of 25



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Special Status Species

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7504 154 There are several priority vulnerable species that are known to occur at Rosemont 
Ranch including two Endangered Species:  the Lesser Long-nosed bat (Leptonycteris 
curasoae yerbabuenae)  and Pima Pineapple Cactus (Coryphantha scheeri 
robustispina).  In addition, other special status species are known to occur there:  
Chiricahua Leopard Frog (Rana chiricahuensis), listed as threatened, and the Yellow-
billed Cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus), a candidate for listing.

There are six other priority vulnerable species or Wildlife of Special Concern known 
to occur in the Rosemont Ranch area, according to the AZ Game and Fish 
Department:  Mexican Long-tongued Bat (Choeronycteris mexicana), Western Red 
Bat (Lasiurus blossevillii), Lowland Leopard Frog (Rana yavapaiensis), Giant 
Spotted Whiptail Lizard (Cnemidophorus burti stictogrammus), Rufous-winged 
Sparrow (Aimophila carpalis), and Bell's Vireo (Vireo bellii).  The Mexican Spotted 
Owl (Strix occidentalis lucida) may also occur there, based on its habitat 
requirements.

7508

7550 5 Intensive development of the site as an open pit mine will result in loos of a 
significant portion of the wildlife habitat and movement corridor on the eastern side 
of the Santa Rita's, potentially impacting endangered, threatened, and candidate 
species, in addition to priority vulnerable species or species of special concern. The 
Santa Rita's are recognized for the biological values and are an Important Bird Area 
(IBA). In addition,the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan lists part of the area around 
Rosemont as part of the Biological Core.

Individual

7554 1 I have not heard anything about the effects of the Rosemont Mine on the Rosemont 
Talussnail (Sonorella rosemontensis). I mentioned the fact that this snail is only 
found in the vicinity of Rosemont in the Santa Ritas to several Forest Service people 
involved with the project. As I recall, the Coronado is still functioning under the old 
planning rule, and it basically states that the Forest Service will maintain viable 
populations of all species well-distributed across National Forest lands. I think the 
Rosemont Mine will compromise this direction and may jeopardize the snail's 
existence and put the Coronado NF ina legally awkward position. Honestly, I can't 
think of any mitigations that would offset the effects of the mine. It justdoesn't seem 
like the Coronado NF should support the project on the biological grounds. 
Hopefully, the contractors doing the Biological Assessment and Evaluations are 
savvy to the existence and potential impacts of the mine to this snail.

Individual

7571 34 At least four species of State protected reptiles are known to reside at this site: ridge-
nosed rattlesnake, rock rattlesnake, desert tortoise and the Gila monster. Surveys 
must be conducted to determine whether these species are present in the area, and in 
what abundance. Surveys for reptiles, and all wildlife and plant species should be 
conducted over several seasons over multiple years to account for variations in 
climate that affect population abundance.

Individual

7579 12 Wildlife and Wildlife habitat: With intensive development of the site as an open pit 
mine this will result in a significant portion of the wildlife habitat and movement 
corridor on the eastern side of the Santa Rita's. This could impact endangered 
species. This is a wonderful birding area and this would be impacted.

Individual

7587 6 Other concerns are that mining activities will negatively impact the abundant wildlife 
habitat of animals and plants, including that of endangered species such as the Pima 
Pineapple cactus.

Individual
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7592 40 A cursory examination of listings by the US Fish and Wildlife Service resulted in an 
endangered species, the Pima Pineapple Cactus, whose range is well within the 
proposed project area. Further attention should be paid to ensure all appropriate 
species are included.

Individual

7691 1 The Northern Jaguar Project works to protect the world's northernmost remaining 
jaguar population in Sonora, Mexico.  These vulnerable wild cats are the only hope 
if jaguars are to once again repopulate their historic range in Arizona and New 
Mexico.  The Santa Rita Mountains proivde ideal jaguar habitat, and any mining 
operations in the area would inhibit future jaguar recovery.

Organization

8883 1 I'm concerned about the sensitive threatened and endangered species in that area. 
And I'm wanting to know what affects the mine and the mine tailings will have on 
those species and how those affects will be mitigated by the mine.

Individual

11055 2 Which sensitive, and threatened and endangered species, are in the area that might be 
affected by the mine? How will impacts on these species be mitigated?

Individual

11068 40 A cursory examination of listings by the US Fish and Wildlife Service resulted in an 
endangered species, the Pima Pineapple Cactus, whose range is well within the 
proposed project area.

Individual

11078 2 Which sensitive, and threatened and endangered species, are in the area that might be 
affected by the mine? How will impacts on these species be mitigated?

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 25 of 25



Rosemont Copper Project Scoping Summary Report #2 

 

August 2009  

TECHNICAL FEASIBILITY 



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Technical Feasibility

Financial Feasibility

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

1899 7 The market of metals began to rebound in 2002 and 2003, based almost exclusively 
on the demand from China.  Copper consumption in China has more than tripled 
since 1998 and it is now the biggest consumer of copper in the world.  Most agree 
that any prolonged downturn in the Chinese economy would dramatically impact 
metal prices and halt growth in the industry.  The extreme volatility in the metals 
markets in general, combined with inflation and the concentration of one large user 
makes the economic feasability of The Rosemont Copper Project extremely 
speculative.  Even though the project used conservative estimates of the long term 
price of copper in doing its projections, one only has to look at a very recent example 
of a copper mining project that appeared economical two years ago that may no 
longer be viable.  Case in point: Novagold's (NG/TSX) Galore Creek project in 
British Columbia.  Because of inflation, cosst estimated at $2.5 billion a year or so 
ago escalated to more than $4billion.  The cost overruns have put the project on hold 
despite high copper and gold prices.  Novagold is a huge corporation compared to 
Augusta Resources that owns Rosemont Mine and has two years of successful 
experience and expertise in mining.  If Novagold underestimated costs of water 
diversion, tailing banks, labor and inflation on its project, it is certainly reasonable to 
question the reality of Rosemont's assumptions.
In additon, Asarco Mines currently has a lawsuit pending against Augusta Resources 
for not paying fair market value for the Rosemont Property.  Augusta states in its 
financial report that the lawsuit is without merit, but that will be determined by the 
court.  In any event this lawsuit presents yet another financial uncertainty for the 
Rosemont Project in terms of unknown legal costs that could undermine the 
company's profitability.
Remedy : Double check Rosemont's financial assumptions with special consideration 
given to inflation and the exchange rates of the US$ and C$ which could adversely 
impact their financial statements as Augusta Resources is a Canadian company and 
financial reports are in Canadian $.  Get an unbiased and fair assessment of 
Rosemont's standing and potential legal liability as Defendant in the Asarco lawsuit.  
Incorporate those estimates in the financial feasability study.

Individual

1899 9 Inadequate Bonding Requirements for Reclamation

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

Individual
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1963 7 The market of metals began to rebound in 2002 and 2003, based almost exclusively 
on the demand from China.  Copper consumption in China has more than tripled 
since 1998 and it is now the biggest consumer of copper in the world.  Most agree 
that any prolonged downturn in the Chinese economy would dramatically impact 
metal prices and halt growth in the industry.  The extreme volatility in the metals 
markets in general, combined with inflation and the concentration of one large user 
makes the economic feasability of The Rosemont Copper Project extremely 
speculative.  Even though the project used conservative estimates of the long term 
price of copper in doing its projections, one only has to look at a very recent example 
of a copper mining project that appeared economical two years ago that may no 
longer be viable.  Case in point: Novagold's (NG/TSX) Galore Creek project in 
British Columbia.  Because of inflation, cosst estimated at $2.5 billion a year or so 
ago escalated to more than $4billion.  The cost overruns have put the project on hold 
despite high copper and gold prices.  Novagold is a huge corporation compared to 
Augusta Resources that owns Rosemont Mine and has two years of successful 
experience and expertise in mining.  If Novagold underestimated costs of water 
diversion, tailing banks, labor and inflation on its project, it is certainly reasonable to 
question the reality of Rosemont's assumptions.
In additon, Asarco Mines currently has a lawsuit pending against Augusta Resources 
for not paying fair market value for the Rosemont Property.  Augusta states in its 
financial report that the lawsuit is without merit, but that will be determined by the 
court.  In any event this lawsuit presents yet another financial uncertainty for the 
Rosemont Project in terms of unknown legal costs that could undermine the 
company's profitability.
Remedy : Double check Rosemont's financial assumptions with special consideration 
given to inflation and the exchange rates of the US$ and C$ which could adversely 
impact their financial statements as Augusta Resources is a Canadian company and 
financial reports are in Canadian $.  Get an unbiased and fair assessment of 
Rosemont's standing and potential legal liability as Defendant in the Asarco lawsuit.  
Incorporate those estimates in the financial feasability study.

Individual

1963 9 Inadequate Bonding Requirements for Reclamation

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

Individual
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2470 34 6]Augusta needs to be more forthcoming with what is the true scope of this project. 
Augusta continues to acquire property, and explore for minerals in proximity to it's 
intended mining area. Will this project become a mining complex, with several pits, 
and possibly underground mining? Is this just a foot in the door for a much larger 
undertaking? How can an accurate EIS be formed without knowing the full extent of 
Augusta Resources'  intentions? Can we trust Augusta's numbers on the economic 
viability of this project? Is Augusta's use of the mining claims as a dump site, not as 
a resource,legitimate use of forest lands? In 20 years this mine may be gone, but the 
ways it will nave changed the Santa Rita Mts and surrounding area will not. To bury 
our U.S. Forest Lands under rubble, spoil our air, water, and wild-life habitat so that 
a foreign mining company might show a profit is NOT what I call "highest use."

Individual

2480 3 Are investors prepared to escrow funds in case their economic model falls aparts in 
10-15 years?

Individual

2589 11 Comments regarding Attachment #2, 'Can We Afford the Rosemont Project?'
Introduction: The general thread though the document is that 'no' they cannot afford 
the Proposed Project and the conclusion are that '…divest itself…' This taken 
literally from Attachment 2, Paragraph 8, Line 64 (reference herein noted at 'A' for 
Attachment, 'P' for Paragraph, 'L' for Line)

Individual

2589 12 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attachment #2.
The Document author questions the decision of Augusta resource Corporation to put 
all of the company 'eggs' into one basket and a leaky basket at that. (A2, P1, L3). 
This in essence contradicts Augusta's assertions that they are a viable entity and have 
the necessary backing for this Proposed Project.

Individual

2589 13 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attachment #2.
Author mentions that there the project is '…in the middle of hotbed of controversy.' 
Further suggests that management to divest itself of the property and move on to a 
more feasible project. (A2, P1, L5-7). So I ask why this proceeding is.

Individual

2589 14 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attachment #2.
(A2, P2, L8-11) The makes note of 'many problems' with this project form a 
'technical standpoint' and there is a 'good reason that every major mingling company 
has shied away from this project' as well as mentioned that there is 'intense citizen 
opposition' and there is a 'better understanding of the negatie consequences of a mine 
at Rosemont.' Aren't these statements enough to recognize that internally Rosemont/ 
Augusta have technical problems and admits the negative consequences of the 
proposed Project. So again, I ask, why are we going through with this?

Individual

2592 3 The major funding sources for the project should be identified, including names and 
addresses. The ability to make financial assurance and the quality of that assurance 
should be a significant factor considered by the USFS.

Individual
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2593 43 ECONOMICS
Many aspects of the proposed mine relate to economics and must be investigated:

First, an independent analysis should be made of the economic viability of the mine 
to determine if the ore at this site can actually be mined at a profit. Since Augusta 
Resources has yet to actually operate a mine, their evaluation of the viability of the 
mine should be examined carefully. A failed venture is in the interest of no one. 
What if they get part way through the project and abandon the mine, leaving 
equipment, trash, chemicals and unreclaimed mine site?

Organization

2593 60 Competent, independent geologists should provide and independent review as to the 
economic viability of the mine. The depth of the ore deposits and the amount of 
overburden to be removed would be critical to the success or failure of the mine, as 
would reclamation requirements. The region should not be subjected to the 
environmental and social consequences of a failed mine.

Organization

2599 24 If a carbon tax or other mechanism to penalize/control carbon dioxide emissions is 
implemented prior to the commencement of mining operations or within the first ten 
years of mine operations, what will the impact be to the mine's financial viability?

Individual

2599 27 If conservation measures such as implementing use fees for groundwater pumping 
were implemented in the next ten to fifteen years, would Rosemont Mine continue to 
be a financially viable operation?

Individual

2614 2 I am sick and tired of bailing our the mining companies and I am very concerned that 
the Rosemont Copper Project may well become the next financial and environmental 
disaster.

Individual

2614 5 Reason tell us that in order for a project to be feasible, it is necessay that the 
company responsible for the project demostrate that it is an ongoing entity with 
financial sustainablility.  Neither Augusta Resources or Rosemont Copper Company 
has a history of production or profitability and therefore, has no track record of 
financial feasability.

Individual

2614 8 Annual cash flow projections critical to understanding and determining the 
company's ability to meet its financial obligations on an ongoing operating basis.  
Only a brief summary of capital costs and expenses was presented in the Mining Plan 
of Operations, with the focus on more subjective measurements such as net present 
value (NPV), internal rate of return (IRR), and payback period (time in years to 
recapture the initial investment).  While these measurements are commonly used by 
hedge funds and speculators, they are only as valid as the numbers used to create 
them.

Individual

2614 12 Accounting principles used to determine project feasability, with full description of 
financial  assumptions should have been submitted by the Company.  It is unknown 
if the practices used were in accordance with International Financial Reporting 
Standards.

Individual

2614 14 Foreign Exchange risks which can have a significant negative impact on profitability 
(relative to the US$ and C$) should have been highlighted by the Company.

Individual
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2614 15 Remarkably, there was no imputed factor for the spiraling impacts of inflation in the 
Mining Plan of Operations.  Augusta Resources feasibility study estimated  capital 
costs at +/-15%.  Operating costs were estimated at an accuracy of +/-10%.  But due 
to inflation, these cost estimates are grossly inadequate.  For example, Rosemont has 
used 2006 price of diesel fuel at $3.20/gallon.  Today's price is well over 
$4.60/gallon and rising.  With a projected use of 9,000,000 gallons of diesel per 
year, how does this cost increase impact the cash flow of the project?  Another 
example is the cost of sulphur, primarily used to produce sulphuric acid.  According 
to a recent article in Casey's Daily Resources, sulphur has seen dramatic increases in 
both demand and pricing because of its use in fertilizers.  It has risen from $50/ton to 
$650/ton over the past 15 months.  With a projected use of 73,190 tons of sulphuric 
acid per year, how does this cost increase impact the cash flow?

Individual

2614 16 These are but two examples of escalating costs which could have a detrimental 
impact on operations and the project's financial feasability.  What is the company's 
backup plan, if in times of rising capital costs and expenses, the price of copper 
declines?  This is not an unusual occurrence in times of economic stagflation, when 
productivity falls due to higher costs and therefore, decreased demand for minerals 
follows.  There was no cash flow projections for this kind of situation.

Individual

2614 17 Furthermore, competition in the commodity industry is intense.  The Company 
competes with other mining companies, many of which have greater financial 
resources to attract and retain qualified employees.  They also have a proven track 
records of financial sustainability during market down turns.  Freeport-McMoRan 
and others are expanding operations and have long established business partnerships 
and markets.  How will competition  affect the financial feasability of the Rosemont 
Project in terms of pricing, markets, attracting and retaining qualified employees, and 
the ability to obtain tight supplies of materials and equipment?

Individual

2614 21 Then there is Sumitomo Corporation which owns at least 8% of the Company.  
According to proceedings brought before the United States Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission, Sumitomo's Head Copper Trader was charged in 1996 of 
attempting to manipulate the copper futures markets.  Although Sumitomo contended 
that the actions taken by its Head Trader were taken without its knowledge or 
authorization, the Commission made no findings with regard to that contention.  On 
the contrary, it stated, in pursuing the course of action set forth above, Sumitomo 
attempted to manipulate and did manipulate the upward price of copper in interstate 
commerce and for future delivery on or subject to the rules of the market, in 
violation of Sections 6(c),6(d), and 9(a)(2) of the Act, 7U.S.C.&9, 13(a)(2).  Could 
this happen again?  No one knows for sure, but considering that Sumitomo 
Corporation is a major player in the worldwide copper market, considering that 
Rosemont Copper is the only subsidiary of Augusta Resources and that its main 
product is copper, considering that neither Company has any track record of 
production or profits, considering that key management has only a short tenure  with 
the Company, considering that the insidious cost of inflation is outpacing the price of 
copper, considering that Harbinger Corporation has a reported reputation for trying 
to take over companies it invests in, considering that there are billions of dollars 
made with no risk if the Company is sold to the highest bidder, it is a possibility that 
should be weighed.

Individual

2668 16 I presume the site is not seismically active as well.  And that you have sufficient 
financial surety for reclamation should calamity strike.

Individual
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6802 2 issues that I discovered in my research. First, according to Augusta's annual 
information form dated last March, some key executives are running the company on 
a part-time basis while managing other businesses, which may result in certain 
conflicts of interests. So I ask the Forest Service to consider the possible harmful 
financial impacts on the company and project if key people have to balance 
competing obligations with another company. Hou would you mitigate that?

Individual

6802 3 the bylaws of Augusta Resource Corporation provide that only two persons need to 
be present to vote with 5 percent of outstanding shares to constitute a quorum. To 
put this in perspective, the American Stock Exchange, which Augusta is listed on, 
requires a quorum of no less than 33 and a third percent, but because Augusta is a 
foreign company, it is exempted from this law. 

Now, this is very significant in my mind because it appears to make the company 
very vulnerable to a hostile takeover from a hedge fund, not unlike Harbinger, which 
already owns approximately 20 percent.

According to court testimony, Harbinger is often referred to as an activist hedge fund 
for its proactive efforts to influence companies in which it invests. While sometimes 
only a passive investor, in many cases, Harbinger seeks to maximize value through a 
variety of tactics, including placing its representatives on the board and even 
acquiring the target company. 

So I would like to ask the Forest Service to consider the financial impacts if Augusta 
is taken over and sold to the highest bidder after having sucked out our precious 
groundwater, devasted our environment, and left another massive clean-up for the 
taxpayers, how will you mitigate that?

Individual

6909 1 Will the FS insist that an independent feasibility study be conducted by an outside 
firm to determine if the Rosemont mine would actually yeild a profit for Augusta 
Resource for the 20 years they state will be the life of the mine?

Individual

7067 11 6. Evaluate the technicl merits and perform a detailed cost/benefit analysis of each 
alternetive to the proposed Rosemont Copper project. Describe in detail how each 
proposed alternative to the proposed Rosemont Copper project would affect its 
economic feasibility.

Individual

7129 20 Alternatives -
Make Augusta pay their own way, by paying all direct, indirect, and consequential 
damages caused by their mining operation. If it is not economicallt feasible to do so, 
then the mine should not exist at this time.

Individual

7134 8 The Mine Project, whose present financial stability and future viability, even for a 
lengthy time period that is by no means fixed, will cast a dark shadow on the future 
use and enjoyment of the region for many generations.

Business

7134 29 8. Rosemont has predicted that there is sufficient ore to sustain its operations; others 
have questioned the accuracy of its analyses. If Rosemont, after commencing 
operations, finds insufficient ore to be financially viable, the potential impact is 
bankruptcy and failure to complete reclamation as set forth in the MPO.

Business
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7151 20 Economics 
Many of the proposed mine relate to economics and must be investigated:

First, an independent analysis should be made of the economic viability of the mine 
to determine if the ore at this site can actually be mined at a profit. Since Augusta 
Resources has yet to actually operate a mine, their evaluation of the viability of the 
mine should be examined carefully. A failed venture is in the interest of no one. 
What if they get part way through the project and abandon the mine, leaving 
equipment, trash, chemicals and an unreclaimed mine site? Bonding must insure that 
a reasonable third party would have the resources to restore the area to multiple-use 
condition.

Organization

7253 43 ECONOMICS
Many aspects of the proposed mine relate to economics and must be investigated:

First, an independent analysis should be made of the economic viability of the mine 
to determine if the ore at this site can actually be mined at a profit. Since Augusta 
Resources has yet to actually operate a mine, their evaluation of the viability of the 
mine should be examined carefully. A failed venture is in the interest of no one. 
What if they get part way through the project and abandon the mine, leaving 
equipment, trash, chemicals and unreclaimed mine site?

Organization

7253 60 Competent, independent geologists should provide and independent review as to the 
economic viability of the mine. The depth of the ore deposits and the amount of 
overburden to be removed would be critical to the success or failure of the mine, as 
would reclamation requirements. The region should not be subjected to the 
environmental and social consequences of a failed mine.

Organization

7272 7 Not to mention that there's no guarantee, of course, that the mine won't go belly up in 
tow years like some recent mine in the U.S. have.

Individual

7282 7 Not to mention that there's no guarantee, of course, that the mine won't go belly up in 
tow years like some recent mine in the U.S. have.

Government

7316 29 5)�Subsequent proposals should include agreement to establish bonds to the state of 
Arizona for any expenses associated with impacts to water quality or quantity, air 
quality, transportation issues and quantifiable wildlife mortalities or loss of habitat.

Organization
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7369 1 I am writing to request that the Forest Service consider the financial risks involved in 
this project. Augusta is asking the taxpayers to share these risks unless the 
reclamation stage is fully bonded with projected inflation factors included. The 
copper market has historically been very volatile. The taxpayers should not be left 
holding the bag if the project fails economically. 

Augusta states that they have about 617 million tons of reserves, but only 134 
million tons (22 percent) are proven. The rest (78 percent) are only estimated.

Augusta states that 126 million tons of those proven reserves are sulfide reserves and 
that there are close to 10 million tons of oxide copper included in the upper layers 
that cap the proven sulfide deposit. The areas above these proven sulfide reserves 
would be mined by an electrolytic leach process. An additional 466 million tons of 
sulfide and oxide ore is listed by Augusta as "probable".

The 126 million tons of sulfide ore is on average 800 feet down. This would require 
rich enough oxide copper, possibly mixed with sulfide copper, to pay for that huge 
investment of reaching it. 

Investing in 78% probable reserves is a very risky and not something I would want in 
my portfolio.

Individual

7420 1 As a tax payer, I am deeply distressed about the billions of dollars in hard rock 
mining clean-up costs that citizens have had to bear over the recent years.  I am sick 
and tired of bailing out the mining companies and I am very concerned that the 
Rosemont Copper Project may well become the next financial and environmental 
disaster.

Individual

7420 4 Reason tells us that in order for a project to be feasible, it is necessary that the 
company responsible for the project demonstragte that it is an ongoing entity with 
financial sustainability. Neither Augusta Resources or Rosemont Copper Company 
has a history of production or profitability and therefore, has no track record of 
financial feasibility.

Individual
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7420 6 SIGNIFICANT OTHER INFORMATION PERTAINING TO THE ECONOMIC 
ENVIRONMENT SHOULD HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED BY THE COMPANY 
FOR THE FOREST SERVICE TO REVIEW.
Annual cash flow projections to understanding and determining the company’s 
ability to meet its financial obligations on an ongoing operating basis. Only a brief 
summary of capital costs and expenses was presented in the Mining Plan of 
Operations, with the focus on more subjective measurements such as net present 
value (NPV), internal rate of return (IRR), and payback period (time in years to 
recapture the initial investment). While these measurements are commonly used by 
hedge funds and speculators, they are only as valid as the numbers used to create 
them.

High risk investors who usually buy stock in these kinds of start-up companies 
volunteer to do so and can exit at any time. Taxpayers on the other hand, who do not 
choose to own these companies and accept the risk, should not be forced to pay the 
financial costs of failure. Therefore, it is all the more incumbent upon the Forest 
Service when granting permits to mining companies, to make sure that they are 
dealing with companies that have a track record of responsible mining and the 
financial strength to carry them through the up and down cycles. Mining is a risky 
business, even in the best of times, and even with the best companies. Things can 
and do go wrong. The Forest Service in its fiduciary capacity, can and should 
mitigate this risk to the taxpayers by choosing to onlly permit companies with proven 
track records, well established, diversified markets, and financial sustainability. 
Rosemont Copper Company, i.e. Augusta Resources, does not qualify.

Individual

7420 9 Remarkably, there was no imputed factor for the spiraling impacts of inflation in the 
Mining Plan of Operations. Augusta Resources feasibility study estimated capital 
costs at +/-15%. Operating costs were estimated at an accuracy of +/-10%. But due 
to inflation, these cost estimates are grossly inadequate. For exxample, Rosemont has 
used a 2006 price of diesel fuel at $3.20/gallon. Today’s price is well over 
$4.60/gallon and rising. With a projected use of 9,000,000 gallons of diesel fuel per 
year, how does this cost increase impact the cash flow of the project? Another 
example is the cost of sulphur, primarily used to produce sulphuric acid. According 
to a recent article in Casey’s Daily Resources, sulphur has seen dramatic increases in 
both demand and pricing because of its use in fertilizers. It has risen from $50/ton to 
$650/ton over the past 15 months. With a projected use of 73,190 tons of sulphuric 
acid per year, how does this cost increase impact the cash flow?
These are but two examples of escalating costs which could have a detrimental 
impact on operations and the project’s financial feasibility. What is the company’s 
backup plan, if in times of rising capital costs and expenses, the price of copper 
declines? This is not an unusual occurrence in times of economic stagflation, when 
productivity falls due to higher costs and therefore, decreased demand for minerals 
follows. There was no cash flow projections for this kind of situation.

Individual
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7420 10 Competition in the commodity industry is intense. The Company competes with 
other mining companies, many of which have greater financial resources to attract 
and retain qualified employees.  They also have a proven track records of financial 
sustainability during market down turns. Freeport-McMoRan and others are 
expanding operations and have long established business partnerships and markets. 
How will competition affect the financial feasability of the Rosemont Project in 
terms of pricing, markets, attracting and retaining qualified employees, and the 
ability to obtain tight supplies of materials and equipment?

Individual

7429 2 Augusta Resources has done considerable exploratoin of the Rosemont deposit for 
the purpose of defining and assessing the size and grade of the deposit. The results of 
this would appear to demonstrate the presence of a considerably larger deposit than 
previous estimates. The plan for the mine, estimates of the underlying economics and 
projected life of the mine (20 years) are all based on recent estimates.

However, the 2007 Mineral Resources Update for the Rosemont Project (April 26, 
2007) contains several disclaimers to the effect that nothing in the report is to be 
interpreted as demonstrating mineral reserves. The term mineral reserves, as 
distinguished from the term mineral resources, is a legally defined term of 
importance to the SEC and Canadian Compliance Standards. It describes mineral 
that is economically recoverable, which is also a legally defined term. It is intended 
to protect investors from unsubstantiated claims about mining potential.

As the Update clearly states, August has not completed the engineering and 
economic studies necessary to determine the mineral resources. “Mineral resources 
that are not mineral reserves do not have demonstrated economic viability.” 
(Rosemont 2007 Mineral Resource Update, page 7)

The USFS, Pima County and the Community have as great an interest in the viability 
of the project as an investor, if not more. All of the commitments that Augusta is 
making, environmetal practices at the mine site, dust control, groundwater 
protection, reclamation plans, commitments to replace groundwater, closure plans 
and many more, will ultimately depend on the economic viability of the mine. If at 
any point the project is no longer viable, all of the commitments in the EIS process 
and numerous permits will be worthless.

Given this fact, the first requirement of the USFS must be to require that Augusta 
demonstrate the economic viability of the project by completing the requisite 
engineering and economic studies and base the entire plan and analysis of the project 
on legally determined mineral reserves. For obvious reasons, this must take  place 
before there can be any consideration of the EIS or permit process, since the results 
may change critical elements of the design.

Absent this assurance, no amount of paper can protect the community from the 
consequences of a failed project.

Individual
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7429 13 If the company were actually intending to develop a mine, representing tens, if not 
hundreds of millions of dollars, would they themselves not choose to complete the 
economic and engineering work necessary to verify the economic viability of the 
project? Instead, they have chosen to skip that step and draft a plan without waiting 
for this information.

If Augusta were serious about this project, with a proposed life of 20 years, why 
would they propose to haul vast tonnages of concentrates by truck to a railroad? 
Given the probability of rising fuel costs, this has to be the absolutely most 
expensive way to accomplish this. It is also highly unusual.

Individual

7494 9 Does Augusta Resources have a proven track record of environmentally sensitive 
mining and refurbishment of areas receiving rock mining waste?

Individual

7582 16 We believe that if the mining company is not willing to cover the costs of mining in 
such a fashion as to not damage the environment then the mining operation is not 
economically feasible. The environment should not be destroyed in order to make the 
mining operation economically feasible. The protection of the environment must be 
factored into the cost of doing business. Since the mining companies choose not to 
protect the environment during their mining activities, then the protection of the 
environment falls into the hands of the stewards of the land, which in this case we 
believe is the Forest Service.

Individual

7598 44 Will the recent increases in fuel prices and other future inflation factors be re-
considered in the mine economic feasibility?

Individual

8803 1 I have no doubt that if Rosemont is successful in putting this mine here and they do 
run into major environmental and other faults, that they will merely seek bankruptcy 
such as ASARCO is doing, and leave all of us living in Arizona and the United 
States holding the bag for whatever mess they generate.

Individual

General

Record 
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1 5 Since this company has no mining track record on which to judge their ability to 
mine responsibly, it would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic 
health of Southern Arizona by approving the proposal.

24 11 Augusta has no track record in mining and the mining industry has a dismal 
environmental record.

160 82 COMMENT 8: THE MINE OPERATOR FAILS TO MEET A REASONABLE 
INDUSTRY STANDARD OF EXPERIENCE AND QUALIFICATION. Augusta, a 
young company that has never operated a mine, overstates its mine operating 
abilities. A thorough investigation of the professional, financial, and legal histories 
of Augusta and Augusta's directors and officers in necessary. Augusta, its MPO, and 
its supporting documents must be evaluated and held to the highest standards 
permitted under law and Public policy. Considering the dismal EPA record of even 
experienced mine operators and the high risk of irreversible damage to the Coronado 
National Forest, to regional water resources, and to the region's rural economy that 
the Mine poses. It would be imprudent to approve such a mine in the hands of a 
novice operator.
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1524 2 How can you run a company, (copper mine) you have never run before?Individual

1525 6 An engineer at Rosemont told me that Augusta would get another mining co. to do 
the actual excavation & they would promise nothing.

Individual

1532 4 Where is your mining experience?Individual

1594 3 I thought the mining law states a viable use. What proof is there that this is a viable 
use?

Individual

1649 1 Probably not good to compare --- But --- The Rosemont Copper Mine web-site has 
very little information on its corporate responsibility and its plan to continuously 
inform the community and other externally interested parties on its Corporate 
Responsibilities and or Environmental Plans.

Individual

1707 12 If the Community Water Company accepts Augusta's offer to fund the pipeline, it 
greatly improves Augusta's ability to promote itself as an environmentally and 
community friendly corporation during the next two years as it seeks federal and 
state approvals for its operations. This is particularly important to Augusta since the 
company has no track record, has never operated a mine and is a Canadian company 
with no experience mining in the United States.

Organization

1750 4 My husband (deceased 1999) was chief mining engineer for Banner Mining 
Company.  A graduate of the Colorado School of mines & Business degree from U. 
of A.

Banner's field office was in Halvieta.  He put the Rosemont Mime together.  He 
found it not feasible to operate.

Individual

1771 5 Extra care and attention should be required to a comppany eho has never mined and 
has limited economic resouce

Individual

1812 1 As on example-Pima County has asked a number os questions about the hydrology 
of the mine. Answers are supposed to be a part of the MPO. These could be very 
important in the formulation of sensible questions about the project.

Individual

1849 1 What can we depend on from a Canadian company mining in Arizona.  In other 
states they have declared bankrupcy left and contaminated the ground water with 
arscenic.

Individual

1871 1 RosemontCopper does not have sufficient surface area under its patented claims to 
place and store the amount of waste rock and tailings it will generate unless the U.S. 
Forest Service leases them the additional area. Their proposed plan of operation is 
based on solvent extraction/electro-winning with a concentration ratio of 50,000:1. 
That means they mine 50,000 tons of solid rock material for every ton of copper 
concentrate they produce. And that dosen't include the amount of overburden (soil 
and non ore bearing rock) they need to remove to expose the ore to begin the open 
pit. To hell with all affected flora and fauna for all time!!! THIS IS THE MAIN 
KEY. IF they don't have the additional surface area they require there will be no 
mine.

Individual
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1892 14 As far as contaminants from the mining process itself, Augusta claims that it will 
take precautions to "'avoide, confine, and contain' all potential pollution sources at 
all stages of the mine development." While this is a lofty goal, the success rate of 
even modern mines at preventing such contaminations has been abysmal-partly 
because even the best plans fail under extreme or unexpected conditons. We do not 
doubt that Augusta will engineer protective devices such as berms and dams to 
withstand normal levels of flood flows and other expected disturbances. However, 
recent local events-e.g. unprecendented debris flows at the Coronado National 
Memorial, Sabino Canyon and throughout the Catalina Mountains-highlight the fact 
that this region experiences natural disturbances that no engineering has been able to 
contain. Bringing additional toxins into such an area, as Augusta has proposed is 
irresponsible and should not be allowed.

Organization

1920 6 I am concerned about the negative aspect the operation of mine will bring to bear on:
The aftermath: Canadian mining companies have a horrible reputation regarding how 
they leave the land after completion many examples exisit around the globe.

Individual

1931 1 Corporation promoting this development has no mining history.Individual

1935 6 Why would any reasonable person think that a foreign company with no track record 
in mining in the US should be allowed to use potable drinking water to run a mining 
operation for twenty years that will damage our pristin, but fragile eco-system, take 
most of the product and the profits to another country and walk away twenty years 
later leaving a large hole in the ground and potentially toxic poisons throughout the 
area. It is insane and must be stopped.

Individual

1945 5 Since this company has no mining track record on which to judge their ability to 
mine responsibly, it would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic 
health of Southern Arizona by approving this mine's opening.

Individual

1946 5 Since this company has no mining track record on which to judge their ability to 
mine responsibly, it would be irresponsible to risk the environment and economic 
health of Southern Arizona by approving this mine's opening.

Individual
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1947 7 I understand that Augusta Resource will be able to make money if they are able to 
sell the securities at an inflated price and they will really score if they are able to 
secure the required permits. But why do you believe this inexperienced company, 
like others before it, will not be bankrupt before it finishes raping the Rosemont 
mine of its residual resources? IN 1996, the GAO reported that there was no 
credibile inventory of abandoned mines and that total celanup costs are unknown but 
estimated at $4.7 billion in the national forests alone. In 1997, the EPA reported 
critical gaps in bond programs covering cleanup of bankrupt of abandoned mines. 
According to Augusta Resource's  40-F that was filed on March 4, 2008, they have 
no revenue from operations and do not expect to generate any in the foreseeable 
future. They foresee a need of an additional $17 million to their available cash by 
mid-2008 but do not state a plan for generating these funds. Previously, this 
company has generated operating revenue from sale of stock. 
They state:
None of our properties are in commercial production, and we have never recorded 
and revenues from mining operations…. We may not generate any revenues or 
achieve profitablity. Another disclaimer, so that if the possible closing of the mine 
occurs without cleanup, etc., Augusta Resources' lawyers will simply be able to say 
that the public was advised.

Individual

1956 11 Augusta has no track record in mining and the mining industry has a dismal 
environmental record.

Individual

1957 7 Why Not Underground Mining?  I urge the Forest Service to seriously consider 
requiring Rosemont to recover this copper using the much-less-environmentally-
intrusive underground cut and fill method, rather than an open pit mine, or its 
underground cousin, block caving.  Of course, that might be more hazardous to the 
miners, more expensive, and take more time, but the advantages outlined below 
clearly outweigh the disadvantages.

Individual

1957 10  Rosemont's proposed open pit mine, its mill, ancillary facilities, and all its berms 
and rock storage areas are just below a cirque (a deep, steep-walled basin on a 
mountain, shaped like a half a bowl)  in the Santa Ritas, and when the area 
experiences another 1,000-year rainfall, the whole thing will end up on the other 
(east) side of Scenic Highway 83, with disastrous impact on the environment for tens 
of miles downstream.

Individual

1957 16 If this mine loses its much-ballyhooed aquifer recharge capability because the 
Colorado either runs dry, or just has to be again reallocated, Sahuarita-area water 
wells will fall even lower than they already have, even before Rosemont starts 
production.

Individual

1962 4 My biggest concern is the lack of experience Augusta Resources has with copper 
mining and its link with foreign investors.

Individual

1969 14 Some of the issues that need to be considered:
The ability of the applicant to meet any and all of the conditions that should be 
imposed on it given its non-existant past experience in mining and its very limited 
financial resources at this point.

Individual

2085 4 Augusta has no track record in mining and the mining industry has a dismal 
environmental record.

Individual
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2091 15 Augusta has no track record in mining and the mining industry has a dismal 
environmental record.

Individual

2094 5 Let's talk about the company……… they have no track record in mining that will 
assure us that their impact won't be as dismal as the rest of the mining industry.

Individual

2144 17 The mining company has no track record in mining and the mining industry has a 
dismal environmental record.

Individual

2148 10 Augusta has no track record in mining and the mining industry has a dismal 
environmental record.

Individual

2156 11 Augusta has no track record in mining and the mining industry has a dismal 
environmental record.

Individual

2170 7 Augusta has no track record in mining and the mining industry has a dismal 
environmental record.

Individual

2174 11 Augusta has no track record in mining and the mining industry has a dismal 
environmental record.

Individual

2216 3 I was surprised to learn that the Canadian Firm that is proposing this mine has no 
track record in mining. Perhaps I misunderstood. Do we know what other mining 
operations the priniples have been involved in? It would be reassuring to know that 
their previous work was of the highest standard. If this consortium was formed for 
the single purpose of building and running this mine I wonder why they are not an 
Arizona, or at least a US corporation?

Individual

2255 6 All mines have a rail spur to deliver and transport its goods and products, in order to 
substain the mining operation. The only reason why they haven't included it, is 
because its their first mining venture.

Individual

2331 9 The proposed Rosemont Copper Proejct should be stopped for many reasons that 
include but are not limited to:
This "foreign owned" Company, Augusta, has no record in mining in an industry that 
has an abysmal environmental record.

Individual

2333 3 A huge concern I have regards the viability of Augusta. This company has never 
successfully opened a mine. Right now all we have is their word that they will be 
environmentally sensitive. I think they have already violated the public trust by 
bussing in people from communities near the mine to the March 18 meeting. 
Augusta provided a free meal, transportation and "I support mining families" buttons 
to these individuals. Many of these people did not speak English and clearly did not 
understand the purpose of the meeting or their role in being present. A Spanish 
speaking member of the public spoke to some of these individuals and they believed 
that their presence at this meeting would lead to a job with the mine. To me, this 
practice was deceptive at best and an outright lie at worst. This is not a company to 
be trusted to protect the interests of the public!

Individual
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2345 4 Re: forthcoming EIS-cost/benefit analysis, suggest USFS afford strong weight to the 
unbelievable, ironic aspect of proposed project, to-wit: Potential strategic/valuable 
materials (copper etc.) to be extracted from OUR public lands, along with total 
desecration of this key natural/wild area (priceless recreational area, especially for 
Pima County residents) all by a Canadian corp. (which has yet to handle a hard rock 
mining project ( for sale largely to China and other foreign countries. Isn't there 
SOMETHING wrong with this picture!!! Thanks for considering this observation 
along with the multitude of other amazing problems and complications of the project.

Individual

2361 3 I took a look at Augusta's (weak) financial statements 
(http://www.augustaresource.com/section.asp?pageid=6306) and related information. 
At the end of 2007 
(http://www.augustaresource.com/upload/investor_info/Q42007FS_FINAL.pdf) they 
had $25 million in cash out of a balance sheet total of $95 million. The difference 
consist largely of land, mineral rights, and a large chunk of deferred development 
costs (i.e. money already spent that will be charged to P/L later). The value of these 
assets in times of stress would be much lower than $95 million, maybe 10% on the 
dollar.
It's a start up, and they're spending their money like most start-ups, on pemits and 
licensing, on PR, and on finding more money to go on. They seem to burn about $5-
6 million per year.
The bottom line is that I can't find anything anywhere in the balance sheet, the notes 
or anywhere else on the website, that talks about a reserve for possible environmental 
liabilities, for restoration of land, etc. Maybe it's in their business plan somewhere-- I 
don't know. Clearly they need to raise more money and include either a reserve of 
their own-- which would be big; or buy insurance-- if there is anybody willing to sell 
such an insurance in today's financial market.

Individual

2361 4 History is full of mining ventures that go wrong. They weren't meant to, but the mine 
ran dry, or the metal prices dropped. The company goes bust and leaves any clean-up 
to the public. So far, it doesn't look as if the Rosemont venture has enough financial 
strength to whether any storm.

Individual

2368 5 My research indicates that Augusta is untried in the mining industry.Individual

2381 3 The Rosemont project has been known about for plus or minus fifty years. It has 
been owned and considered as an advanced mining project by two major mining 
companies, Anamax and Asarco. This project has been considered by both Cyprus 
and Phelps Dodge.
The project has been presented at many mining and geology forums in the past, 
giving knowledge to the mining community at large about the project. 
Yet, with all of the above, the Rosemont project has not been brought to fruitation by 
the mining community. Augusta Resources, a junior company with absolutely no 
experience in mining is going to execute a project of this size and scale?

Individual
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2381 8 One of the first lessons a student learns in Mining 101 is that when you buy a mine, 
you only buy the plant (i.e., surface) and the equipment. Not the rock in the ground.
Augusta appears to have bought the rock in the ground. This means that right now, 
without touching the ore body, they already have a surcharge against every ton of ore 
that comes out of the mine. This has to be amortized, adding to the total cost of the 
project. Something a more experienced mining company probably would not do.
Augusta has been spending millions of dollars on this project. Where does a little 
Junior Mining Company come up with these kinds of funds? Sumitomo Metal 
Industries and Silver Wheaton Corporation!

Individual

2381 21 Augusta is currently attempting to appease surrounding land owners and Green 
Valley water users with tactics designed to suppress opposition. Tactics which a 
more experienced mining company would not need to do.

Individual

2381 26 Augusta is projecting an initial capital cost of plus or minus eight hundred million 
dollars. Augusta has absolutely no experience in doing a project of this magnitude. 
None. Gaining experience by trial and error could easily boost the overall cost to one 
billion dollars very quickly. As an example, in order to just get to the top of the 
sulphide ore, they will have to strip four hundred and fifity to five hundred feet down 
and remove plus or minus one hundred twenty million tons of waste rock. This will 
entail anywhere from eighteen months to two years before one ton of ore from the 
primary ore body is sent to Mill. The latest stripping cost figures from other 
operating mines is now in excess of one dollar per ton. This is going to be 
exceedingly expensive for these operators. In addition to this cost, others such as 
total cost of the water supply, fuel, power, cost for equipment,  construction of the 
sulphide mill and oxide plant and something called contingency cost, are going to 
rise expotentially in the years to come.

Individual

2381 30 The average time that it takes to bring in a new mine, from conception to production 
is now ten years. Augusta says that they will start the Rosemont project in the year 
2011. For a company that has never operated a mine, let alone start one, this will 
indeed be an amazing feat. I do not think they have any conception of the problems 
they will face.

Individual

2381 32 Augusta is busy buying milling equipment and making deals to sell by product, all 
without having permits in hand. Something an experienced Mining Company would 
probably not do. (See item 9 under facts)

Individual

2412 1 Scrutinize financial validity of all pertinant Rosemont/ Augusta mine holdings.Individual

2470 3 Augusta has never operated a mine, let alone one located in a desert.Individual

2484 15 My opposition is based on the following objections:
Dust, traffic, noise and water pollution will all be increased in the area surrounding 
the mine as well as for a huge swath of southern Arizona.  Augusta Resource has a 
poor environmental record and has not adequately addressed these issues for the 
proposed mine, including the lack of completed hydrologic studies.

Individual

2589 23 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attachment #2.
(A2, P8, L63-65) 'The chances of the Rosemont project being built and successfully 
operational are small in comparison to the risks involved. It would be prudent for the 
company to divest itself of this project and move on to a project that has much less 
risk.' With Augusta acknowledging the project is doomed, why is this proceeding?

Individual
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2592 2 The qualifications of the operator should be identified because small, inexperienced 
operators have a history of despoiling public lands with mining ventures and leaving 
taxpayers with cleanup/restoration costs.

Has Augusta Resource Corporation (the parent company) (ARC) ever operated a 
mine in the United States or elsewhere?

Has ARC or members of its management ever been in direct charge of a corporate 
entity that has been fined or found responsible for infractions of environmental or 
health and safety laws in the United States or elsewhere?

Individual

2593 77 MINE DESIGN/FEASIBILITY STUDY
The mine plan proposes various new techniques that are claimed to be 
environmentally sensitive, such as a "dry stack tailings" method. This method has 
been used in Chile. However, the concern is that this method had not been 
thoroughly tested in this climate regime.
-What were the results of the application?
-How much water was actually used?
-What are the climate characteristics of that site and how does it compare with the 
climate conditions at the Rosemont Mine site?
-Where else besides Chile has this dry stack tailings technique been used?
-What were the results at those locations?
-Has this technique been successful on a scale as large as the proposed mine?

Organization

2593 79 MINE DESIGN/FEASIBILITY STUDY
The mine plan proposes various new techniques that are claimed to be 
environmentally sensitive, such as a "dry stack tailings" method. This method has 
been used in Chile. However, the concern is that this method had not been 
thoroughly tested in this climate regime.
-What were the results of the application?
-How much water was actually used?
-What are the climate characteristics of that site and how does it compare with the 
climate conditions at the Rosemont Mine site?
-Where else besides Chile has this dry stack tailings technique been used?
-What were the results at those locations?
-Has this technique been successful on a scale as large as the proposed mine?
-How much additional water would be required if dry stacking does not work?
-Where would the additional water come from?
-How much additional land area would be required for the tailings?
-How would this impact the rest of the mine design, processing and land use?
-How would the mine design and feasibility change if dry stacking is not possible?

Organization

2614 25 This is particularly distressing since the Applicant for the proposed project is a 
novice in the mining industry, with virtually no relevant experience other than 
attracting investors and raising capital.

Individual

2639 4 What is saftey record/ testing of the new tailings pile process?Individual

2644 2 It also seems, to us, to be a bit naïve to believe that even with Modern Mining 
Technology the results will be much different for an operation directed by a 
companies accounting department.

Individual
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2648 4 The proposed dry stacked tailings procedure has never been used in our climate.Individual

2649 3 The plan for disposing of tailings in inadequateIndividual

2650 2 A review of Augusta Resources plan for the project suggest a forward thinking 
company that plans to use the latest available technology to minimize the impact to 
the environment and surrounding communities.

Individual

2650 4 The use of concurrent reclamation of facilities; dry stacked tailings behind waste 
rock impundments give an indication of the commitment to employ the latest and 
best available techniques for the project.

Individual

2662 5 If the mine will be 3,000 deep, why does it have to be an open-pit mine.  Could they 
not mine like other states, underground and out of site?

Individual

2683 35 The people living in Southern Arizona surely take priority over one company - a 
company that has, in fact, never even operated a mine.

Individual

2688 30 We are uneasy about  Augusta Resources, a rank amatuer in the hard rock mining 
game, will live up to their promises to repair environmental damage.

Organization

2729 30 We are uneasy about our local economy because we are filled with distrust that 
Augusta Resources, a rank amatuer in the hard rock mining game, will live up to 
their promises to repair environmental damage.

Organization

2732 7 Augusta's proposed "dry stack tailings" technique has never been used in this 
climate. What would be their alternative method if this does not work?

Individual

2736 76 Augusta Resources/Rosemont Mining Comopany and now investment partner Silver 
Wheaton, Inc. are Canadian businesses.  What is the history of both of these 
companies, and specificially, the history of their mining experience?

Government

5286 2 Why Not Underground Mining?  I urge the Forest Service to seriously consider 
requiring Rosemont to recover this copper using the much less environmentally 
intrusive underground cut-and-fill method, rather than an open pit mine, or its 
underground cousin, block caving.  I recognize that underground mining would be 
more hazardous to miners, and more expensive, and take more time, but the 
advantages outlined below clearly outweigh the disadvantages.

Individual

5286 5 First, copper prices and Colorado River streamflows are both at historic levels, 
which raises serious questions about this mine's viability.  Second, Rosemont's 
proposed open-pit mine, mill, ancillary facilities, and all its berms and rock storage 
areas are just below a cirque in the Santa Ritas, and when the area experiences 
another 1,000-year rainfall, the whole thing will end up on the other (east) side of 
Scenic Highway 83 (Route 83), with diastrous impact on the environment for many 
tens of miles downstream toward Vail and Tucson.

Individual
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5286 12 The extra time required for underground mining would be very useful:

b.  It would allow time for the record-high price of copper, and the record-low 
Colorado River streamflows, to stabilize, if indeed they do, so that all  can be more 
asssured of this mine's future.  The last thing Arizona needs, now that relatively non-
polluting tourism/winter visitor income has become so important to our econom, is 
another boom/bust ghost town and ugly abandon open-pit mine, which is a good 
possibility if copper prices crash, as many expect, and/or Colorado River Basin 
snowfalls keep dropping, as some predict.  One study, described on CBS's Sunday 
Morning TV program some weeks ago, predicts that Lake Mead will be completely 
dry in just 13 years.  California's forward-looking Governor has just declared an 
official state-wide drought, and instituted mandatory water rationing, and many of 
California's municipalities have begun curtailing the construction of new housing 
because of the impending water crisis.  If this mine loses its much-ballyhooed aquifer 
recharge capability because the Colorado either runs dry, or just has tobe reallocated, 
Sahuarita-area water wells will fall even lowe than they already have, even before 
Rosemont starts production.

Individual

6715 7 One other thing I want to say real quick, I walked the Rosemont property about a 
year and a half ago with some friends.  We ran into a geologist who was packing up 
to leave. He said they were finished.  He said, "Are you with the group that's 
opposed to the mine?"

And I said, "Well, I don't know at this point whether we're opposed to the mine."

He said, "Well, don't worry about it."  The geology company that was hired by 
Rosemont, I think through either Globe or Superior, and he said clearly, and I have 
no reason not to believe him, "Don't worry, they can't mine here.  The geology, it's 
all wrong."

Now I would like to the Forest Service to answer this question to us as soon as 
possible, find out the geology reports.  Was he telling me the truth or was he not? 
Thank you,

Individual

6718 1 Jamie Sturgis, vice president of Augusta Resource, has said that Rosemont Copper is 
considering drilling a tunnel through the Santa Rita Mountains so that watery 
concentrates could be sent down the pipeline to the west side of the mountains, to a 
location on Santa Rita Road.  They could be processed down there, and 89 percent of 
the water returned for use to the mine.  Augusta Resource is studying the feasibility 
of this as an alternative to driving the concentrates along scenic Highway 83, north 
to I-10.

Individual

6718 2 Jamie Sturgis, vice president of Augusta Resource, has said that Rosemont Copper is 
considering drilling a tunnel through the Santa Rita Mountains so that watery 
concentrates could be sent down the pipeline to the west side of the mountains, to a 
location on Santa Rita Road.  They could be processed down there, and 89 percent of 
the water returned for use to the mine.  Augusta Resource is studying the feasibility 
of this as an alternative to driving the concentrates along scenic Highway 83, north 
to I-10.

Individual
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6781 13 ASARCO has been operating for a hundred years, and now is in bankruptcy court 
having left a trail of toxic waste all over the west.  Can we expect any less from 
Augusta, which has never operated a mine and has no track record?

Individual

6810 7 The following are just a few issues raised as a result of community research that 
merit investigation and might even result in one of those coveted media awards.

Investigating why, if it is true, that Forest Service supervisors back in May were 
voicing opinions that implied that the mine is a done deal; determining if and when 
the Forest Service will appoint the community work group they promised 
Congresswoman Giffords; doing research on the expertise of the Coronado National 
Forest staff who are doing the evaluation; monitoring whether the Forest Service 
brings in necessary expertise; determining that appropriate cooperating agencies are 
involved in the NEPA process; analyzing the ability of Augusta, a young company 
that has never operated a mine, to do what it's proposing, seems like a thorough 
investigation of professional, financial, and legal histories of Augusta and Augusta's 
directors and officers is in order.

Individual

6811 2 Better than 90 percent (of copper) occurs within a 2,250 mile radius of Tucson, 
Arizona, and copper mining is long established in Arizona, along with all necessary 
infrastucture to mine, process, and ship. Mining locations, San Manuel, Twin Buttes, 
Baghdad, Morenci, to name a few. And the Safford Freeport-McMoran PD project is 
underway. Also proposed is BHP RTZ in the Superior/Miami area under 
development. 

These are mining companies, with all required infrastructure in place or available. 
Rosemont Copper is not a mining company, on paper only. They have about six, 
eight people talking on their behalf down in the Milroy Ranch, around various 
places, and they're nice people. You can't blame them for what they're doing.

Individual

6854 2 will our Pima County voters be satisfied? No. Three out of four of them are not 
going to be satisfied. They do not think this site is an appropriate area for private self-
interests of specifically investment bankers. These investment bankers have no 
experience in Arizona; they're here for their taste of globalism. And that's -- that's the 
sad commentary about where we're going with this -- with this issue.

Government

6879 13 The literature addressing the prevention of this run-off from tailings does not 
reassure that this cannot occur.  I could not determine from the Rosemont proposal, 
how they are addressing this issue any differently than the current open pit mine 
companies, which, obviously, do have difficulties in controlling this form of 
pollution.  The proposal does address sanitary waste water, but that is a simpler 
matter than handling, safely, 7,000,000 gallons of process waste water daily.

Individual

6937 5 My objections are as follows:

3. Concerned that proposed berms and other structural devices designed to protect 
tailings could be undermined by severe monsoon season, or less likely but within 
realm of possibility, seismic events or other earth shifts.

Individual

6940 3 Shouldn't a permeability barrier exist between the tailings and the underlying wast 
rock?  I am not questioning the desirability of the dry-stack tailings approach, but I 
would like to see the mines implementation prevent offsite migration of metals such 
as zinc and other oxidation products such as sulfate.

Individual
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6997 6 Our family is strongly opposed to the Rosemont Mine for the following reasons:

5. The company involved has no prior experience or expertise with mining, and it is 
not a U.S. company.

Individual

7022 7 In addition to our personal objections grounded in the adverse effects on our 
business, we offer the following:

1. Rosemont Mining Company has inadequate experience with an operation of this 
scale, local important and environmental impact. They are not a suitable prospect to 
manage this operation.

Business

7066 2 1. Environmental Impact - North American mine operators employ the most 
advanced - and costly - environmental controls in the world, and Rosemont is of this 
school. Rosemont will continually recycle it's process water, will have carefully 
designed and stable tailings and waste dumps, and the overall footprint is small 
compared to the benefits - both strategic (independence from foreign sources) and 
economic (wages paid, taxes paid, goods and services locally purchased).

Individual

7088 45 To mininize the amount of water the mine needs, the Plan of Operations calls for the 
concentrator to be equipped with a "state-of-the-art" waste filtering and water 
recovery system, called "dry stacking."  Presumably, this will enable the mine to 
recover 89 percent of the water it uses.

But dry stacking is so new that it has never been tested in the U.S. at mines of this 
nature and size or in the variable climatic conditions existing in the Santa Rita 
Mountains.  And Augusta, the operator of the proposed Rosemont mining operation, 
has never actually conducted any mining operations and has no experience.  The 
potential effect of the inexperience of Augusta, and the additional probability of error 
and/or noncompliance caused or aggrivated by inexperience, must be analyzed and 
mitigation must be proposed for all potential and cumulatave impacts.

Organization

7101 9 Any time one is going to conduct a business deal, they look at the record of the party 
they are going to contract with. I have filed a report with Pima county that includes 
records from the company. Not only have they never  mined copper, they have 
invested in several ventures that appear to be failures.
See: www.savethesantacruzaquifer.info/AugustaReport.htm

Individual
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7102 15 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attachment #2.
(1) The Document author questions the decision of Augusta resource Corporation to 
put all of the company 'eggs' into one basket and a leaky basket at that. (A2, P1, L3). 
This in essence contradicts Augusta's assertions that they are a viable entity and have 
the necessary backing for this Proposed Project.
(2) Author mentions that there the project is '…in the middle of hotbed of 
controversy.' Further suggests  that management to divest itself of the property and 
move on to more feasible project. (A2,P1,L5-7) . So I ask why this proceeding is.
(3) (A2, P2, L8-11) This makes note of 'many problems' with this project from a 
'technical standpoint' and there is a 'good reason that every major mingling company 
has shied away from this project' as well as mentioned that threre is 'intense citizen 
opposition' and there is a 'better understanding of the negative consequences of a 
mine at Rosemont.' Aren't these statements enough to recognize that internally 
Rosemont / Augusta have technical problems and admits the negative consequences 
of the proposed Project. So, again, I ask why are we going through this?

Individual

7102 22 (13) (A2,P8, L63-65) 'the chances of the Rosemont project being built and 
successfully operational are small in comparison to the risks involved. It would be 
prudent for the company to divest itself of this project and move on to a project that 
has much less risk.' With Augusta acknowleging the project is doomed, why is this 
proceeding?

Individual

7110 17 How can Augusta Resources be considered a viable company, to operate this mine 
let alone do it in a responsible manner? Why is the Forest Service even considering 
this a possibility?

Individual

7134 31 9. Augusta Resources, the owner of the Rosemont project, recently had an infusion 
of capital from a non-US corporation. It is not known whether these funds are 
limited, what the commitment is, and whether conditions to the funding could 
jeopardize Augusta's ability to proceed with the project. If Augusta should be unable 
to complete the promised work on the Rosemont project, the environmental 
conditions that would exist after such abandonment could be catastrophic. The FS 
needs to fully evaluate Augusta's ability to complete this project and adhere to all 
requirements, including mitigation and reclamation.

Business

7151 24 Mine Design
The mine plan proposes various new techniques that are claimed to be 
environmentally sensitive, such as a "dry stacking tailings" method. This method has 
been used in Chile. However, the concern is that this method has not been 
thoroughly tested in this climate regime.
What were the results of that application?
How much water was actually used?
What are the climate characteristics of that site and how does it compare with the 
climate conditions at the Rosemont Mine site?
Where else besides Chile has this dry stack tailings technique been used?
What were the results at those locations?
Has this technique been successful on a scale as large as the proposed mine?
How much additional water would be required if dry stacking does not work?
Where would the additional water come from?
How much additional land area would be required for the tailings?
How would this impact the rest of the mine design, processing and land use?
How would the mine design and feasibility change if dry stacking is not possible?

Organization
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7155 4 We also have grave concerns about the supposed profitability and feasibility of this 
proposed mine. Augusta, a company that has never operated an open-pit copper 
mine, has repeatedly changed its proposal since first putting it forth, offering 
misleading financial analysis and conflating claims of possible mineral resources 
with proven reserves. The difference in these legally defined terms may be obscured 
from their shareholders, but no rational analysis of this proposed action can proceed 
without the clearest possible assessment of the likelihood that it is a serious and 
responsible proposal. Augusta has also suggested techniques such as dry tailings that 
have never been tried in a region with the meteorology and other characteristics of 
Rosemont. It is one thing to float such schemes and propaganda in the media in an 
attempt to curry public favor for the project, but entirely another to present them to a 
federal agency as a factual basis for a NEPA analysis.

Organization

7192 14 As far as contaminants from the mining process itself, Augusta claims that it will 
take precautions to "'avoide, confine, and contain' all potential pollution sources at 
all stages of the mine development." While this is a lofty goal, the success rate of 
even modern mines at preventing such contaminations has been abysmal-partly 
because even the best plans fail under extreme or unexpected conditons. We do not 
doubt that Augusta will engineer protective devices such as berms and dams to 
withstand normal levels of flood flows and other expected disturbances. However, 
recent local events-e.g. unprecendented debris flows at the Coronado National 
Memorial, Sabino Canyon and throughout the Catalina Mountains-highlight the fact 
that this region experiences natural disturbances that no engineering has been able to 
contain. Bringing additional toxins into such an area, as Augusta has proposed is 
irresponsible and should not be allowed.

Organization

7202 1 1. Regarding the proposed Tailings Dry-Stack technology; is there a large mine in 
the arid Southwest where this technology has been successfully utilized? The Santa 
Rita Mountains are too precious to be used as a "guinea pig" for experimental and 
unproven mining technology. What are the fail-safe alternatives if this technology 
won't work? How quickly can they be implemented and what are the long-term 
effects of these alternatives?

Individual

7253 77 MINE DESIGN/FEASIBILITY STUDY
The mine plan proposes various new techniques that are claimed to be 
environmentally sensitive, such as a "dry stack tailings" method. This method has 
been used in Chile. However, the concern is that this method had not been 
thoroughly tested in this climate regime.
-What were the results of the application?
-How much water was actually used?
-What are the climate characteristics of that site and how does it compare with the 
climate conditions at the Rosemont Mine site?
-Where else besides Chile has this dry stack tailings technique been used?
-What were the results at those locations?
-Has this technique been successful on a scale as large as the proposed mine?

Organization
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7253 79 MINE DESIGN/FEASIBILITY STUDY
The mine plan proposes various new techniques that are claimed to be 
environmentally sensitive, such as a "dry stack tailings" method. This method has 
been used in Chile. However, the concern is that this method had not been 
thoroughly tested in this climate regime.
-What were the results of the application?
-How much water was actually used?
-What are the climate characteristics of that site and how does it compare with the 
climate conditions at the Rosemont Mine site?
-Where else besides Chile has this dry stack tailings technique been used?
-What were the results at those locations?
-Has this technique been successful on a scale as large as the proposed mine?
-How much additional water would be required if dry stacking does not work?
-Where would the additional water come from?
-How much additional land area would be required for the tailings?
-How would this impact the rest of the mine design, processing and land use?
-How would the mine design and feasibility change if dry stacking is not possible?

Organization

7275 7 I reminded an Augusta consultant that dry-stacking to conserve water has never been 
attempted on large scale in this country and asked him what would happen if it 
doesn't work. He said, "Then Rosemont doesn't have a mine". I said that it was a very 
big risk to depend so much on something so experimental. If it doesn't work, we 
could be left with a failed mine and all that goes with it.

I expect the next feasibility study will be about driving a haulage tunnel through the 
mountain for Rosemont's trucks. After all, they're talking about using Santa Rita 
Road to haul ore concentrate and probably other things.

Individual

7313 5 1. Who is going to administer or provide oversight of Augusta/Rosemont for the 
operation of the mine over its twenty-year lifetime? How will they, their partners, 
subcontractors, and successors be held accountable for the promises and 
commitments being made now and ultimately relied upon for the future? Will any of 
the principals of Augsta be held personally responsible for the proper operations of 
the mine? If so, who will personally guarantee the proper operation of the mine and 
what will be the penalty for failure to do so? If no one will be held accountable, then 
why should this be allowed to happen?

Individual

7340 4 Agusta has not track record in minning and the minning idustry has a dismal 
eniromental record.

Individual

7348 10 B) The new techniques that will be used to reduce water use and prevent pollution of 
the aquifer have not been shown to work as described. For example the non-
permeable clay liner proposed for the Rosemont mine has been in use at the Green 
Creek mine in Alaska for several years. The most resent aquatic study done on 
salmon downstream of this mine shows elevated levels of metals in the fish and an 
overall decrease in the fish population suggesting that seepage from the mine tailings 
is occurring.

Individual
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7348 17 C) The mine will be operating on the edge of economic feasibility. Any fall in the 
price of copper will likely close it before 20 years. Even if that doesn't occur this 
open pit mine will scar and pollute that Santa Ritas and all adjacent areas 
PERMANENTLY, in exchange for a very minimal, temporary and uncertain dollar 
additon to the local economy.

Individual

7367 1 Neither Augusta Resources nor Rosemont Copper have any previous experience 
operating a mine.

Individual

7379 13 Asarco has been in operation for 100 years and is now in bankruptcy court, having 
left a trail of toxic waste throughout the U.S. Can we expect anything less from 
Augusta Resources, which has never operated a mine and has no track record?

A recent "Vancouver Sun" article stated that "Chinese companies are looking to buy 
mining resources anywhere and everywhere, especially Canadian mining companies 
with assets outside Canada." Would Rosemont be sold to the Chinese?

Individual

7420 11 Who is running the Company? What is their background, longevity and 
demonstrated level of commitment of the Company? Full biograhies, including 
detailed job descriptions, achievements, reasons for leaving previous jobs, 
compensation, other corporate affiliations and potential conflicts of interest should 
have been provided to the Forest Service along with the Mining Plan of Operations 
for review. Extensive research discovered the following: According to Augusta’s 
Annual Information Form dated March 1, 2007, the Company’s success depends in 
large part on its five key executives and many of these individuals are running the 
company on a part-time basis while managing other business interests, which may 
result in certain conflicts of interests. Augusta goes on to state that while the laws of 
Canada require directors and officers to act in good faith and in the best interest of 
its shareholders, in conflict of interest situations, they may owe the same duty to 
another company and need to balance competing obligations and liabilities of their 
actions. There is no assurance that our company will receive priority in all cases. For 
example, Mr. Gil Clausen, CEO, Augusta Resources, is also a director of Jaguar 
Mining. Futhermore, although an article in Forbes Magazine reported that he has 
broad experience working in the mining industry, it also showed how he has changed 
companies three times in the past nine years. No statements were made regarding his 
accomplishments at any of these companies or why he left. But is is reasonable to 
conclude that this track record does not demonstrate corporate commitment or 
longevity.

Individual
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7420 13 Then there is Sumitomo Corporation which owns at least 8% of the Company. 
According proceedings brought before the United States Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission, Sumitomo’s Head Copper Trader was charged in 1996 of 
attempting to manipulate the copper futures markets. Although Sumitomo contended 
that the actions taken by its Head Trader were taken without its knowledge or 
authorization, the Commission made no findings with regard to that contention. On 
the contrary, it stated, in pursuing the course of action set forth above, Sumitomo 
attempted to manipulate and did manipulate the upward price of copper in interstate 
commerce and for future delivery  on or subject to the rules of the market, in 
violation of Sections 6(c), 6(d), and 9(a)(2) of the Act, 7U.S.C.&9, 13(a)(2).  Could 
this happen again? No one knows for sure, but considering that Sumitomo 
Corporation is a major player in the worldwide copper market, considering that 
Rosemont Copper is the only subsidiary of Augusta Resources and that its main 
product is copper, considering that neither Company has any track record of 
production or profits, considering that ket management has only a short tenure with 
the Company, considering that the insidious cost of inflation is outpacing the price of 
copper, considering that Harbinger Corporation has a reported reputation for trying 
to take over companies it invests in, considering that there are billions of dollars to 
be made with no risk if the Company is sold to the highest bidder, it is a possibility 
that should be weighed.

Individual

7420 16 Our country and its taxpaying citizens like me can ill afford to foot the bill to clean 
up yet another mess created by the rock-rock mining industry. This is particularly 
distressing since the Applicant for the proposed project is a novice in the mining 
industry, with virtually no relevant experience other than attracting investors and 
raising capitol.

Individual

7429 14 If Augusta were serious about this project, with a proposed life of 20 years, why 
would they base their plan on finding affordable toll smelting when there are other, 
cheaper, alternatives available? Given the speed with which mining technology has 
changed in recent decades, and the economic and compliance issues facing the few 
remaining Arizona smelters, it is conceivable that none will be in operation 15 to 20 
years from now. 

A careful review of the Mine Plan may reveal more instances of quick and easy 
shortcut decisions that are not realistic.

Individual

7469 11 SOLUTIONS:
3) If ever a new copper mine was truly needed, it would be necessary to research and 
find the best company to do it. Augusta Resources is without a track record in copper 
mining and has a questionable reputation at best.

Individual

7549 4 The fact that the Augusta Corporation is not a mine company and they will be 
depended upon to deliever on their promises to utilize state of the art techonology.

Individual

7565 5 This entire concept of mining in the Santa Ritas, by a new and untested company 
using groundwater that is in short supply, with a reclamation plan that is 
underfunded and poorly planned should be outright rejected by the US Forest 
Service.

Individual
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7583 7 Mines, in the past, have left eye sores and pollution. Augusta, who has never 
constructed or operated an open pit copper mine before, will be no different - no 
matter what they say. They can't be trusted. After all, they paid people to attend one 
of the Forest Service open houses. Pretty untrustworthy, if you ask me.

Individual

7586 5 The Forest Service is well-positioned to truth-test the outcomes of modern mining 
starts and their success or failure in having a benign environmental impact. How 
often have recent mines fulfilled the promise of their reclamation calims in the real-
world? Please look into the record regarding the long-term water and air-quality from 
dry-stack tailings, pit lakes, leach pads, and reagent and diesel storage tanks, as well 
as the successof tailings re-vegetation in modern mines that had previously been 
approved through a NEPA analysis. Please take into account also the degree of 
mining experience and the track-record of the Augusta Resource Corporation in your 
assessment of their capability to achieve a benign reclamation.

Individual

7590 11 Does Augusta have a proven record of mining without undue environmental hard or 
impact or are we their first effort?

Individual

7597 3 The price of COPPER has put Augusta in a position, to where they believe can 
operate a coppe MINE and make BILLIONS, even though they have never attempted 
this before.

Individual

7613 3 Moreover, there are additional points of concern:
Has it been well established that dry-stacked tailings won't leak acidic, metallic, or 
radioactive pollutants now or in the future?
--That native plants can be grown on their surface?
-- That the amount of topsoil removed and stored for this purpose will be sufficient 
as a growth medium?
--That the pit lake wont become a polluted sump?
--That contaminant-laced dust won't blow off the dry-tailings surface?
--That the leach pads will never leak?
--That the tailings heap will be mechanically stable in this heavily faulted area?
--That stormwater will not penetrate the tailings or overflow the compliance dam?
With what confidence can merely theoretical modelling show that surface and 
groundwater flow down-canyon won't be disrupted by mining?
--What guarantee is there that excess CAP water will be available for storage at Pima 
Mine Road recharge basin, or for delivery down the new CAP pipeline Augusta is 
negotiating to finance for Green Valley?
--Do the calculations of CAP supply take into account climate change?
--Do they consider that even present claims on Colorado River water exceed its 
recent average flow, with obligations to seven states, to the country of Mexico, to 
many Indian tribes to irrigation districts, to a host of municipalities (more jostling to 
be included all the time), and to the CAGRD for all the new developments it has 
certified?
--What reassurance is there for Sahuarita well-owners that Augusta pledges to drill 
deeper wells for them, when this will only increase their long-term pumping costs 
and pump up lower quality water?
--How can more mining water-use be justified in the Tucson AMA, which is on-track 
to miss its safe-yield goal as a whole, and to continue into more severe overdraft in 
the local area where Augusta proposes to withdraw their water?
--How much surety is there about the expected water demand of 5000 acre-feet per 
year for the relatively new technique of dry-stacking of tailings?

Individual
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7647 1 I am very concerned about the viability of the Augusta Corp. What happens if the 
company doesn't learn how to do what they said they would do? This company has 
no track record of mining.

Individual

7650 28 All financial commitments from Rosemont Copper must be insured by fully funded 
bonds.

Individual

8607 1 My husband, deceased, was chief mining engineer for Banner Mining Company. A 
graduate of college, School of Mines, degree in the University business degree. 
Banner's field office was in (inaudible.) He put the Rosemont mine together. He 
found it unfeasible to operate. They offered it to the county with the stipulation it be 
used for recreation. They turned it down, and it was sold to Anaconda in 1963. 
ANAMAX bought it in 1988. I understand that they lost their shirts. I know someone 
who was at the sale.

Individual

8628 2 The Augusta Mining Company does not have sufficient experience or capitalization 
to be trusted with possibly re dream what the creator bestowed on us originally.

Individual

8630 5 in such a fragile area of the Santa Rita Mountains, which is an absolutely beautiful 
area, I can't even imagine why we would entertain having an open pit mine just to 
damage the area when they're -- and also by a less experienced company.

Individual

8695 2 Their record in previous ventures by this company have not been such, and any kind 
of waste dumping on public land should not be allowed.

Individual

8797 2 Augusta needs to be more forthcoming about the financial background of its lead 
officers and about the true size and scope of this project, these people have never 
mined a thing. But they have gone belly up before. Better get more than a handshake 
and a nod, check out Cyber Com, Inc. This is going to be another boom and bust 
project that is going to leave our area devastated forever.

Individual

8856 4 I don't believe that issues have been touched. I would like to see the proposal of what 
their plans are for helping the environment from tearing it apart, the way that they 
will. IO believe this company has a bad track record. So I would like to get more 
information and have it available to the public. I don't think it's been publicized 
enough on what the damage is that can be done from this mine.

Individual

8862 3 My other concern with this Canadian company also is that they have had several 
other projects that have been questionable as far as environmental impact.

Individual

8898 1 Regarding the proposed Tailings Dry-Stack technology; is there a large mine in the 
arid Southwest where this technology has been successfully utilized? The Santa Rita 
Mountains are too precious to be used as a "guinea pig" for experimental and 
unproven mining technology. What are the fail-safe alternatives if this technology 
won't work? How quickly can they be implemented and what are the long-term 
effects of these alternatives?

Individual

8899 1 The response to items 27 of CNFS letter dated 10-19-2007, Temporary Shutdown 
Procedures is vague and insufficient at best. There are insufficient details with regard 
to procedures to be used for a temporary shut down in operations. Little to no detail 
is provided regarding the plan or procedure to be used in the event of an emergency 
situation.

Individual

10352 2 This company has no track record, is deceiving the public on the impact.Organization
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10609 1 The company proposing to mine here is slimly funded and does not have the 
resources to sustain the operation if there are difficulties.

Organization
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1983 8 I'm concerned about the traffic and its impact on air quality road noise and wear.Individual
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99

2 9 The Portland Cement mine approved in the Empire Mountains will also be sending 
Trucks onto SR 83.  What will the cumulative effect of Rosemont traffic and 
Portland's traffic have on safety?

35 2 If the mine is developed after the development of the MVUM, the FS should 
consider the cumulative impacts of the roads that can be anticipated from the project.

Individual

160 46 Moreover, the Portland Cement mine if approved in the Empire Mountains will also 
be sending heavy trucks onto SR83-the effects of the Mine's heavy-vehicle traffic 
and the cement mine's heavy-vehicle traffic on the safey of SR83 must be considered 
cumulatively.

1649 9 It is requested that the CUMULATIVE IMPACTS of all the new mining proposals 
in the area be considered in the EIS. Currently, in addition to the Rosemont Mine, 
there are several calcium carbonate/limestone mine proposals in the Davidson 
Canyon area, and several copper/silver mine proposals in the Patagonia Mountains, 
Canelo Hills and San Rafael Valley. All of these mines would use Highway 83 to 
transport their chemicals and explosives.

Individual

1653 5 We request that the CUMULATIVE IMPACTS of all the new mining proposals in 
the area be considered in the EIS. Currently, in addition to the Rosemont Mine, there 
are several calcium carbonate/limestone mine proposals in the Davidson Canyon 
area, and several copper/silver mine proposals in the Patagonia Mountains, Canelo 
Hills and San Rafael Valley. All of these mines would use Highway 83 (a designated 
scenic byway!) to transport their mined metals, chemicals, and explosives. Who is 
going to pay the additional maintenance cost on the poor highway? Pima County of 
State of Arizona?

Individual

1728 3 Cumulative Impacts of other new mining proposals in the area be considered in the 
EIS Currently there are several calcium- carbonate ( limestone mine proposals in the 
Davidson Canyon area, and several copper/silver mine proposals in the Patagonia 
Mountians, Canelo Hicks, San Rafael Valley. All of the mines could use Highway 83 
to transport ther vehicles even explosives.

Individual

1731 14 We need to be assured that long-term and cumulative impacts to our area be studied. 
There are several more mines being proposed in our area, in Davidson Canyon, for 
instance, that will impact the water flow, higway traffic, and the environment. Will 
multiple mining enterprises near our homes compound the effects on our lives and 
well-being and those of future generations?

Organization

2121 10 The additional heavy truck usage burden that Hwy. 83 would bear if Rosemont is put 
into operation would require a major multi-lane widening including building an 
interchange where the mine traffic entered Hwy. 83 and expanding the current 
interchange at the I-10 terminus. This would be a multi-million dollar effort. 
Rosemont should bear that burden not the taxpayers who would see no benefit but a 
lot more traffic hassles and delays.

Individual
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2147 8 Even if the NEPA process concludes (incredibly) that an open pit mine more than a 
mile wide, together with its thousands of acres of tailings and maintenance facilities, 
it is a foregone conclusion that its steady stream of ore trucks will make Scenic 
Highway 83 a hellish obstacle course.

Individual

2150 13 Who is going to pay for the maintenance of the road? I sure don't want it coming out 
of my tax dollars when I oppose these proposals in the first place!

Individual

2255 12 The types of motorists that use this highway are varied. We have commuters driving 
to and from Tucson, Rvs, Recreationalists pulling horse, ATV boat tailers. SCHOOL 
BUSES stopping, dropping off and picking up their precious cargo; at all different 
times due to Half day schedules Kindergarten and Pre-Schoolers. In addition we also 
have wide loads, Bicyclists, motorcycles all sharing the road!! An added bonus to 
drivers on SR83, we have smugglers transporting Human cargo or Narcotics and the 
subsquent chases with Pedestrians, U.D.A.'s running to and from on our state 
highway. Oh I almost forgot, Medavac Helicopters need the highway to land on 
SR83 transporting medical emergencies due either to neighbors with life threatening 
conditions and injured motorists! My spouse has been transported several times to 
area hospitals last year (2007). I have demonstrated that this highway are my 
neighbors and Our LIFELINE!!!!! I was told by Jamie Strugress VP augusta corp. 
stating "WE CAN DRIVE OUR TRUCKS ANYWHERE WE WANT" who am I to 
agrue.

Individual

2284 18 The Portland Cement mine approved in the Empire Mountains will also be sending 
Trucks onto SR83. What will the cumulative effect of Rosemont traffic and 
Portland's traffic have on safety?

Individual

2314 5 We request that the CUMULATIVE IMPACTS of all the new mining proposals in 
the area be considered in the EIS. Currently, in addition to the Rosemont Mine, there 
are several calcium carbonate/limestone mine proposals in the Davidson Canyon 
area, and several copper/silver mine proposals in the Patagonia Mountains, Canelo 
Hills and San Rafael Valley. All of these mines would use Highway 83 (a designated 
scenic byway!) to transport their mined metals, chemicals, and explosives. Who is 
going to pay the additional maintenance cost on the poor highway? Pima County of 
State of Arizona?

Individual

2337 9 Increased heavy truck traffic on local roads will increase highway accidents. Thereby 
causing more human injuries and fatalities on this narrow, winding road. Also there 
will be a probable increase of hazardous materials trucking accidents and spills. This 
increase in truck traffic and accidents would overwhelm the law enforcement and 
medical coverage of the Santa Cruz County Sheriff's Department, Pima Sheriff's 
Department, Sonoita Elgin Fire District and other local fire departments.

Individual

2354 11 And that concern doesn't even address the modifications that will have to be made to 
the road to support the truck traffic. Widening the road or modifying it in any 
substaintial way could change another aspect of the habitat. We don't need it or want 
it.

Individual
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2468 5 Please consider the cumulative impacts of all of the new mining proposals in the area 
in the EIS .... I am personally aware that Augusta is considering development of 
three other copper deposits immediately north and west of the proposed Rosemont 
project. Additionally, there are calcium carbonate/limestone and several 
copper/silver mine proposals in the offing in the Patagonia Mountains, Canelo Hills 
and the San Rafael Valley ... All of which would have to use Highway 83 for 
transportation of their chemicals and explosives. The cumulative impact of all of 
these, if approved, should definitely be considered!

Individual

2610 41 What are the cumalative impacts of adding yet anoyher mine in the Area on the roads,Individual

2647 5 In addition to the Rosemont Mine, there are several calcium carbonate/limestone 
mine proposals in the Davidson Canyon area, and several copper/silver mine 
proposals in the Patagonia Mountains, Canelo Hills and San Rafael Valley. All of 
these mines would use Highway 83 to transport

Individual

2671 6 Also, consider the estimated increase in traffic due to growth in the Tucson and Vail 
community populations projected in this timeframe.

Individual

2724 51 All of the mines would use Highway 83 to transport their chemicals and explosivesIndividual

7048 2 I would like the Forest Service consider the CUMULATIVE IMPACTS of all the 
new mining proposals in the area be included in the EIS.  Currently, in addition to 
the Rosemont Mine, there are several calcium carbonate/limestone mine proposals in 
the Davidson Canyon area, and several copper/silver mine proposals in the Patagonia 
Mountains, Canelo Hills and San Rafael Valley.  All of these mines would use 
Highway 83 to transport their chemical s and explosives.

Individual

7088 61 What are the cumulative impacts of the Rosemont traffic when expected population 
growth is factored in?  All supplies, including sulfuric acid and toxic volatile organic 
chemicals, will be trucked in daily.  Further, to calculate the daily loads of copper 
taken out on the road in 10 ton trucks.  Sulfide Ore at .6% of 27,000,000 tons= 
162,000 tons of copper per year = 450 tons per day, that is, forty-five 10-ton truck 
loads.  However, the concentrate is at best 50% copper- so twice that amount is 
ninety 10-ton truck loads per day.  In addition, there is 10,000,000 tons of oxide ore 
per year.  The percentage of copper expected to be in this oxide ore is not available 
at this time to calculate the number of additional truck loads to carry out the copper 
wafers.

Organization

7088 65 The railroads have asserted that the rail traffic in the area has already reached 
carrying capacity, which does not include any rail traffic caused by shipments of ore 
from the Rosemont mining operation.  The cumulative impacts of the additional, 
potential rail traffic from Rosemont mining operations must be analyzed, coupled 
with the other economic growth and associated increases in rail traffic expected 
throughout the life of the proposed mining operation, including the potential impacts 
of more rail lines and track needing to be developed along the various potential 
routes.

Organization
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7163 72 In addition to the economic and social concerns discussed above, these proposals 
raise significant environmental concerns. If the mines are developed, they would 
destroy extensive areas of habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the 
endangered jaguar; degrade air quality; produce significant amounts of greenhouse 
gas emissions; drawdown aquifers, contaminate ground and surface water supplies; 
negatively impact scenic views; increase traffic on scenic and commuter highways; 
and eliminate current recreational use by a broad-cross section of local residents and 
visitors alike.

Organization

7202 5 5. What are the cumulative impacts of adding yet another mine in this area on the 
roads, utilities, tourism, emergency services, noise and air pollution? How will the 
expense of additional services be allocated?

Individual

7316 20 e.�What will the cumulative impacts be if both the Augusta Mine activities and the 
Portland Cement mine are using SR 83?

Organization

7411 8 Traffic- The MPO estimate of truck trips/hour or day or week with no mitigation 
plan for Hwy 83 leaves the public to draw their own conclusions about impact. All 
potential traffic on Hwy 83 needs to be quantified and projected over a minimum of 
20 years to accurately assess the impact of mine traffic.

Individual

7451 6 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
10. Cumulative traffic impacts from the 3 proposed Limestone mines north of the 
proposed Rosemont Copper mine using SR 83

Individual

7453 6 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
10. Cumulative traffic impacts from the 3 proposed Limestone mines north of the 
proposed Rosemont Copper mine using SR 83

Individual

7487 6 Also, consider the estimated increase in traffic due to growth in the Tucson and Vail 
community populations projected in this timeframe.

Individual

7493 8 My other concerns are:
The increased traffic on Highway 83 from this and the other proposed mines in the 
vicinity. My concerns involve safety, and the increased maintenance of the road due 
to the heavy volume of traffic.

Individual

7504 106 Sulfuric Acid Leaching Processing:
The Rosemont Plan, page v, states that they will also be using acid leaching.  This 
processing method has the advantage that it does not require tailings impoundments.  
However, it does use large amounts of sulfuric acid.  After the sulfuric acid is used 
and processed it is returned to large ponds from which it is recylcled.  Although 
lined, these ponds are open and very toxic.

Sulfuric acid is brought in on railroad tankers at Sierrita, and ore and cooper are 
moved out on railroad cars.  Railroads are essential to copper mining, Actually, we 
have copper mining to thank for our railroad system  in Arizona.  How will the 
sulfuric acid, ore for smelting, and copper fro melectro-winning be transported out of 
this area?  How many trucks will it take to haul the stuff back and forth?  What are 
the cumulative impacts and risks?

7508
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7504 114 What are the cumulative impacts of the Rosemont traffic when expected population 
growth is factored in?  All supplies, including sulfuric acid and toxic volatile organic 
chemicals, will be trucked in daily.  Further, to calculate the  daily loads of copper 
taken out on the road in 10 ton trucks.  Sulfide Ore at .6% of 27,000,000 tons = 
162,000 tons of copper per year = 450 tons per day, that is, forty-five 10-ton truck 
loads.  However, the concentrate is at best 50% copper - so twice that amount is 
ninety 10-truck loads per day.  In addition, there is 10,000,000 tons of oxide ore per 
year.  The percentage of copper expected to be in this oxide ore is not available at 
this time to calculate the number of additional truck loads to carry out the copper 
wafers.

7508

7504 124 The railroads have asserted that the rail traffic in the area has already reached 
carrying capacity, which does not include any rail traffic caused by shipments of ore 
from the Rosemont mining operation.  The cumulative impacts of  the additional, 
potential rail traffic from Rosemont mining operations must be analyzed, coupled 
with the other economic growth and associated increases in rail traffic expected 
throughout the life of the proposed mining operation, including the potential impacts 
of more rail lines and track needing to be developed along the various potential 
routes.

7508

7504 128 What are the amounts of ammonium nitrate that will be stored on-site at the 
Rosemont mining operation, and the hazards associated with this on-site storage of 
ammonium nitrate, as well as the potential cumulative hazards and impacts of the 
transportation of these explosives to the site?

7508

7551 5 The cumulative effect of the 4 proposed mines in the Santa Rita/Empire mountains 
needs to be considered. It is not just Rosemont seeking to use Highway 83 for 
trucking and transport. Cal Portland Cement is applying for a cement plant off Old 
Sonoita Hwy and the SEAL mine leases have been renewed. What a travesty to an 
area that is designated as part of the Sonoran Desert Conservation plan that Pima 
County voters overwhelmingly supported. The historic Arizona Trail traverses Hwy 
83 and Old Sonoita Hwy. Directly in the mining plan space is the designation of 
Santa Rita Recreation Area. How can ANYONE support mining in THIS area - 
please seek NO Action.

Individual

7582 2 We request that the CUMULATIVE IMPACTS of all the new mining proposals in 
the area be considered in the EIS. Currently, in addition to the Rosemont Mine, there 
are several calcium/limestone mine proposals in Davidson Canyon area, and several 
copper/silver mine proposals in the Patagonia Mountains, Canelo Hills and San 
Rafael Valley. All of these mines would use Highway 83 to transport their chemicals 
and explosives.

Individual

7598 6 consider the estimated increase in traffic due to growth in Tucson and Vail 
community populations projected in this timeframe.

Individual

7812 14 Increased traffic and related levels of service and public safety on State Highway 83, 
Interstate 10, Interstate 19, and all other major roads resulting from the combination 
of continued urbanization of greater Tucson metropolitan area as well as 
southeastern Pima County/Northeastern and Eastern Santa Cruz County (Sonoita, 
Elgin, Patagonia);

Individual
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7812 23 Similarly, the cumulative impacts of mining within the Coronado National Forest/ 
Nogales District would extend from the proposed mine to the southern end of the 
Santa Rita Mountains, a "crow-flies" distance of approximately 30 miles. Bisbee 
mining operations are located 50 miles to the southeast. On the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mountains, the extensive mining operations at Green Valley are within a 
25 mile radius.

Due to the high volume of vehicular traffic related to the proposed project, the 
commuter-shed should include cumulative impacts on the vehicular circulation 
system linking Patagonia to east Tucson via Sonoita and Vail, and including 
Interstate 10. Similarly, cumulative air quality impacts will adversely impact a 
similar geographic area, thus the area of analyses for direct cumulative impacts 
should be defined by a 30-mile radius at a minimum. Finally, the socioeconomic 
impacts on the rural economies of the sub-region also suggest that a 30-mile radius 
should be used for cumulative impact analyses.

Individual

8902 1 What are the cumulative impacts of adding yet another mine in this area on the 
roads, utiliteis, tourism, emergency sevices, noise and air pollution? How will the 
expense of additional services be allocated?

Individual

General
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1 5 I am primarily concerned about the design and implementation of a suitable 
monitoring plan which addresses impacts of any road building activities to make the 
project site accessible.

Individual

2 20 Will passing lanes be installed anywhere along SR 83 to allow traffic to pass slower 
moving trucks?

24 25 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.

43 18 Economic Impacts: How much time we will lose with extra commute time on 
Sonoita Highway--Cost when our windshields are chipped, even if the loads are 
tarped, there will be debris in the semi tires or when people try to pass.

Individual

156 2 Please save the Santa Ritas, our scenic, beneficial, ecological, way-of-life supporting 
local mountain range that is a part of our culture, our hertiage, and our local human 
ecology & economy.

160 19 COMMENT 2: AIR, NOISE, TRAFFIC, AND LIGHT POLLUTION BY THE 
MINE ARE CERTAIN.

160 44 The U. S. Interstate-10 Marsh Station railroad bridge must be modified to permit 
passage of oversized loads on Interstate-10 which are currently being rerouted to 
SR83. This will eliminate oversized loads on SR83 and avoid a compounding of 
dangerous traffic congestion involving both oversized loads and heavy truck traffic 
arriving at and departing the Mine. Passing lanes must be added on SR83 to allow 
normal traffic to safely pass the hundreds of slower-moving trucks daily.
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160 49 Further and independent studies must be conducted to determine the expected 
change in road maintenance costs and the expected change in traffic accident, injury, 
and death rates on Arizona Scenic Highway 83 due to increased traffic congestion 
from the Mine.

160 50 Within the next 20-year period it is highly likely that the Federal Government and 
the State of Arizona will adopt significantly higher mileage requirements for all 
forms of motor vehicles in light of energy supplies and costs along with climate 
change considerations. These requirements will clearly affect the proposed project, 
and the traffic, circulation impact section of the Draft EIS should address the 
implications of these considerations on the operation of the proposed project.

160 53 Mitigation:    A large number of traffic mitigation measures exist, including, but not 
limited to the following list of "illustrative" measures; note that these measures 
should be provided by Augusta, and should not involve public monies:    Improve 
the interchange at Highway 83 and U.S. Interstate 10 to accommodate the levels and 
types of equipment necessary to sustain the proposed project over its anticipated 
lifetime; such measures must first and foremost address considerations of public 
safety;    Improve the interchange at Kolb Road (access point to the Port of Tucson) 
and U.S. Interstate-10 to accommodate the levels and types of equipment necessary 
to sustain the proposed project over its anticipated lifetime; such measures must first 
and foremost address considerations of public safety;      Improve the intersections at 
all roads serving residential properties along SR83 to accommodate the levels and 
types of equipment necessary to sustain the proposed project over its anticipated 
lifetime; such measures must first and foremost address considerations of public 
safety.    Provide additional driving lanes on Highway 83 between mile marker 44 
and U.S. Interstate 10;     Require car pooling for employees;    Establish split-shifts 
to reduce peak-hour traffic;     Suspend travel operations during the morning and 
evening commute periods and during travel times for all school buses.

160 99 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause traffic pollution.

1526 2 Keep mine traffic off Box Canyon Rd.Individual

1547 5 How will the ore be transported? If truck transport how much pollution will be added 
to the environment, and how much percious oil will be consumed?

Individual

1580 6 What will be the traffic impact on Sahuarita roads?Individual

1593 3 traffic of heavy trucks on roadsIndividual

1614 6 What is the Big truck going to do to highway 83. I think this is going o destroy our 
commute to and from town.

Individual

1615 4 I sent an e-mail already to Bev outlining all of the serious consequences that will 
resolt if this mine goes through.
Safety, health, tourism, property values, shutting down of Hwy 83, water depletion-
all negative.

Individual

1620 6 My primary concerns are:
Serious traffic issues on Hwy 83

Individual

1627 1 Has ADOT approved use of HWY 83/ access rd?Individual
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1628 4 I did not move to a rural area to see our roads poisonedIndividual

1633 4 This mine will ruin the area. Traffic are all real scenarios.Individual

1652 1 I would like to see all the mine roads paved to control dust without using water or 
chemicals.

Individual

1677 4 Will the I-10/83 interchange be reconfigured?Individual

1686 1 Concered about the road, highway access in the areaIndividual

1703 3 Deleterious and dangerous reasults to grownd water, traffic safety, and travel times, 
wild life habitat, soil and water pollution and permanent damage to the tourism-
based economy of South Pima and Santa Cruz counties.

Individual

1712 2 Cieneca Project just became law, and now this mine is to go in the middle of scenic 
83?

Individual

1724 2 Along I-10 they would have to take Rita Rd, Kolb Rd, or Alvernon
Kolb Rd between I-!0 and Valencia has two new housing developments planned as 
well as UA's Conference Center
Between Alvernon and Kold is new housing on both sides of I-10
Alvernon is Industrial for the most part
Houghton is not usable to get across bridge over rail roads and currently being 
designated for Scenic Route

Individual

1741 8 Hwy 83 is A narrow mountain Road  All wide load trucks currently need police 
escort - this is untenable for mine operations -

Individual

1742 4 Currently a train whistle can be heard for our 6 miles Blasting and heavy equipment 
contained within this narrow valley will be diruptive to homeowners in the area and 
will negatively affect recreational use of Highway 83.

Individual

1750 3 There is a passable road that runs from Rosemont thru the Santa Rita to a railroad 
spur at Sahuarita!

Individual

1760 3 How is this mine going to impact the highways and roads that Vail School Buses 
take children on?

Individual

1761 1 who will pay for the infrastructure to carry the heavy vehicles in and out of the mine?Individual

1770 2 I am concerned about the impact of heavy truck Traffic widening of Hwy 83, the 
toxic leaching from the tailings into our groundwater supplies, the pumping of 
Groundwater from the Sahuarita area, the noise pollution, effect on the wildlife, the 
scenic beauty of our Forest.

Individual

1771 2 The negative impact on SR 83 - 18 wheeler trucks plus trucks carry hazerdous 
materials

Individual

1784 5 Impact on traffic issues..Individual

1812 3 Make a Road directly off of Hw10- where trucks already drive!!Individual

1813 2 If you go ahead with this mine- then, build a road directly from Highway 10 that 
does not come any where near Highway 83.

Individual
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1836 8 We are land owners, pay our taxes, and this will take away our road conditions and 
traffic.

Individual

1836 11 I use Box Canyon to get to Sonoita Highway and this will be restricted with the mine.Individual

1894 7 How will Rosemont transport the ore out of our area? Trucks? Who pays for the 
roads and their upkeep? Railroad? Who pays for a new line? How much?

Individual

1911 4 Ore trucks would be using the Sonoita Highway, which would be not only dangerous 
but would force the county to upgrade the roads.

Individual

1919 4 Will the state of AZ build another road?Individual

1934 5 I am further concerned about he noise & polution of the large manufacturing/mining  
equipment- in our area and on our roads. Again, these foreigners have no 
consideration for our roads as they pay no taxes- state or federal

Individual

1940 3 I  concerned about water, but also traffic.Individual

1944 6 Traffic would be negatively impacted.Individual

1949 5 Road widening and straightening will be necessary to accommodate the very large 
trucks associated with mining

Individual

1961 8 Because Highway 83 is a narrow, winding and scenic road, widening or upgrading it 
would severely damage the beauty and disturb wildlife and dessert plants that grow 
along it. There are many dwellings along Sahuarita Road that would be negatively 
impacted by alterations to the roads as well as by traffic from heavy trucks.

Individual

1964 17 Furthermore, they worry that the higher density of traffic that would result from the 
opening of the Rosemeont Mine would increase congestion on the roads, lead to 
higher taxes, more automobile accidents, and cut pople off from access to jobs, 
health care, education, shopping, and recreation in Tucson.

Individual

2088 6 Considering permanent damage to traffic problems it is unfathomable that another 
copper mine would even be considered.

Individual

2106 6 There will be an obvious need for very heavy duty transportation of equipment into 
the area in order to equip and sustain the proposed mine.This requirement will 
increase incrementally as the operation proceeds.Existing roadways and highways 
cannot sustain such traffic and I know of no plans to improve or augment these.

Individual

2117 4 We are concerned about the problems of traffic of mine related operations.Individual

2121 12 You must solve the Hwy 83 traffic issue before approving the Rosemont mine.Individual

2137 1 The first comment regards the logistics of the location. Unlike other mines in 
Arizona, for instance the one north of San Manuel, they are located in remote areas 
with little traffic and congestion. The mining vehicles have all the space they need, 
for roads and storage areas. The Rosemont mine is located in a more highly 
developed area.

Individual

2157 3 The mine will increase traffic.Individual
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2195 8 What about I83? Say good-bye to that nice pleasant country road and say hello to a 
busy, dusty freeway loaded up with heavy truck traffic.

Individual

2218 17 Furthermore, they worry that the higher density of traffic that would result from the 
opening of the Rosemeont Mine would increase congestion on the roads, lead to 
higher taxes, more automobile accidents, and cut pople off from access to jobs, 
health care, education, shopping, and recreation in Tucson.

Individual

2255 1 We use SR83 to commute and will be addressing the use of this highway by the 
mine, its employees, numerous vendors, dangerous HAZ-MAT and Ore shipments to 
a rail spur for shipment. I was quite surprised, why the mine would use a narrow, 
windy two lane state highway with almost nonexistent highway shoulders as it's 
primary access.

Individual

2255 3 WE cannot not choose to ignore these additional mines and how they will IMPACT 
the motoring public as well!

Individual

2265 12 Mining trucks and school buses on State Road 83. Current observations are showing 
incompatibility of these two forms of transportation. At the currently allowed speed 
of 55 miles school buses and mining trucks have almost no room to spare. The logic 
would be to reduce the speed was it not that the mining trucks tend to drive at speed 
well in excess of 55 miles as hour already. What will be done to take care of this 
current concern?

Individual

2265 28 Sahuarita road is local road connecting route 83 with Interstate 19. This road is by 
no means able to accommodate mining traffic. Will this road be used for mining-
traffic and if so will a study be completed detailing the impact and will it be subject 
to public comments?

Individual

2284 14 Will passing lanes be installed anywhere along SR83 to allow traffic to pass slower 
moving trucks?

Individual

2288 14 The Rosemont Copper Mine is in direct conflict with the local and recreational 
traffic on Hwy 83. Mine traffic is not compatible with current and other planned 
usage.

Individual

2299 8 All bridges and roads where possible large truck travel need to be well marked with 
load limits; this is not currently done in many locations; or, if load limits are posted 
they are sometimes posted distant from the bridge to be crossed.

Individual

2299 9 According to Vail residents, the intersection of I-10 traffic, frontage road traffic, and 
old Sonoita highway traffic is currently very confusing. This interchange needs to be 
redesigned to handle the large increase in traffic volume or truck traffic needs to be 
routed away from this area. This may require bi-pass, widen of the road, or the 
planning and construction of a new interchange.

Individual

2305 16 Rosemont is building an access road west of the mine site. They should also build 
their own private road from the site intersection with SR 83 that intersects I10 away 
from residences. In twenty years they can sell it to Pima County, as part of the I10 
Bypass they feel is necessary.

Individual
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2351 3 Our second concern is the traffic on Hwy 83. If the mine goes in, the mining 
company should be required to pay for Hwy 83 to be 4 lanes wide from I-10 to the 
next mile exit. This is the ONLY solution for traffic. PRIOR to any mining activity, 
the road must be 4 lanes!

Individual

2352 2 I became concerned when I was told that a huge mining project had been proposed 
for this area. I have seen other mining operations in Arizona over the years that I 
have been out there. I even worked for Magma Copper when I lived out there in the 
70's. I know that these large operations have large impcts on everything in the area 
where they are placed. Not just impacts on wildlife, but also roads, water tables, air 
quality, increased noise levels from operations, and light pollution. All of these 
things have direct impacts on quality of life for all creatures both human and 
otherwise.

Individual

2386 7 Aside from potential traffic jams caused by mine trucks encountering frequent wide 
loads on SR 83, we suffer frequent cracks in our car windshields due to Arizona's 
use of chip sealing instead of true asphalt for road surfacing.  In 18 years of living in 
the Washington, DC area, I never once had to replace a car windshield due to a stone 
kicked up by a car or truck.  We have now lived in Arizona for 18 years, and have 
replaced about four windshields and will soon have to replace antoher with a crack 
caused by a stone kicked up by a truck.
If I have to follow a constant stream of mine trucks into Tucson every day, not only 
will it slow down my commute, but it will increase my car insurance rates (and those 
of everyone else in Arizona) because of increased windshield replacement rates from 
truck-induced stone damage.

Individual

2387 5 There are many reasons to oppose the proposed Rosemont Copper Project including 
excessive and abusive use of Scenic Highway 82/83 by the mine haul trucks.

Individual

2405 1 Also, attached is a CD with information on oversized load permits for Arizona SR83. 
I have also provided the data that verifies my accident statistics. All data was 
provided by the Arizona Department of Transportation.

Individual

2405 7 At a minimum, the study should consider: 
Redesign of the I-10/Highway 83 interchange.

Individual

2405 9 At a minimum, the study should consider: 
Improvements to I-10 to eliminate the need to use Highway 83 for oversized and 
overweight loads.

Individual

2405 11 At a minimum, the study should consider: 
Access for rescue helicopters should be considered.

Individual

2424 2 I'm against this mining situation. I'm concerned about the big trucks. Just say no! 
They can go mine their own land.

Individual

2431 10 Do not allow R.C. Mine Project because:
5. traffic problems will result if mine allowed

Individual
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2440 20 5) Other factors, as the impact on the Cienega watershed both from extraction and 
toxic pollution and the proposed water extraction from the northern side of the Santa 
Ritas on Tucson( Department of Hydrology University of Arizona), the further 
impact of road building though the Santa Ritas, the road safety issues and expense 
for road improvement that will be created on highway 83 from the heavy truck traffic 
and increase traffic in general( Arizona Department of Transportation), and the 
decrease attractiveness of the area to recreational users and these economic losses 
must be factored into the impact statement.

Individual

2470 25 How much forest will will be lost for the roadways this project will require? How 
safe will they be for wildlife? Hwy. 83 is not equipped to handle explosives, 
hazardous materials, large equipment, and constant truck traffic. It will need to be 
made into a four lane highway, with what impact to wildlife movement and mortality 
rates?

Individual

2470 30 How much ore will be moved by truck daily?Individual

2473 11 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:
There will be new roads

Individual

2483 5 Furthermore, the folks in the upper 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 a hardship for anyone required to travel on 83. 
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.

Individual

2484 12 My opposition is based on the following objections:
Traffic will be increased in the area surrounding the mine as well as for a huge swath 
of southern Arizona.

Individual

2492 5  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.

Individual

2495 1 What impact will traffic from mine have on local residents and tourists?  Bicycle 
riders, runners, motor cycle riders etc.

Individual

2496 1 What impact will traffic from the mine have on local residents and tourist? Bicycle 
riders, runners, motorcycles riders, etc.

Individual

2503 3 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.

Individual

2510 8 Why I am opposed to mining in the Santa Ritas 5. Serious Traffic problemsIndividual

2565 11 3) All of the costs of this project should be quantified whether the fall within the 
narrow definition of cost in the NEPA process so the decision can be place in proper 
context.

These costs include a dramatic loss in land values in the surrounding area, a probable 
need to improve Route 83 beyond that included in the project, a need to build a new 
bridge over I10 so wide loads will not need to go around via Route 83, and loss in 
tourist revenue.

Individual
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2565 13 4) The project needs to specifically exclude Route 82 as a transportation road.

Before connecting with Route 83, Route 82 goes through two communities, a nature 
conservancy and three schools, and they should not be subject to the risks of toxic 
chemicals and waste (Mexico is believed to be the low cost producer for chemical 
ingredients).

Individual

2592 35 Alternatives need to be evaluated to limit any risks associated with the proposed 
project. For example, to limit risks related to vehicular traffic heavy truck traffic 
could be restricted to times such as 9 PM to 6 AM when there is minimal local or 
tourist traffic or State Route 83 could be straightened and widened from Interstate 10 
to the project area.

Individual

2593 99 Table 6 from the mining plan is difficult to understand, but seems to identify 18 trips 
per hour, 7 days a week, to be scheduled to avoid morning, afternoon and shift 
change traffic on Hwy 83. According to the Vail School District, buses are on Scenic 
Highway 83 from 6:18 am thru 1:20 pm and from 3:12 pm thru 7:15 pm five days a 
week for a total of 7 hours in the morning and another 4 in the afternoon/evening - 
11 hours/day. If the mining company schedules their trucks to avoid this traffic, that 
allows them less than 2 hours during the day, and night time hours from about 7:15 
pm to 6:18 am, Monday through Friday, not counting for their shift change traffic. 
We request that this schedule be included in the preferred alternative, for safety of 
the school children who use the school buses or are driven to school on Highway 83.

Organization

2599 15 Detailed, impartial studies of the adverse impacts to AZ83, and to residents and 
business concerns that rely on that route to gain access/egress from the region must 
be completed and the results included in the DEIS.

Individual

2600 3 Will the taxpayers of AZ be happy to re-build a road for a foreign country? I think 
not.

Individual

2610 38 Employees of the mine and their families: What is the impact of these additional 
people on transportation?

Individual

2617 35 Does Augusta plan or expect to widen Hwy 83?Individual

2638 4 I do want to convey, as strongly as possible my concerns about this project. These 
include access routes

Individual

2658 10 Reduced hunter access to the northern part of Unit 34A, especially as the unpaved 
Santa Rita Road is being considered as an alternate transportation corridor for mine 
operations.  That road bisects high quality quail hunting land in the northern end of 
the Santa Rita Experimental Range, and any increase in the flow of traffic will likely 
reduce access to the northern part of the range.

Individual

2658 13 Adverse impacts vehicular traffic from mine operations beyond the limits of the 
actual footprint and traffic corridors of the proposed project.

Individual

2667 4 Hwy 83 is a lovely country road through unspoiled desert land. Unsightly tailings 
and increased traffic would ruin this road for everyone.

Individual

2668 7 And where are those minerals headed?  I 10, the rail lines, thru Tucson and it's 
congestion, south to Mexico to help their economy at the price of clean air?

Individual
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2668 8 Is the Forest Service contemplating sharing the lease proceeds with the state for road 
maintenance?

Individual

2668 10 The roads to nowhere in particular now access ways to an industrial site.Individual

2668 15 The plant life will just be scraped away or buried.Individual

2673 5 It is our understanding the actual mine and location of the minerals to be exacted for 
the proposed Rosemont Copper Project are located all or for the most part on private 
property and not on US Forest Service land. However the access/egress to the 
property are intended to be deposited on government owned and/or managed lands.

Individual

2675 38 Since public land is involved in this proposal, explicit provisions should be set forth 
ensuring unencumbered access to this site for all federal, state, and local inspectors 
and other officials, as well as affected stakeholders.

Individual

2676 3 Concerning the proposed Rosemont mine project, to start with a arecent Sonoran 
Institute study stating: The Proposed Rosemont project would produce significant 
costs for local individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, 
including:

annual societal costs associated with increased driving of at least $418,000; 
increased costs to travellers on SR 83 of approximately $949,000 annually

Business

2676 21 It will create serious disruptions for the  flow, and access of people to cities and 
places that contribute to our way of life.

Business

2698 20 Just the costs of widening and repairing the roads in question might cause Augusta to 
abandon the project

Business

2713 13 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
A complete anlaysis of existing and ongoing vehicle impacts in the project area,

Organization

2720 5 The harmful effects cannot be overcome:  the heavy truck use of Highway 83Individual

2724 36 The mining plan of operations addresses recreational impacts by squeezing trails and 
roads into a narrow corridor between the giant Rosemont earthen berm and Scenic 
Highway 83, which would have many mining trucks and other traffic driving into 
and out of the complex.

Individual

2726 20 Just the costs of widening and repairing the roads in question might cause Augusta to 
abandon the project

Business

2736 65 What roads will all mine traffic use?  Sahuarita Road?  Santa Rita Road?  If the mine 
spills over the ridgeline, will mining operations begin using Santa Rita Road?  Even 
if there is no spill-over, does the Mining Operations Plan call for Santa Rita Road to 
become an alternative or emergency access?  Does the Mining Operation Plan 
address possible usage of I-19/Sahuarita Road as an alternative route?

Government

2736 67 What will be the physical impacts of truck traffic on the infrastructure?Government
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2736 68 Augusta Resources/Rosemont Copper is indicating an employee base of up to 1,000 
in th early years of the mining operations.  Will that traffic go north to I-10, and then 
east and west; or, will the mine employees travel west to I-19 through the Sahuarita 
Town center and then north to I-10?

Government

2736 71 Will the mining operation use the railroad lines paralleling Nogales Highway?  If 
yes, what, if any, discussion has occurred with rail officials?

Government

2736 72 How will traffic on Sonoita Highway be impacted?  How will residents living within 
close proximity to the mining operations have egress and ingress in the event of a 
hazardous chemical accident?  What are the alternatives?  Benson Highway?  
Nogales Highway?  Box Canyon Road?  Whitehouse Canyon Road?

Government

2741 8 Roads proposed to carry [processed] ore from the project are currently two-lane 
arteries, designated “Scenic Roads”. The proposal predicts four loaded ore-carrier 
trucks per hour leaving the mine (presumably the same number returning). Loaded 
ore carriers typically gross 80-100,000 lbs. Modern ore trucks are wide vehicles with 
weights that exceeded current traffic-load recommendations for roads in the 
proposal. Were such a project to succeed, these scenic roads would have to be 
widened, re-routed and reinforced at State and/or Federal expense, abolishing their 
scenic nature and attraction for tourism. These issues must be addressed in the E.I.S.

Individual

2752 11 More traffic of any kind would doom this special place.Individual

2753 2 My concern is for the road usage.Individual

2754 6 It’s operations would create  increased truck traffic.Individual

5280 6 Environmental impacts not adequately addressed:
Effects on traffic & roads,

Individual

6712 13 I have a list of questions that I'm going to leave here ranging from water, air 
pollution, noise pollution, safety, energy needs, roads, economic impacts, 
restoration. I'm sure you're going to hear a lot about this from the public tonight.

Government

6718 3 Mr. Sturgis has also talked about building a road for mining trucks from the east side 
of the Santa Ritas to the west side, where it would connect with Santa Rita Road.

Individual

6741 4 Second, I want talk about the roads and the traffic.  The primary access road was 
defined also in this report, and they are going to widen that access road to two lanes 
that are 14 feet wide, with a 4-foot shoulder, including a ditch, also for runoff. This 
is just the access road.  What are they going to do to I-10?  There is no mention, 
except for one little spot on I-10 where you enter and exit that road.

83 -- excuse me, I said I-10.  83 will not be able to handle the traffic.  If they have to 
widen that access road that wide, what are they going to do to 83?  They also 
mention an access that goes towards Sonoita.

Two of the railroad that they will be accessing would be at Sahuarita, and the other 
would be at benson.  Depending on the size of the trucks, the trucks cannot go 
underneath of the overpasses to Benson.  Therefore, they'll golike all the other wide 
loads and come through Sonoita.

Individual
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6784 2 They plan on putting a monster water line right up my from drive.  I mean Road 505 
Forest Road is the road that they're plannning on using as their alternate route.  You 
can get a good Jeep up there, I don't know how in the hell you'd get any -- I've driven 
a low boy.  I have hauled heavy equipment.  It would take massive work to get 
anything up there other than a Jeep.  How can that be an alternative route to State 83, 
which is a bad route to start out with.

Individual

6792 4 Not only are they going to be mining our water, they're also going to be using a 
secondary access road of Santa Rita Road, which my sons get on a bus every 
morning to go to school.

Individual

6799 6 The safety factors for Highway 83, so many of you have spoken to that.  And the last 
time I drove from the ranch into Tucson going on Highway 83 I had to pull over four 
times for gigantic oversized trucks carrying enormous earth moving equipment.

Individual

6804 2 Section 2.10 of the Rosemont Mine Plan of Operations concerning trasportation 
state: The most sensitive times of the day are considered to be around shift change 
and early weekday mornings and afternoons during the school bus hours on State 
Route 83. Varying van pools for employees and staggered work shifts will be used to 
reduce the number of trips during these times of day. Where will the parking lots be 
located so the workers can be picked up by the vans?

Individual

6804 4 I also propose a detailed plan for the employees -- for the employee bussing program 
be completed including gathering points and times, parking facilities, and that a 
schedule is created that must be followed by both Rosemont and their subcontractors 
for all truck traffic.

Individual

6820 3 Diesel is a little cheaper this week. My mom paid a little bit more than $4.60 a gallon 
this week, instead of the $4.89 from last week. My dad said to let us have a hearing 
in Vail so that she would stop putting so many miles on the car and spend so much 
money on gas. If it costs so much for her to put diesel in the Jeep, how much is it 
going to cost to drive all these semis loaded with copper back and forth for trips in 
an hour from the proposed mine?

Individual

6876 6 I have nothing against mining in general. I make my living off of rocks. But this is in 
the wrong place. It will ruin our recreation and tourism industries. It will devastate 
our highways and transportation sector. Our power availability in the power grid, 
property values, our astronomical facilities, agriculture.

Organization

6880 4 I will focus next on the two most critical aspects of the proposal  - its impact on our 
precious limited water resources, and its impact on our transportation system.

Government

6880 11 The applicant has not been specific about where the mine operation will haul the ore 
for smelting, or how it will be transported.  There is not doubt, however, that very 
large trucks must use Scenic State Route 83, Interstate 10, and probably other 
Arizona highways to haul ore away and to haul hundreds of thousands of gallons of 
toxic chemicals and heavy equipment into the mine site.

Government

6900 4 I do not want the extra traffic, noise, and effect on such gorgeous land that I treasure.Individual

6901 7 As well, this land contains "Special Elements" that Pima County has committed to 
conserve: oak/grass ecotone, mesquite,

Organization
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6901 29 Given the presence of multiple critical wildlife linkage zones in or adjacent to the 
project area, it is essential that the full range of impacts to these linkage zones be 
considered in the EIS.  Possible impacts include:

-construction of new roads;

Organization

6902 1 First of all, highway 83 is a scenic HWY not designed as a roadway for supporting 
mining operations and mineral deliveries.  What will be done to protect this scenic 
highway?

Individual

6923 1 How will the Rosemont mine affect traffic on Scenic Highway 83.  It is a narrow, 
winding road frequented by motorcycles and bicycles.  How will it be made 
compatible with heavy truck traffic?

Individual

6939 4 Although the impacts are many: ranging from wildlife habitat destruction to multi-
use recreational area destruction to tremendous highway damage to noise and dust 
generation for local residents, the issue concerning us mostly is water.

Individual

6944 6 The noise, dirt and dust and the traffic situation of a twenty-four hour a day 
operation will turn the area into a desert with no people able to live there.

Individual

6945 1 I am concerned by the additional amount of traffic that this will cause on Hwy 83.  
This will not only effect the road, but motorcyclists, such as myself will not travel to 
Sonoita, Tombstone and Patagonia if this mine goes through as it will RUIN the 
beauty of this scenic highway and the additional frustration to all the trucks and 
related vehicles traveling the route.

Individual

6949 6 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying noise, vibration, lights, hazardous 
materials, back-up beepers, large truck traffic, excessive wear and tear to publicly 
supported roads and assorted health conditions 24/7, would seem to give some pause.

Individual

6949 13 Augusta then might be inclined to sue the State of Arizona and it's taxpayers for 
compensation, potentially in the billions, for loss of revenue due to a breach of 
contract to provide adequate water.

Individual

6967 1 Can you tell me what roads ( Forest Service and non-Forest Service) will be closed 
with the operation of the proposed Rosemont Mine? If all roads through the 
proposed site are closed to the public, will any new Vehicular access to developed? 
Is there any guarentee that the public will still have eastern access to this portion of 
the Santa Ritas? What are the public access plans for the property controlled by the 
mine and property around the mine.

Organization

6968 6 Non of the reviewing agencies care one bit about the depletion and contamination of 
the aquifer, the environmental scenic as well as tourist impact, scenic route 83 
destruction and traffic disruption and the noise and air pollution generated by this 
proposed mine.

Individual

6982 4 The unrecoverable destruction of the scenic Santa Ritas, the draining of our water 
resources, the obliteration of wildlife, the damage to our highways and the myriad of 
health and safety issues will be the effects felt by hundreds of thousands of 
southeastern Arizona residents.

Individual
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7002 4 The unrecoverable destruction of the scenic Santa Ritas, the damage to our 
highways  will be the effects felt by hundreds of thousands of southeastern Arizona 
residents.

Individual

7007 6 5.  Traffic along the Sonoita Highway is valued by the tourists, local residents and 
anyone who enjoys the beauty of this route, including this author.  Comment:  
Suggest that all major deliveries to the mine site and all shipments out from the mine 
site by large trucks must travel the long route back to Tucson by travelling south to 
Sonoita, south to Patagonia and Nogales and eventually to I19 and Tucson.  This 
will be an added expense admittedly but it will improve the public image of the 
mine, demonstrate the mine's attitude towards safety and the environment and 
possibly win over some new mining advocates.

Individual

7008 11 People who live in Elgin, Sonoita, and Patagonia who commute to Tucson for their 
livelihoods will be forced to go another 100 miles (via Nogales or Highway 80 to 
Benson and I-10) to commute.

Individual

7008 25 There will be an additional burden to the Arizona taxpayers to finance the highway 
repairs, traffic mitigation, and other messes left behind by Augusta.

Individual

7024 4 BESIDES THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ON THE AREA  TRAFFIC 
CONCERNS ARE ALSO AN ISSUE.

Individual

7030 6 *Not acceptable to the taxpayers of the Rincon Valley, Corona and COT Fire 
Districts to bear the financial burden for increased accidents due to a road which 
cannot sustain these types of vehicles.  A highway which is NOT in a fire district.

Individual

7031 2 highway utilized by construction vehicles carrying huge mining equipment, 
personnel, sulfuric acid, diesel, mill balls, copper concentrate and more
construction supplies brought in through the port of Tucson at Kolb and Valencia

Individual

7053 4 Another concern of mine is the road going to Patagonia, Sonoita, etc. the 83 road is a 
beautiful drive & is the most convenient way to get to many places
It is heavily traveled by homeowners in that area already. The mine project will have 
it destroyed in no time with their trucks runnin on their schedul. Plus, the increase in 
accidents due to the mine trucks. It is not close to any hospital in Tucson. More 
accidents will be caused. Who will pay for the upkeep on that road?

Individual

7068 1 1- Public access to the Forest Service road system in the proposed mine area.
 a- gates have been installed on forest service roads

2- Mining company use of washes as roads

3- Use of oversized equipment on forest service roads.

Individual

7070 5 5) I believe that the impacts on local roads and other infrastructure will be worse that 
anyone presently estimates.

Individual

7072 3 The amount of pollution, traffic, and resource waste cannot be offset by a short-term 
gain.

Individual

7083 2 What about traffic mitigation on the scenic corridor. This mine doesn't seem like the 
right fit.

Individual
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7088 20 350 ton trucks will move the ore to the mill, which means 250 truck loads per day 
grinding from the pits to the mill.

Organization

7090 1 On Sept 20, 1985 Highway 83 became the second highway in Arizona to be 
designated a scenic byway by the ADOT.  It is a winding two lane road with 
numerous guard rails, few shoulders, narrow lanes, and spectacular views.

As a resident living a few miles off of Highway 83, I can attest to the amount and 
types of traffic that occurs along this scenic highway.  It is a beautiful drive.  Many 
people agree since it is a favorite drive for bicyclists, motorcyclists, classic cars, and 
tourists.  On the weekends of the Sonoita Races and other horse events, there are 
countless vehicles towing horse trailers.  On every weekend there are vehicles towing 
boats on their way to Patagonia Lake or Parker Lake and vehicles towing ATVs 
going to Rosemont Junction and Gardner Canyon.  Visitors going into the Las 
Cienegas Conservation Area and the Historic Kentucky Camp use Hwy. 83.  The 
road has been used in films and recently a remake of "Easy Rider" was filmed along 
a stretch of this scenic roadway.  A great deal of traffic is by the residents of Sonoita, 
Elgin, and Patagonia traveling to Tucson.  Oversize loads are a common occurrence.  
School Buses also travel the winding road.

What studies have been done to determine the scale of usage that occurs on Highway 
83?

Individual

7110 10 the inconvenience to all users to change the highway to accommodate the mine, ( 
that virtually no one wants) is unacceptable. There would be blasting and fill dirt 
needed, the BLM likely would need to be consulted on the fill brought in, because of 
the potential for invasive species/weed seeds carried in.

Individual

7114 4 * The proposed 'park and ride' area contains a historic marker placed there by the 
CCC that the Vail Preservation Society is looking into restoring. How will the 
parking impact the marker and ability of community members and tourists to stop 
and visit?

Individual

7136 5 Currently, there is a weight limit which is why the oversized loads use SR 83.

-The same questions/comments hold true for the railroad bridge which crosses 
Interstate 10 each of Vail, West of Benson-which currently restricts the size of the 
trucks.

Individual

7136 11 -I request a PEAK HOURS TRAFFIC TIMES STUDY and request that a mitigation 
measure be that TRUCKS OF ANY SORT ARE NOT ALLOWED ON SR 83 
DURING THOSE TIMES. This has been done legally in the United States before 
and is a viable mitigation technique to protect the children, commuters and scenic 
value of the area. There should be only one per week that is advertised to residents, 
schools, emergency responders and tourists when hazerdous materials are 
transported.

Individual
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7136 15 There has been a precendent set in Ojai California wherein ming trucks were allowed 
to use the road only during certain hours. This was based on an environmental policy 
on a highway that had essentially the same issues.
1. A town whose economy depended education as an economic benefit. As does 
Vail, AZ. (Bringing students from the Sonoita Crossroads to Vail)
2. Scenic Highway with winding Curves used by many different types of people and 
vehicles. 
3. It was quoted that " Our desire for the town of Ojai is to keep it from being wide-
open industrial trucking zone," said Stop the Trucks Chairman Michael Shapiro. "I 
really believe the character of Ojai, the quality of life, the safety, the health and 
welfare, and the economy and lifeblood of this town will become irreparably 
damaged if that happens."

I request that a complete study of how the town of Ojai California Which was in 
nearly the identical situation with cumulative impacts was able to have an alternative 
on its highway. This is a substantive comment and a reasonable alternative to our 
traffic situation.

Individual

7150 4 Project-related activities to be addressed in the EIS include, but are not be limited to, 
the following:
 Construction, operation and reclamation of an open-pit copper, silver and 
molybdenum mine;
 Construction, operation, and reclamation of an ore-processing plant, tailings, waste 
rock and leach facilities;
 Construction and operation of infrastructure, such as utilities, and their corridors;
 Construction of a new access road, leach field, retention structures, wells and water 
supply pipeline, ore transportation systems, and test reclamation plots;

Government

7150 8 Project-related activities to be addressed in the EIS include, but are not be limited to, 
the following:
 Construction, operation and reclamation of an open-pit copper, silver and 
molybdenum mine;
 Construction, operation, and reclamation of an ore-processing plant, tailings, waste 
rock and leach facilities;
 Construction and operation of infrastructure, such as utilities, and their corridors;
 Construction of a new access road, leach field, retention structures, wells and water 
supply pipeline, ore transportation systems, and test reclamation plots;
 Use of existing roads and new road construction;

Government

7151 38 Roads
The mine plan identifies an alarming number of huge trucks carrying toxic chemicals 
and explosives that would be traveling on Scenic Highway 83, day and night for 20 
years. The EIS must analyze the environmental, social, economic, safety, and 
emotional issues associated with this type of increase in use of this highway. In 
addition to the uses during mining, the EIS should also include identification of 
staging areas and temporary roads needed for the preproduction phase and for the 
reclamation and closure phase.

Organization
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7162 3 Transportation:
The MPO for the Rosemont Copper Mine indicates " there is no rail service into the 
plant and all materials arriving and leaving the plant will be transported by truck" via 
State Route 83, a designated scenic highway. The MPO is suggesting that the stretch 
of State Route 83 between Interstate 10 and the mine access road turnoff would see 
an additional 30,264 trips annually of mine related traffic. Again this assertion must 
be evaluated against actual traffic counts at other existing mining operations. 
However, in addition to considering the amount of traffic, the Forest Service must 
consider the size, and types of materials and cargo that will be coming in and out of 
the Rosemont Copper Mine and traveling on State Route 83.

Individual

7162 5 One other point related to transportation, the MPO does not specifically account for 
the additional traffic load that will occur during the 18-month construction phase of 
the project. This is important because of the size of the facility and the type of 
equipment needed on site, it is likely that significantly heavier loads will be 
transported on SR 83 during the construction phase. This is a notable oversight in 
the MPO.

Individual

7162 6 At a minimum, the EIS must detail the public safety and environmental impacts 
related to the transportation aspects of the mine - both in the construction and 
operational phases. The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) must be 
consulted and costs to upgrade SR 83 to accommodate the additional mine related 
traffic must be accounted for in the EIS. If additional road upgrades are needed, who 
will bear those costs? Obviously if the mine were not to pay these costs, then in 
essence the Arizona taxpayers will be subsidizing the profits of Augusta Resources. 
Clearly this is unacceptable.

Individual

7163 18 How will the project impact the Forest Service's ability to accommodate and 
maintain safe access to the whole spectrum of multiple uses in the Santa Rita 
Mountains?

Organization

7163 49 Recreation

The public has much at stake when public lands, normally open and available to 
various recreational activities, are converted to virtual wastelands by large-scale 
mining activity that will no longer be able to support such public uses.

Questions to be answered in the EIS:
What will the project's long term impact be to hiking, camping/ backpacking, 
hunting, sightseeing, wildlife viewing, horseback riding, hang-gliding, scientific 
research, and other public uses and the enjoyment of lands within the affected area?
What will be the economic impacts of the mine upon recreation-based economies?
How will the proposed projects impact public access to and through public and state 
lands?

Organization

7166 14 TRAFFIC: There will be a large increase in slow-moving, heavy truck traffic along 
Highway 83 in southeastern Arizona. This, in addition to employee and other added 
vehicles, could congest and compromise a lovely, scenic drive into this beautiful 
camping, sightseeing, hiking, bird watching, and highly desirable tourist area. Has 
the increased impact of air pollution from these vehicles, damage to roads, potential 
litter, and noise pollution been studied as part of the impact to the area?

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 21 of 117



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Transportation and Access

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7167 14 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause soil, water, air, noise, traffic, and light pollution.

Individual

7171 14 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause soil, water, air, noise, traffic, and light pollution.

Individual

7181 5 4. A group of us visited the area recently and were told by subcontractors of Augusta 
Resources that there is no trespassing, that it is private land. The road we were 
traveling was a national forest land road. Many of the roads providing access to 
national forest land pass through Augusta's property. Don't they have to provide 
access to the National forest land?

Individual

7181 16 14. Will the I-10 Marsh Station Bridge be updated to eliminate the oversized loads 
now routed through SR83, or will these loads share this dangerous winding road 
with Augusta's trucks?

15. Will passing lanes be installed anywhere along SR83 to allow traffic to pass 
slower moving trucks?

16. Wouldn't it be better and less intrusive on the current SR83 travelers to improve 
it before opening the mine so it can handle the additional volume of heavy truchs, 
perhaps make it a concrete highway in the sections supporting heavy trucks?

Individual

7185 2 Question 1: At what date and by what means will the public be denied access to the 
Rosemont Area?

Individual

7191 6 In addition to the direct loss of access to areas that our club has significant resources 
invested in

Organization

7193 4 Issue #3.  Since there are no smelters to refine the copper ore in Arizona and the 
adjacent states to Arizona and it is proposed that the ore will be shipped by boat or 
barge to other countries. How will the road traffic be affected from the mine to and 
through Mexico?

Individual

7197 8 From the tailings dust to the road traffic to the sound and light pollutiont to the 
habitat fragmentation, this mine would destroy the beauty of this valley, and in doing 
so, the lives and incomes of many who have investing years into building their 
homes and careers around it.

Individual

7201 5 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity
Water quality
Depletion  of the water table affecting agriculture on the west side of the Santa Rita 
Mountains
Road access, highway safety and highway maintenance

Organization

7224 2 I also think the heavy traffic incurred by the mine will cause a heavy burden on the 
area.

Individual
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7253 99 Table 6 from the mining plan is difficult to understand, but seems to identify 18 trips 
per hour, 7 days a week, to be scheduled to avoid morning, afternoon and shift 
change traffic on Hwy 83. According to the Vail School District, buses are on Scenic 
Highway 83 from 6:18 am thru 1:20 pm and from 3:12 pm thru 7:15 pm five days a 
week for a total of 7 hours in the morning and another 4 in the afternoon/evening - 
11 hours/day. If the mining company schedules their trucks to avoid this traffic, that 
allows them less than 2 hours during the day, and night time hours from about 7:15 
pm to 6:18 am, Monday through Friday, not counting for their shift change traffic. 
We request that this schedule be included in the preferred alternative, for safety of 
the school children who use the school buses or are driven to school on Highway 83.

Organization

7264 1 Just received an interesting call from the Civil Engineering Squadron at D-M.  Karen 
Odin called for the lat/long of the proposed mine.  Turns out they have a military 
training route right over Rosemont, with flight levels as low as 300 ft above the 
ground. They are concerned that blasting in the area may require this route to be 
changed.  Also, military aircraft emit a lot of electromagnetic (EM) radiation that is 
not desirable near a radio controlled blasting cap.

Government

7278 1 Please note that any access permit from the Arizona Department of Transportation 
will require mitigation of traffic impacts. In this case, this will most likely entail a 
paved access, acceleration and deceleration lanes at the access point, safety shoulders 
and/or passing lanes at key locations due to the large increase in truck traffic.

Cost sharing for road design, environmental and traffic impact studies, road building 
and ongoing road maintenance will be a key discussion point for any plans involving 
state and county roads impacted by the mine.

Government

7302 1 And my interest today in being here is to talk about access and continued 
recreational access to the area around the proposed mine site.  And I would like to 
know if anyone can tell me if the Forest Service roads will be closed by the proposed 
mining operation.  Will any provision be made for continued vehicular or 
nonvehicular access to the impacted area?  How will the public get to the land 
around the mine from the east?

Individual

7303 3 Will the taxpayers of AZ be happy to re-build a road for a foreign country? I think 
not.

Individual

7312 26 For the transportation study, it is assumed that van pooling will be provided with an 
average of five people per car. This will result in 47 trips arriving and 15 trips 
leaving in the morning. At the evening shift change, 47 trips will be leaving and 15 
arriving. The shift change hours will see the highest volume of traffic in and out of 
the plant. At times, traffic will be under 10 trips per hour.
Question
Is Rosemont going to supply vans for pooling and if so where will they rally points 
be?
There certainly isn't room available in the state route 83 area for car pool parking. 
Where are the optimistic numbers arrived at for the number of 5 per van, most mine 
workers I know of do not car pool because it is unknown if a worker will have to 
work overtime and then be stuck 35 miles from town.

Individual
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7312 34 in order for the Rosemont operations to run smoothly, it is important that the site be 
secure. Theft and vandalism could potentially have a negative effect on worker safety 
and on operating efficiency. Therefore, access ot the site will be contriolled by 
fencing, security patrols and by limiting locations for officially entering and leaving 
the property.
Question
I was under the understanding, in Arizona, a land owner could not be landlocked. 
How is it possible under the remainder of the federal land, not taken for waste 
dumps, will be blocked by the company. Shouldn't access be given to the public 
Forest land that will not be allocated to Rosemont?

Individual

7312 36 Therefore, it is imperative that access is controlled and that trespassing rules are 
enforced. The same fencing, patrols and signage discussed in Section 2.13.1 will 
serve to warn recreationists and others in the area of potential dangers.
Question
It seems they are preparing to close much more area than the initial request. How 
much public land will access be lost to?

Individual

7312 37 The total disturbance footprint of the operation including the utility corridor is 
estimated to be 4,415 ac, with approximately 995 ac on private land, 3,345 ac on 
federal lands managed by CNF and BLM, and 75 ac on state trust lands.
Question 
Does this include additional areas where access will be blocked? Looking at the 
maps the area seems much larger.

Individual

7316 21 f.�Who will bear the cost of redesigning the interchange between SR 83 and 
Interstate 10 to handle the increased traffic?

Organization

7336 13 Economic- Determine actual risks and projected public costs imposed by mine use of 
I-10 and 83. Create statistical probability models of deadly/crippling accidents 
involving mine traffic. Determine rate of road degradation under increased loads and 
costs to maintain, repair and or replace roadway. Determine loss of time/value 
caused by mine related delays on roadways. Determine likelihood and frequency of 
mine related transportation risks/accidents to the public, both locals and tourists. 
Determine the cost of increased accident response. How many wrongful death traffic 
lawsuits will it take to drive Rosemont Copper into bankruptcy? Will the approving 
agency be a part of the suit? Are existing transportation facilities for the Rosemont 
Mine plan totally inadequate? A best case, average, and worst case scenario should 
be independently developed and published.

Individual

7339 1 Augusta's Rosemont feasibility study says the Rosemont mine traffic will be 88 
round trips DAILY. 
The School buses are on the road M-F from 6:00AM to 8:30AM, 11:00AM 
to12:00PM and from  1:00PM to 6:00PM.
Augusta said they will avoid peak travel times.
I'm confused as to what times these 88 DAILY round trips will be made and will 
trucks carrying ore or explosive supplies to the mine travel on the road during these 
times?

Individual

7383 2 We all know here in southern Arizona that water is at a premium. Mining will not 
only ruin the beauty of our mountains but create much expense for roads, and bring 
in many more cars and truck traffic. This is only the beginning of negative concerns 
if this is allowed to happen.

Individual
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7429 10 Before approving this project, the USFS must require Augusta to find other means of 
accessing their property without denying the general public safe and convenient 
access to their homes and communities, as well as to vast areas of the Coronado 
itself.

Individual

7451 23 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
31. The MPO says there will be an employee vanpool. Where? Where will these 
people park? Currently there is no Park and Ride in the area. This is an impact.

Individual

7451 24 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
32. Where will these trucks fuel? There are  no fuel stations nearby. What is the air 
quality issue of diesel emissions with trucks entering and exiting continuously with 
the potential for THREE Other mines using the same freeway entrance and exit? This 
is an impact to the Vail/Cienega Corridor.

Individual

7453 23 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
31. The MPO says there will be an employee vanpool. Where? Where will these 
people park? Currently there is no Park and Ride in the area. This is an impact.

Individual

7453 24 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
32. Where will these trucks fuel? There are  no fuel stations nearby. What is the air 
quality issue of diesel emissions with trucks entering and exiting continuously with 
the potential for THREE Other mines using the same freeway entrance and exit? This 
is an impact to the Vail/Cienega Corridor.

Individual

7475 5 People traveling from Tucson/Phoenix by car, motorcycle and bicycle on Scenic 
Hwy 83 to our location will have to pass the mine works and be impacted in a 
negative way with the  truck traffic, which will NOT increase tourism to our business 
and the Sonoita/Elgin area.

Business

7484 8 And of course I am opposed to the proposed mine on all the other issues cited by 
environmentalists: heavy truck traffic

Individual

7494 5 I believe the impacts to truck/machinery traffic will collectively weigh against the 
benefits of the mine, primarily the finite period of new jobs created and the County 
taxes generated.

Individual

7504 123 The railroads have asserted that the rail traffic in the area has already reached 
carrying capacity, which does not include any rail traffic caused by shipments of ore 
from the Rosemont mining operation.  The cumulative impacts of  the additional, 
potential rail traffic from Rosemont mining operations must be analyzed, coupled 
with the other economic growth and associated increases in rail traffic expected 
throughout the life of the proposed mining operation, including the potential impacts 
of more rail lines and track needing to be developed along the various potential 
routes.

7508

7504 126 The railroads have asserted that the rail traffic in the area has already reached 
carrying capacity, which does not include any rail traffic caused by shipments of ore 
from the Rosemont mining operation.  The cumulative impacts of  the additional, 
potential rail traffic from Rosemont mining operations must be analyzed, coupled 
with the other economic growth and associated increases in rail traffic expected 
throughout the life of the proposed mining operation, including the potential impacts 
of more rail lines and track needing to be developed along the various potential 
routes.

7508
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7582 15 We believe that the Rosemont mine would negatively impact the air, water, scenic 
view, recreation, wildlife, plantlife and traffic within a far reaching area surrounding 
the mine and that these negative long term impacts for many US citizens should not 
be overlooked so a few can gain financial reward for the short term.

Individual

7592 39 Since public land is involved in this proposal, explicit provisions should be set forth 
ensuring unencumbered access to this site for all federal, state, and local inspectors 
and other officials, as well as affected stakeholders.

Individual

7595 2 Just a few of the reasons that generate the most concensus include: The impact on the 
local roads/traffic, the tremendous waste of water and what that will mean for local 
residents, the destruction of the environment including plants, animals, forests, etc, 
the eyesore it will create, and the fact that this is an endeavor owned and operated 
primarily by foreign concerns.

Individual

7598 16 prior to any mining activity a four lane highway MUST be built and paid for by the 
mining company. This four land highway would be from I-10 to the exit to the mine. 
Again, the MUST happen prior to any mining activity.

Individual

7603 5 The mine will violate our rights to enjoy the natural environment and beauty of the 
National Forest. to have a sustainable water supply. The ground water in the Santa 
Cruz Valley has been dropping which is evidence that we already do not have a 
sustainable water supply. The mine will make it worse. There should be a 
moratorium on allowing new water users until a sustainable supply is proven. SR 83 
is a treasured scenic highway for both autos and bikes. The mine traffic will take this 
away. The mine traffic, dust, noise, destruction of natural National Forest land  will 
lower our quality of life, property values, and tourist economy.  A total cost/benefit 
analysis conducted by an independent source must be developed to justify any 
decisions.

Individual

7614 4 Second, I am concerned about the traffic problems on Scenic Route AZ 83, if the 
mine opens and is allowed to use it to haul ore & equipment back & forth from the 
interstate. This highway, AZ 83 is the main road for all the commuters from Sonoita, 
Rain Valley & Patagonia to Tucson, IBM etc. It also is the route used by all 
oversized loads using interstate 10, west bound or east bound. Along with these 
users, it's used heavily by bicyclists, motorcyclists, and tourists traveling to Sonoita 
& Patagonia areas to the vineyards, rodeos, bed & breakfasts, bird watching and 
many other attractions in the area. If the Rosemont project is approved AZ 83 should 
not be used by the mine but use the secondary road that has been proposed & have 
all mining traffic use it.

Individual

7644 1 Can you tell me what Forest Service roads will be closed by the proposed mining 
operation? Will any provision be made for continued vehicular and non-vehicular 
access to the Gardner Canyon area? How will the public get to the land around the 
mine from the east? (Helvetia BM; Weigles Butte and Harts Butte)

Individual

7644 3 Will legal permanent access be provided around the mine if we can't go through it?Individual

7684 8 There is talk that the mine is going to put a new road into it on the west side.  That 
means they plan on using Sahuarita rd.  With all the building in the surrounding area 
the road is already over loaded.  Who will pay for the up date?  The voter of Pima 
county?  What your going to do with all the kids catching the buses in the morning 
and drop off in the afternoon.  Its all ready a problem.

Individual
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7804 2 Section 2. 10 of the Rosemont Mine Plan of Operations concerning Transportation 
states "The most sensitive times of the day are considered to be around shift change 
and early weekday mornings and afternoons during school bus hours on SR 83. Van 
pools for employees and staggered work shifts will be used to reduce the number of 
trips during this time of day." Where will the parking lots be located so workers can 
be picked up by the vans? Also all numbers referring to truck traffic are presented as 
round trip numbers not reflecting the true volume of traffic. Rosemont claims "The 
shipments will be scheduled to avoid the high traffic hours on SR 83 during early 
mornings, afternoons, and at shift change" I propose Rosemont should provide a 
more detailed traffic analysis taking into account their avoidance of " the most 
sensitive times of day". I also propose a detailed plan for their employee bussing 
program be completed including gathering points and times, parking facilities, and 
that a schedule is created that must be followed by both Rosemont and their Sub 
contractors for all truck traffic.

Organization

7810 11 The School buses are on the road M-F from 6:00AM to 8:30AM, 11:00AM to 
12:00PM and from 1:00PM to 6:00PM. Will trucks carrying ore or explosive 
supplies to the mine travel on the road during these hours?
Will the I-10 Marsh Station Bridge be updated to eliminate the oversized loads now 
routed through SR 83, or will these loads share this dangerous winding road with 
Augusta's trucks?
Will passing lanes be installed anywhere along SR 83 to allow traffic to pass slower 
moving trucks?

Organization

7810 13 Can SR 83 in its present state support the loads and volume that Augusta has 
presented?
Wouldn't it be better and less intrusive on the current SR 83 travelers to improve it 
before opening the mine so it can handle the additional volume of heavy trucks, 
perhaps make it a concrete highway in the sections supporting heavy trucks?

Organization

7810 17 Corridor management involves the preparation of a Corridor Management Plan 
(CMP) which must be completed as part of proposing a scenic byway for national 
designation. (SR 83 was the second scenic road designation in Arizona) The CMP is 
an inventory of the corridor's existing conditions including the intrinsic qualities that 
attract visitors to the corridor. The plan outlines goals and strategies for preserving 
and enhancing the features of the scenic byway.

The Arizona Department of Transportation has spent a great deal of taxpayer money 
to perform a Corridor Management Plan for the Sonoita/Patagonia Scenic route on 
SR83 and SR82. A vast amount of information is available in this report. Is the 
ADOT consulted  during the approval process and the information they have 
compiled considered in the approval?

Organization

7814 1 There is great concern that Sahuarita Road is inadequate for mine-related traffic. It is 
a two -lane roadway used by local residents and businesses to get from Highway 83 
to the Nogales Highway and Interstate 19, while avoiding Interstate 10. Many 
bicyclists also enjoy rinding along Sahuarita Road. This roadway is narrow with 
inadequate shoulders and has poor visability. Sahuarita Road will not be able to 
handle the incresed traffic caused by mine operations without major improvements. 
The road is especially unsafe between Scenic Highway 83 to Houghton Road and 
from Interstate 19 to Country Club Road. Large trucks are seen to routinely drive 
over the centerline along the entire length of Sahuarita Road.

Individual
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8594 4 the traffic will be very bad.Individual

8650 2 The other issue is, of course, what's it going to be -- what's it going to do to Highway 
83 if this is going to be a 24 hour, 7 day a week operation.

Individual

8670 5 much less the traffic problems and the other deficits brought to the area.Individual

8749 2 Like everyone else using the highway, I am concerned about the added traffic 
hazards caused by large mining trucks using the highway.  But I'm sure that by the 
end of this process, that the problem will have been addressed and mitigated.

Individual

8754 3 I want to register opposition to the Rosemont Mine.  I think it would be a bad idea.  
And use too much water and too much transportation problems.

Individual

8756 6 I feel that public land should be administered for the benefit of the largest good of 
the public.  And I don't feel that this mine would be in that interest.  I think it would 
benefit the shareholders in the mine, which as I understand is largely foreign.  It 
would benefit those who were employed there, but beyond that, the degradation to 
the environment would affect a far greater number through loss of water in the table 
and possible pollution of the water table and the affect on tourism and the affect of 
the pollution from the mine tailings and the disruption to the area of the traffic.

Individual

8759 4 Actually, social safety in terms of highway to be used by trucks.Individual

8810 3 Another issue the road.  That road is a scenic highway, very narrow, very beautiful, 
and very fragile.  At a minimum, it will have to be widened and the maintenance of 
that road is going to cost millions and millions of dollars.  And that will be a 
taxpayer burden, which is absolutely irresponsible to the leaders of our community to 
allow it to happen, the Forest Service included.

Individual

8826 4 It will be a nightmare on Highway 83.Individual

8843 2 I'm calling from the Tree of Life Rejuvenation Center.  We're a business in 
Patagonia.  And I disagree with the decision to build this mine here significantly in 
effect our business and the nature in the area, this scenic road that comes into our 
area.  We have a lot of guests coming here, and it's already challenging them for 
them to come from Tucson. . . [unintelligible].

Business

8853 5 I believe a mine would use way too much water, and I'm very concerned about that, 
not to mention the tourism lost from having to drive past tailings, tailings piles up to 
the natural landscape. And the road, the giant road, highways, freeways that they'll 
have to put in is not concordant with that area of nature.

Individual

8858 1 I have something to do with one of the biggest companies in Patagonia, and many 
thousands of people have come through there per year. And they need access from 
the airport in Tucson to that on a daily basis, so, it's affecting the health and the well 
being of the citizens local, and also globally actually it has an affect.

Individual

8868 3 I'm also concerned about how close it is to our freeways and to how we have 
students, school buses that are traveling through the area of where that open pit mine 
will be.

Individual
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8879 7 I don't know if anyone has been down Highway 83, but the amount of traffic that this 
mine is going to be proposing with trucks, 83 will be impassible.  It will slow down 
traffic, it will absolutely tear up these roads going down 83.  It's a windy, hilly road 
and these trucks have no business down there.

Individual

8895 3 Opponents of the project have raised objections concerning important issues, such as 
water consumption, highway usage, dust emissions, blocking of scenic views and 
others. They have also included “straw man” issues, along with unsubstantiated 
objections to block the project, i.e. “NO MINE – PERIOD!”

Individual

8900 3 Where will employees of the Mine and their families come from? Where will they 
live on $59,000/year? If the workers are new to the area, how will the additional 
children of these families impact the schools? What is the impact of these additional 
people on water, transportation, healthcare, emergency medical services and the 
economy?

Individual

8906 9 Have studies been done to compare "mine" vs. "no mine" and the impacts on the 
economy, tourism, recreation, the ecosystems, vegitation, wildlife, groundwater, 
surface water, water quality and availability, roadways and emergency services? If 
so, are the studies available for public scrutiny? If studies have not been done, what 
is the reason for this inaction?

Individual

9396 1 Such a beautiful backdrop to a wonderful, winding, recreational road. Don't let them 
ruin it!

Organization

10000 2 Don't ruin our roads!Organization

10035 1 Please do not allow mining on or near AZ83Organization

10665 4 copper mining in this area and elsewhere has historically been associated with  
increased truck traffic

Organization

10862 1 Company mentioned future/alternate road to get to the mine from the north. Are the 
planning on using Houghton, driving mining machinery through school zones in 
Cornoa, to plow through the mountians in order to reach the mine? How does this 
not impact the community?

Organization

11042 5 Section 2.10 of the Rosemont Mine Plan of Operations concerning Transportation 
states "The most sensitive times of the day are considered to be around shift change 
and early weekday mornings and afternoons during school bus hours on SR 83. Van 
pools for employees and staggered work shifts will be used to reduce the number of 
trips during these times of the day." Where will the parking lots be located so 
workers can be picked up by the vans?

Individual
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11044 1 Oh, and Border Patrol rolled a vehicle on 83 by the proposed mine site this morning. 
According the email I received it happened between MP 44 and 45, but here is the 
newspaper version:
Published: 07.15.2008
ARIZONA DAILY STAR
Border Patrol involved in vehicle rollover on Highway 83
Authorities are on the scene of a single-vehicle rollover accident involving the 
Border Patrol. The incident occurred on State Route 83 east of Green Valley and 
resulted in at least one person having to be taken to a hospital, according to the 
Arizona Department of Public Safety. The person's injuries are said to be minor. The 
rollover is not blocking traffic.

Individual

11047 9 Chemical Dust Suppressants or binders- What specific sort of dust suppressants or 
binders? Please list these and associated traffic/ hauling impacts.

Individual

11068 39 Since public land is involved in this proposal, explicit provisions should be set forth 
ensuring unencumbered access to this site for all federal, state, and local inspectors 
and other officials, as well as affected stakeholders.

Individual
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2 19 Will the I-10 Marsh Station Bridge be updated to eliminate the oversized loads now 
routed through SR 83, or will these loads share this dangerous winding raod with 
Augusta's trucks?

2 22 Can SR83 in its present state support the loads and volume that Augusta has 
presented?

32 2 I want to hear people talk to use about school buses on 83. Highway 83 is not made 
for a truck every 10 minutes. It is not wide enough.

Individual

33 5 The surrounding public lands do not need that or more traffic.Individual

49 3 My concerns would be the deterioration, reduction of safety, and the high increase of 
traffic and air pollution of the designated scenic Highway 83 from I-10 turnoff to the 
intersection of Highway 82 and Highway 83. These all would occur is the mine 
project was allowed to happen.

Individual

49 8 The scenic highway surface would have to be removed, a new sub grade surface 
installed and a thicker pavement added to handle the increased heavier trucks that 
would haul materials, equipment, etc., back and forth to the mine project.

Individual
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160 43 Discussion: Augusta plans to transport all materials, supplies, equipment, parts, and 
employees to the Mine and all production output, employees, and waste from the 
Mine via Arizona Scenic Highway 83, a narrow, winding, two-lane road. On 
average, there will be 150 vehicles arriving at the Mine and 150 vehicles departing 
the Mine per day, the majority of which will be heavy trucks. There will be:   47 
employee pool vans arriving at and 15 employee pool vans leaving from the Mine for 
the morning shift change, and there will be 15 employee pool vans arriving at and 47 
employee pool vans leaving from the Mine for the evening shift change every day, 
seven days a week, 365 days a year, for 19 years.     Nine tanker trucks delivering 
sulfuric acid to the Mine and nine empty acid tanker trucks leaving the mine per 
day.    Five trucks delivering pebble lime to the Mine and five empty pebble lime 
trucks leaving the Mine per day.   Four trucks delivering mill balls to the Mine and 
four empty mill ball trucks leaving the Mine per day.    Four tanker trucks delivering 
diesel fuel to the Mine and four empty diesel fuel tanker trucks leaving the Mine per 
day. Four trucks hauling copper cathodes leaving the Mine and four empty cathode 
truckes returning to the Mine per day.    Four trucks delivering explosive ammonium 
nitrate to the Mine and four empty ammonium nitrate trucks leaving the Mine per 
day.   One truck delivering miscellaneous reagents to the Mine and on empty reagent 
truck leaving the Mine per day.    One truck delivering parts and explosives to the 
Mine and one empty parts and explosives truck leaving the Mine per day.

1543 3 How much wil trucking traffic increase and where will it go?Individual

1572 11 L.T. Concerns:
Higher traffic- heavy trucks

Individual

1616 3 I live within 1 mile of the proposed mine. As such the following will severely affect 
me:
Access: driving Hwy 83 will first be a battle with trucks bringing in mining 
equipment and then bringing out ore.

Individual

1618 5 Truck traffic will cost more than Arizona will gain.Individual

1621 4 The huge increase in traffic on U.S. 83 will be a hazard for residents , school busses, 
& tourists & bicyclists.

Individual

1624 3 Traffic Problems-- the corporate FAQs say this is "under review". Not good enough. 
What is now a pleasant ride will be a nightmare.

Individual

1625 10 (4) 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.

Organization

1631 8 The traffic will be significanty effected on Highway 83 which is a small 2 land 
Highway- already burdened with rerouting of wide load.

Individual

1632 2 The increased vehicle & particularily  the resulting truck trafficGovernment
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1645 3 I am concerned about the following with regard to increased mining in the Rosemont 
copper project:  
Water-use increase;
Effect on wildlife in Davidson Canyon and surrounding areas;
Increased traffic and construction on wildlife.
All of the above seem to be detrimental if the proposal is allowed to go through.

Individual

1652 9 This road should be substantiall improved to handle this traffic. This should at the 
mines cost. Not our taxes.

Individual

1656 6 The Rosemont mine must not be approved because:
Trucks to and from the mine every 10-15 minutes all day, every day, would endanger 
children on school buses, disrupt commuters and other residents, bicyclists, 
motorcyclists and tourists who use Scenic High 83 regularly. The CNF will be liable 
for crashes and deaths if Rosemont Mine is permitted.

Individual

1665 10 We were out on highway 83 on Sunday March 29,2008 for a ten mile drive and this 
is the amount of traffic we saw. We saw sixty three cars, turck and motor home and 
bikers in a Ten mile drive. We also saw ten people cleaning up the highway in that 
same area. This was a ten mile area around the mine site. We do not think highway 
83 was built for heavy trucks, and it would have to be made four lines for the mining 
trucks. Why should the people of AZ have to paid for something they do not want. 
There is a lot more traffic on 83 in the last two years already.

Individual

1670 3 Route 83 will not be able to support the traffic strain the mine will place on it. 
Construction projects on Rte 83 will cause significant delays unless it is expanded to 
a 4-lane highway. Will the I-10/Rte 83 interchange be redesigned to accommodate 
the mine traffic?

Individual

1674 3 Highway 83 is used constantly for oversize loads that cannot negotiate Interstate 10. 
If this mine goes into operation, the increased traffic volume, the large haul trucks, 
and the oversize loads will make if virtually impossible for all concerned. As it is 
now, traffic is stopped for 15-20 minutes at a time a couple of times a week in order 
to get the oversized loads to their destination traversing Highway 83. Imagine the 
increased volume and this current scenario of traffic stopped in both directions.

Individual

1677 7 Can SR83 handle the proposed increases in truck traffic safely?Individual

1708 8 "Our primary objection is the negative impact this operation could have on our 
residents and local tourist economy," Bee said. "Specifically, we are concerned about 
the increased truck traffic on our local highways."

Organization

1709 3 I will be affected by the dramatic increase in traffic on 83.Individual

1717 1 How will you handle the extra traffic between, School buses, oversize load, Bikes, 
motorcycles and residence its already busy.

Individual

1738 4 We have great concerns as follows:
Increased surface traffic on Scenic Rt. 83

Individual
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1746 9 The Board of the Cienega Watershed  Partnership (CWP) is deeply concerned about 
the potential devastating environmental impacts of the open pit mine proposed for 
Rosemont Ranch. In particular, the Board believes that: 
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.

Organization

1747 3 My concerns would be the high increase of traffic of the designated scenic Highway 
83 from the I-10 turnoff to the intersection of Highway 82 and Highway 83. This 
would occur if the mine was allowed to happen.

Individual

1748 3 The Mine's operation will deleteriously affect:
Traffic flow

Organization

1770 1 I am concerned about the impact of heavy truck Traffic widening of Hwy 83, the 
toxic leaching from the tailings into our groundwater supplies, the pumping of 
Groundwater from the Sahuarita area, the noise pollution, effect on the wildlife, the 
scenic beauty of our Forest.

Individual

1773 1 As a resident of Vail AZ, and Sonoita AZ, I'm very concerned with the over usage of 
Hwy 83 from 24 Ton trucks. I commute thru that corridor daily and its bad enough 
with the multitude of one sized loads regular vehicles have to accomidate. The 
significant increase of couriers trucks, shiping people, supplies and ore will make 
Arizona's only scenic strech of highway an industrial nightware.

Individual

1775 9 We live one mile East of Sonoita Hwy between mile posts 50 & 51 and cannot 
believe in the increase of heavy traffic on our once peaceful Scenic Drive home!

Cost to travelers on our Scenic Route (83) is anticipated to increase to about 
$949,000/year and Societal costs associated with incresed driving of at least $ 
418,000!

Individual

1776 8 The Roads or to be more specific the lack of roads, state Route 83 is the only road in 
this Corridor and how will it handle all of the heavy traffic from the mine?

Individual

1787 1 We don't need more big trafficIndividual

1805 5 How can tourism be sustained when the only direct highway route will be impassable 
due to mine trucks?

Individual

1816 1 What will Rosemont Copper Co. do for the traffic situation on Hwy83? We 
understand that there will be lots of heavy equipment and trucks rumbling along this 
highway, if this mine is allowed.

Individual

1851 5 Please view the attached sheet to see the potential impacts upon a City of Tucson 
Planned Area Development (Las Estancia) within the Vail School District. This 
speaks to effects on increased traffic on local roads and transportion systems and 
effects of mining and processing vehicles on local roads and transportion systems 
heavily utilized by the same local school district that would be directly impacted by 
the same factors on Sonoita Highway 83.

Individual

1854 6 The so-called "profits" of this mine would cost loss of the auquifer, destruction of 
the " sky islands" and area desert and grasslands; upset the diversity and habitat of 
wildlife and birds, create traffic, waste, and damage to the forest.

Individual
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1856 9 We live one mile East of Sonoita Hwy between mile posts 50 & 51 and cannot 
believe in the increase of heavy traffic on our once peaceful Scenic Drive home!

Cost to travelers on our Scenic Route (83) is anticipated to increase to about 
$949,000/year and Societal costs associated with incresed driving of at least $ 
418,000!

Individual

1857 4 Highway #83 is the primary access route between Tucson and southeastern Santa 
Cruz County. It is used extensively by area residents, school buses and all manner of 
tourists- from bicyclists to motor cycles to cars, vans and turcks. In addition, traffic 
is already impended by the number of "Wide Loads" forced on to SR#83 because 
they are unable to use Insterstate #10. The road can barely accommodate the existing 
traffic, I can't imagine what it will be like if oversized ore trucks and construction 
equipment entering the highway at the rate of every 15 minutes are added to the mix.

Individual

1858 3 We live in Elgin and must use Highway 83 to go to work an school. This 
mountainous road can not take any more traffic and especially the traffic of a mining 
operation. The transportation of sulfuric acid for the mining operation will endanger 
the environment and the safety of those who use Highway 83.

Individual

1859 3 We live in Elgin and must use Highway 83 to go to work an school. This 
mountainous road can not take any more traffic and especially the traffic of a mining 
operation. The transportation of sulfuric acid for the mining operation will endanger 
the environment and the safety of those who use Highway 83.

Individual

1860 3 We live in Elgin and must use Highway 83 to go to work an school. This 
mountainous road can not take any more traffic and especially the traffic of a mining 
operation. The transportation of sulfuric acid for the mining operation will endanger 
the environment and the safety of those who use Highway 83.

Individual

1866 2 Worst case scenario, we would have hauling trucks constantly running up and down 
route 83, with pollution, vibration, and noise.  This alone will make living here 
unbearable.

Individual

1875 5 There is the impact on the two lane scenic highway 83 structurally, plus the traffic 
problems that would be caused. Certainly to it would no longer be a scenic highway.

Individual

1879 10 The impact of huge waste-loaded mining trucks crowding Scenic Highway 83 every 
10-15 minutes around the clock alone ought to be enough to negate the enterprise.  
This would be devastating to motor traffic on that supposedly restricted highway 
which is the single feasible route connecting the communities of Sonoita, Elgin, 
Patagonia and Patagonia Lake, as well as ranchers and agriculturalists in the areas in 
between, to I-10.

Individual

1882 3 My concerns would be the deterioration, reduction of safety, and the high increase of 
traffic and air pollution of the designated scenic Highway 83 from I-10 turnoff to the 
intersection of Highway 82 and Highway 83. These all would occur is the mine 
project was allowed to happen.

Individual

1882 8 The scenic highway surface would have to be removed, a new sub grade surface 
installed and a thicker pavement added to handle the increased heavier trucks that 
would haul materials, equipment, etc., back and forth to the mine project.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 34 of 117



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Transportation and Access

Increase Traffic Volume

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

1885 10 The people living in Sonoita, Elgin, and Patagonia depend on that Highway 83 to get 
to Tucson, Phoenix all places North. The traffic consisting of Trucks from the mine 
would wreck havoc, to say the least, with these rural residents, some of whom drive 
to work and back to + from Tucson daily.

Individual

1918 3 Traffic - Route 83 is a two lane road and was never developed to accept the heavy 
loads that we now experience - what will happen if this mine is put in operation

Individual

1919 3 The road (Rte. 83) situation is a nightmare.  This is the only road out for most folks 
in this area.  We already fight with out-size trucks on this narrow, twisting road.  We 
have ourselves found our way blocked by an overturned large load, more than once.  
How can this little road accommodate all the heavy equipment & loaded trucks 
scheduled to use it?

Individual

1924 4 Increased Traffic on local roads and highwaysIndividual

1926 3 Traffic will increase on roads inadequate for the increase.Individual

1927 7 Local residents and travelers will be forced to compete with mining vehicles 24/7 
over 20+ years.

Individual

1930 4 Increased Traffic on local roads and highwaysIndividual

1932 6 Traffic on Hwy 83 would be out of sightIndividual

1948 5 I am concerned about the additional trafficIndividual

1956 12 Increased truck traffic (600-700 per week). Trucks will be traveling every ten to 
fifteen minutes, 24/7 on local roads and highways.

Individual

1964 13 Is an open pit mine likely to increase congestion and road accidents?Individual

1968 5 the additional traffic will adversely effect the national forest and surrounding area.Individual

1972 3 The roadways will become congested and unsafe. Highway 83 will not support the 
type of traffic that is expected from the additional employee travel (2500 plus 
vehicles/day;, truck traffic will be hazardous to passenger travel on the narrow 
twisted roads.

Individual

1976 5 There would be increased traffic and wear on our roads.Individual

1977 3 It will impact our traffic congestion on a route which is basically one way in and out 
and is a scenic highway.

Individual

2091 7 Increased truck traffic (600-700 per week) . Trucks will be traveling every ten to 
fifteen minutes, 24/7 on local roads and highways.

Individual

2094 6 Just the truck traffic alone will be horrific.Individual

2107 1 Traffic on Highway 83. This scenic, narrow, winding highway is already traveled as 
the population in the Sonoita Valley increases. Adding huge trucks at a rate of 
several hundred a week to the mix of commuters, school buses, tourism traffic, 
motorcyclists and bicyclists is frightening to contemplate. Please be sure that your 
Environmental Impact Analysis include a truthful evaluation of the dangers that 
Rosemont Mine projet presents to users of Scenic Highway 83.

Individual
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2118 2 The congestion should stop this travesty in OUR National Forest.Individual

2121 9 Highway 83 is already becoming an overburdened route. Traffic levels are 50 times 
greater than when I moved to Sonoita and the heavy use by "wide loads" have 
compunded the problem. Accident rates have increased dramatically in the past few 
years. Growth at the I-10 terminus is exploding. The additional heavy truck usage 
burden that Hwy. 83 would bear if Rosemont is put into operation would require a 
major multi-lane widening including building an interchange where the mine traffic 
entered Hwy. 83 and expanding the current interchange at the I-10 terminus. This 
would be a multi-million dollar effort. Rosemont should bear that burden not the 
taxpayers who would see no benefit but a lot more traffic hassles and delays. You 
must resolve the Hwy 83 traffic issues before approving the Rosemont mine.

Individual

2136 5  We already have 18 wheelers using Hwy. 83 as a detour route because the bridge on 
I-10 to the East of Hwy. 83 is too short. We currently have many wide loads which 
require us to pull off to the side of the road and "wait". Last week, I had to pull over 
for four separate wide loads and that was just between Rosemont Junction & I-10. 
Several of our highway patrol cars are involved with these wide loads.  Augusta said 
for the first two (or thereabouts) years, they will be running wide loads every 10 
minutes. Nobody will be able to use this section of Hwy. 83. It will make traffic 
impossible. The school busses will not be able to get the kids to school.

Individual

2137 4 There is a logistical problem involved with the mine proposal. As stated above, the 
area is highly developed with residential properties, and the Forest Service needs to 
take a critical look at the amount of traffic on the Scenic Highway to Sonoita. As a 
resident, I drive this road to Tucson three times per week, as do many residents, and 
there is no way we won't be heavily affected in our businesses by the mining activity. 
The projected mine traffic cannot be handled by the existing road, and still allow 
residents to go about their business in a timely way.

Individual

2148 18 increased truck traffic on local roads and highways.Individual

2150 11 We have only one road to get in/out of our property, Highway 83. Highway 83 is a 
narrow, 2 lane blacktop road, with no shoulders. Adding the mine traffic on the road 
will increase the amount of pollution from vehicles and increase road hazards 
because of constant traffic wearing down the road.

Individual

2156 19 increased truck traffic on local roads and highwaysIndividual

2170 15 There will be increased truck traffic on local roads and highwaysIndividual

2174 19 Increased truck traffic on local roads and highwaysIndividual

2177 1 We are residents of Patagonia who use highway 83 to commute and are very opposed 
to the traffic this mine will cause with the heafvy vehicles, and damage to the road.

Individual

2209 15 Increased truck traffic of 600 to 700 per week means that trucks will be traveling at 
an average of one every fifteen minutes, 24 hours a day, 7 days a week on local roads 
and highways.

Individual

2218 13 Is an open pit mine likely to increase congestion and road accidents?Individual
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2226 1 The anticipated increase in traffic created by the mine on hwy 83 in its current 
configuration will cause an unacceptable increase in the amounts of hazardous 
encounters on the hwy. The public safety hazard caused by an estimated 377 
additional trips each day created to solely to support the mines employee traffic and 
logistical support of deliveries to the mine. I also understand that their intent is to 
use hwy 83 as the delivery route for the ore minerals that they intended to sell on the 
open market for investor profit. Who will be impacted by this increased traffic?

Individual

2228 3 In addition, the shift change at the previous mining communities created havoc on 
the roads during certain times of the day.  Since roads in the area have only two lanes 
with current traffic issues, I don't feel that area roads could safely handle the 
additional traffic.

Individual

2255 10 Increase of traffic in the last few years, growth in the Vail area compunded by ADOT 
and AZDPS allowing OVERSIZE LOADS to stage and some being parked overnite 
in this area to Bypass Marsh Station interchange, that has been on hold for various 
reasons to numerous to mention!! You also have Sonoita hwy., I-10 e/b frontage rd., 
intersecting and School bus stops, with a large amount of US mail boxes.

Individual

2262 9 To add to the argument this is such a particularly beautiful place to pollute, it is not 
destined for horrendous strip mining complemented with crowded highways.

Individual

2265 27 Traffic on State Road 83 is a great conern. As mentioned currently it is dangerous as 
is. Will this road by widened to allow for mining traffic? Will a traffic study be 
completed and be subject to public comments?

Individual

2266 8 Don't let our precious Santa Rita Mountains and desert be destroyed: Prevent the 
addition of 700 trucks/week on our roads.

Individual

2272 9 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, motorcycles, bicyclists, and tourist traffic.

Individual

2284 13 Will the I-10 Marsh Station Bridge be updated to eliminate the oversized loads now 
routed through SR83, or will these loads share this dangerous winding road with 
Augusta's trucks?

Individual

2284 16 Can SR83 in its present state support the loads and volume that Augusta has 
presented?

Individual

2288 8 Depending on how you do the math, there will be large mine truck on Hwy83 
averaging every 3.33 minutes. Depending on the column used, this figure could be 1 
vehicle every 17.34 minutes. This does not take into account the estimated 124 daily 
van pool trips by employees. When I asked the consultant whether there was any 
plan to mitigate the congestion or damage done by the traffic load, I was told simply 
"NO". Quite obviously this road was not constructed to accommodate this ativity and 
presents risks to current recreational users and local traffic. Hwy is a significant 
recreational and scenic corridor. Regardless of the promised obscurity of the mine 
itself, the route will become barely tolerable to local residents and useless as a 
recreational/scenic corridor.

Individual
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2289 1 One of the drawbacks of the Rosemont Mining Plan is the use of a relatively small 2 
lane highway (highway 83) to transport ore concentrate from the mine and 
explosives, fuels and other materials to the mine. These will average 1 load every 3 
minutes per the mining plan. This is 20 trucks/hour or 240 trucks per day. This is too 
much traffic for this small highway.

Individual

2291 32 The blasting, dust, noise, and heavy truck traffic will reduce current values 
substantially.

Individual

2292 4 I would like to restate the concerns of my neighbors and friends, such as: increased 
traffic on an already narrow deadly road.

Individual

2298 2 We are already suffering increased commercial truck traffic on highway 82 as a 
result of NAFTA and increasing trucking from Mexico. Traffic is noisy. We know 
that a mine will increase the need for better roads and increase traffic. We are against 
that.

Individual

2299 1 Highway 83 is already congested due to over-sized vehicles (Big-rigs, trucks in the 
60,000 lb load range or higher.) Occasionally, the Highway Patrol is caused to direct 
traffic stops due to these trucks. There currently is no designation on this route 
whicch prohibits trucks or times these vehicles can travel.

Individual

2299 3 School bus traffic on SR83 is busy M-F during the hours 6:00 a.m. to 8:30 a.m., 
11:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. and from 1:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.; after questions were asked 
Rosemont regarding voluntary restrictions of their use of SR83 during the hours, I 
was told they have a right to this road to use as they want, whenever they want to use 
it.

Individual

2305 11 The main route to the mining project seems to be SR83. Rosemont estimates 36 
round trips an hour, 176 round trips a day and 1,164 round trips a week. Those trips 
are for material only. If employees average 5 per vehicle they note about 62 round 
trips both AM and PM. Vendors and other deliveries have not yet been factored in 
their report.

Individual

2307 2 When 300 mining vehicles per day drive back and forth on route 83 residents of 
Sonoita, Elgin and Patagonia will stuck in our homes. A trip to Tucson to shop for 
food will be a four[4] hour roundtrip.

Individual

2322 3 This is absolutely the most destructive type of project I've ever seen in my life.  With 
the estimates of increased traffic (large trucks), the roads will become extremely 
dangerous for years to come.

Individual

2326 8 The road way, highway 83, a narrow two land will not safely support this activity 
and the local traffic.

Individual

2331 4 The proposed Rosemont Copper Proejct should be stopped for many reasons that 
include but are not limited to:
Huge traffic increases estimated to 600-700 trucks per week on a country highway 
that is now classified as a "scenic highway".

Individual

2344 2 The plan, as presented by the mining company, is completely out of scale with the 
targeted area. Route 83 cannot support the truck traffic and workers that will be 
using it 7 days a week, 365 days a year for the next 20 years.

Individual
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2348 11 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 traffice 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!

Individual

2349 4 I am also concerned about the increased traffic that would be caused by mining 
vehicles.

Individual

2360 15 Highway 83 is one of very few State Highways that are designated as scenic roads.Individual

2364 9 State Route 83 was not built for high-density traffic and 500 employees would 
certainly produce significant traffic. In addition, there would be 40 or more large ore-
laden trucks traveling from the mine each day and then returning later the same day. 
Can you imagine the traffic dilemma this will produce on the highway?

Individual

2374 5  We already have 18 wheelers using Hwy. 83 as a detour route because the bridge on 
I-10 to the East of Hwy. 83 is too short. We currently have many wide loads which 
require us to pull off to the side of the road and "wait". Last week, I had to pull over 
for four separate wide loads and that was just between Rosemont Junction & I-10. 
Several of our highway patrol cars are involved with these wide loads.  Augusta said 
for the first two (or thereabouts) years, they will be running wide loads every 10 
minutes. Nobody will be able to use this section of Hwy. 83. It will make traffic 
impossible. The school busses will not be able to get the kids to school.

Individual

2386 6 Five days each week, I commute from Sonoita to my job in Tucson along State 
Route 83 (SR 83) from our home just north of the Elgin School on Milky Way all 
the way to I-10.  At least once a week, and sometimes several times each week, the 
Arizona state police (DPS) force regular car traffic off to the side of the road (there is 
no shoulder to speak of) to wait sometimes as long as 15 minutes or more for a wide 
load to pass by.  This is because one of the overpasses on I-10 is too low for many 
loads.  One day this spring, there were six such wide loads in a single day along SR 
83.
The Rosemont Copper Company proposes to use SR 83 to ship refined copper in the 
form of plates as well as concentrated ore along a section of SR 83 using semi-trailer 
trucks.  I presume this will occur at all times of the day and night.  Imagine what will 
happen when the mine trucks encounter wide loads coming the other way on a nearly 
daily basis.  There is no shoulder for the mine trucks to use while the wide load 
passes.  There is nothing in the plan for the Rosemont Mine Company to pay to 
correct the I-10 overpasses to permit wide loads to stay on I-10.
This is a daily traffic jam waiting to happen.  I need to get to work in Tucson each 
day on time to my job in support of another Federal agency, the National Science 
Foundation.  They will not be pleased to learn that their operations have been 
affected by another Federal agency (also see light pollution in Section 3 below).

Individual

2392 9 State Route 83 was not built for high-density traffic and 500 employees would 
certainly produce significant traffic. In addition, there would be 40 or more large ore-
laden trucks traveling from the mine each day and then returning later the same day. 
Can you imagine the traffic dilemma this will produce on the highway?

Individual
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2396 4 My main concern is the negative impact this operation would have on our local 
residents and tourist economy due to increased truck traffic on our local highways.

Individual

2398 1 [A]dditional Traffic on Sahuarita Road--already busy! --will be increased 24/7!Individual

2405 4 The Arizona DPS has forced me off the road dozens of times to make room for wide 
and oversized loads. ADOT records show 663 permitted loads on highway 83 in 
2007 alone. It is currently used to route oversized loads traveling on I-10 and unable 
to pass under the Marsh Station bridge, or too heavy to transport over the Davidson 
canyon bridge. 
The additional traffic from the 500 workers proposed by Rosemont, the 180 trips by 
their ore haulers per day, and the other trucks transporting hazardous materials to the 
mine will turn highway 83 into a death trap.

Individual

2405 13 At a minimum, the study should consider: 
Increased traffic from the proposed Portland Cement mine, and the Passages of 
Tucson should also be considered. The Passages of Tucson will contain a resort, a 
hospital, an office center, and shopping complexes. When these are completed they 
will greatly increase the public and commercial traffic using the I-10/SR83 
interchange.

Individual

2423 2 What specific impact does the magnanamous volume of heavy truck traffic have on 
highway 83? Impact on the travel convenience of commuters between sonoita area 
and Tucson.

Individual

2427 8 It would: cause traffic congestion on Hwy 83 with heavy trucksIndividual

2434 5 I live in Tucson and have family members living near Parker Canyon Lake so I have 
been driving highway 83 for many years. I can't accept the fact that our scenic Hwy 
83 would be teaming with those trucks and other vehicles to and from that mine.

Individual

2440 15 Many environmentally immune compromised individuals can live nowhere else. 
They are the members of our species that are endangered and we have a 
responsibility to protect them as well. Development of the proposed mine will drive 
them out of the area not only through the destruction of the scenic view, but with the 
attendant degradation of the air quality, water shed and increase noise and pressure 
from the infrastructure of the operation and employee people traffic that the project 
will bring. One only has to look at the nearby changes that have occurred in Bisbee 
and Green Valley to have a realistic appreciation of what will occur in the 
Rosemont/Sonoita area from this project. The cost to those of us who are 
compromised and the value to the rest of us who can utilize them as critical 
indicators of what will happen to the rest of our species if we degrade our habitat 
must be factored in to the costs of the Rosemont project.

Individual

2440 22 5) Other factors, as the impact on the Cienega watershed both from extraction and 
toxic pollution and the proposed water extraction from the northern side of the Santa 
Ritas on Tucson( Department of Hydrology University of Arizona), the further 
impact of road building though the Santa Ritas, the road safety issues and expense 
for road improvement that will be created on highway 83 from the heavy truck traffic 
and increase traffic in general( Arizona Department of Transportation), and the 
decrease attractiveness of the area to recreational users and these economic losses 
must be factored into the impact statement.

Individual
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2446 9 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.

Individual

2468 20 The amount of truck traffic both on Sahuarita Road and Highway 83 will be greatly 
increased, endangering other drivers including our children in school buses, cyclists, 
tourists. Additionally, these trucks will be carrying heavy construction equipment 
(wide loads) and blasting explosives ... and on a narrow winding road!

Individual

2470 27 How much forest will will be lost for the roadways this project will require? How 
safe will they be for wildlife? Hwy. 83 is not equipped to handle explosives, 
hazardous materials, large equipment, and constant truck traffic. It will need to be 
made into a four lane highway, with what impact to wildlife movement and mortality 
rates?

Individual

2481 2 I'm concerned about all the additional traffic with heavy trucks.Individual

2483 3 Furthermore, the folks in the upper 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 a hardship for anyone required to travel on 83.

Individual

2489 10 In particular, the Board believes that: 
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.

Organization

2492 3 Furthermore, the folks in the upper 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 a hardship for anyone required to travel on 83.

Individual

2495 3 I'm concerned about delays in travel.Individual

2496 2 What impact will traffic from the mine have on local residents and tourist? Bicycle 
riders, runners, motorcycles riders, etc.
I am concerned about delays in travel.

Individual

2514 1 I live near Sonoita and drive to Tucson 5 days a week to practice medicine.  If this 
mine is OK-ed, I might not be able to get to Tucson because of all the trucks on the 
road.

Individual

2520 11 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 traffice 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!

Individual

2521 2 How will local traffic, the ore trucks and the oversize loads we now suffer compete 
for the road?

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 41 of 117



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Transportation and Access

Increase Traffic Volume

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

2522 8 More wide and truck traffic on our fragile scenic highway is simply unacceptable-
please- one more truck every 15 minutes 24 hours a day!!!!! Absolutely 
unthinkable!!!!!

Individual

2524 7 Also consider:
Dangerous heavy traffic on hilly, winding Route 83, sure to cause serious accidents.

Individual

2538 6 Route 83 was not built for high-density traffic and 500 employees would certainly 
produce significant traffic. In addition, there would be40 or more large ore-laden 
trucks traveling from the mine each day and then returning later the same day. can 
you imagine the traffic dilemma this will produce on Route 83?

Individual

2539 2 How will local traffic, the ore trucks and the oversize loads we now suffer compete 
for the road?

Individual

2542 3 Heavy traffic of heavy trucks (more than 300 per day) going back and forth, to and 
from the mine will negatively impactt commuting residents of 
Sonoita/Elgin/Patagonia who commute to Tucson to work each day.

Individual

2553 3 The excess traffic flow on the existing "under minimum federal highway standards" 
Hwy 83 also need to be addressed.

Individual

2565 10 3) All of the costs of this project should be quantified whether the fall within the 
narrow definition of cost in the NEPA process so the decision can be place in proper 
context.

These costs include a dramatic loss in land values in the surrounding area, a probable 
need to improve Route 83 beyond that included in the project, a need to build a new 
bridge over I10 so wide loads will not need to go around via Route 83, and loss in 
tourist revenue.

Individual

2593 97 ROADS
The mine plan identifies an alarming number of huge trucks carrying toxic chemicals 
and explosives that would be traveling on Scenic Highway 83, day and night for 20 
years. The EIS must analyze the environmental, social, economic, safety, and 
emotional issues associated with this type of increase in use of this highway. In 
addition to the uses during mining, the EIS should also include identification of 
staging areas and temporary roads needing for the preproduction phase (Figure 2.2 of 
the MPO), and for the reclamation and closure phase.

Organization
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2599 12 According to figures contained in the "transportation" portion of the Augusta 
Resource MPO, as many as 36 twenty-four ton trucks will enter or leave the mine 
every hour during times of peak mine activity.

Questions: What will be the increase in traffic delays, vehicle/motorcycle/bicycle 
accidents and deaths, and expenses for repairs to and/or widening and realignment of 
AZ83 caused by this dramatic change in type and volume of traffic?  How will the 
costs associated with these impacts be paid?  How will the dramatic adverse impacts 
to the only viable, practicable roadway to/from this area for residents and visitors 
affect the agricultural, knowledge- and tourist-based enterprises already existing in 
the region?  How many current and potential (i.e., twenty years from now, when the 
population of Tucson and surrounding communities has grown by at least 50%) 
hunters, cyclists, campers, hikers, birders, boaters and other outdoor enthusiasts and 
sightseers will be deterred?

Individual

2599 38 I urge anyone inclined to favor permitting this project on the basis of economic 
considerations to look closely at the Sonoran Institute study.  It clearly demonstrates 
that substantial costs would accrue to individuals, households and businesses in the 
area surrounding Rosemont Mine, as well as to the state of Arizona.  These costs 
include:
$1.5 million in societal costs and in increased travel time costs due to continuous 
heavy truck traffic on AZ83

Individual

2599 44 In an advertisement placed in the Arizona Daily Star almost a full year ago, Augusta 
Resource Corp. asserted that it would support the goals of the Sonoran Desert 
Conservation Plan in developing the Rosemont Mine.  One of the core conservation 
strategies outlined in the SDCP is "significantly lower intensity of future land uses 
allowed in certain biologically sensitive areas of Pima County."  The sixth and, in my 
opinion, overarching objective of the biological component of the plan is to 
"…promote long-term viability for species, environments and biotic communities 
that have special significance to people in this region because of their aesthetic or 
cultural values, regional uniqueness, or economic significance."

I am going to quickly list some of the activities that will be ongoing at or near the 
mine, and you can draw your own conclusions as to whether they, as Augusta 
asserts, support the goals of the SDCP.  Keep in mind that these will be occurring 
into two areas---the Cienega Creek watershed and the Santa Rita Mountains---that 
the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan explicitly identifies as being among Pima 
County's highest priority critical habitats and biological corridors.

During times of peak mine activity, 36 24-ton trucks will enter or leave the mine 
every hour.  Over the course of a year these trucks will deliver:
73,190 tons of sulfuric acid
9 million gallons of diesel fuel
20,075 tons of ammonium nitrate
3,250 tons of wearparts and explosives
and remove
484,700 tons of copper concentrates from the mine for delivery to regional smelters 
or to the West Coast for export.

Individual
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2599 46 Add to the Boschian mental picture that is now forming in your mind a fleet of:
31 260-ton haul trucks
1 200-ton transporter/trailer
and an uspecified number of 25-ton trucks
hauling and dumping copper ore, waste rock, and tailings

Individual

2605 2 Here are inevitable negative impacts on the area should August Resource 
Corporation be permitted to go through with their project:
*increased truck traffic. The four or more trucks per hour required by Rosemont 
Mine would add to the increased semi-truck and wide-load traffic that I have seen 
since the eight years I have been driving on Highway 83;

Individual

2617 30 Our house is less than 1 mile west of Hwy 83. We sleep with our east and south 
windows open every night. We are very concerned that the heavy truck traffic on 
Hwy 83 will make living in our home unbearable.

Individual

2618 4 According to a recent study conducted by the Sonoran Institute, increased commute 
times on SR 83 from the I-10 junction to the Sonoita and Patagonia area due to the 
mine will result in a real cost to travelers on that highway.

Business

2625 21 The development of this mine would put a lot of strain on SR 83 due to the 
continuous use by huge, heavy mining trucks.

Individual

2629 5 We want to express our opposition to the Rosemont Mine based on the following 
considerations: Heavy truck traffic on Arizona 83

Individual

2644 9 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying large truck traffic , excessive wear 
and tear to publicly supported roads and assorted health conditions 24/7, would seem 
to give some pause.

Individual

2648 10 Given all the other active likely potential mining activity in Southern Pima County, 
what will be the cummulative effect on people & the environment. In particular, 
traffic congestion

Individual

2672 7 As infrastructure, Highway 83 is grossly inadequate for the type of use it will receive 
when giant mining and copper trucks start using it.

Individual

2673 23 The Rosemont estimate of five employees to a vehicle coming to work together is 
probably overstated

Individual

2676 17 Our highways are like the arteries of our body. When we clog them, in this case with 
excess of traffic,  these main routes, AZ 82 and 83, will not be able to serve and 
allow the appropriate circulation of the traffic in this region.

Business

2676 23 Traffic will be made un-workable. We are not going to be able to get to Tucson in a 
reasonable manner because the road will be jammed with trucks.

Business

2679 4 Billboards are not even allowed along this highway, much less lots of truck trafficBusiness

2680 10 We have a treacherous couple of miles of road on Highway 83. Many times I hear 
the air medevac helicopters go over our house when yet another motorist or 
motorcyclist has misjudged the curve at milepost 44. When we add the additional 
traffic generated from the mine the Sonoita Highway

Individual
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2683 12 State Road 83, which would apparently bear the brunt of the traffic from the mine 
twenty-four hours a day, is a lovely, twisting, sometimes steep two-lane road that 
was not built for the heavy truck traffic the mine would necessitate.

Individual

2686 9 State Route 83, a twisting two-lane road, cannot possibly handle the heavy truck 
traffic that would be using it twenty-four hours a day.

Individual

2688 10 As Clerk of the Corona de Tucson Fire District Governing Board and a taxpaying 
resident of the District, I am concerned about heavy traffic using US-83

Organization

2688 15 I am gravely concerned for the safety of these brave servants as they respond to the 
call. The increased traffic on US 83 imperil the wellbeing of all those who travel that 
road, children on school buses, motorcyclists, bicyclists, tourists and commuters.

Organization

2698 10 A huge open-pit copper mine with its associated truck traffic to carry the ore to 
smelters and the tailings to store the residue would put all of this developemnt at risk.

Business

2698 15 Because no smelter will be built, there will be new and overwhelming traffic flow 
consisting of very large trucks hauling the ore away from the site and into Metro 
Tucson to smelters elsewhere in the state or even beyond US borders.

Business

2698 17 The impact of these truckst on the efficiency of traffic flow,  will generate major 
costs for city, county and state governments, and will threaten the efficient operation 
of other businesses within a long radius of the mine site.

Business

2711 9 Now add numerous multi-ton product and hazardous materials trucks to this mix of 
local traffic and you have a recipe for disaster

Individual

2724 15 Traffic and safety hazards would increase. Scenic Highway 83 would need to be 
modified to accommodate the mine. Nearly 200 trips a day are predicted in and out 
of the complex.

Individual

2725 7  The highway is barely adequate for the local traffic and the wide loads which now 
use the highway and additional traffic will create a real hazard for those of us who 
must use highway 83.

Individual

2726 10 A huge open-pit copper mine with its associated truck traffic to carry the ore to 
smelters and the tailings to store the residue would put all of this development at risk.

Business

2726 15 Because no smelter will be built, there will be new and overwhelming traffic flow 
consisting of very large trucks hauling the ore away from the site and into Metro 
Tucson to smelters elsewhere in the state or even beyond US borders.

Business

2726 17 The impact of these trucks on the integrity of minor and major road pavements, on 
the efficiency of traffic flow, and on highway safety will generate major costs for 
city, county and state governments,

Business

2729 10 As Clerk of the Corona de Tucson Fire District Governing Board and a taxpaying 
resident of the District, I am concerned about heavy traffic,  using US-83, a winding, 
2-lane, poorly maintained roadway.

Organization

2729 15 The increased traffic on US 83 imperil the wellbeing of all those who travel that 
road, children on school buses, motorcyclists, bicyclists, tourists and commuters.

Organization

2730 5 The congestion created by the mine will negatively affect SR 83 all the way to I-10Individual
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2742 6 My husband and I have read the pros and cons of the project. We came to the 
conclusion that  truck traffic are serious concerns and we don’t have the answers to 
these problems. Just because copper is at an all-time high should not make us 
nervous and antsy to jump into un-researched other potential problems for the sake 
of jobs or revenue. These decisions have long-term ramifications in themselves… 
some of which there is no turning back.

Individual

2744 4 The idea of a 20-year, steady stream of large trucks clogging and endangering 
"Scenic" Route 83, the main portal for the entire valley is already placing thoughts of 
relocation on our minds.

Business

2750 11 The other concerns are:  the negative impact on the increased traffic 24/7 on the state 
scenic Highway #83 and local roads

Individual

2756 1 Rosemont Copper claims they will have 500 employees when the mine is operating 
at its peak production. The increased traffic on Highway 83, a state designated 
“scenic highway”, would create hazardous conditions for a narrow, two-lane 
roadway that is not designed for heavy commuter traffic.

Individual

2771 2 I am concerned about the added traffic hazards caused by large mining trucks using 
the highway.

Business

5012 31 WOULD SAFETY AND SOLITUDE BE AT RISK?
-Traffic and safety hazards would increase.  Scenic Highway 83 would need to be 
modified to accommodate the mine. Nearly 200 trips a day are predicted in and out 
of the complex.

Organization

5284 19 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Traffic & Safety:

How will we as residents get  to work and home on time with the huge volume of 
traffic that will be using Highway 83?

Individual

5673 3 I hope we can keep few trucks on these scenic routes.Individual

6715 2 The loss of tourist dollars and the nightmarish congestion of the scenic highway lost, 
clogged with mine traffic, on top of the daily over-sized trcuk caravan that are 
diverted from I-10 due to the inadequate infrastructure of bridges are resons enough 
to oppose this mine, not to mention the environmental degradation it will bring.

Individual

6744 8 We also were concerned about the effects on the local economy, of both owing to the 
increased traffic on State Route 83, and, of course, the despoliation of one of the 
most beautiful areas along scenic Highway 83.

Individual

6750 1 Beautiful scenic Santa Ritas, just how beautiful will they be with mining trucks 
going out every 15 minutes?

Individual

6759 5 My main concern is the negative impact that this operation would have on our local 
residents and tourist economy due to noise and water pollution and increased truck 
traffic on our local highways.

Individual
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6769 3 The typical traffic consists of tourists, nature buffs, motorcyclits, bicyclists, and 
recreation vehicles.  It is also used daily by residents and school buses.  I have 
traveled State Route 83 daily for over ten years and have witnessed many accident 
scenes and helicopter rescues.  The Arizona DPS has forced me off the road dozens 
of times to make room for wide and oversized loads.  ADOT records show 663 
permitted loads on highway 83 in 2007 alone.  It is currently used to route oversized 
loads traveling on I-10 and unable to pass under the Marsh Station bridge or too 
heavy to transport over the Davidson Canyon bridge.

The additional traffic from the  500 workers proposed by Rosemont, the 180 trips by 
their ore haulers per day, and the other trucks transporting hazard materials to the 
mine will turn Highway 83 into a death trap.

Individual

6769 5 At a minimum the study should consider redesign of the I-10 Highway and Highway 
83 intechange.  The widening of Highway 83 to four lanes to allow passing, handle 
the increased traffic, and support the heavy loads without requiring frequent 
maintenance.  Improvements on I-10 to eliminate the need to use Highway 83 for 
oversized and overweight loads.

Individual

6769 8 Increased traffic from the proposed portland cement mine and te Passages of Tucson 
should also be considered.  The Passages of Tucson will contain a resort, a hospital, 
an office center, and shopping complexes.  When these are completed they will 
greatly increase the public and commercial traffic using the I-10 and State Route 83 
interchange.

Individual

6778 5 the maintenance concerns with all of these additional trucks?Individual

6788 4 And the other thing is the traffic that you have heard a lot about.  And I was really 
glad to hear that.  And the Scenic Route 83, which is a fantastic bike ride.  And a lot 
of us bikers are out there.  And I tell you we don't want to mix on the narrow 
winding road with more traffic than is already there, and particularly with trucks.

Individual

6795 2 I would like to encourage the Forest Service, and I'm sure they are, consider the 
really big picture when we're talking about this.  We're really talking about a few 
jobs for a few years.  At what price?  History has proven the very long lasting effects, 
devastating effects from tailings, leaching, contaminations into our groundwater long 
after the mining is gone. The heavy traffic up an down Highway 83, a scenic 
highway already in poor condition.  Can Pima County or the tax payers really affort 
the cost to improve and maintain this highway?

Individual

6804 3 Also, all the numbers referring to the truck traffics are presented as round trip 
numbers, not reflecting the true volume of traffic. Rosemont claims the shipments 
will be scheduled to avoid the high traffic hours on State Route 83, early mornings, 
afternoons, and at shift change. 

I propose Rosemont should provide a more detailed traffic analysis, taking into 
account the avoidance of the most sensitive times of day.

Individual

6811 8 Families living south on SR 83, which depend on SR 83 daily, many, many 
commuters.

Individual

6834 1 What are the basic pros and cons of the Rosemont mine? There would be a negative 
impact on traffic volume and safety on State Route 83, a designated scenic highway.

Individual
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6836 2 I see that the Santa Rita Road is designated as a secondary traffic area. I use that road 
a lot. I sure hope some effort will be made to mitigate traffic on that road.

Individual

6891 1 The Interchange at Scenic Highway 83 and I-10 has seen 5 reported accidents over 
the last 5 years, one involving a fatality (per ADOT records).  The interchange was 
clearly designed with low traffic volumes in mind.  I propose a study of current 
traffic patterns on Scenic Route 83 from mile marker 46 to I-10 be completed and a 
study (statistical analysis) showing traffic patterns by time of day and day of week be 
completed.  It should take into consideration the potential mining traffic and 
potential traffic generated when the Passages of Tucson shopping mall/resort is 
completed (it will contain a resort, hospital, shopping, and office complexes).

Individual

6901 30 Given the presence of multiple critical wildlife linkage zones in or adjacent to the 
project area, it is essential that the full range of impacts to these linkage zones be 
considered in the EIS.  Possible impacts include:

-an increase in large truck traffic on SR 83 and related impacts to wildlife crossing 
areas;

Organization

6945 3 I am concerned by the additional amount of traffic that this will cause on Hwy 83.  
This will not only effect the road, but motorcyclists, such as myself will not travel to 
Sonoita, Tombstone and Patagonia if this mine goes through as it will RUIN the 
beauty of this scenic highway and the additional frustration to all the trucks and 
related vehicles traveling the route.

Individual

7008 9 How will the two-lane mountain road handle the constant traffic by the behemoth 
trucks using the highways all day and all night, 365 days a year?  Anyone wanting to 
drive to Sonoita, Elgin, Patagonia or visit Parker Lake or Lake Patagonia will 
experience long delays.

Individual

7022 3  Currently large trucks that are routed from I-10 cause congestion and delays along 
that road.  The mining operation will aggravate the situation and irrevocably alter the 
traffic along this state designated scenic highway.

Business

7048 12 Who will pay to repair the damage to Highway 83 from the large, heavy mining 
vehicles?  Was this highway designed for this type of use?  The use of this highway 
by the multiple heavy mining vehicles will destroy its value as a recreation highway.

Individual

7072 7 We do not need 500 outside jobs, and 200 trucks per day, and a permanently spoiled 
water system.

Individual

7078 2 Both my wife and I are COMPLETELY AGAINST the Rosemont Copper Mine due 
to significant negative environmental impacts, mine truck traffic on highways, 
excessive water caonsumption and (potential) pollution.

Individual

7090 2 Highway 83 will become impassible with additional traffic from the 500 workers 
proposed by Rosemont, the 180 trips per day by ore haulers and the other trucks 
transporting hazardous materials to the mine will add to the dangers turning highway 
83 into a death trap.

What are the plans to make Highway 83 safe for all the traffic that will occur if the 
Rosemont Mine is approved?

Individual

7110 12 Rosemont  (rather than the taxpayers), should pay for any road improvements.Individual
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7111 10 Also, state route 83 is a scenic, winding road. It already bears the brunt of increased 
traffic because of the many new housing developments that have been built in the 
last ten to fifteen years.

Individual

7125 32 The blasting, dust, noise, and heavy truck traffic will reduce current values 
substantially.

Individual

7126 9 Highway 83 cannot possibly handle the increased traffic from large, heavy mining 
vehicles carrying explosives and toxic materials.

Individual

7151 37 Roads
The mine plan identifies an alarming number of huge trucks carrying toxic chemicals 
and explosives that would be traveling on Scenic Highway 83, day and night for 20 
years. The EIS must analyze the environmental, social, economic, safety, and 
emotional issues associated with this type of increase in use of this highway.

Organization

7155 11 Transportation issues involved with this proposal appear to be overwhelming. There 
is no way that Scenic Highway 83, in its current condition, an handle the projected 
volume of traffic that will be generated by an operating mine in the area.

Organization

7156 7 I support withdrawal of my federal lands from mining and, as mentioned above, am 
opposed to new mining in southeastern Arizona. I love birding and hiking and 
camping in the Santa Rita and Patagonia Mountains. and believe that the noise, 
water, and air pollution will detrimentally affect my public lands experience, as well 
as imperil the habitat of endangered species, increased truck traffic on local roads 
and highways, negatively affect the wildlife movement corridors and native plants 
and ecosystems.

Individual

7157 3 But if you need reasons:
- Water, which is not a luxury in the desert, is needed better for homes in the area.
- Added transportation will lead to air pollution as well as an over trafficked 
Highway 83, today on of southern Arizona's most scenic routes.

Individual
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7164 3 Please consider the following remarks concerning the negative ECONOMIC impact 
of the proposed Rosemont Mine (taken from a report by the Sonoran Institute):

ECONOMIC IMPACT

The potential positive local economic benefits from the proposed Rosemont project 
are small in comparison to the magnitude of the local economy. Local economic 
impacts would derive primarily from employment, wages and salaries, business 
purchases, and taxes paid to local governments -- representing between (0.08%) and 
(0.3%) of total employment in Pima and Santa Cruz counties combined for the year 
2005;
local business economic impact ranging from less than five (0.5%) to (0.6%) of the 
2005 GDP of the Tucson Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA);
estimated total local tax revenues representing about 1.3% of total property, excise, 
and sales taxes collected in Pima County and the City of Tucson in the 2005/2006 
fiscal year and between one-half of one percent (0.5%) and 1.2% of total combined 
revenues for the two governments.

Significant Potential Local Costs from Proposed Mine Project
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including:

estimated increased costs to local school districts of between $2.7 million and $10 
million per year;
increased highway maintenance costs on SR 83;
annual societal cost associated with increased driving of at least $418,000;
increased costs to travelers on SR 83 of approximately $949,000 annually;

Individual

7183 3 There are also the elements of far too much traffic on a scenic road (Hwy 83) that 
was not designed for heavy trucks and the fact that this traffic will be coming onto I-
10 at a very crowded point just south of Vail. Vail is laready having a major 
population expansion and the roads are over-taxed, a condition that will only 
increase in the near future. (even withough the mine)

Individual

7228 4 The problems that will be caused by mining in the Rosemont Ranch area are many, 
including damage to wildlife and wildlife habitat, increased truck traffic in an area 
that is a scenic byway and not meant for heavy use by mining equipment.

Individual

7230 1 I am writing to ask you to please reconsider the opencast mining operations that will 
affect the Santa Rita valley. With the high traffic of trucks transporting loads and the 
vast amount of machinery needed to operate such a venture the serenity and beauty 
of this valley will be lost to visitors and the inhabitants forever.

Individual

7253 97 ROADS
The mine plan identifies an alarming number of huge trucks carrying toxic chemicals 
and explosives that would be traveling on Scenic Highway 83, day and night for 20 
years. The EIS must analyze the environmental, social, economic, safety, and 
emotional issues associated with this type of increase in use of this highway. In 
addition to the uses during mining, the EIS should also include identification of 
staging areas and temporary roads needing for the preproduction phase (Figure 2.2 of 
the MPO), and for the reclamation and closure phase.

Organization
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7259 8 Road Mortality

Increased traffic on Route 83 and service roads will have negatibe effects on wildlife 
populations.  If this mine will be in operation 24 hours a day, shift changes can flood 
roads with traffic at time of the morning and night when wildlife is most active.

Individual

7272 3 The study also states that "State Route 83 can be used to gain access to the plan 
road" and "This system of interstates and highway will allow for quick access to the 
site". I beg to differ. It will be far from "quick" access. Hwy. 83, as you know, is a 
two lane road with several windy areas. One such curve has one of the highest 
accident rates and, I believe, the highest rate in the State for motorcycles. We already 
have 18 wheelers using Hwy. 83 as a detour route because the bridge on I-10 to the 
East of Hwy. 83 is too short. We currently have many wide loads which require us to 
pull off to the side of the road and "wait". Last week, I had to pull over for four 
separate wide loads and that was just between Rosemont Junction & I-10. Several of 
our highway patrol cars are involved with these wide loads. Augusta said for the first 
two (or thereabouts) years, they will be running wide loads every 10 minutes. 
Nobody will be able to use this section of Hwy. 83. It will make travel impossible. 
The school busses will not be able to get the kids to school. The Patagonia-Sonoita 
Scenic (2nd oldest in Arizona) Hwy. sign will need to be taken down.

Individual

7282 3 The study also states that "State Route 83 can be used to gain access to the plan 
road" and "This system of interstates and highway will allow for quick access to the 
site". I beg to differ. It will be far from "quick" access. Hwy. 83, as you know, is a 
two lane road with several windy areas. One such curve has one of the highest 
accident rates and, I believe, the highest rate in the State for motorcycles. We already 
have 18 wheelers using Hwy. 83 as a detour route because the bridge on I-10 to the 
East of Hwy. 83 is too short. We currently have many wide loads which require us to 
pull off to the side of the road and "wait". Last week, I had to pull over for four 
separate wide loads and that was just between Rosemont Junction & I-10. Several of 
our highway patrol cars are involved with these wide loads. Augusta said for the first 
two (or thereabouts) years, they will be running wide loads every 10 minutes. 
Nobody will be able to use this section of Hwy. 83. It will make travel impossible. 
The school busses will not be able to get the kids to school. The Patagonia-Sonoita 
Scenic (2nd oldest in Arizona) Hwy. sign will need to be taken down.

Government

7307 2 Here are inevitable negative impacts on the area should Augusta Resource 
Corporation be permitted to go through with their project:
-� increased truck traffic. The four or more trucks per hour required by the 
Rosemont Mine would add to the increased semi-truck and wide-load traffic that I 
have seen since the eight years I have been driving on Highway 83;

Individual

7312 24 Although a west access road is provided from the plant over the Santa Rita Mountain 
ridge to Sahuarita, all deliveries to the plant will enter the site from the access road at 
SR 83. A trip is a round trip for one truck entering the plant to pick up or leave a 
load and leaving the plant empty or with the load.
The numbers add to 88 trucks per day but shouldn't the decision be based on 
approximately 170 trucks per day as each truck will be entering 83 from I10 and then 
leaving on 83 from mile marker 47 to I10? In addition will be the additional 
"estimated 450 employees" that will be making a round trip on 83 be in the 
computation of transportation risk? What will be the schedule to mitigate the traffic 
problems.

Individual
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7313 28 10. There is great concern that Sahuarita Road is inadequate for mine-related traffic. 
It is a two-lane roadway used by local residents and businesses to get from Highway 
83 to the Nogales Highway and Interstate 19, while avoiding Interstate 10. many 
bicyclists also enjoy riding along Sahuarita Road. This roadway is narrow with 
inadequate shoulders and has poor visibility. Sahuarita Road will not be able to 
handle the increased traffic caused by mine operations without major 
improvements.The road is especially unsafe between Scenic Highway 83 to 
Houghton Road and from Interstate 19 to Country Club Road. Large trucks are seen 
to routinely drive over the centerline along the entire length of Sahuarita Road. What 
provisions are being made by Rosemont to ensure that the mining traffic does not 
damage the roadway or make it more dangerous to motorists and bicyclists? Who 
will be responsible for road improvements and maintenance? Where will additional 
emergency vehicles and personnel come from and who will pay for them? What 
consideration is being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be 
found on the "wrong side of the fence"?

Individual

7313 33 11. There is a concern that Scenic Highway 83 does not have the capacity for mine-
related traffic. This highway is narrow with inadequate shoulders and has poor traffic 
visibility. Without major improvements, Scenic Highway 83 will not be able to 
safely handle the increased traffic from mine operations. The Highway is especially 
unsafe from Marker 44 to Interstate 10. Large trucks are routinely encountered 
driving over the centerline in this area because the roadway is narrow and often has 
not shoulders on either side of the road. What consideration will be given to the 
safety of the many bicyclists who enjoy riding along Scenic Highway 83? What 
measures are being taken by Rosemont to ensure that heavy mining traffic does not 
damage the pavement or make the road even more dangerous than it now is? Who 
will be responsible for improving and maintaining the road? What consideration is 
being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be found on the 
"wrong side of the fence"? What planning is being done in consideration of the 
wildlife whose migratory paths intersect Scenic Highway 83?

Individual

7329 7 Imagine heavy trucks lumbering along scenic highways, impending traffic and 
spoiling the area with their noise and pollution.

Individual

7411 7 Traffic- The MPO estimate of truck trips/hour or day or week with no mitigation 
plan for Hwy 83 leaves the public to draw their own conclusions about impact. Hwy 
83 will also become a corridor to and from Passages of Tucson, thus adding more 
traffic than it carries currently.

Individual

7413 2 NOW, enter the ore trucks from the supposed open pit mine.  Information has them 
on the road every 15 minutes with their chemicals, dirt, and dust, Those trucks, 
which are wide loads in themselves, and the usual wide loads throw rucks from their 
tires and put holes in our windshields. Are we happy about this? The highway Dept. 
had put up many safety rails, some parallel to each other, and there are no passing 
stripes in many places.  Where do you suggest ordinary traffic go? Dr.'s appts. will 
have to be adjusted, store delivery to and from Sonoita/Elgin will have to be 
changed, Fed-X and regular mail schedules will be effected
How do we get to Tucson as well as, how do people get to Sonoita and Patagonia 
from Tucson.  Regular mail schedules will be effected. Those people going and 
coming from work in Tucson will be exhaust. 
Worst of all is how will the ambulance from Sonoita/Elgin get through this mess?

Individual
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7419 8 If Highway 83 is impassable and the public is delayed by the large loads;…you will 
be responsible.

Individual

7429 3 The proposed number of very heavy trucks on the 12 miles or SR 83 between I-10 
and the mine access road is simply unacceptable from several standpoints. Augusta 
must find an alternative to this plan. SR 83 is a scenic highway and has been 
designed for general public use, not to serve as a transportation route for heavy 
commercial traffic.

Individual

7429 5 Extrapolating from the information in the Mine Plan of Operations, a truck would be 
entering or leaving the highway at the access road about every three minutes around 
the clock. Many of these would be very heavy trucks. Furthermore, this does not 
include employees entering or leaving the plant during shift change. (Note that “trip” 
as counted in the Plan is a round trip, in other words a truck entering and a truck 
leaving.)

The plan also states that traffic would be staggered to reduce the numbers in the early 
morning and when school buses are operating, meaning that it would be even heavier 
at other times. The highway would become virtually unusable for regular traffic at 
certain times.

Individual

7432 13 Traffic will be made un-workable. We are not going to be able to get to Tucson in a 
reasonable manner because the raod will be jammed with trucks. This highway that 
is called a “scenic” route will be so clogged that its purpose will be severely 
compromised.

Organization

7443 10 Blasting (daily) an open pit into the east side of the Santa Ritas is objectionable for 
aesthetic reasons alone. But aside from my bias (I love that drive down "Scenic" 
Highway 83), there are pressing environmental concerns. Traffic pollution as 56 
trucks per day - nine containing sulfuric acid - merge onto Highway 83 with 
commuters, school buses, motorcyclists, bicyclists and tourists. That's one truck 
every 43 minutes of that curving road with its no-passing lands and its steep inclines.

Individual
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7450 1 1. We have Interstate highway 10 going east and west. 2. We hve Scenic Highway 
SR 83 going north and south 3. There is a road with a car coming off of I-10 onto SR 
83. 4. There is a road with a car going off of SR 83 onto I-10. 5. There is a car 
coming across the bridge onto SR 83 from the west off ramp of I-10. 6. A car has 
just turned west to get to the housing development on the west side of SR 83. and 7. 
there is another car turning east to get to the housing development's P.O. boxes. 8. 
About a half a mile south from this point there is a pick up turning west into the 
housing development. 9. After the turn off of I-10 there are two pull-off's Sometimes 
the west one is full of wide loads waiting for police escorts to take them over the 
mountain. Sometimes there is maybe one on the east side waiting until they can park 
on the west side for the same reason. Our highway department has installed many 
safety rails on 83 making it very difficult for a car and wide load to pass. The car has 
to get to the end of the safety rail or the wide load or car can't make it. Some of these 
wide loads reach from safety rail to safety rail. All of this happens on a two land 
road. I have been an EMT for Sonoita/Elgin Fire Department early on, and I can just 
Imagine what could happen under these circumstances

I have heard that Agusta is "working" with the rail road to fix this situation. We have 
been working with them many years to no avail, but money talks. Good Luck!

10. NOW, enter ore trucks from the supposed open pit mine. Information has them 
onteh road every 15 minutes with their chemicals, dirt, and dust, Those trucks, which 
are wide loads in themselves, and the usual wide loads throw rocks from their tires to 
put holes in our windshields. And we are happy about this? The highway Dept. has 
put up many safety rails, some parallel to each other, and there are no passing stripes 
in many places. Where do you suggest ordinary traffic go? Dr.'s appts will have to be 
adjusted, store delivery to and from Sonoita/Elgin will have to be changed, Fed-X 
and regular mail schedules will be effected
How do we get to Tucson as well as, how do people get to Sonoita and Patagonia 
from Tucson. Regular mail schedules will be effected. Those people going and 
coming from work in Tucson will be exhaust. Worst of all is how will the ambulance 
from Sonoita/Elgin get through this mess?

Individual
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7450 4 1. We have Interstate highway 10 going east and west. 2. We hve Scenic Highway 
SR 83 going north and south 3. There is a road with a car coming off of I-10 onto SR 
83. 4. There is a road with a car going off of SR 83 onto I-10. 5. There is a car 
coming across the bridge onto SR 83 from the west off ramp of I-10. 6. A car has 
just turned west to get to the housing development on the west side of SR 83. and 7. 
there is another car turning east to get to the housing development's P.O. boxes. 8. 
About a half a mile south from this point there is a pick up turning west into the 
housing development. 9. After the turn off of I-10 there are two pull-off's Sometimes 
the west one is full of wide loads waiting for police escorts to take them over the 
mountain. Sometimes there is maybe one on the east side waiting until they can park 
on the west side for the same reason. Our highway department has installed many 
safety rails on 83 making it very difficult for a car and wide load to pass. The car has 
to get to the end of the safety rail or the wide load or car can't make it. Some of these 
wide loads reach from safety rail to safety rail. All of this happens on a two land 
road. I have been an EMT for Sonoita/Elgin Fire Department early on, and I can just 
Imagine what could happen under these circumstances

I have heard that Agusta is "working" with the rail road to fix this situation. We have 
been working with them many years to no avail, but money talks. Good Luck!

10. NOW, enter ore trucks from the supposed open pit mine. Information has them 
onteh road every 15 minutes with their chemicals, dirt, and dust, Those trucks, which 
are wide loads in themselves, and the usual wide loads throw rocks from their tires to 
put holes in our windshields. And we are happy about this? The highway Dept. has 
put up many safety rails, some parallel to each other, and there are no passing stripes 
in many places. Where do you suggest ordinary traffic go? Dr.'s appts will have to be 
adjusted, store delivery to and from Sonoita/Elgin will have to be changed, Fed-X 
and regular mail schedules will be effected
How do we get to Tucson as well as, how do people get to Sonoita and Patagonia 
from Tucson. Regular mail schedules will be effected. Those people going and 
coming from work in Tucson will be exhaust. Worst of all is how will the ambulance 
from Sonoita/Elgin get through this mess?

Individual

7451 5 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
3. Construction Traffic for mine supplies on SR 83
4. Mine employee Traffic on SR 83
5. Copper Concentrate Truck Traffic on SR 83
6. Materials Truck Traffic on SR 83
7. Increased commute time for residents on SR 83 due to increased traffic on SR 83
8. Increased commute time for residents on SR 83 due to wide loads on SR 83
9. Increased risk to the 75 plus school bus stops per day on and along SR 83 due to 
all of the increased mine traffic

Individual
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7451 7 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
11. Increased wildlife kills on SR 83 from the increased traffic. 
12. All of the same apply for increased traffic on interstate 10 due to increased mine 
traffic. Vail/Corona/Rita Ranch/Rincon Valley is a COMMUTER area and a large 
majority of the people COMMUTE on I-10 and would share the interstate with all of 
the increased mine traffic. 
13. Busses in the VUSD pick up kids near the Cochise County line in J-6. The MPO 
says that Rosemont may drive concentrate to Benson to freight it by rail. Increased 
traffic with busses in a dangerous area on I-10

Individual

7451 27 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
35. Border Patrol drives extremely fast up and down SR 83. This is an impact if that 
is conbined with mine trucks.

Individual

7453 5 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
3. Construction Traffic for mine supplies on SR 83
4. Mine employee Traffic on SR 83
5. Copper Concentrate Truck Traffic on SR 83
6. Materials Truck Traffic on SR 83
7. Increased commute time for residents on SR 83 due to increased traffic on SR 83
8. Increased commute time for residents on SR 83 due to wide loads on SR 83
9. Increased risk to the 75 plus school bus stops per day on and along SR 83 due to 
all of the increased mine traffic

Individual

7453 7 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
11. Increased wildlife kills on SR 83 from the increased traffic. 
12. All of the same apply for increased traffic on interstate 10 due to increased mine 
traffic. Vail/Corona/Rita Ranch/Rincon Valley is a COMMUTER area and a large 
majority of the people COMMUTE on I-10 and would share the interstate with all of 
the increased mine traffic. 
13. Busses in the VUSD pick up kids near the Cochise County line in J-6. The MPO 
says that Rosemont may drive concentrate to Benson to freight it by rail. Increased 
traffic with busses in a dangerous area on I-10

Individual

7453 27 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
35. Border Patrol drives extremely fast up and down SR 83. This is an impact if that 
is combined with mine trucks.

Individual

7461 4 The anticipated increase in traffic created by the mine on hwy 83 in its current 2 lane 
configuration will cause an unacceptable increase in the amounts of hazardous 
encounters on the hwy. The public safety hazard caused by an estimated 377 plus 
additional trips each day created to solely to support the mines employee traffic and 
logistical support of deliveries to the mine. I also understand that their intent is to 
use hwy 83 as the delivery route for the ore materials that they intend to smelt in 
Mexico where there is no clean air act or EPA regulations. Then sell all of it on the 
world market for investor profit. Who will be adversely impacted by this increased 
traffic?

Individual

7466 13 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-How much traffic is expected along highway 83 as a result of this mine?

Individual
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7469 4 There is the issue of traffic. SR83 as it is, was not meant to handle the quality 
(trucks, tractors, tankers) or quantity of the traffic that mining will require. SR83 is a 
country road with largely auto, small truck with or without trailer and school bus 
traffic, not large, heavy commercial vehicle traffic noted above.

Individual

7491 5 I have concerns about the increased truck traffic.Individual

7502 5 Questions remain regarding how this mine will affect:
3. highway traffic

Individual

7504 116 What are the cumulative impacts of the Rosemont traffic when expected population 
growth is factored in?  All supplies, including sulfuric acid and toxic volatile organic 
chemicals, will be trucked in daily.  Further, to calculate the  daily loads of copper 
taken out on the road in 10 ton trucks.  Sulfide Ore at .6% of 27,000,000 tons = 
162,000 tons of copper per year = 450 tons per day, that is, forty-five 10-ton truck 
loads.  However, the concentrate is at best 50% copper - so twice that amount is 
ninety 10-truck loads per day.  In addition, there is 10,000,000 tons of oxide ore per 
year.  The percentage of copper expected to be in this oxide ore is not available at 
this time to calculate the number of additional truck loads to carry out the copper 
wafers.

7508

7513 11 Fourth, Highway 83 is a beautiful, scenic road and I just cannot imagine it being 
overburdened with thousands of trucks every year hauling ore out. There is nothing 
scenic about the tail end of a truck.

Individual

7523 4 Already Highway 83 often is a tedious and slow drive heading south, traveling 
behind slow-moving oversize vehicles. Northbound traffic not only must slow down, 
but almost every trip requires at least one stop-and-pull-off-the-road-and-wait to 
accommodate northbound vehicles. The EXPONENTIAL IMPACT OF THE 
TRUCK TRAFFIC TO AND FROM A MINE would create the kind of burden that 
would ALMOST TOTALLY KILL any residential/commercial growth along its path 
and beyond. The real estate market would be SEVERELY IMPACTED by this 
presence. ( As a long-time real estate broker I have already had one client refuse to 
look at property north of the Hwy 82/83 intersection.)

Individual

7523 10 Consider the scale of what would be happening here. HOW NEAR TO THIS MINE 
WOULD YOU BE WILLING TO LIVE? Would YOU be willing to continue your 
daily commute to or from Tucson when you had to compete with the 24-hour 
schedule of trucks, noise, and congestion?

Individual

7523 12 Consider the scale of what would be happening here. HOW NEAR TO THIS MINE 
WOULD YOU BE WILLING TO LIVE? Would YOU be willing to continue your 
daily commute to or from Tucson when you had to compete with the 24-hour 
schedule of trucks, noise, and congestion?

Individual

7546 10 The FS, in cooperation with Arizona Game and Fish, should also study the impact of 
the mine and its operations on the Mearns quail and deer populations in the 
immediate area and the surrounding areas. This should include a study of increased 
road kill of deer along Highway 83 due to increased traffic, and altered migration, 
mating and other behavior of wildlife due to the noise, dust, and light of the 24 hour 
mining operations proposed. They should also study the impact on wildlife caused 
by the destruction or pollution of natural springs and depletion of groundwater. 
These studies should be completed prior to issuing any EIS.

Individual
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7556 2 I am not exactly sure how we were missed as our community is one that is located 
directly in the path of the Rosemont Mine's projected traffic pattern on Sonoita 
Highway 83 which our Vail School District Buses use for more than 50 stops per 
day, I commute twice a day on the same highway.

Individual

7562 11 The off property highway impact on the rural state two road is understated. The sixty 
loaded trucks hauling ore concentrate on the Sonoita Hwy does not include the sixty 
trucks going into the mine to pickup the ore nor the acid delivery trucks etc.

Individual

7569 3 With the increased truck traffic, will the mines pay for a widened highway? I think 
they should be compelled to widen the Sonoita highway before operations comense.

Individual

7571 35 There would be a huge increase in the amount of traffic on Scenic Highway 83, and 
in the type of traffic. The EIS should determine the projected wildlife mortality rate 
from the mine-related increase in traffic on Highway 83, which species are most 
likely to be impacted by the increased traffic, whether the benefits from the mine 
justify this impact, and how the company plans to mitigate this impact.

Individual

7579 9 I love my trips to Tucson and home because of the beautiful peaceful drive. With all 
of the added traffic and trucks this will be a dangerous drive and not pleasant at all. I 
understand that the truck traffic would increase to 600-700 per wekk, every ten to 
fifteen minutes 24/7. This would greatly impact this commute.

Individual

7584 1 With 88 DAILY trips of mine traffic on Scenic Hwy. 83, travel on 83 will be 
difficult, to say the least. Not only will id add additional wear and tear on Hwy. 83, 
at the taxpayers expense, it will be necessary to employ more Highway Patrol for the 
wide loads, again, at the taxpayers expense. It will create a dangerous situation for 
emergency vehicles. We have school buses traveling Hwy. 83.

Individual

7584 5 The mine will also create havoc on those of use who live South of the mine and need 
to commute to Tucson. This would be one of the hugest traffic messes ever.

Individual

7588 6 People do not want to live next to or near a mine. Excluding the probability that they 
will deplete our exceptional quality ground water, we will have to contend with their 
light, their dirt/dust, their noise and the unbelieveable amount of traffic on Hwy. 83.

Individual

7607 3 The good citizens of the Vail-Hilton Ranch area certainly deserve to have a public 
hearing on this mine held in their area. They will be impacted perhaps even more 
than I, though I live just short of a mile from the proposed site, because 1) of the 
extremely heavy traffic loads on 83 that will result if you allow this travesty to 
proceed, including sulfuric acid trucks competing for space with school buses 
carrying their children on a narrow, twisting, mountain road (Scenic Highway, I 
remind you, 83) which is already worn out.

Individual

7632 7 Hiway 83 is not built to withstand that kind of abuse from the great numbers of big 
trucks (and other equipment)

Individual

7685 6 Safety.  Increased truck and other mine-related traffic on Highway 83 and roads to 
the mine will increase the danger to all trail users, as well as significantly diluting the 
back-country experience currently available in that area.

Organization

7810 12 How much more frequently will road maintenance be required on SR83 due to the 
volume of heavy trucks if the Rosemont mine is approved? Since it is a two lane 
highway construction has a major impact on travel times and safety.

Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 58 of 117



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Transportation and Access

Increase Traffic Volume

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

7814 2 There is great concern that Sahuarita Road is inadequate for mine-related traffic. It is 
a two -lane roadway used by local residents and businesses to get from Highway 83 
to the Nogales Highway and Interstate 19, while avoiding Interstate 10. Many 
bicyclists also enjoy rinding along Sahuarita Road. This roadway is narrow with 
inadequate shoulders and has poor visability. Sahuarita Road will not be able to 
handle the incresed traffic caused by mine operations without major improvements. 
The road is especially unsafe between Scenic Highway 83 to Houghton Road and 
from Interstate 19 to Country Club Road. Large trucks are seen to routinely drive 
over the centerline along the entire length of Sahuarita Road.

Individual

8633 2 Plus all the traffic on Highway 83 is just terrible for all the big trucks that are coming 
though all the time, which are bringing stuff to the mine, which are not just, you 
know, trucks passing through. We're always having to stop and wait for them on the 
way to our house,

Individual

8642 6 I live in Benson, which is a short ways away from where the Rosemont Mine has 
been proposed. That is absolutely total destruction of a beautiful area. The 
environment, the animals, the people that live nearby, and the biggest issue is the 
water and the traffic that will be generated by this absolute horrendous idea of 
running trucks, working 24 hours, 7 days a week is absolutely insane.

Individual

8661 6 They're going to have trucks on the highway -- on Highway 83. There'll be a truck 
every ten minutes. People will not be able to go up and down the highway to go to 
work.

Individual

8682 2 That's some of the most pristine land I think in southern Arizona.  And highway 82 
and 83 are great roads for bicycling.  And there's a lot of people who use that road on 
a regular basis to ride bicycles on.  It's a great recreational thing to go to Patagonia 
and back to Tucson.  And I've done it myself many times.  And I think if there was a 
lot more trucks going up and down those highways, it would be just a terrible thing.  
It would take away a lot of the beauty of the ride.  And it would make it a lot more 
dangerous for the cycling public out there.  And it's just such a beautiful stretch of 
land.  I don't think it would look any -- it would be better with the mine.

Individual

8708 4 if you  want to have the east side of the north end of the Santa Ritas replicate what's 
going over in Green Valley, hey, go for it. You can take the Highway 83 off of the 
scenic route designation on all the maps that have been published and somehow the 
people that live south of that area are going to have to have someway to get out of 
the area again. I guess, do we have to drive over to Arizona 90, you know, the old 
way, or maybe even to Benson, you know, like used to be before 90 and 83 were in 
there.

Individual

8739 3 the traffic would be bad, would be overwhelming on the highways and even the side 
roads. So people couldn't go up in the mountains with their vehicle -- their off the 
road vehicles. It would eliminate much of the recreational properties of the area.

Individual

8766 1 I feel that the traffic on the roads in that area will be greatly overloaded and the roads 
will be torn up.

Individual
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8780 2 I'm concerned about the fact that Route 83 is a two lane highway with twists and 
turns and various danger spots.  And I foresee that the medical assistance which we 
have through ambulances in Sonoita will be greatly put in jeopardy as a result of 300 
huge trucks going back and forth during the day, you know 150 one way and 150 the 
other.  That road is not built for that, and lifestyle in Sonoita and Elgin and 
Patagonia is going to be greatly dissipated as a result of all this traffic going back 
and forth, in addition to the medical service.  If you want to go shopping in Tucson, 
the trip is going to become a two-hour trip each way.

Individual

8781 3 They're -- our roads are not up to all that excess truck traveling.  There's too much 
travel on these roads out here now.  Sahuarita Road will simply fall apart, as it 
already is.

Individual

8787 3 I think government also has to weigh the balance of the advantages, in this case, of 
creating jobs with other concerns, such as the need to supply implements of water in 
a very dry area that's already lacking water. The congestion that will be created on 
the nearby highways and to increase traffic of very heavy equipment. And 
deterioration of recreation that the Santa Ritas currently offer.

Individual

8798 4 Will the mining operations take over Highway 83? It'll probably no longer be a 
scenic highway if they do. Don't we have enough air pollution in Tucson, in the 
region? Existing mines by Green Valley are an example of what can happen. Can 
Rosemont guarantee it won't pollute the air?

Individual

8820 4 I'm concerned about increased traffic.Individual

8835 4 And also the infrastructure is not available now to handle all of the traffic and heavy 
loads that would go through that area.  Take great public funding to make those 
transportation routes available.  And I don't think that's right.

Individual

8849 3 Another concern I have is the traffic along Route 83 which I think will be greatly 
increased by slow moving highly polluting vehicles in addition to the employees 
vehicles and other traffic, and I think that will be difficult for the residents of that 
area to manage, as well as people who come to southern Arizona for tourism and to 
enjoy the area.

Individual

8850 3 Also my concern is on Highway 83, we already have a lot of heavy trucks going on 
that and it greatly have a lot of heavy trucks going on that and it greatly restricts the 
commuting time between Tucson and Sonoita and Folks in Patagonia who have to 
commute back and forth. I think the increased traffic will negatively impact the 
people who have to commute for earning an income to Tucson. And also just for 
general commerce to get materials down to Sonoita and Patagonia would greatly be 
restricted by the mining traffic.

Individual

8861 3 I'm really concerned that traffic -- they're going to significantly impede traffic on that 
road because they have no alternative. There's no space to build other lanes, but 
perhaps that's part of their plan.

Individual

8879 4 The traffic on 83 will be absolutely horrible.Individual

8879 6 I don't know if anyone has been down Highway 83, but the amount of traffic that this 
mine is going to be proposing with trucks, 83 will be impassible.  It will slow down 
traffic, it will absolutely tear up these roads going down 83.  It's a windy, hilly road 
and these trucks have no business down there.

Individual
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8880 3 Traffic, traffic on 83 is going to be terrible.  The roads are windy and hilly, very 
narrow.  It will not accommodate large trucks.  They will completely destroy the 
roads in that area.

Individual

8986 6 Just say NO! And don't forget about the zillions of trucks running up and down the 
highway that a mine would bring. Absurd.

Organization

9262 1 In addition to environmental concerns, Scenic Highway 83 cannot physically handle 
the increased mine traffic from mine vehicles as well as mine employees personal 
vehicles.

Organization

10133 1 Until AZ 83 is a 4 lane road this is not feasableOrganization

10305 2 This is a disaster in the making. A mine in the Santa Ritas would not only ruin the 
landscape but destroy the peacefulness of Sonoita through constant traffic by mining 
trucks on Hwy 83 to I-10!! This is a horrible idea by a mining firm that's not even a 
US company!! For the future of the community, and generations to come it MUST 
be stopped!!

Organization

10312 1 highway 83 does not have capacity to handle the commercial traffic, there is no 
shoulder to provide breakdowns! No funding to pay for improvements!

Organization

10352 4 The traffic on Hwy 83 can not support the vast number of trucks and autos required 
for mine works 24/7. The commiunties that depend on Hwy 83 for access to Tucson 
for work, shopping and especially medical care will be blocked with traffic on 83 
due to the mine.

Organization

11042 6 Section 2.10 of the Rosemont Mine Plan of Operations concerning Transportation 
states "The most sensitive times of the day are considered to be around shift change 
and early weekday mornings and afternoons during school bus hours on SR 83. Van 
pools for employees and staggered work shifts will be used to reduce the number of 
trips during these times of the day." All numbers referring to truck traffic are 
presented as round trip numbers not reflecting the true volume of traffic. Rosemont 
claims "The shipments will be scheduled to avoid the high traffic hours on SR 83 
during early mornings, afternoons, and at shift change" I propose Rosemont should 
provide a more detailed traffic analysis taking into account their avoidance of "the 
most sensitive times of day". I also propose a detailed plan for their employee 
bussing program be completed including gathering points and times, parking 
facilities, and that a schedule is created that must be followed by both Rosemont and 
their Sub contractors for all truck traffic.

Individual
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2 21 How much more frequently will raod maintenance be required on SR83 due to the 
volume of heavy trucks if the Rosemont mine is approved?  Since it is a two lane 
highway construction has a major impact on travel times and safety.

2 23 Wouldn't it be better and less intrusive on the current SR 83 travelers to improve it 
before opening the mine so it can handle the additional volume of heavy trucks, 
perhaps make it a concrete highway in the sections supporting heavy trucks?
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4 2 What steps will be taken to ensure adequate maintenance of transportation 
infrastructure over the lifespan of this mine?

Individual

23 6 These ore trucks will not be compatible with US 83, so it too will be destroyed.

43 6 Highway 83 is a narrow, 2 lane blacktop road, with no shoulders. Adding the mine 
traffic on the road will increase the amount of pollution from vehicles, increase road 
hazards because of constant traffic wearing down the road, and again, noise levels of 
the area. Who is going to pay for the maintenance of the road? I sure don't want it 
coming out of my tax dollars when I oppose these proposals in the first place!

Individual

43 7 How will Rosemont Copper compensate Pima County for the damage their large, 
heavy vehicles will do to Highway 83?

49 1 My concerns would be the deterioration, reduction of safety, and the high increase of 
traffic and air pollution of the designated scenic Highway 83 from I-10 turnoff to the 
intersection of Highway 82 and Highway 83. These all would occur is the mine 
project was allowed to happen.

Individual

49 6 I have traveled this road numerous times over the last twenty years and have noticed 
the impact on the surface from heavier trucks hauling equipment, taking short cuts, 
etc., on this roadway. I do not believe the subsurface road bed or the asphalt surface 
was designed to handle the increase of heavier loads that the mine project would 
produce. The scenic highway would be reduced to potholes, cracking, spawling of 
the asphalt surface, sinkage, and the potential for accidents would be increased 
drastically.

Individual

160 45 Owing to a significantly increased volume of heavy-vehicle traffic on SR83, which 
was not engineered for such a volume of such heavy vehicles, road maintenance will 
be required much more frequently.

1508 2 Also, such heavy loads on a continous basis will prematurely wear out the roadway. 
Who will provide the additional funds to maintain the road- the state/taxpayers or the 
mine?

Individual

1622 3 Heavy trucks wear on people and highways.Individual

1661 1 Has Rosemont been made to put up a bond to cover the wear and tear on the paved 
county roads which they plan to traverse on a daily basis with laden trucks.

Individual

1677 6 SR 83: Will any improvements (passing lanes, etc) be done?Individual

1747 1 My concerns would be the deterioation of the designated scenic Highway 83 from 
the I-10 turnoff to the intersection of Highway 82 and Highway 83. This would 
occur if the mine was allowed to happen.

Individual
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1747 5 I have traveled this road numerous times over the last twenty years and have noticed 
the impact on the surface from heavier trucks hauling equipment, taking short cuts, 
etc., on this roadway. I do not believe the subsurface road bed or the asphalt surface 
was designed to handle the increase of heavier loads that the mine project would 
produce. 
The scenic highway surface would be reduced to potholes, cracking, sprawling of the 
asphalt surface, sinkage and the potential for accidents would be increased 
drastically. 

The scenic highway surface would have to be removed, a new sub grade surface 
installed and a thicker pavement added to handle the increased heavier trucks that 
would haul materials, equipment, etc., back and forth to the mine project.

Individual

1775 6 It's anticipated that there will be a Semi load, running along State designated "Scenic 
Route" 83, 24/7 every 10- 15 minutes (1000 trips/week) once Rosemont Mine is  
approved, and guess who picks up that bill? Why, Pima County of course - you and I!

Individual

1805 6 Who will pay for road damage that is likely to occur since Hwy 83 was not designed 
for heavy machinery?

Individual

1856 6 It's anticipated that there will be a Semi load, running along State designated "Scenic 
Route" 83, 24/7 every 10- 15 minutes (1000 trips/week) once Rosemont Mine is  
approved, and guess who picks up that bill? Why, Pima County of course - you and I!

Individual

1857 5 Who will pay for the additional road maintenance? Clearly the increased heavy 
traffic will have a negative impact on the condition of the road surface. Does the 
mining company pay to repair and repave the rroad? Or, more likely, does the 
general public pay more in taxes and receive less in services as our access to Tucson 
deteriorates?

Individual

1864 7 They will have ruined State Route 83 with all their big trucks and it will be on the 
back of the citizens of this State to repair it; yes, even your tax dollars will be used. 
Is that what you want?

Individual

1874 5 The large number of trucks (approx. 1000/week) hauling ore and hazardous goods 
will be an added burden to the Scenic Hwy 83. This added turck traffic will create a 
hazard for school buses, commuters, tourists and the Border Patrol not to mention 
the detriment to the road system itself and therefore to taxpayers.

Organization

1882 1 My concerns would be the deterioration, reduction of safety, and the high increase of 
traffic and air pollution of the designated scenic Highway 83 from I-10 turnoff to the 
intersection of Highway 82 and Highway 83. These all would occur is the mine 
project was allowed to happen.

Individual

1882 6 I have traveled this road numerous times over the last twenty years and have noticed 
the impact on the surface from heavier trucks hauling equipment, taking short cuts, 
etc., on this roadway. I do not believe the subsurface road bed or the asphalt surface 
was designed to handle the increase of heavier loads that the mine project would 
produce. The scenic highway would be reduced to potholes, cracking, spawling of 
the asphalt surface, sinkage, and the potential for accidents would be increased 
drastically.

Individual
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1891 3 It is a tremendous concern to me that a mine is being proposed in the Rosemont area. 
There are multiple reasons form my concern including environmental impact, health 
concerns, wear on roads, inevitable water impact, among others.

Individual

1948 6 and highway deterioation on Hwy 83Individual

1957 18 The extra time would allow for the flattening of the very aggressive 
construction/operation manpower curves and truck traffic loads on an ancient two-
lane, twisting, mountain highway (Scenic State Highway 83), which even now sees a 
tremendous amount of wide-load traffic.

Individual

1969 12 Some of the issues that need to be considered:
Impact of the mining operation in our main road access from the Sonoita/Patagonia 
area to Tucson, both in terms of damage to the road and how that will be rectified 
and ease of movement of traffic while the mining operation and transport of tailings 
is in process.

Individual

1972 4 Overweight trucks will destroy highway 83 in short order.Individual

1974 7 Unsafe traffic on 83 due to TrucksIndividual

2041 2 How much money will it cost to repair the hwy?Individual

2079 2 Route 83 is designated a Scenic Route which it will no longer be with dozens of 
trucks roaring down the road. The road will rapidly be torn up with that many trucks 
using it daily.

Individual

2109 3 I think I understood that the sulfide concentrate would be shipped to a smelter north 
of here, without a specific location that I could find. Since it appears that more than 
100,000 tonnes per year would be shipped, I could not get a answer as to how this 
would be done. I can not speak as a civil engineer as to possible damage to Rte. 93 
which would be cause by truck traffic, but I think of this narrow 2 lane road as fairly 
fragile. Most mines have dedicated roads or more usually rail lines to accept 
reposnsibility for the infastructure.

Individual

2150 26 We have only one road to get in/out of our property, Highway 83. Highway 83 is a 
narrow, 2 lane blacktop road, with no shoulders. Adding the mine traffic on the road 
will increase road hazards because of constant traffic wearing down the road.

Individual

2181 5 The Rosemont mine alone is expected to make 1,000 trips weekly to and from the 
mine, 24/7. That’s one round trip with a Semi load of materials, past my home and 
beautiful, peaceful property just one mile down the hill on Sonoita Scenic Route 83 
EVERY TEN MINUTES. That alone will destroy Highway 83 and then what. 
Taxpayers have to pay for that as well!

Individual

2199 9 How will damge to roadways used by heavy equipment be mitigated and paid for?Individual

2208 9 HY 83 is a 2 lane road without shoulders. Who is going to fund road improvements?Individual

2214 9 How will Rosemont Copper compensate Pima County for the damage their large, 
heavy vehicles will do to Highway 83?

Individual
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2216 8 I believe the big ore trucks will cause a lot of damage to the roads, not to mention 
congestion. Is Route 83 able to withstand that heavy truck traffic, or will it need 
immediate rebuilding? I do hope they do not plan to build an extensive network or 
roads to bring the ore to Sahuirita, or worse, to upgrade the Box Canyon road to 
bring it through Green Valley.

Individual

2226 3 The road improvements required solely to support the increased traffic caused by the 
mine is inconceivable at best.

Individual

2284 15 How much more frequently will road maintenance be required on SR 83 due to the 
volume of heavy trucks if the Rosemont mine is approved? Since it is a two lane 
highway construction has a major impact on travel times and safety.

Individual

2290 9 Reasons for opposing this mine:
The roads in the area will be used heavily by mining trucks; dust, road deterioration. 
Who will pay for this infrastructure maintenance?-probably taxpayers.

Individual

2292 7 Yet again, we assume more financial responsibility with the increase in vehicle 
maintenance caused by the decrease in road quality from the over use and the 
damage from the debris left behind or flying off of the heavy equipment. Other 
traffic problems we face are safety issues. As traffic increases so does our risk. Our 
narrow twisted road becomes a deadly game of chance as we come and go.

Individual

2299 11 I questioned the Rosemont representative regards their use of roads and bridges 
thinking the truck traffic from Rosemont could pose a safety hazard to roads, 
bridges, and other public traffic.
When I suggested Rosemont should consider the effect their trucks might have on 
roads and bridges; and consider routes and time of travel based on avoiding peak 
travel and load-limits on brides, I was told Rosemont had the right to use all 
transportation routes when ever they wanted and without consideration for what their 
trucks did to the road or the potential degradation of bridges.

Individual

2299 13 I questioned the Rosemont representative regards their use of roads and bridges 
thinking the truck traffic from Rosemont could pose a safety hazard to roads, 
bridges, and other public traffic.
Asked about a special levy on Rosemont to pay for the damage they might cause 
their answer was, "We pay taxes like anyone else. Rosemont would be against any 
restriction of truck traffic and we don't feel we owe more than those taxes."

Individual

2305 15 Rosemont's' report notes trucks carrying 24T of material each, with operations 
running 24 hours a day, 7 days a week and 365 days a year. I believe that the bridge 
and road were not designed for this amount of weight and traffic. Rosemont goes 
into great detail about roads within the proposed site. I could not find any proposals 
for damage caused to SR83 from this constant traffic.

Individual

2306 12 The roads in and around Vail and Corona de Tucson would be under too much 
stress. The heavy trucks and other machinery would destroy the small roads and 
make them more dangerous for the commuters.

Individual

2339 3 Might the increased traffic on Scenic Hwy 83 damage the road surface all along the 
Hwy and the areas adjacent to it?

Individual

2394 3 The monster trucks the mine uses, will destroy State Highway 83 and an alternate 
route over Santa Rita Road.

Individual
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2405 8 At a minimum, the study should consider: 
The widening of highway 83 to 4 lanes to allow passing, handle the increased trafic 
and support the heavy loads without requiring frequent maintenance.

Individual

2421 5 And what about the enormous trucks funnelling into our roadways? The whole idea 
is madness!

Individual

2423 4 What degradation of the highway will result from that mass volume of heavy traffic?Individual

2427 9 It would: ruin the road surfaceIndividual

2483 2 The huge impact of big rigs on the traffic on a two-lane highway not to mention the 
cost of road maintenance is frightening. We currently live 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 an out of the area when home construction was still going strong, 
prior to the current real estate lull.

Individual

2483 4 Who will maintain the surface of those roads once the heavy traffic creates massive 
potholes on that scenic highway?

Individual

2485 9 How will the extra wear and tear on Hwy 83 be addressed?Individual

2492 2 The huge impact of big rigs on the traffic on a two-lane highway not to mention the 
cost of road maintenance is frightening. We currently live 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 an out of the area when home construction was still going strong, 
prior to the current real estate lull.

Individual

2492 4 Who will maintain the surface of those roads once the heavy traffic creates massive 
potholes on that scenic highway?

Individual

2495 2 Who will pay for maintenance on State highway when usage increases (by 4 - 
500%)??

Individual

2495 4 I'm concerned about increased costs.Individual

2519 4 What alternatives can be put forth for the following other than denying Augusta's 
mining plans:  surface degradation of Highway 83 from heavy truck traffic

Individual

2521 4 With the road damaged from the constant heavy traffic, who will pay for repairs and 
maintenance?

Individual

2539 4 With the road damaged from the constant heavy traffic, who will pay for repairs and 
maintenance?

Individual

2542 4 It will take longer to get to work, roads will suffer from the heavy weight of trucks 
on road surface.

Individual

2582 5 They will have ruined State Route 83 with all their big trucks and it will be on the 
back of citizens of this State to repair it; yes, even your tax dollars will be used. Is 
that what you want?

Individual

2593 100 Other concerns that need to be addressed are:
-How will Augusta pay for the increased costs associated with road maintenance on 
Hwy. 83?

Organization
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2597 4 There are several reasons why we feel that this is not an appropriate use of forest 
service land. The traffic issues which will result from the constant truck traffic on a 
road that is completely inadequate for such heavy traffic.

Individual

2599 39 Milllions of dollars in roadway "improvements" (widening and straightening) 
required to make 12 miles of AZ83 reasonably safe for continuous heavy truck traffic 
[this is an impact that clearly needs additional study]

Individual

2617 34 How does Augusta plan to take care of the damage they cause to Hwy 83? I hope 
they do not expect the taxpayers to pay for their damage.

Individual

2629 7 We want to express our opposition to the Rosemont Mine based on the following 
considerations: Heavy truck traffic on Arizona 83 would destroy the road surface.

Individual

2644 10 Turning rock into dust, with the accompanying excessive wear and tear to publicly 
supported roads and assorted health conditions 24/7, would seem to give some pause.

Individual

2671 4 Furthermore, the road will degrade rapidly with the frequency of mining traffic and 
the weight of the trucks.  Maintenance will be a problem.  I have concerns about the 
Arizona taxpayer bearing these maintenance costs.

Individual

2671 8 Estimate the increase in road maintenance costs on a yearly basis and for the 20 year 
period.  Please provide the assumptions and error on these calculations as in item a) 
above.  Will the Arizona taxpayers be expected to cover these costs?  Will the 
economic analysis take this into account?

Individual

2672 8 The road surface was not designed for the high gross weights of the mining vehicles. 
In short order it will break up. Who's going to pay for reengineering and repaving the 
road? Even now, when you encounter a "wide load" vehicle on 83, getting around it 
is a nightmare.

Individual

2673 25 The off property highway impact on the rural state two road is understated. The sixty 
loaded trucks hauling ore concentrate on the Sonoita Hwy does not include the sixty 
trucks going into the mine to pickup the ore nor the acid delivery trucks etc.

Individual

2676 2 Concerning the proposed Rosemont mine project, to start with a arecent Sonoran 
Institute study stating: The Proposed Rosemont project would produce significant 
costs for local individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, 
including:

increased highway maintenance costs on SR 83

Business

2688 12 As Clerk of the Corona de Tucson Fire District Governing Board and a taxpaying 
resident of the District, I am concerned about heavy traffic, unweidly ore-trucks and 
trucks using US-83, a winding, 2-lane, poorly maintained roadway.

Organization

2688 16 We have asked where the ore trucks would be depositing their loads and the 
consultants from Augusta Resources were unable to provide answers. According to 
the ADOT there are no funds allocated for improvements to US-83. There will need 
to be expansive and expensive improvements to the interchange of I-10 and US-83  
if the ore-trucks deposit their loads there. Also, according to the PCDOT there are no 
funds allocated for improvements to Sahuarita Road nor to the Vail/Wentworth 
interchange should the ore-trucks use Sahuarita Road.

Organization
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2698 16 The impact of these trucks on the integrity of minor and major road pavements,  will 
generate major costs for city, county and state governments,

Business

2711 11 Does the submitted proposal suggest that "the company" is intending to provide the 
funds to the state and county to upgrade these roads to accommodate industrial 
traffic?

Individual

2719 7 The damage to local highways  must be addressedIndividual

2724 17 For the next two decades, large trucks, carrying sulfuric acid would share the state 
highway with school buses, tourists and commuters, bicycles, motorcycles. Who is 
going to pay for road maintenance when these heavy ore trucks cause damage from 
constantly driving over the 2 lane highway.

Individual

2726 16 The impact of these trucks on the integrity of minor and major road pavements,will 
generate major costs for city, county and state governments

Business

2729 12 As Clerk of the Corona de Tucson Fire District Governing Board and a taxpaying 
resident of the District, I am concerned about heavy traffic,  using US-83, a winding, 
2-lane, poorly maintained roadway.

Organization

2729 16 We have asked where the ore trucks would be depositing their loads and the 
consultants from Augusta Resources were unable to provide answers. According to 
the ADOT there are no funds allocated for improvements to US-83. There will need 
to be expansive and expensive improvements to the interchange of I-10 and US-83  
if the ore-trucks deposit their loads there. Also, according to the PCDOT there are no 
funds allocated for improvements to Sahuarita Road nor to the Vail/Wentworth 
interchange should the ore-trucks use Sahuarita Road.

Organization

2736 66 How does Augusta Resources/Rosemont Copper plan to mitigate the damage to 
municipal infrastructure because of the mining traffic?

Government

2736 74 What impact will heavy vehicles have on Sonoita Highway, and how do you plan to 
mitigate those impacts? What financial mechanism is in place to address 
infrastructure damage to this historical highway.

Government

2753 6 How is the ore going to get to the smelter? The railroad is not close enough and use 
of trucks will cause new roads to be made and deterioration of existing roads.

Individual

2758 8 Roads were not built to sustain the abuse by massive trucks.Individual

5284 20 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Traffic & Safety:

Who will be responsible for repairing Highway 83, and the other used roads?

Individual
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5286 14 The extra time required for underground mining would be very useful:

c.  The extra time would allow for the flattening of the currently very aggressive 
construction/operation manpower curves and truck traffic loads on an ancient, two-
lane, twisting, mountain highway, Route 83, which even now sees a tremendous 
amount of wide-load traffic detoured off I-10.  Route 83 is already going to pieces.  
Thousands of heavy mine truck loads will only accelerate that process.  Our area 
depends heavily on the tourism income brought by Route 83.  Once it is destroyed, 
or its breathtaking vistas forever ruined, the tourists, and the income they bring to 
local businessmen, are lost.  The mine's economic impact will not be enough to keep 
those businesses alive.  Even before Route 83 has been destroyed, however, it is 
questionable how many tourists will want to drive Route 83 just to see millions of 
tons of "dry-stacked" waste rock where once they saw the Santa Ritas' grand vistas.  
Even before Route 83 has been destroyed, however, it is questionable how many 
tourists will want to drive Route 83 just to see millions of tons of "dry-stacked" 
waste rock where once they saw the Santa Ritas' grand vistas.

Individual

6726 3 The following are my concerns and points of opposition, not in priority order.  
Number one, safety.  I commute Highway 83 12 to 15 times per week, and estimate 
that I have now driven it over a thousand times.  This road is narrow, bumpy, and 
dangerous.  Serious accidents are frequent with the current traffic volume.  The road 
will degrade rapidly with what is proposed, maintenance will be be a problem.  
Accidents will increase frequency and severity.  How will the value of life be 
considered in this decision?

Individual

6759 6 To alleviate traffic on public roads a system of private loads on forestry land, 
maintained by Augusta, may be a better alternative than allowing the mine's 
equipment to damage the public roads.

Individual

6846 5 And I'm concerned about the hauling impacts that may occur to the highway 
infrastructure.

Individual

6880 13 This would create significant safety danger on these highways for ordinary motorists, 
school buses and the like, and would have severe detrimental impacts on the 
roadway surfaces, creating a very great need for intensive highway maintenance.

Government

6946 4 1.  Who will ultimately pay for road improvements to support this mine?Individual

6965 4 We have great concerns about the Rosemont Copper Project and ask that the 
following be addressed in great depth by a variety of experts:

Traffic Impact

Individual

6978 6 Besides dust and noise, the trucks also create traffic hazards and a great deal of road 
damage on the   2 lane blacktop roads they travel.

Individual

7022 4 1. the regular traffic of heavy equipment and trucks carrying mining equipment, 
supplies, hazardous chemicals, material and refined copper will destroy Arizona 
State Highway 83.

Business
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7053 6 Another concern of mine is the road going to Patagonia, Sonoita, etc. the 83 road is a 
beautiful drive & is the most convenient way to get to many places
It is heavily traveled by homeowners in that area already. The mine project will have 
it destroyed in no time with their trucks runnin on their schedul. Plus, the increase in 
accidents due to the mine trucks. It is not close to any hospital in Tucson. More 
accidents will be caused. Who will pay for the upkeep on that road?

Individual

7058 8 Thridly, who will pay for the wear and tear on highway 83? Is Augusta going to 
maintain the roads that the huge mining vehicles will travel and degrade quickly with 
their weight? Undoubtedly that enormous cost will fall upon taxpayer shoulders. I 
understand there are already delays on Hwy 83 due to the oversized vehicles using 
#83.

Individual

7079 4 The roads will be destroyed by the massive tonnage of the mining trucks, in the 
forest and on the highways and the byways. Who is going to pay for the repairs??

Individual

7088 62 How will Rosemont Copper compensate Pima County for the damage their large, 
heavy vehicles will do to Highway 83?  This is a two-lane road not designed for this 
type of prolonged heavy truck traffic.

Organization

7111 12 Also, state route 83 is a scenic, winding road. It already bears the brunt of increased 
traffic because of the many new housing developments that have been built in the 
last ten to fifteen years. If Rosemont mine is allowed to be developed, the behemoth 
ore trucks will turn it into an extremely dangerous highway. The frequent trips will 
be the cause of constant roadwork which the state can ill afford.

Individual

7112 1 In the EIS, may I please request that you specifically address the costs of increasing 
highway maintenance on SR 83?

Individual

7115 3 The cost of road repairs and water aquifer decontamination must be calculated when 
deciding whether this agreement makes economic sense, as the law requires.

Individual

7119 1 After the HUGE mining trucks of the Rosemont Copper mine project ruin our 
Arizona roads - mainly rt 83, we, the taxpayers will to have to pay for the repairs on 
those roads.

Individual

7153 10 TRAFFIC
(1) How will Rosemont Copper compensate Pima County and the State of Arizona 
for the damage to the roads that their large, heavy vehicles will make?

Individual

7157 4 But if you need reasons:
- Water, which is not a luxury in the desert, is needed better for homes in the area.
- Added transportation will lead to air pollution as well as an over trafficked 
Highway 83, today on of southern Arizona's most scenic routes. Also, I-10 will be 
more heavily trafficked by workers from Tucson, leading to more wear and tear of 
the interstate and air pollution.

Individual

7162 4 It is obvious from the MPO that the complete character of this highway will change. 
Each day, there will be tractor/trailer rings carrying tons of copper concentrate, 
sulfuric acid, explosives, diesel fuel and many other harmful materials. Highway 83 
obviously does not currently carry this amount of truck traffic and may have to be 
reconstructed in order to carry this additional load.

Individual
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7164 2 Please consider the following remarks concerning the negative ECONOMIC impact 
of the proposed Rosemont Mine (taken from a report by the Sonoran Institute):

ECONOMIC IMPACT

The potential positive local economic benefits from the proposed Rosemont project 
are small in comparison to the magnitude of the local economy. Local economic 
impacts would derive primarily from employment, wages and salaries, business 
purchases, and taxes paid to local governments -- representing between (0.08%) and 
(0.3%) of total employment in Pima and Santa Cruz counties combined for the year 
2005;
local business economic impact ranging from less than five (0.5%) to (0.6%) of the 
2005 GDP of the Tucson Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA);
estimated total local tax revenues representing about 1.3% of total property, excise, 
and sales taxes collected in Pima County and the City of Tucson in the 2005/2006 
fiscal year and between one-half of one percent (0.5%) and 1.2% of total combined 
revenues for the two governments.

Significant Potential Local Costs from Proposed Mine Project
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including:

estimated increased costs to local school districts of between $2.7 million and $10 
million per year;
increased highway maintenance costs on SR 83;

Individual

7166 13 TRAFFIC: There will be a large increase in slow-moving, heavy truck traffic along 
Highway 83 in southeastern Arizona. This, in addition to employee and other added 
vehicles, could congest and compromise a lovely, scenic drive into this beautiful 
camping, sightseeing, hiking, bird watching, and highly desirable tourist area. Has 
the increased impact of air pollution from these vehicles, damage to roads, potential 
litter, and noise pollution been studied as part of the impact to the area?

Individual

7201 7 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity
Water quality
Depletion  of the water table affecting agriculture on the west side of the Santa Rita 
Mountains
Road access, highway safety and highway maintenance

Organization

7234 4 Are we again going to be left with a view of an abandoned mine, compromised and 
polluted water, destroyed roads,

Individual

7253 100 Other concerns that need to be addressed are:
-How will Augusta pay for the increased costs associated with road maintenance on 
Hwy. 83?

Organization
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7312 28 Is Rosemont going to perform any maintenance on highway 83? The road is already 
becoming quite eroded from the overweight and oversize loads being routed from 
I10, has the additional wear been calculated due to the thousands of loads from 
Rosemont?

Individual

7313 30 10. There is great concern that Sahuarita Road is inadequate for mine-related traffic. 
It is a two-lane roadway used by local residents and businesses to get from Highway 
83 to the Nogales Highway and Interstate 19, while avoiding Interstate 10. many 
bicyclists also enjoy riding along Sahuarita Road. This roadway is narrow with 
inadequate shoulders and has poor visibility. Sahuarita Road will not be able to 
handle the increased traffic caused by mine operations without major 
improvements.The road is especially unsafe between Scenic Highway 83 to 
Houghton Road and from Interstate 19 to Country Club Road. Large trucks are seen 
to routinely drive over the centerline along the entire length of Sahuarita Road. What 
provisions are being made by Rosemont to ensure that the mining traffic does not 
damage the roadway or make it more dangerous to motorists and bicyclists? Who 
will be responsible for road improvements and maintenance? Where will additional 
emergency vehicles and personnel come from and who will pay for them? What 
consideration is being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be 
found on the "wrong side of the fence"?

Individual

7313 35 11. There is a concern that Scenic Highway 83 does not have the capacity for mine-
related traffic. This highway is narrow with inadequate shoulders and has poor traffic 
visibility. Without major improvements, Scenic Highway 83 will not be able to 
safely handle the increased traffic from mine operations. The Highway is especially 
unsafe from Marker 44 to Interstate 10. Large trucks are routinely encountered 
driving over the centerline in this area because the roadway is narrow and often has 
not shoulders on either side of the road. What consideration will be given to the 
safety of the many bicyclists who enjoy riding along Scenic Highway 83? What 
measures are being taken by Rosemont to ensure that heavy mining traffic does not 
damage the pavement or make the road even more dangerous than it now is? Who 
will be responsible for improving and maintaining the road? What consideration is 
being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be found on the 
"wrong side of the fence"? What planning is being done in consideration of the 
wildlife whose migratory paths intersect Scenic Highway 83?

Individual

7316 19 d.�Who will pay for the increased maintenance on SR 83 that will be necessary due 
to the increased traffic by heavy vehicles?

Organization

7327 6 I foresee other issues that should preclude a mining permit:
1. Traffic, wear, and safety on the highway to Sonoita.

Individual

7329 10 What is the cost to the state and municipalities that have to keep the roads up?Individual

7415 3 On the cost side, local governments and residents have much more to lose because of 
the mine's presence. Who is to pay for increased maintenance on Highway 83 
because of mine traffic?

Individual

7432 2 A recent Sonoran Institute study states:
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including
-increased highway maintenance costs on SR 83

Organization
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7461 6 The incovenience to the local population and taxpayer cost also make improving the 
road not feasible. The improvements and incovenience required by the average 
resident and taxpayer in support of the mine are simply mind boggling.

Individual

7461 7 The road improvements required soley to support the increased traffic caused by the 
mine is inconceivable at best. We the tax payer can not be expected to endure the 
brunt of the mine impact both through personal sacrifice in the form increased risks 
for personal safety, inconvenience and financial subsidies provided by the taxpayer 
for but not limited to road improvement expenses through additional direct taxpayer 
subsidization and support of the mines overall profit scheme.

Individual

7466 14 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-What kind of traffic was highway 83 designed for (volume, vehicle weight)? Is 
highway  83 rated to withstand additional traffic? If not, then who will pay for the 
upgrades necessary to highway 83 as a result of the increased traffic? How much will 
it cost to upgrade? And how much will it cost to maintain annually? Who will pay 
for that?

Individual

7487 4 Furthermore, the road will degrade rapidly with the frequency of mining traffic and 
the weight of the trucks.  Maintenance will be a problem.  I have concerns about the 
Arizona taxpayer bearing these maintenance costs.

Individual

7487 8 Estimate the increase in road maintenance costs on a yearly basis and for the 20 year 
period.  Please provide the assumptions and error on these calculations as in item a) 
above.  Will the Arizona taxpayers be expected to cover these costs?  Will the 
economic analysis take this into account?

Individual

7500 10 Who will be responsible for the repairs and maintenance of the roads, which will see 
a tremendous increase in heavy traffic related to the mine activities?

Individual

7504 117 How will Rosemont Copper compensate Pima County for the damage their large, 
heavy vehicles will do to Highway 83?  This is a two-lane road not designed for this 
type of prolonged heavy truck traffic.

7508

7522 2 At the top of the list of concerns from residents was Arizona water, degradation of 
the infrastructure and landscape and concerns about Rosemonts abilities as a 
"mining" company.

Individual

7525 5 We strongly oppose allowing Augusta Resource Corp to mine the land at Rosemont.  
After 20 years they will walk away  from Southern Arizona with a tidy profit and 
Southern Arizona will be left with a monumental scar on the land, a lower water 
table, contaminated water, contaminated public land, and abused road infrastructure.

7533 4 Roads- Highway 83 is not designed for heavy heavy traffic.Individual

7553 2 Beyond this we all pay to maintain public roads and the rest of the infrastructure 
necessary to conduct mining operations.

Individual

7598 4 the road will degrade rapidly with the frequency of mining traffic and the weight of 
the trucks. Maintenance will be a problem. We have concerns about the Arizona 
taxpayer bearing these maintenance costs versus the mining company.

Individual
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7598 9 Estimate the increase in road maintenance costs on a yearly basis and for the 20 year 
period. Please provide the assumptions and error on these calculations as in item a) 
above. Will the Arizona taxpayers be expected to cover these costs? Will the 
economic analysis take this into account?

Individual

7630 6 There will be the destructions to our roads.Individual

7651 7 Heavy truck traffic and an increase in the amount of vehicles on highway 83 this 
narrow winding road would be too much for it to handle, leading to the deterioration 
of the road.

Individual

7814 4 What provisions are being made by Rosemont to ensure that the mining traffic does 
not damage the roadway or make it more dangerous to motorists and bicyclists? Who 
will be responsible for road improvements and maintenance? Where will additional 
emergency vehicles and personnel come from and who will pay for them? What 
consideration is being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be 
found on the "wrong side of the fence"?

Individual

7814 6 What provisions are being made by Rosemont to ensure that the mining traffic does 
not damage the roadway or make it more dangerous to motorists and bicyclists? Who 
will be responsible for road improvements and maintenance? Where will additional 
emergency vehicles and personnel come from and who will pay for them? What 
consideration is being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be 
found on the "wrong side of the fence"?

Individual

8624 1 At this time, Sahuarita Road does not accommodate 18 wheelers, and it is according 
to state rule. What I can't understand is when the Rosemont Mine starts using their 
trucks on Sahuarita Road, how in the world can they justify using that kind of 
tonnage on a road that isn't approved for 18 wheelers.

Individual

8624 3 the fact that the roads aren't made to carry that tonnage would mean that they would 
become rubber in a very short time.

Individual

8629 2 the company should be required to submit a proposal for constructing and maintaing 
roads that will have minimum impact on the forest and nearby desert.

Individual

8647 2 We also have a situation where the road heading in there will have to be extremely 
improved.  As you know, the entrance is already an accident prone area with the 
interstate.

Individual

8678 1 The Rosemont Mining venture would be both an ecological and aesthetic disaster for 
that area for these reasons: Number one, winding, hilly roads are inadequate for the 
heavy trucks that would be required.

Individual

8717 3 Route 83 is a scenic highway, and all the traffic that will be involved with the mine, 
all the big trucks, little trucks, cars, et cetera. The road is just not geared for 
something like that, so that would really make a mess of that situation.

Individual

8722 4 Moving out heavy equipment over our roads will be destructive.Individual

8726 3 if they put a huge pit, you've got huge trucks, more traffic, they'd have to just destroy 
that highway that's there now to make it large enough to haul everything. Because 
right now they use police cars to escort large items down that road, and I can't 
imagine a huge open pit. It would just change it completely.

Individual
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8785 4 The fact that Cienega Creek would be put in jeopardy and all of the water situation in 
that area plus pollutants in the air and the absolute ruination of the highway down to 
Sonoita. I can go on and on. It is nothing but atrocious for the southwest here.

Individual

8812 8 I feel that the transportation aspects -- State Route 83 is a state route.  And taxpayer 
dollars are supporting State Route 83.  If you have mine trucks on that road, millions 
will be needed to maintain it.  Has the environment, has the economic impact been 
studied yet for that impact.

Individual

8861 2 I'm calling to make a comment about the safety of trucks going up and down road 
80 -- Highway 83. According to what I read, there will be approximately 150 trucks 
coming and going every 4.8 minutes. I'm concerned with how Rosemont proposes to 
deal with safety issues such -- because every -- that means every ten minutes 
approximately, a truck will be slowing down to turn into the plant, as well as every 
ten minutes, alternatingly, a truck will be pulling out into traffic. Does the company 
plan to build turning lanes and right of ways. I'm also concerned with how heavy 
trucks will degraded the road, and if it's only a two lane road, how are they going to 
deal with upkeep on the road. And when improvements have to be made and traffic 
has to be blocked for that.

Individual

8879 5 It will be tearing up the roads on Highway 83.  Our taxpayers purchased this 
property out of the taxpayers money.  It has no right to sell unless it is given back to 
the taxpayers to vote on.

Individual

8896 2 What measures are being taken by Rosemont to ensure that heavy mining traffic does 
not damage that pavement or make the road even more dangerous than it now is? 
Who will be responsible for improving and maintaining the road?

Individual

11047 29 Will there be fissures in the road from the groundwater use? In Willcox Arizona they 
have had to close roads from fissures.

Individual
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2 10 The interchange from I-10 onto SR 83 is not the safest.  It consists of sharp curves, 
and an intersection of I-10 traffic, frontage road traffic, and old Sonoita highway 
traffic.  It can be a very confusing intersection,.  Shouldn't the interchange be 
redesigned to handle the large increase in traffic volume before people die?

2 18 The School buses are on the road M-F from 6:00AM to 8:30AM, 11:00AM to 
12:00PM and from 1:00PM to 6:00PM.  Will trucks carrying ore or explosive 
supplies to the mine travel on the road during these hours?

23 4 I work for the local Fire Department and the wrecks can be quite deadly when they 
happen, Motorcycles, bicycles, tourists, sightseers and ore trucks don't mix.

43 8 How will Rosemont Copper guarantee the safety of school buses, tourist, and 
commuter traffic on Highway 83 given that, every 10 to 15 minutes, there will be 
large heavy vehicles carrying dangerous chemicals and materials?

43 22 Given the increased chance of accidents on Sonoita highway will the Forest Service 
require Rosemont to carry a insurance rider policy on Vail Buses?

Individual
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43 23 Does the Forest Service intend to Rosemont install warning signs or bus lights along 
Sonoita Highway?

Individual

49 2 My concerns would be the deterioration, reduction of safety, and the high increase of 
traffic and air pollution of the designated scenic Highway 83 from I-10 turnoff to the 
intersection of Highway 82 and Highway 83. These all would occur is the mine 
project was allowed to happen.

Individual

49 7 I have traveled this road numerous times over the last twenty years and have noticed 
the impact on the surface from heavier trucks hauling equipment, taking short cuts, 
etc., on this roadway. I do not believe the subsurface road bed or the asphalt surface 
was designed to handle the increase of heavier loads that the mine project would 
produce. The scenic highway would be reduced to potholes, cracking, spawling of 
the asphalt surface, sinkage, and the potential for accidents would be increased 
drastically.

Individual

49 9 There are certain areas of Route 83 from I-10 to the Sonoita intersection that are 
dangerous due to the curves and widths of the roadway and the fatal accidents have 
occurred in these areas over the years. Adding more traffic, particularly heavier and 
wider trucks, would certainly increase the number of accidents and fatalities.

Individual

52 3 Truck traffic on Hwgy 83 needs to be considered. Also the dander to other users of 
the hwgy and impacts on the road itself.

Individual

134 9 The winding, narrow highway 83 would be clogged, with much higher traffic density 
and volume, heavy trucks carrying potentially toxic loads, more likelihood of 
accidents and spills.

160 26 Nearly 100 heavy trucks and over 60 employee pool vans arriving at and departing 
from the Mine per day will cause severe and dangerous traffic congestion on 
normally uncongested Arizona Scenic Highway 83.

160 42 COMMENT 2D: THE MINE WILL SIGNIFICANTLY INCREASE DANGEROUS 
HEAVY TRUCK TRAFFIC AND CONGESTION ON ARIZONA SCENIC 
HIGHWAY 83.

160 48 Augusta underestimates the adverse impact the Mine will have on local traffic. 
Arizona Scenic Highway 83-the primary route for school buses, tourists, commuters, 
and service providers between greater Tucson and the Elgin-Sonoita-Patagonia area-
choked with dangerous and heavy mine traffic, will not longer be scenic or safe.

183 2 How will Rosemont Copper guarantee the safety of school buses, tourist, and 
commuter traffic on Highway 83 given that every 10-15 minutes there will be large, 
heavy vehicles carrying toxic chemicals, explosives and other dangerous materials?

1508 1 I am concerned about the impact of approx. 4- 20-ton ore trucks using Highway 83 
on a daily basis. Highway 83 is curvy & only 2 lanes wide. Visibility is limited in 
some areas. There is NO margin for error if any vehicle strays even a little over the 
center of the road.

Individual

1525 4 Route 83 with its many curves would be the scene of horrible accidents.Individual

1526 1 RT 83 will need bike lanes for safety with mine traffic.  Make the mind fund them.Individual

1552 6 What about safety on route 83. Heavy trucks every 10 minutes are a danger to all.Individual
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1574 4 The traffic on 83 will be increased to the danger pointIndividual

1596 1 I believe no thought about the safety issus for the public have been adequately 
addressed. One trucks on us83 vs tourists, motorcycle riders, bicyclists without local 
rescue services is a serious problem.

Individual

1612 2 Safety: The idea of very heavy slow-moving trucks hauling dangerous materials 
entering and leaving Highway 83 is incredibly dangerous.  School buses make scores 
of trips weekly on this route besides commuter motorcyclists RV's etc.  It is a 
designated scenic highway.

Individual

1632 3 The increased vehicle & particularily  the resulting truck traffic trhough the town as 
trucks travel to the East side of the Santa Ritas will be a safety hazard and be 
disturbing to the community.

Government

1642 2 Having huge moving trucks traveling that road will cause dangerous driving 
conditions for school buses, motorcycalists and residents.

Individual

1652 6 I would like to see a traffic analysis determining safety, noise, pollution, and visual 
effect of mine & mine traffic on Highway 83.

Individual

1660 4 Safety issues for cumulative effects of mines on SCENIC Highway 83.Individual

1674 2 Our son catches the school bus and gets dropped off in the afternoon at milepost 50 
on Sonoita Highway. The traffic is now a source for concern because milepost 50 is 
on a curve and visibility is at a minimum in both directions. We have had some near 
miss situations already without adding what would occur if the mine was put into 
operation. Our safety on this road would greatly decrease due to the increase of 
traffic not to mention the large haul trucks and movement of large machinery. Take a 
look a the fatalities on this stretch of road. It isn't comforting in the least. How many 
more lives will be lost in this mining operation goes into service?

Individual

1677 3 What effect on safety will the increased truck traffic have?Individual

1681 4 the safety of 83 will be compromised with the mining trucks and construction 
vehicles.

Individual

1703 2 Deleterious and dangerous reasults to grownd water, traffic safety, and travel times, 
wild life habitat, soil and water pollution and permanent damage to the tourism-
based economy of South Pima and Santa Cruz counties.

Individual

1712 4 Besides all the environmental impact, safety issues of the impact of trucks on 83 and 
ruining our water table, this will be just ugly!

Individual

1731 2 As a taxpaying resident of the Corona de Tucson Fire District, I am concerned about 
heavy, unwiely ore-trucks using US-83, a winding, 2-lane, poorly maintianed 
roadway. Firefighters and medics, supported by our property taxes, are the only 
emergency responders between the mine and the City of Tucson. I am concerned for 
the safety of these brave public servants as well as the wellbeing of those who travel 
that road, children on school buses, motorcyclists, bicyclists, tourists and commuters.

Organization

1747 2 My concerns would be the reduction of safety of the designated scenic Highway 83 
from the I-10 turnoff to the intersection of Highway 82 and Highway 83. This would 
occur if the mine was allowed to happen.

Individual
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1747 6 There are certain areas of Route 83 from I-10 to the Sonoita intersection that are 
dangerous due to the curves and widths of the roadway and fatal accidents have 
occurred in these areas over the years. Adding more traffic, particularly heavier and 
wider trucks, would certainly increase the number of accidents and fatalities.

Individual

1748 2 The Mine's operation will deleteriously affect:
Highway Safety.

Organization

1775 11 More danger for our School buses, our children waiting at bus stops..with coming 
and going semi loads of "tailings" every 10-15 minutes?!

Individual

1805 2 Hwy 83 is already the most dangerous highway in the state (according to ADOT) for 
motorcycle accidents.  Heavy machinery traffic is likely to encourage unsafe passing. 
How will you prevent an increased accident rate?

Individual

1856 11 More danger for our School buses, our children waiting at bus stops..with coming 
and going semi loads of "tailings" every 10-15 minutes?!

Individual

1857 3 A mining operation in the Santa Ritas will generate heavy traffic of oversized ore 
trucks to and from one site on State Highway #83. This Arizona Scenic Highway is 
already listed in the "Arizona 2007 Five Percent Report" as one of the most 
"hazardous locations in the state of Arizona." The Arizona Department of 
Transportation describes the location as follows: "SR 83 is a fairly curvilinear route, 
which winds its way through some of the most scenic, high-country cistas throughout 
the entire southern segment also ranks first among roadway locations experiencing 
motorcycle-related collisions, and eighth highesy for run-off road accidents in the 
State of Arizona (2005)." The segment referred to in this report is the portion of the 
roadway around mile marker 44 which is in close proximity to the location Augusta 
has proposed for its new access road onto Route 83.

Individual

1871 5 Stated simply this mine is the wrong place at the wrong time. Its impact would be 
unconscionable for a veriety of reasons in addition to what is stated in the preceding: 
traffic deaths attributed to mine activity on SR 83, disruption of commuter and 
tourist traffic on SR 83 (compounded by high and wide loads until the Union Pacific 
Railroad overpass on I-10 is fixed).

Individual

1882 2 My concerns would be the deterioration, reduction of safety, and the high increase of 
traffic and air pollution of the designated scenic Highway 83 from I-10 turnoff to the 
intersection of Highway 82 and Highway 83. These all would occur is the mine 
project was allowed to happen.

Individual

1882 7 I have traveled this road numerous times over the last twenty years and have noticed 
the impact on the surface from heavier trucks hauling equipment, taking short cuts, 
etc., on this roadway. I do not believe the subsurface road bed or the asphalt surface 
was designed to handle the increase of heavier loads that the mine project would 
produce. The scenic highway would be reduced to potholes, cracking, spawling of 
the asphalt surface, sinkage, and the potential for accidents would be increased 
drastically.

Individual

1882 9 There are certain areas of Route 83 from I-10 to the Sonoita intersection that are 
dangerous due to the curves and widths of the roadway and the fatal accidents have 
occurred in these areas over the years. Adding more traffic, particularly heavier and 
wider trucks, would certainly increase the number of accidents and fatalities.

Individual
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1891 31 The safety of the highway itself with the large trucks that will be using it from the 
mine will be jeopardized.

Individual

1896 9 Has the Federal Highway Safety Administration information from the Arizona 2007 
Five percent report which outlines the top 5 percent of its locations currently 
exhibiting the most severe highway safety needs be takken into account when 
determining SR 83 safety?

Organization

1920 1 I am concerned about the negative aspect the operation of mine will bring to bear on:
Highway safety #83 will not safely handle the added traffic load.

Individual

1931 5 Road into area is a winding, scenic highway. Trucks hauling mining product will 
create a public hazard and necessitate additional road maintenance at taxpayer 
expense.

Individual

1947 1 The Arizona Department of Transportation describes the location as follows:
SR 83 is a fairly curvilinear route, which winds its way through some of the most 
scenic, high country vistas throughout the entire southern Arizona, Coronado 
National Forest region. Nevertheless, this particular highway segment also ranks first 
among roadway locations experiencing motorcyle related collisions, and eighth 
highest for run-off-road accidents in the State of Arizona (2005).
The segment referred to their report is that portion of the roadway around mile 
marker 44; I understand Augusta's proposed new access road onto Route 83 is 
between mile marker 46 and 47.

Individual

1951 4 Secondarily, but still very uppermost in my mind, is the horrors that can occur on 
Hwy 83 between Rosemont  & I-10 or where-ver the ore trucks will be headed.  It 
will be a traffic nightmare.  Drivers in a hurry will attempt to pass trucks, causing 
horrendous accidents.

Individual

1957 20 Switch the Primary and Secondary Access Routes.  Rosemont's Plan calls for its 
primary access route to be newly-built gravel road headed east from Route 83, with a 
secondary access road coming from the west through the Sahuarita area.  In view of 
the already poor conditions of Route 83, and the very high potential for conflict 
between school busses, sulfuric acid trucks, and wide loads on a narrow, twisting, 
mountain road,

Individual

1961 7 Although the proposed Rosemont Mine project has indicated it will build access 
roads to the site, presumably for moving material in and out, nothing has been said 
about the large trucks required for moving ore, rocks, etc. using community roads. 
Both Sahaurita Road and Highway 83 are two lane roads and not suitable for the 
type of trucks and other vehicles used in mining. Both these roads are also used by 
bicyclists who would be greatly at risk from trucks any larger than the ones that 
already use these roads. As far as we know there has been no proposal to upgrade 
either of these roads.

Individual

1962 2 The added traffic on State Route 83 would cause hazardous driving conditions on 
this scenic two lane roadway.

Individual

1975 7 Dangerous traffic on winding Route 83, air pollution, light affecting Mt. Hopkins 
telescopes - all need to be considered.

Individual
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1978 6 The mines use of 56 truck trips daily , seven days a week, will expose motorists on 
already- dangerous route 83 to traffic congestion that will tempt motorists to pass the 
slow-moving trucks in no-passing zones or be forced to be late for doctor's 
appointments and other important events in tucson. Additionally, school children on 
bused, and all motorists will face the risk of the mine's vehicles being involved in 
accidents that could smash school cuses and passenger vehicles as well as release 
toxic wastes on the highway.

Individual

2079 3 Accidents will increase with the turn onto Rosemont Junction.Individual

2136 4 The study also states that "State Route 83 can be used to gain access to the plant 
road" and "This system of interstates and highway will allow for quick access to the 
site". I beg to differ. It will be far from "quick" access. Hwy. 83, as you know, is a 
two lane road with several windy areas. One such curve has one of the highest 
accident rates and, I believe, the highest rate in the State for motorcycles.

Individual

2199 10 How will the safety of travelers be assured considering the frequency of heavy 
equipment use of roadways?

Individual

2209 14 The quality of human and other life in the area is threatened by the traffic hazards 
created by the trucks, especially for the many school buses and school children 
getting on and off the buses.

Individual

2214 10 How will Rosemont Copper guarantee the safety of school buses, tourist, and 
commuter traffic on Highway 83 given that, every 10-15 minutes, there will be large, 
heavy vehicles carrying dangerous chemicals and materials?

Individual

2221 3 The truck traffic proposed for the narrow, twisty road makes no sense at all. The 
safety of this highway will undoubtedly be compromised, as the non-mining traffic 
increases yearly.

Individual

2226 2 Hwy 83 is already a challenging and treacherous route that requires above average 
concentration to ensure safe passage. I contend that hwy 83 road improvements are 
necessary for public safety. The improvements and its financial impact will be borne 
by the local citizens through their safety, time as well as financial expense. I think a 
bike/breakdown lane is needed but I question the wisdom of the impact that 
improvement when weighed by the inconvenience. The improvements and 
inconvenience required by the average resident and taxpayer in support of the mine 
is simply mind boggling.

Individual

2230 1 Has the Federal Highway Safety Administration information from the Arizona 2007 
Five percent report which outlines the top 5 percent of its locations currently 
exhibiting the most severe highway safety needs be taken into account when 
determining SR83 safety?

Individual

2255 2 Our SR 83 is already dangerous highway and add this to another two mines that are 
awaiting certification by state govt agencies to the north of the proposed Rosemont 
mine.

Individual

2255 9 SR83 has an average of 1200 mtr. vehicles a day. Due to the hills, as it runs along 
side the Davidson drainage, the highway has numerous vision obstructions, 
intersections on blind curves{Hilton Rch. Rd}.and is already dangerous with 
numerous accidents. THE MOST DANGEROUS CONVOLUTED 
INTERSECTION on SR83 is its jct to I-10. It has always existed.

Individual
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2265 6 As all roads are narrow dirt roads leading out of the private property, what has been, 
or what was agreed to be done to avoid accidents from happening as many outdoors 
enthusiasts are using the area?

Individual

2283 4 Vehicular accident on Highway 83. The accident is a School Bus filled with many 
children, How are you going to get emergency vehicles to the scene of the accident 
when the Highway is filled with many Trucks, and all the other traffic going in 
BOTH Directions?

Individual

2284 12 The School buses are on the road M-F from 6:00AM to 8:30AM, 11:00AM to 
12:00PM and from 1:00PM to 6:00PM. Will trucks carrying ore or explosice 
supplies to the mine travel on the road during these hours?

Individual

2284 19 The interchange from I-10 onto SR83 is not the safest. It consists of sharp curves, 
and an intersection of I-10 traffic, frontage road traffic, and old Sonoita highway 
traffic. I can be a very confusing intersection. Shouldn't this interchange be 
redesigned to handle the large increase in traffic volume before people die?

Individual

2284 21 Has the Federal Highway Safety Administration information from the Arizona 2007 
Five percent report which outlines the top 5 percent of its locations currently 
exhibiting the most severe highway safety needs be taken into account when 
determining SR 83 safety?

Individual

2291 10 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. Dangers to health!

Individual

2292 11 Other traffic problems we face are safety issues. As traffic increases so does our risk. 
Our narrow twisted road becomes a deadly game of chance as we come and go.

Individual

2299 4 SR83 is dangerous and winding. Due to this the road should be upgraded and 
marked to decrease safety problems which would be caused by slow moving trucks 
and trucks throwing rocks. (Passing lanes for passenger cars to pass trucks are 
already needed; as well as better marking of hazard points in the road for both cars 
and large trucks.)

Individual

2299 5 From what Vail residents tell me the I-10 Marsh Station Bridge needs up-grade to 
decrease current over-sized loads re-routed to SR83; or, Rosemont's trucks will also 
have to compete with current heavy truck traffic on SR83. (i.e. SR83 is already 
dangerous; addition of additional heavy trucks from Rosemont will increase the 
danger and risk lives.)

Individual

2299 6 the Federal Highway Safety Administration information from the Arizona 2007 Five 
percent report which outlines the top 5 percent of its locations currently exhibiting 
the most severe highway safety needs be taken into account when determining SR83 
safety. Their data needs also needs to be included in the NEPA Scoping.

Individual
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2299 12 I questioned the Rosemont representative regards their use of roads and bridges 
thinking the truck traffic from Rosemont could pose a safety hazard to roads, 
bridges, and other public traffic.
Specifically asked a hypothetic question, "If Rosemont trucks harmed a bridge and 
contributed to a school bus accident what would be Rosemont's responsibility for 
this?" The Rosemont representative told me, "That would not be Rosemont's 
responsibility; the responsibility, should an accident occur would rest with ADOT."

Individual

2303 3 Highway 83 (designated a scenic highway) is a narrow, winding road that simply 
cannot bear use by huge vehicles from the mine as well as regular traffic without 
causing real danger to anyone who travels on it.

Individual

2304 1 Will the Federal Highway Safety Administration information from the Arizona 2007 
Five percent report which outlines the top 5 percent of its locations currently 
exhibiting the most severe highway safety needs be taken into account when 
determining SR 83 safety? http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/fivepercent/07az.htm

Individual

2305 12 SR 83 is a two-lane road that many residents use daily and live near. JD Ranch (for 
one) is located directly off SR83. We have major concerns regarding safety, noise 
pollution, and truck pollution.

Individual

2306 14 The roads in and around Vail and Corona de Tucson would be under too much 
stress. The heavy trucks and other machinery would destroy the small roads and 
make them more dangerous for the commuters.

Individual

2309 3 Has the Federal Highway Safety Administration information from the Arizona 2007 
Five percent report which outlines the top 5 percent of its locations currently 
exhibiting the most severe highway safety needs be taken into account when 
determining SR 83 safety?

Individual

2338 10 Increased truck traffic on local roads will cause increased highway accidents, thereby 
causing more human fatalities on this narrow, winding road, as well as possible 
hazardous materials accidents.  The Forest Service should not allow Augusta to  
increase accidents on Highway 83.  Increased law enforcement and medical coverage 
would overwhelm Santa Cruz County Sheriff's Department and Sonoita Elgin Fire 
District.

Individual

2339 4 Might the increased traffic on Scenic Hwy 83 increase the likelihood of acciendents 
all along the Hwy and the areas adjacent to it?

Individual

2354 10 The road into the mine is a scenic highway. It is a winding mountain road of two 
lanes. We have enough trouble getting up and down the mountain safely on that 
road. We use the road daily to go to Tucson. Trucks hauling ore and dangerous 
chemicals is beyond a bad idea.

Individual

2360 9 I also think we will see increased accidents as a result of this and the impatience of 
drivers to try to get around some of these. This is also a route for school buses who 
will also be delayed behind these mining trucks. If there is a health emergency to get 
to town, I see further complication.

Individual
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2374 4 The study also states that "State Route 83 can be used to gain access to the plant 
road" and "This system of interstates and highway will allow for quick access to the 
site". I beg to differ. It will be far from "quick" access. Hwy. 83, as you know, is a 
two lane road with several windy areas. One such curve has one of the highest 
accident rates and, I believe, the highest rate in the State for motorcycles.

Individual

2380 7 Increased traffic on Highway 83 would be a significant safety issue. I ride my bike 
along with fellow bicyclist and it is a narrow road. At times there is barely enough 
room for me and a vehicle to share the road. There will be NO room with the large 
haul trucks and wide heavy construction equipment going up and down the road. 
There will be accidents and when you tangle with that kind of vehicle, it could and 
would be deadly. I fear for the lives of the neighborhood children waiting for the 
school bus when those mining trucks need to stop for the school bus but can't stop.

Individual

2385 6 Safety - The amount of ore to be hauled by truck and the route needs to be 
documented to assure the capacity and safety of the affected driving public.

Individual

2400 4 It's not only water, which in itself is enough to say no to the mine, it's the safety on 
our roads for our loved ones now and in the future, our school buses that travel the 
roads.

Individual

2400 10 Responsibilities:
Eliminate hazardous/ life threatening traffic on our public roadways, starting with 
Scenic SR83. Using a combination of various existing roads

Individual

2405 3 State Route 83 has been proposed as the primary access route for the Rosemont 
mine. 
On Sept 20, 1985 Highway 83 became the second highway in Arizona to be 
designated a scenic byway by the ADOT. It is a winding two lane road with 
numerous guard rails, few shoulders, narrow lanes, and spectacular views. Travelers 
along 83 can see the numerous skid marks, and damaged guardrails that are prevalent 
throughout the journey and are indicative of the number of accidents that occur.
From March 1, 2002 to February 28, 2007 the ADOT recorded 148 accidents from I-
10 to milepost 42, a sixteen-mile long stretch. This is nearly 2 accidents per mile, per 
year. Half of the accidents involved alcohol, 0 involved drugs. The typical traffic 
consists of tourists, nature buffs, motorcyclists, bicyclists, and recreation vehicles. It 
is also used daily by residents, and school buses. 
I have traveled State route 83 daily for over 10 years and have witnessed many 
accident scenes and helicopter rescues.

Individual

2405 6 Before Highway 83 could be designated the primary access road I propose a study be 
performed to identify changes to make it safe. Modifications recommended in the 
study should be completed prior to the mines opening. If it cannot be made safe then 
another route should be used.

Individual

2419 1 How is this going to affect the traffic on Hwy 83 (already problems because of the 
wideload situation on I-10) and it's a narrow 2 lane road- Dangerous

Individual

2429 7 My concerns are:
5. dangerous traffic- lg trucks on hgwy 83 danger to schoolbus & commuters

Individual
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2440 21 5) Other factors, as the impact on the Cienega watershed both from extraction and 
toxic pollution and the proposed water extraction from the northern side of the Santa 
Ritas on Tucson( Department of Hydrology University of Arizona), the further 
impact of road building though the Santa Ritas, the road safety issues and expense 
for road improvement that will be created on highway 83 from the heavy truck traffic 
and increase traffic in general( Arizona Department of Transportation), and the 
decrease attractiveness of the area to recreational users and these economic losses 
must be factored into the impact statement.

Individual

2468 21 The amount of truck traffic both on Sahuarita Road and Highway 83 will be greatly 
increased, endangering other drivers including our children in school buses, cyclists, 
tourists. Additionally, these trucks will be carrying heavy construction equipment 
(wide loads) and blasting explosives ... and on a narrow winding road!

Individual

2485 8 How will the safety on Hwy 83 be addressed?Individual

2494 1 State Highway 83 is, has been and will be a very dangerous road to travel.  Besides 
the huge increase in residents and visitors, this roadway is also used as a by-pass for 
oversize loads.

Individual

2494 3 How does the presense of a massive toxic mine not increase the risk of accidents, on 
the highway?

Individual

2495 5 I'm concerned about decreased safety.Individual

2496 3 What impact will traffic from the mine have on local residents and tourist? Bicycle 
riders, runners, motorcycles riders, etc.
I am concerned about safety issues.

Individual

2519 5 What alternatives can be put forth for the following other than denying Augusta's 
mining plans:  the increased danger to school buses and smaller vehicles traveling 
this narrow, twisting mountain road.

Individual

2522 6 It is not unusual for me to be stopped 2-5 times during my 24 mile journy from 
Sonoita to I-10 to allow for the passage of a wide load. This is a one-way! The same 
can occur on my return. There are narrow spots, recently made more dangerous by 
the installation of guard rails which do not give the bikeriders an emergency "get out 
of the road" escape route.

Individual

2564 6 Increased traffic on Highway 83 would be a significant safety issue. We ride our 
bikes along with fellow bicyclist and it is a narrow road. At times there is barely 
enough room for me and a vehicle to share the road. There will be NO room with the 
large haul trucks and side heavy construction equipment going up and down the 
road. We fear for ourselves and other bicyclist sharing the road. There will be 
accidents and when you tangle with that kind of vehicle, it could and would be 
deadly. We fear for the lives or the neighborhood children waiting for the school bus 
when those mining trucks need to stop for the school bus but can't stop.

Individual

2566 2 How will company guarantee accident free truck travel?Individual

2567 1 I am 85 years of age and visit my daughter in Elgin, AZ yearly.  I will no longer 
encourage the family to travel to Elgin nor come myself, if this project - with its huge 
trucks - travel the only road to her home.

Individual
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2589 3 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others: 
Safety concerns for heavy commercial truck use of State Highway 83, (wide load, 
bus stops, Undersized road, mining traffic, etc

Individual

2592 33 Since the mine will operate 24/7/365 a statistical analysis should be conducted to 
evaluate the incremental increases in health risk factors presented to the local area by 
the proposed project such as traffic accidents and the effects of dust emissions.

Individual

2597 5 There are several reasons why we feel that this is not an appropriate use of forest 
service land. The traffic issues which will result from the constant truck traffic on a 
road that is completely inadequate for such heavy traffic, as well as the safety issues 
that surround this.

Individual

2600 1 AZ State Hgwy #83 is a rather narrow, two lane rural highway that is full of curves, 
twists, and hills. It is a disaster in the making to mix all the truck traffic that has been 
projected with what is already busy.  Periodic oversize loads diverted from Interstate 
10, commuters, people such as my husband and me going to Tucson for medical 
appointments, worst of all, school buses full of kids. Rte 83 is our only road to and 
from I-10 and beyond.

Individual

2601 6 The highway to be used by mining vehicles is not designed for such heavy use & will 
be a danger to current users - ranches, schools buses, etc.

Individual

2620 6 SR 83 is a two lane ribbon running south from I-10 55 miles to Parker Canyon Lake. 
It serves as the only route connecting Patagonia, Sonoita, Elgin, Canelo, Rain 
Valley, and Vail Ranch to I-10. There are an estimated 300 business commuters 
using this route morning and night, that in addition to the local residents who shop in 
Tucson, have doctor appointments, etc. SR 83 is the only direct connecting route to 
Sonoita where activities are held throughout the year: Rodeo (three days), horse 
racing (two week-ends), Santa Cruz County Fair (five days), quarter horse show 
(three days), Olympic horse eventing horse trials (one week), and various other 
scheduled activities. I-83 is also the ADOT desginated route for all "high and wide" 
loads around a low UP railroad overpass east of Benson many of these every day 
both north and south. I-83 is utilized by bicycle clubs for tours and races many times 
a year. There are several fatal accidents each year on I-83, and SEESI (Sonoita-Elgin 
Emergency Services) are the usual first responders. With any added volume of traffic 
on this route directly related to mine activity the incidence of accidents is bound to 
increase.  With accidents come fatalities. With fatalaties come law suits - and 
Rosemont and The U.S. Forest Service may be judged culpable in many cases.

Business

2629 6 We want to express our opposition to the Rosemont Mine based on the following 
considerations: Heavy truck traffic on Arizona 83 would endanger the public

Individual

2639 7 How will traffic safety be protected?Individual

2641 7 Please no extra dangerous traffic, no raping our beautiful Coronado National ForestIndividual

2648 11 Given all the other active likely potential mining activity in Southern Pima County, 
what will be the cummulative effect on people & the environment. In particular 
traffic hazards

Individual

2657 2 Like everyone else using the highway, I am concerned about the added traffic 
hazards caused by large mining trucks using the highway.

Business
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2660 1 I am opposed to this mine for many reasons but the most important is the danger to 
the people who travel this road, myself included!  Route 83.

Individual

2661 1 I am concerned about the increased traffic and the large trucks on Rt 83.  Making my 
trips to and from patagonia  more dangerous to travel.  I am concerned for the safety 
of the many young people who travel this road daily.

Individual

2668 6 1. The highway.
Rightly designated a scenic road and a joy to travel.  From Oak Tree Canyon to I 10 
in particular it is a panorama of mountains and changing life zones.  But it is also a 
challenge with dangerous, occasionally deadly, curves and grades.  It is already often 
traveled by oversized vehicles transporting anything from houses to an airplane 
fuselage, RVs in various sizes and configurations, trucks and cars towing trailers of 
horses, cows and boats, innumerable motorcycles.  The mine would not only be a 
distraction on some nasty curves but add many more heavy trucks carrying - what, 
explosives! - supplies, equipment, chemicals, minerals.  There are an alarming 
number of accidents already on 83.  How long will it take the HazMat teams to 
respond?

Individual

2671 3 I commute Hwy 83, 12-15 times per week and have done so for the past 3 years and 
more.  This road is narrow, winding, bumpy and dangerous.  Serious accidents are 
frequent.  Upon review of the proposed mining operations and associated estimates 
of traffic, I have concerns with the safety of my family, myself and the community.  
Accidents will increase frequency and severity.

Individual

2671 5 Please provide the statistical estimate of increased accidents for weekdays, weekends 
and night time driving due to the proposed mining operations.  Pleast delineate 
between injury accidents and deadly accidents.  Provide the groundrules and 
assumptions for these calculations and the estimates of error on these input data such 
as experience and level of training of operators, and the effect on the statistical 
results.

Individual

2672 9 The road is narrow, twisting, and has big elevation changes that mean climbing the 
hills is slow going and zooming down the other side is hard on brakes. Overtaking 
huge mine vehicles by civilian cars will be difficult, if not impossible. Ice and snow 
are common dangers at the higher elevations in winter. Driving errors or mechanical 
failures result in vehicles going off the road and falling many feet, with a fair chance 
of death. 83 is hazardous enough now, it doesn't need any extra "help".

Individual

2673 31 As property owners who are required to cross the confluence of the Davidson and 
Barrel Canyon washes for access/egress to our property the impacts of the propose 
Rosemont Copper Mine Project are dangerous and unacceptable.

Individual

2680 11 We have a treacherous couple of miles of road on Highway 83. Many times I hear 
the air medevac helicopters go over our house when yet another motorist or 
motorcyclist has misjudged the curve at milepost 44. When we add  traffic generated 
from the mine the Sonoita Highway will become even more hazardous.

Individual

2683 15 The increase of traffic would make the road dangerous for those who depend on it to 
get to and from their jobs - and for the school buses that use it as well.

Individual

2688 14 I am gravely concerned for the safety of these brave servants as they respond to the 
call. The increased traffic on US 83 imperil the wellbeing of all those who travel that 
road, children on school buses, motorcyclists, bicyclists, tourists and commuters.

Organization
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2698 18 The impact of these trucks on highway safety will generate major costs for city, 
county and state governments

Business

2711 8 Anyone who has ever traveled south on AZ highway 83 has no doubt been taken by 
the need to keep one's eye on the winding narrow road, which allows no room for 
distraction.

Individual

2711 10 Secondary arerial raods, Wentworth and Houghton are narrow residential commuter 
roads which were not designed for heavy duty commercial traffic, and are subject to 
flash flooding.

Individual

2717 7 Heavy hiway truck traffic increase to one truck every 15-20 minutes on a 24/7 basis. 
A. Can two lane hiway 83 handle this much traffic safely? B. Can I-10 handle the 
added heavy truck traffic safely?

Organization

2719 8 The damage to local highways & increased danger to residents & visitors must be 
addressed

Individual

2725 6 I am concerned about the traffic which will be created on Highway 83 if the 
proposed Rosemont mine becomes a reality. The highway is barely adequate for the 
local traffic and the wide loads which now use the highway and additional traffic will 
create a real hazard for those of us who must use highway 83.

Individual

2726 18 The impact of these trucks on highway safety will generate major costs for city, 
county and state governments,

Business

2729 14 I am gravely concerned for the safety of these brave servants as they respond to the 
call. The increased traffic on US 83 imperil the wellbeing of all those who travel that 
road, children on school buses, motorcyclists, bicyclists, tourists and commuters.

Organization

2730 4 Those of us who drive over the narrow and twisting SR 83 know it can not safely 
support the 300 plus mine related "trips" that are suggested.

Individual

2756 3 Rosemont Copper claims they will have 500 employees when the mine is operating 
at its peak production. The increased traffic on Highway 83, a state designated 
“scenic highway”, would create hazardous conditions for a narrow, two-lane 
roadway that is not designed for heavy commuter traffic. And the addition of large 
trucks and mine vehicles that will inevitably be traveling the road will render the 
highway anything but scenic.

Individual

5012 33 WOULD SAFETY AND SOLITUDE BE AT RISK?
-For the next two decades, large trucks, carrying sulfuric acid, would share the State 
Highway with school buses, tourists and commuters.

Organization

5279 5 Specific impacts of concern are:

Safety.  Increased truck and other mine-related traffic on Highway 83 and roads to 
the mine will increase the danger to all trail users, as well as significantly diluting the 
back-country experience currently available in that area.

Organization
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5284 17 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Traffic & Safety:

How will safety be managed on Highway 83?  Will the Highway Patrol escort the 
large vehicles?

How can the safety of our children's School Bussess be guaranteed?

Individual

5286 21 Switch the Primary and Secondary Access Routes.  Rosemont's MPO calls for its 
primary mine access route to be a new-built gravel road headed west from Route 83, 
with a secondary access road coming from the west.  In view of the already poor 
condition of Route 83, and the very high potential for disastrous conflict between 
school buses, sulfuric acid trucks, and wide loads on a narrow, twisting, mountain 
road, it seems far more reasonable and safe for the Forest Service to require 
Rosemont to simply switch its proposed primary and secondary access routes.

Individual

6726 2 The following are my concerns and points of opposition, not in priority order.  
Number one, safety.  I commute Highway 83 12 to 15 times per week, and estimate 
that I have now driven it over a thousand times.  This road is narrow, bumpy, and 
dangerous.  Serious accidents are frequent with the current traffic volume.  The road 
will degrade rapidly with what is proposed, maintenance will be be a problem.  
Accidents will increase frequency and severity.  How will the value of life be 
considered in this decision?

Individual

6726 4 The following are my concerns and points of opposition, not in priority order.  
Number one, safety.  I commute Highway 83 12 to 15 times per week, and estimate 
that I have now driven it over a thousand times.  This road is narrow, bumpy, and 
dangerous.  Serious accidents are frequent with the current traffic volume.  The road 
will degrade rapidly with what is proposed, maintenance will be be a problem.  
Accidents will increase frequency and severity.  How will the value of life be 
considered in this decision?

Individual

6733 3 Also, you know, I commute into Tucson every day along State Route 83.  We have 
all these wide loads.  You know, I can just imagine their trucks trying to get by all 
these wide loads.  That's going to be interesting with DPS.

Individual

6736 5 And one more thing about the roadway concerns me is because of the fact that we're 
going to have the trucks going up and down hauling our hazardous materials up and 
down 83.  And with that being focused in on there, we definitely need more than one 
entrance to the mine if they go ahead with the mine.  Because the fact is that if one of 
these trucks roll over and dump a load of acid in the Davidson Canyon Creek, it's 
going to affect more than just us.  It will be Tucson that will be getting a gift, also.

Individual

6762 5 It's not only the water, which itself is enough to say no to the mine, it's the quality of 
our air, safety on our roads for loved ones, and safety in the future for our school 
buses that have to travel the roads.

Individual

6767 1 Is the Coronado National Forest going to require that Rosemont Copper pay for 
specialized driver's training in the Vail Schools on how to avoid mining trucks on 
skinny, curvy mountain roads if it grants this permit?

Individual
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6767 4 What kind of guilt will the Coronado National Forest feel or bear if it approved this 
permit and one of us died or became permanently disabled in a mining truck accident 
on State Route 83?

Individual

6769 2 Travelers along 83 can see the numerous skidmarks and damaged guardrails that are 
prevalent throughout the journey, and are indicative of the number of accidents that 
occur.  From March 1 or 2002 to February 28th of 2007, a five year period, the 
Arizona Department of Transportation recorded 148 accidents from I-10 to mile post 
42, a 16 mile long stretch.  This is nearly two accidents per mile, per year.  Half of 
the accidents involved injuries, and there were five fatalities.  Seven of the accidents 
involved alcohol, zero involved drugs.

Individual

6769 4 I propose that Highway 83 should not be used for the Rosemont mine's primary 
access.  Other alternatives must be found.  Before Highway 83 could be designated 
the primary access road I propose a study be perfomed to identify changes to make it 
safe.  Modifications recommended in the study should be completed prior to the 
mine's opening.  If it can not be made safe then another route should be used.

Individual

6778 4 The Highway 83, come on.  Who is going to take care of the safety concerns andIndividual

6782 2 My big concern here is the use of U.S. 83, which is a designated scenic highway, as 
an industrial corridor for mining operations. In the last 27 years I have been to some 
accidents down on U.S. 83 that you would not want to know the grim details of.  
And we get those quite frequently.  I don't believe that hazardous materials, sulfuric 
acid tankes, explosives, and 23 ton ore trucks are compatible with school buses, 
motorcyclists, and tourist, and the residents of U.S. 83.

Government

6782 4 But my big concern is the safety of the drivers on U.S. 83.  And we are, by default, 
unfortunately, the first due rescue squad from I-10 and U.S. 83 to milepost 43 on 
U.S. 83, which we have a nickname for, dead man's curve.  And dead man's curve 
earned that reputation, and I don't want any more dead man curves on U.S. 83.  So I 
encourage the Forest Service to consider this.

Government

6787 2 All of these other issues, especially those safety concerns on 83, we have got to look 
at these things.

Individual

6820 2 My dad drives 100 miles every day round trip to work on the interstate. He uses 
vegetable oil so it does not cost as much as gas does, but my mom drives 
everywhere. This is the interstate that would be used to haul copper to the port of 
Tucson. The port of Tucson is in the Vail School District. 

There are not very many businesses in Vail, Corona or Rita Ranch, so most of my 
friends' parents drive on the interstate to work. We do not want to see our parents, 
grandparents, and friends possibly killed on the interstate by all of these mine trucks 
and other increased traffic.

Individual

6823 3  We're also not really convincedthat the large trucks that will be traveling Highway 
83 can safely share the roadway with our school children. There are too many 
uncertainties to risk the lives of community members on roads not designed for such 
heavy traffic, and the certain irreversible damage to an important and essentail 
watershed.

Organization
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6834 2 What are the basic pros and cons of the Rosemont mine? There would be a negative 
impact on traffic volume and safety on State Route 83, a designated scenic highway.

Individual

6880 12 This would create significant safety danger on these highways for ordinary motorists, 
school buses and the like, and would have severe detrimental impacts on the 
roadway surfaces, creating a very great need for intensive highway maintenance.

Government

6890 1 Cellular Phone service is limited along Scenic Highway 83.  In the past 5 years there 
were 148 documented accidents (per ADOT) and 5 fatalities from I-10 to mile 
marker 42.  Emergency services can be difficult to reach.  I propose that cellular 
service or other forms of public emergency communication be established in this 
area for safety.  When life-threatening accidents occur helicopter transportation is 
often needed.  I propose designated heliport pads be constructed along State Route 
83 in case of emergency needs.

Individual

6891 2 Once the study is completed I propose the mining traffic be restricted to times of the 
day that their traffic will least impact public safety both on SR83 and its junction 
with I-10.  If necessary I propose passing lanes be installed on SR83, traffic safety 
lights be installed, and the interchage with I-10 and SR83 be redesigned for safety.

Individual

6891 3 I think it is important to consider the current and future traffic when safety is planned 
for State Route 83.

Individual

6898 6 For the last 19 years, we haved lived in the Copper Cut sub-division which is located 
on the north side of the Santa Rita Mountains.  During many of those years we were 
faced with difficulties when there was an active mining operations being conducted 
within 1/4 mile of our home.  The mine was originally owned and operated by a local 
family and then was sold to Georgia Marble who made many promises, but never 
followed through on them.  A few years back, the mine was sold to JP Henderson, 
who attempted to get the necessary permits to mine the area.  In this case, 
government and people spoke up and were heard and this project was abandoned.

When we say difficulties, below are some of the issues that made living here with an 
operational mine very difficult:
-Constant blasting created windows that no longer closed properly
-Blasting contributed to cracks in the surface of our in ground pool
-Dust pollution was extreme, which as you know, is a source of illness in our bodies
-Their drilling of a well had a negative impact on our community shared well.  We 
believe that their blasting was liable for our well collapsing and necessitated us 
spending a large amount of money to drill a second well. In addition, our well did 
not charge as fast.
-Heavy vehicles going to and from the mine created a hazard both to our children 
and ourselves.

Individual

6919 2 How will Rosemont Copper gurantee the safety of school buses, tourist, and 
commuter traffic on Highway 83 given that every 10-15 minutes there will be large, 
heavy vehicles carrying toxic chemicals, explosives and other dagerous materials?

Individual

6923 2 How will the Rosemont mine affect traffic on Interstate 10 between Benson and 
Tucson, AZ?  This is already a dangerous stretch of highway and is over-used.  How 
will the addition of heavy truck traffic carrying dangerous materials affect the safety 
for users of this road?

Individual
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6937 7 My objections are as follows:

4. Very concerned that State highway 83, a designated scenic route, will be adversely 
impacted by heavy trucks--particularly those hauling chemicals.  What limitations 
does the AZ DOT place on designated "scenic routes" with respect to vehicle weight 
and nature of loads? 
In view of current border problems, highway 83 may be an alternative smuggling 
route to I-19 with its checkpoint near Amado, to gain access to I-10 The possibility 
of high speed chases on Hwy 83 and potential collisions with ore/chemical carrying 
vehicles is a realistic concern.

Individual

6966 13 The hwy 83 access safety issues and inconveniences, noise pollution, light pollution, 
and exposure to the mines airborne contaminants not to mention my overall quality 
of life?

Individual

6976 1 As the bus router for Vail School district, I am very concerned about the traffic on 
Hwy 83. It is already a dangerous road for picking up and dropping off students. We 
have a high school bus that goes all the way  to Sonoita, an elementary/middle 
school bus, as well as activities and special needs vehicles that are on that road 
numerous times during the day. The increased traffic and hauling of dangerous 
materials on the winding, two-lane road will make this underdeveloped road much 
more of a concern.

Individual

6978 5 Besides dust and noise, the trucks also create traffic hazards and a great deal of road 
damage on the   2 lane blacktop roads they travel.

Individual

6983 3 The hazards on on highway 83 threaten our safety the 3,000 ft deep pit and potential 
groundwater pollution threaten our water supply our our scenic views and peace and 
quiet will be destroyed if this mine is approved It has already had an impact on the 
value of my home and land.

Individual

6997 5 Our family is strongly opposed to the Rosemont Mine for the following reasons:

4. Dangerous traffic on a narrow highway with many school buses.  The mine traffic 
will endanger children's lives, and the lives of anyone traveling on the highway.

Individual

7020 1 I am a resident out on Highway 83 and am very concerned about the safety if the 
mines were to come out there.

Individual

7030 2 *Not acceptable to put our commuting parents, grandparents and high school 
students at risk on I-10.

Individual

7030 4 *Not acceptable to put our children who live on Highway 83 at daily risk.Individual

7031 16 Is it going to take a child getting killed along SR 83 to get some notice our here?Individual

7038 1 I am concerned about several issues pertaining to the Rosemont mine.  I have often 
driven route 83 and consider it one of our more dangerous highways.  Huge mining 
trucks etc. will make it even more dangerous.  Are there any plans to widen this road 
or at least straighten out the many curves?

Individual
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7052 6 I am opposed to the mine for several reasons:

It would destroy natural habitat

It would be a drain on water supplies

It would adversely affect tourism

The dust caused would be a health hazard throughout the Tucson area

The increase in truck traffic would not only be a health hazard because of emitted 
pollutants, but also because it would cause dangerous traffic conditions on a narrow, 
scenic route.

Individual

7053 5 Another concern of mine is the road going to Patagonia, Sonoita, etc. the 83 road is a 
beautiful drive & is the most convenient way to get to many places
It is heavily traveled by homeowners in that area already. The mine project will have 
it destroyed in no time with their trucks runnin on their schedul. Plus, the increase in 
accidents due to the mine trucks. It is not close to any hospital in Tucson. More 
accidents will be caused. Who will pay for the upkeep on that road?

Individual

7059 4 More importantly, I have two daughters that will be bused from Sonoita to Cienega 
High School in Vail, on a daily basis, over the next seven years. It is incredible to me 
that a completely unpredictable road like SR83 would be allowed to carry mining 
traffic. In itself, this represents a complete disregard for the safety of anyone 
traveling on SR83. I wonder what the Forest Service will have to say when mining 
activity "yields" fatalities on this road?

Individual

7077 4 I am deeply disturbed by the consideration being given to allow the Rosemont 
Copper Mine to demolish our land.

This plan would ruin the environment, put the water supply at risk, release toxins 
into the air, and put those who travel this road at risk on a daily basis.

Individual

7088 58 Sulfuric acid is brought in on railroad tankers at Sierrita, and ore and copper are 
moved out on railroad cars.  Railroads are essential to copper mining.  Actually, we 
have copper mining to thank for our railroad system in Arizona.  How will the 
sulfuric acid, ore for smelting, and copper from electro-winning be transported out of 
this area?  How many trucks will it take to haul the stuff back and forth?  What are 
the cumulative impacts and risks?

Organization

7088 63 How will Rosemont Copper guarantee the safety of school buses, tourists, and 
commuter traffic on Highway 83 given that, every 10 to 15 minutes, there will be 
large, heavy vehicles carrying dangerous chemicals and materials?

Organization

7090 3 Highway 83 will become impassible with additional traffic from the 500 workers 
proposed by Rosemont, the 180 trips per day by ore haulers and the other trucks 
transporting hazardous materials to the mine will add to the dangers turning highway 
83 into a death trap.

What are the plans to make Highway 83 safe for all the traffic that will occur if the 
Rosemont Mine is approved?

Individual
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7102 4 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others:
1) Use of groundwater,
2) Potential for groundwater contamination / containment dam / etc,
3) Safety concerns for heavy commercial truck use of State Highway 83, (wide load, 
bus stops, Undersized road, mine traffic, etc

Individual

7109 2 May I please request that in the impending EIS, you specifically address the societal 
costs associated with increased driving on SR 83, estimated by the Sonoran Institute 
Report to be close to $418,000 per year? This estimate is based upon a predicted 
1,000 round-trips per week and includes, but is not limited to, vehicular accidents, 
waste disposal, air pollution, CO2 emissions and decrease in roadway land value. 
Thank you.

Individual

7110 9 Scenic Highway 83: This two-lane, winding road is the only direct road to Tucson, 
used by residents, commuter, tourists, cyclists, emergency vehicles, school buses and 
recreationists, and increasingly by wide loads (over 600 in 2007). Without these 
wide loads, which hopefully will cease in time, this road is adequate. Increasing the 
shoulder space for bicycles would be a good thing, but would require blasting and 
fill, and would, I am certain - be expensive. And I doubt this will happen.

Adding Rosemont mine Vehicles, however, would make Highway 83 a nightmare. 
88 round trips every day, of 24-ton ore-concentrate trucks, sulphuric acid, diesel, 
other fuels, explosives and so forth is unacceptable. Adding a passing lane (which 
has been suggested) would not make the road safer. This type of highway is 
dangerous because of confusion over who has rights to the passing lane.

Individual

7110 13 It is not unreasonable to consider a 24-ton ore truck slamming into a stalled school 
bus, God forbid - all because of the mine. Also, it is reasonable there could be a fuel 
or sulphuric acid spill. And how about a diesel truck carrying ammonium nitrate. 
Could a spark cause a huge explosion?

Highway 83 cannot accommodate mine vehicles!

Individual

7111 11 Also, state route 83 is a scenic, winding road. It already bears the brunt of increased 
traffic because of the many new housing developments that have been built in the 
last ten to fifteen years. If Rosemont mine is allowed to be developed, the behemoth 
ore trucks will turn it into an extremely dangerous highway.

Individual

7117 26 The truck traffic mentioned above will also have a significant and negative impact on 
Highway 83, a scenic highway. Highway 83 is the primary route for school buses, 
tourists, and commuters between greater Tucson and the Elgin-Sonoita-Patagonia 
area. The significant increase in traffic associated with the mine, including the large 
semi trucks loaded with copper concentrates and the tanker trucks loaded with 
sulfuric acid, will affect the safety and scenic nature of the route. The Forest Service 
must thoroughly evaluate the impact on this resource as well.

Organization

7125 10 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. Dangers to health!

Individual
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7126 11 How can Augusta and the Forest Service ensure the safety of the many residents and 
tourists as well as motorcyclists, bicyclists, RV'ers, and those weekend recreationists 
transporting boats to Patagonia and Parker lakes?

Individual

7129 8 I protest Augusta being a burden upon citizens of the area in ways listed below and 
not limited to those in the list:

a. Health impacts.
A mine this size is likely to result in fatalities of some workers. 
Increased traffic on roads and highways will likely result in accidents that would not 
have occurred without the mine. Augusta has not offered just compensation to the 
victims of future accidents.

Individual

7136 3 Benson is specifically mentioned as a place for east west rail service in the MPO and 
is ina county that DID not receive a hearing or open house. Additionally, the Vail 
Unifed School District boundary is at the Coshise County line at the east and 
students are picked up at J-6.

-I request that you study the traffic counts, the number of highway accidents in this 
area and the potential for increased accidents with increased mine trucks in the area.

Individual

7152 11 HEALTH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Highway 83 was not designated for the increased traffic and heavy equipment that th 
mine will be bringing. Safety issues for drives and for school children on this road 
MUST be taken into consideration.

Individual

7153 11 TRAFFIC
(1) How will Rosemont Copper compensate Pima County and the State of Arizona 
for the damage to the roads that their large, heavy vehicles will make?
(2) Have studies been done by Pima County and the Arizona Department of 
Transportation regarding the safety of the Rosemont Copper vehicles using the roads 
since they will be carrying dangerous chemicals and materials?
(3) Have studies been done by Pima County and the Arizona Department of 
Transportation to determine how all vehicles will even be able to use the road due to 
the safety issues and destruction of the road surface?

Individual

7155 13 Transportation issues involved with this proposal appear to be overwhelming. There 
is no way that Scenic Highway 83, in its current condition, an handle the projected 
volume of traffic that will be generated by an operating mine in the area. Also, the 
scenic values of the highway will be compromised to the point of irrelevance should 
the mine be put into operation, and the exponential increase in traffic will have 
dangerous  and far-reaching consequences for both humans and wildlife attempting 
to travel or cross the highway.

Organization

7167 8 The impact of heavy traffic on the safety of residents, tourists, schoolchildren and 
wildlife must be considered.

Individual

7171 8 The impact of heavy traffic on the safety of residents, tourists, schoolchildren and 
wildlife must be considered.

Individual
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7178 3 2. THE PERSONAL RISK OF DRIVING ON HIGHWAY 83 ( A TWISTING, 
TWO LANE ROADWAY HEAVILY USED EVERYDAY BY COMMUTING 
LOCAL RESIDENTS AND EVEN MORE SO ON THE WEEKENDS BY 
VISITORS TO OUR SMALL COMMUNITIES INCLUDING ELGIN, SONOITA 
AND PATAGONIA) WITH THE INEVITABLE COLLISIONS WITH MINING 
TRUCKS AND OTHER OVERSIZED VEHICLES THAT ARE ESCORTED BY 
THE DPS BECAUSE THE "VEHICLES" DON'T FIT UNDER THE I-10 
BRIDGES. THE THOUGHT OF PUTTING MINING TRUCKS, OVERSIZED 
LOADS, SCHOOL BUSSES AND PERSONAL VEHICLES ON THE SAME 
ROADWAY IS LUDICROUS!

Individual

7181 15 13. The School buses are on the road M-F from 6:00AM to 8:30AM, 11:00AM to 
12:00PM and from 1:00PM to 6:00PM. Will trucks carrying ore or explosive 
supplies to the mine travel on the road during these hours?

Individual

7181 17 17. The interchange from I-10 onto SR83 is not the safest. It consists of sharp 
curves, and an intersection of I-10 traffic, frontage road traffic, and old Sonoita 
highway traffic. It can be a very confusing intersection. Shouldn't this interchange be 
redesigned to handle the large increase in traffic volume before people die?

Individual

7201 6 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity
Water quality
Depletion  of the water table affecting agriculture on the west side of the Santa Rita 
Mountains
Road access, highway safety and highway maintenance

Organization

7223 6 Please do not pollute its quiet curving roads with dangerous heavy equipment and 
noisy trucks.

Individual

7303 1 AZ State Hgwy. #83 is a rather narrow, two lane rural highway that is full of curves, 
twists, and hills. It is a disaster in the making to mix all the truck traffic that has been 
projected with what is already busy. Periodic oversize loads diverted from Interstate 
10, commuterse, people such as my husband and me going to Tucson for medical 
appointments, worst of all, school buses full of kids. Rte. 83 is our only road to and 
from I-10 and beyond.

Individual

7304 6 The highway to be used by mining vehicles is not designed for such heavy use & will 
be a danger to current users - ranchers, school buses, etc.

Individual

7312 27 The intersection of the plant access road and SR 83 will be upgraded to include 
turnout and acceleration / deceleration lanes on SR 83 approaching from either 
direction and leaving in either direction.
Question
There is a blind curve approximately 2 miles south of the main planned access. Is 
there any plan to reduce the risk from the mine trucks on the curve at mile marker 
49? I would think that a 24 ton truck would have just finished acceleration to 
maximum speed by mile marker 49. It is a blind curve from the south and quite 
dangerous with heavy traffic.

Individual
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7312 29 There are no safety pullout areas on 83 and the guard rails, in some instances, make 
the road even more hazardous as there is no escape from a vehicle in the wrong lane. 
Is the highway going to be widened?

Individual

7313 29 10. There is great concern that Sahuarita Road is inadequate for mine-related traffic. 
It is a two-lane roadway used by local residents and businesses to get from Highway 
83 to the Nogales Highway and Interstate 19, while avoiding Interstate 10. many 
bicyclists also enjoy riding along Sahuarita Road. This roadway is narrow with 
inadequate shoulders and has poor visibility. Sahuarita Road will not be able to 
handle the increased traffic caused by mine operations without major 
improvements.The road is especially unsafe between Scenic Highway 83 to 
Houghton Road and from Interstate 19 to Country Club Road. Large trucks are seen 
to routinely drive over the centerline along the entire length of Sahuarita Road. What 
provisions are being made by Rosemont to ensure that the mining traffic does not 
damage the roadway or make it more dangerous to motorists and bicyclists? Who 
will be responsible for road improvements and maintenance? Where will additional 
emergency vehicles and personnel come from and who will pay for them? What 
consideration is being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be 
found on the "wrong side of the fence"?

Individual

7313 34 11. There is a concern that Scenic Highway 83 does not have the capacity for mine-
related traffic. This highway is narrow with inadequate shoulders and has poor traffic 
visibility. Without major improvements, Scenic Highway 83 will not be able to 
safely handle the increased traffic from mine operations. The Highway is especially 
unsafe from Marker 44 to Interstate 10. Large trucks are routinely encountered 
driving over the centerline in this area because the roadway is narrow and often has 
not shoulders on either side of the road. What consideration will be given to the 
safety of the many bicyclists who enjoy riding along Scenic Highway 83? What 
measures are being taken by Rosemont to ensure that heavy mining traffic does not 
damage the pavement or make the road even more dangerous than it now is? Who 
will be responsible for improving and maintaining the road? What consideration is 
being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be found on the 
"wrong side of the fence"? What planning is being done in consideration of the 
wildlife whose migratory paths intersect Scenic Highway 83?

Individual
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7315 1 The proposal by Augusta Resource Corporation (AZC) to develop Rosemont AZ 
into an open pit copper mine creates many HAZARDS. As a knowledgeable person 
in the area of truck safety I will address only some of the highway truck hazards 
created by the proposal and identified below.

I have driven trucks. I am the former Driver Advocate for Citizens for Reliable and 
Safe Highways (CRASH). I have testified at legislative hearintgs, as an expert 
witness for plaintiffs inolved in car truck crashed and consulted with plaintiff 
attorneys preparing for trial.

The American Trucking Association (ATA) & the Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration (FMCSA) have gone to great lengths to vigorously inform the public 
of a truck's blind spots. A campaign known as the "No Zone": 
http://www.sharetheroadsafely.org/noZone/noZone.asp. The No Zones are the areas 
a truck driver has difficulty seeing other vehicles, particularly on right side of a 
tractor trailer.

The hazard, as is proposed, is a middle acceleration lane for north bound trucks on 
SR 83. This short middle northbound lane is of limited use for building speed to the 
prevailing speed limit and merging safely to the right hand travel lane into 
northbound traffic. The expectation is that the truck driver will come to a complete 
stop, when coming from the mine copmlex, at the edge of SR83 with the tractor 
jackes so the driver has a complete unobstructed view of both northbound and 
southbound traffic. The driver will have to twist his head 180 degrees repeatedly and 
make a judgement as to whether he can proceed to the middle lane safely between 
cars traveling in the opposite directions.

When the northbound truck driver crosses over the southbound lanes he will be 
under extraordinary stress to develop and maintain lane control in the middle lane for 
the entire length of his vehicle while attempting to build speed, glancing into his 
right side mirror, glancing back again to oncoming traffic, the driver's upper torso 
will be bobbing forward and back in his/her seat while looking into the right hand 
side mirror to try and get a view and determine if it is safe to merge to his right into 
the most hazardous of trucks' blind spot as per FMSCA and the trucking industry 
(see link in paragraph 2) before he can merge and the center acceleration lane runs 
out. All this in a length of lane that is too short for safe operation to build speed and 
merge safely even w/ the identified hazards. What studies have been done to 
determine that the present proposal is safe? Will the truck driver and the public be 
expected to assume the liability for a traffic plan that shows little genuine safety 
concern and that creates a hazard? Or will the individuals at the Coronado National 
Forest who participate in approving these hazards, and/or the individual members of 
the Board of Directors of Augusta Resource and their Officers and/or their 
consultants be held individually, personally and collectively responsible and liable in 
the event of a crash by approving and implementing these hazards listed in these 
comments?

Trucks,and particularly loaded tractor trailers, are not hotrods with high rates of 
acceleration. How long (time) will it take a full loaded truck, with a jacked tractor, to 
move from a dead stop to being fully aligned in the northbound middle lane? How 
long for a double trailer configuration? How long for a double trailer configuration 

Individual
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w/ a permitted load in excess of the legal gross vehicle weight limit of 80,000 
pounds? Can the truck driver build acceleration and merge safely to his right in the 
length of the middle acceleration lane? I think you'll discover that the amount of time 
in each case is enough time for an automobile to become securely wedged under a 
trailer either from the side or from behind. Is that acceptable?

The hazard risk is compounded more if trucks heavier than 80,000 pounds are used, 
and even greater risks will be assumed if multiple trailers are used. The risks become 
exponential at night. How will each of these hazards be addressed?

The risk of an under-ride crash can best be summed up with photos:
http://www.underridenetwork.org/PhotoGallery/tabid/207/Default.aspx 
Notice the vehicle under the trailer that is crossing opposing traffic? Under-ride 
crashes can and do result in decapitation. Is the proposed lane configuration 
acceptable for public safety?

Automobile driver are regularly blinded by headlights from opposing automobile 
traffic and can be very seriously blinded by truck headlights which sit higher on the 
body of the tractor than on an automobile, even in low beam mode putting 
southbound traffic at risk. What studies has AZC performed that traffic safety is of 
concern? If this documentation is available why was it not presented at any of the 
open houses?

Truck trailers have one light on each side at the bottom and in the middle of the 
trailer. If that light is not functional on the trailer a trailer can become almost 
invisible to and automobile's headlights shining under the trailer if the automobile is 
in range of going under the trailer. Automobile drivers will put the low beams on 
when oncoming traffic approaches which only exacerbates the potential for an under-
ride crash. How is this situation going to be addressed?

What studies will the CNF and AZC be doing to address these hazards? Will the 
public have input to these studies?

What traffic patterns can the AZC and the CNF point to in claiming this highway 
configuration is safe?

What traffic studies can the AZC and the CNF point to in claiming this highway 
configuration is safe?

There is also a hazard created by this proposal for rear under-ride crashes created by 
slow moving trucks (see photos in link in paragraph 7). How will this safely issue be 
addressed?

Why is a traffic merging pattern from the right not part of this plan?

The traffic pattern proposal from the mine is ridiculously inadequate and needs a 
complete overhaul by credible highway engineers who recognize the risks and the 
hazards created in this proposal. As are the freeway onramps; that will be a plan that 
merges truck traffic from the right w/ an adequate acceleration lane, clear views for 
the truck driver to merge safely with northbound traffic.
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7316 16 3)�What impacts this mine will have on transportation aspects of the region, 
including: 
a.�What is the level of increased risk imposed on local users of SR 83, the main 
transportation corridor for residents of Sonoita, Patagonia, Elgin and the rural 
residents of this area by the expanded levels of traffic, especially large vehicles 
carrying toxic chemicals?

Organization

7327 7 I foresee other issues that should preclude a mining permit:
1. Traffic, wear, and safety on the highway to Sonoita.

Individual

7328 5 One thing we do know is the trucks and constant traffic will create noise, pollution, 
accidents and discourage tourism.

Individual

7335 3 However the two most important reasons are WATER number ONE and in addition, 
SAFETY for all the residents living all up and down 83, especially the children and 
the school buses … your plan will be a disaster for life around this populated area. 
Are you aware of the size of the population new and established? The plan to widen 
the highway alone is a major disruption of life in the area. The staging areas, the 
parking for trucks, the hauling of various large equipment …. On and on goes the list 
if you decide to side with the  powers and the money instead of protecting the land 
with which you have been charged.

Individual

7340 5 Increased truck traffic on SR 83 would make travel on this road dangerous. as it is, 
the highway doesn't even meet federal highway guidelines.

Individual

7371 7 Liabilities:
1. Draining potable water supply, which is more precious than copper, to thousands 
of residents. Contaminating water supply with toxins, that will be there forever, that 
wildlife and plants need to survive..
2. Toxic dust that will blow into the surrounding communities & valleys posing 
health risk to the population.
3. Endangering lives from mine traffic & trucks on SR 83 & I-10.

Individual

7379 3 The noise of heavy mining equipment, the added danger on a two lane scenic 
highway of 88 roundtrips daily of mine related vehicles, including 56 twenty four ton 
ore trucks, daily blasting, (seven days a week) air pollution from windblown dust and 
sulfuric acid and diesel fumes, the unlimited pumping of groundwater, destruction of 
wildlife habitat on the West side, is totally incompatible with the Peace and Serenity 
and… Conservation of the East side of Highway 83!

Individual

7381 5 The noise of the mine blasts, the dirt and chemicals in the dust, the polution of the 
water wells, the terribly unsafe condition of Scenic Highway, State Route 83 are all 
going to impact us in a very negative way. Along with the wide loads that have to 
come and go on SR83 from I-10, your ore trucks, your transportation of employess 
vans, your ore reps, our own cattle trucks, horse trailers and private vehicles will 
surely all lead to a tragic scene.

Individual

7411 6 Traffic- The MPO estimate of truck trips/hour or day or week with no mitigation 
plan for Hwy 83 leaves the public to draw their own conclusions about impact. It is 
also quite obvious that there are significant safety concerns being ignored in the 
MPO. Mine traffic is NOT compatible with current usage. Impact needs to be 
quantified. Initial reporting of truck trips in the MPO table had math errors.

Individual
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7415 4 On the cost side, local governments and residents have much more to lose because of 
the mine's presence. Who is to pay for increased accidents on Highway 83 because of 
mine traffic?

Individual

7419 7 If even one preson is injured or killed in an accident involving a mining truck or 
mine worker,…you will be responsible.

Individual

7427 5 Safety – This operation would likely operate 24 a day, adding large amounts of 
potentially dangerous traffic to the area.

Individual

7450 3 1. We have Interstate highway 10 going east and west. 2. We hve Scenic Highway 
SR 83 going north and south 3. There is a road with a car coming off of I-10 onto SR 
83. 4. There is a road with a car going off of SR 83 onto I-10. 5. There is a car 
coming across the bridge onto SR 83 from the west off ramp of I-10. 6. A car has 
just turned west to get to the housing development on the west side of SR 83. and 7. 
there is another car turning east to get to the housing development's P.O. boxes. 8. 
About a half a mile south from this point there is a pick up turning west into the 
housing development. 9. After the turn off of I-10 there are two pull-off's Sometimes 
the west one is full of wide loads waiting for police escorts to take them over the 
mountain. Sometimes there is maybe one on the east side waiting until they can park 
on the west side for the same reason. Our highway department has installed many 
safety rails on 83 making it very difficult for a car and wide load to pass. The car has 
to get to the end of the safety rail or the wide load or car can't make it. Some of these 
wide loads reach from safety rail to safety rail. All of this happens on a two land 
road. I have been an EMT for Sonoita/Elgin Fire Department early on, and I can just 
Imagine what could happen under these circumstances

I have heard that Agusta is "working" with the rail road to fix this situation. We have 
been working with them many years to no avail, but money talks. Good Luck!

10. NOW, enter ore trucks from the supposed open pit mine. Information has them 
onteh road every 15 minutes with their chemicals, dirt, and dust, Those trucks, which 
are wide loads in themselves, and the usual wide loads throw rocks from their tires to 
put holes in our windshields. And we are happy about this? The highway Dept. has 
put up many safety rails, some parallel to each other, and there are no passing stripes 
in many places. Where do you suggest ordinary traffic go? Dr.'s appts will have to be 
adjusted, store delivery to and from Sonoita/Elgin will have to be changed, Fed-X 
and regular mail schedules will be effected
How do we get to Tucson as well as, how do people get to Sonoita and Patagonia 
from Tucson. Regular mail schedules will be effected. Those people going and 
coming from work in Tucson will be exhaust. Worst of all is how will the ambulance 
from Sonoita/Elgin get through this mess?

Individual

7451 8 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
14. Students in the Kolb/I-10/Valencia area are bussed to Old Vail Middle School. 
The Port of Tucson is planned according to the MPO to be used by Rosemont. There 
is an increased risk of accidents if the roadway is shared by mine trucks and school 
busses in this interchange also

Individual
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7453 8 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
14. Students in the Kolb/I-10/Valencia area are bussed to Old Vail Middle School. 
The Port of Tucson is planned according to the MPO to be used by Rosemont. There 
is an increased risk of accidents if the roadway is shared by mine trucks and school 
busses in this interchange also

Individual

7461 5 Hwy 83 is already a challenging and treacherous route that requires above average 
concentration to ensure safe passage. I contend that hwy 83 road improvements are 
necessary for public safety. The improvements and its financial impact will be borne 
by the local citizens through their safety, time as well as financial expense through 
taxation. I think a bike/breakdown lane is needed even without the mine but I 
question the wisdom of this improvement when weighed by the additional natural are 
being destroyed.

Individual

7469 5 all aspects of the implications to the traffic and safety must be examined, and 
presented to all interested and affected parties, by an expert third party analysis. 
Once the facts are provided to the public, and explained, and discussed, a 
vote/proposition would likely be necessary.

Individual

7474 5 As I drive Hwy 83 twice a week and it is a curvey road dangerous to trucks, I am 
concerned about the safety of all those heavy trucks coming in and out of the mine 
and with people trying to pass them on an already hazardous, twisty road.

Individual

7487 3 I commute Hwy 83, 12-15 times per week and have done so for the past 3 years and 
more.  This road is narrow, winding, bumpy and dangerous.  Serious accidents are 
frequent.  Upon review of the proposed mining operations and associated estimates 
of traffic, I have concerns with the safety of my family, myself and the community.  
Accidents will increase frequency and severity.

Individual

7487 5 Please provide the statistical estimate of increased accidents for weekdays, weekends 
and night time driving due to the proposed mining operations.  Pleast delineate 
between injury accidents and deadly accidents.  Provide the groundrules and 
assumptions for these calculations and the estimates of error on these input data such 
as experience and level of training of operators, and the effect on the statistical 
results.

Individual

7502 6 Questions remain regarding how this mine will affect:
4. school buses

Individual

7504 107 Sulfuric Acid Leaching Processing:
The Rosemont Plan, page v, states that they will also be using acid leaching.  This 
processing method has the advantage that it does not require tailings impoundments.  
However, it does use large amounts of sulfuric acid.  After the sulfuric acid is used 
and processed it is returned to large ponds from which it is recylcled.  Although 
lined, these ponds are open and very toxic.

Sulfuric acid is brought in on railroad tankers at Sierrita, and ore and cooper are 
moved out on railroad cars.  Railroads are essential to copper mining, Actually, we 
have copper mining to thank for our railroad system  in Arizona.  How will the 
sulfuric acid, ore for smelting, and copper fro melectro-winning be transported out of 
this area?  How many trucks will it take to haul the stuff back and forth?  What are 
the cumulative impacts and risks?

7508
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7504 115 What are the cumulative impacts of the Rosemont traffic when expected population 
growth is factored in?  All supplies, including sulfuric acid and toxic volatile organic 
chemicals, will be trucked in daily.  Further, to calculate the  daily loads of copper 
taken out on the road in 10 ton trucks.  Sulfide Ore at .6% of 27,000,000 tons = 
162,000 tons of copper per year = 450 tons per day, that is, forty-five 10-ton truck 
loads.  However, the concentrate is at best 50% copper - so twice that amount is 
ninety 10-truck loads per day.  In addition, there is 10,000,000 tons of oxide ore per 
year.  The percentage of copper expected to be in this oxide ore is not available at 
this time to calculate the number of additional truck loads to carry out the copper 
wafers.

7508

7504 118 How will Rosemont Copper guarantee the safety of school buses, tourist, and 
commuter traffic on Highway 83 given that, every 10 to 15 minutes, there will be 
large, heavy vehicles carrying dangerous chemicals and materials?

7508

7504 120 There is no hazmat response capability outside of Tucson in rural Pima County, so 
the potential impacts of a hazardous materials spill or release from a Rosemont 
mining vehicle or tanker must be fully examined in terms of response, recovery, and 
potential environmental and economic impacts.  Simply calculating the likelyhood of 
such an event is not sufficient as emergency planning and response is designed to 
determine how and what the repsonse would consist of, with requisite personnel, 
training and equipment, and the associated economic impacts.

7508

7504 129 What are the security measures planned for transport and on-site storage, and the 
potential risk of accident, or criminal or terrorist activity?  What will be done to 
prevent static discharge or lightning strikes from causing an unplanned explosion?  
What consideration for shock effects or damage to cities, power-lines, wells, pipes, 
or the underground aquifer from such a large amount of explosive discharging 
accidentally will be provided as protection for the community and the environment?  
What planning has been done and will be done for this contingency?

7508

7514 13 I am concerned about the safety on highway 83 as we travel this road frequently to 
get to many of the areas that we like to go birding.

Individual

7584 2 With 88 DAILY trips of mine traffic on Scenic Hwy. 83, travel on 83 will be 
difficult, to say the least. Not only will id add additional wear and tear on Hwy. 83, 
at the taxpayers expense, it will be necessary to employ more Highway Patrol for the 
wide loads, again, at the taxpayers expense. It will create a dangerous situation for 
emergency vehicles. We have school buses traveling Hwy. 83.

Individual

7590 10 The increased large vehicle traffic posess a threat to the drivers along I-10 and 
highway 83 some of the people in danger include small children, including my sons, 
isn’t there a way to keep these large trucks away from school buses?

Individual

7593 7 Traffic: the steady stream of trucks on SR 83 is not only a safety, noise and air-
pollution hazard it would almost surely dry up the aforementioned tourist industry.

Individual

7598 3 We commute Hwy 83, 12-15 times per week. This road is narrow, winding, bumpy 
and potentially dangerous. Serious accidents are frequent. Upon review of the 
proposed mining operations and associated estimates of traffic, we have concerns 
with the safety of my family and the community. Accidents will increase frequence 
and severity.

Individual
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7598 5  Please provide the statistical estimate of increased accidents for weekdays, 
weekends and night time driving due to the proposed mining operations. Please 
delineate between injury accidents and deadly accidents. Provide the groundrules 
and assumptions for these calculations and the estimates of error on these input data 
such as experience and level of training of operators, and the effect on the statistical 
results.

Individual

7616 2 My Dad drives 100 miles every day round trip to work on the Interstate (he uses 
vegetable oil so it does not cost as much as it does when my Mom drives 
everywhere). This is the Interstate that would be used to haul copper concentrate to 
The Port of Tucson. The Port of Tucson is in the Vail School District.
There are not very many businesses in Vail/Corona/Rita Ranch so most of my 
friends' parents drive on the Interstate to work. We do not want to see our parents, 
grandparents and friends possibly killed on the Interstate by all of these mine trucks 
and other increased traffic.

Individual

7632 8 Winding road creates huge potential for many accidents.Individual

7651 8 Heavy truck traffic and an increase in the amount of vehicles on highway 83 this 
narrow winding road would be too much for it to handle, leading to the deterioration 
of the road. Along with more accidents injuries and deaths.

Individual

7685 5 Safety.  Increased truck and other mine-related traffic on Highway 83 and roads to 
the mine will increase the danger to all trail users, as well as significantly diluting the 
back-country experience currently available in that area.

Organization

7810 14 The Portland Cement mine approved in the Empire Mountains will also be sending 
Trucks onto SR83. What will the cumulative effect of Rosemont traffic and 
Portland's traffic have on safety?
The interchange from I-10 onto SR83 is not the safest. It consists of sharp curves, 
and an intersection of I-10 traffic, frontage road traffic, and old Sonoita highway 
traffic. It can be a very confusing intersection. Shouldn't this interchange be 
redesigned to handle the large increase in traffic volume before people die?
Is the Arizona Department of Transportation involved in the mine approval process 
to ensure proper planning to account for the increased SR 83 use and safety issues?
Has the Federal Highway Safety Administration information from the Arizona 2007 
Five percent report which outlines the top 5 percent of its locations currently 
exhibiting the most severe highway safety needs be taken into account when 
determining SR 83 safety?

Organization

7814 3 There is great concern that Sahuarita Road is inadequate for mine-related traffic. It is 
a two -lane roadway used by local residents and businesses to get from Highway 83 
to the Nogales Highway and Interstate 19, while avoiding Interstate 10. Many 
bicyclists also enjoy rinding along Sahuarita Road. This roadway is narrow with 
inadequate shoulders and has poor visability. Sahuarita Road will not be able to 
handle the incresed traffic caused by mine operations without major improvements. 
The road is especially unsafe between Scenic Highway 83 to Houghton Road and 
from Interstate 19 to Country Club Road. Large trucks are seen to routinely drive 
over the centerline along the entire length of Sahuarita Road.

Individual
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7814 5 What provisions are being made by Rosemont to ensure that the mining traffic does 
not damage the roadway or make it more dangerous to motorists and bicyclists? Who 
will be responsible for road improvements and maintenance? Where will additional 
emergency vehicles and personnel come from and who will pay for them? What 
consideration is being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be 
found on the "wrong side of the fence"?

Individual

8642 7 We have a mine that was rammed down our throat in North -- north of Benson, 
we've had several near misses of accidents with these heavy trucks running with 
loads of gravel, dirt, cement trucks, almost running people -- I've been run off the 
road my them. And that will be the same thing that will happen if the Rosemont 
Mine is in there.

Individual

8682 3 That's some of the most pristine land I think in southern Arizona.  And highway 82 
and 83 are great roads for bicycling.  And there's a lot of people who use that road on 
a regular basis to ride bicycles on.  It's a great recreational thing to go to Patagonia 
and back to Tucson.  And I've done it myself many times.  And I think if there was a 
lot more trucks going up and down those highways, it would be just a terrible thing.  
It would take away a lot of the beauty of the ride.  And it would make it a lot more 
dangerous for the cycling public out there.  And it's just such a beautiful stretch of 
land.  I don't think it would look any -- it would be better with the mine.

Individual

8780 1 I'm concerned about the fact that Route 83 is a two lane highway with twists and 
turns and various danger spots.  And I foresee that the medical assistance which we 
have through ambulances in Sonoita will be greatly put in jeopardy as a result of 300 
huge trucks going back and forth during the day, you know 150 one way and 150 the 
other.  That road is not built for that, and lifestyle in Sonoita and Elgin and 
Patagonia is going to be greatly dissipated as a result of all this traffic going back 
and forth, in addition to the medical service.  If you want to go shopping in Tucson, 
the trip is going to become a two-hour trip each way.

Individual

8802 4 The roadway to be used, which is Arizona 83 ws not built for heavy truck traffic, and 
will become a dangerous road for ordinary traffic.

Individual

8812 9 I think safety is a huge issue.  I think that State Route 83 is a very small two-lane 
highway and there's safety issues involved.  I've heard nothing about that , and I 
don't think it's been studied.  And again, I think that the mine has not been studied 
enough, and I would like to see that happen.

Individual

8861 1 I'm calling to make a comment about the safety of trucks going up and down road 
80 -- Highway 83. According to what I read, there will be approximately 150 trucks 
coming and going every 4.8 minutes. I'm concerned with how Rosemont proposes to 
deal with safety issues such -- because every -- that means every ten minutes 
approximately, a truck will be slowing down to turn into the plant, as well as every 
ten minutes, alternatingly, a truck will be pulling out into traffic. Does the company 
plan to build turning lanes and right of ways.

Individual
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8861 4 I'm really concerned that traffic -- they're going to significantly impede traffic on that 
road because they have no alternative. There's no space to build other lanes, but 
perhaps that's part of their plan. But I think they need to address the safety issues of 
trucks coming -- turning into, slowing down to turn into and pulling out of in front 
of traffic every five minutes. And therefore they need turning lanes, they need other 
safety -- other -- other -- they need to add to the road in order to accommodate other 
traffic that needs to go straight through.

Individual

8871 5 The traffic on the road is dangerous already and it will become more so.Individual

8872 3 Also the heavy mining trucks on the narrow winding two-lane road seems very 
dangerous.  The high school kids in Sonoita get bused to Vail, so you'll have school 
buses with kids on the road sharing it with mining vehicles.  It just seems like a bad, 
bad idea.

Individual

8872 5 And I'm sure that Rosemont Copper Company is going to be able to extract some 
economic value out of this mine, but everyone else in Arizona is going to be a loser.  
The residents of Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia are going to be losers in terms of the 
beauty of the area, the danger of the highway, the pollution, the noise.  It just seems 
like a very, very bad idea,. . .

Individual

8896 1 There is a concern that Scenic Highway 83 does not have the capacity for mine-
related traffic. This highway is narrow with inadequate shoulders and has poor traffic 
visibility. Without major improvements, Scenic Highway 83 will not be able to 
safely handle the increased traffic from mine operations. The Highway is especially 
unsafe from Marker 44 to Interstate 10. Large trucks are routinely encountered 
driving over the centerline in this area because the roadway is narrow and often has 
no shoulders on either side of the road. What consideration will be given to the 
safety of the many bicyclists who enjoy riding along Scenic Highway 83?

Individual

10352 6 Already Hwy 83 traffic is troubled by numerous traffic accidents many fatal. Traffic 
delays on this road are already long due to accidents and the use of this road for over 
size loads.

Organization
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2 2 Our primary concern:
Scenic qualities and driveability of AZ83, as well as safety issues.

Individual

2 6 The Arizona Department of Transportation has spent a great deal of taxpayer money 
to perform a Corridor Management plan for the Sonoita/Patagonia Scenic route on 
SR 83 and SR 82. A vast amount of information is aiavlalbe in this report.

14 1 An open pit mine located so near Hwy 83 would  not only be a blight on a scenic 
drive.

Individual

23 3 The increased traffic along HWY 83 can only lead to continued deterioration of this 
scenic area.

23 5 I work for the local Fire Department and the wrecks can be quite deadly when they 
happen, Motorcycles, bicycles, tourists, sightseers and ore trucks don't mix. Ruining 
a scenic highway.
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27 3 The mine it will ruin the most scenic portion of scenic highway 83 where multitudes 
of day tripping tourists, motorcyclists come regularly to enjoy the scenery.

Individual

43 9 Highway 83 is designated as a scenic byway by the state of Arizona. All of this will 
be affected and endangered by allowing mines in this area. Why is this being 
allowed? These types of areas are rare in SE Arizona, I would think they are 
protected from any kind of development that threatens their existence.

Individual

43 24 How will this work with the Scenic Highway Designation? (etc etc).Individual

49 5 My concerns would be the deterioration, reduction of safety, and the high increase of 
traffic and air pollution of the designated scenic Highway 83 from I-10 turnoff to the 
intersection of Highway 82 and Highway 83. These all would occur is the mine 
project was allowed to happen.

Individual

49 10 Highway 83 is a designated scenic highway and should remain as such and not be a 
designated freeway to support the proposed mining project.

Individual

54 3 How does the NFS view the so called "Mountain Empire" once "scenic" HWY 83 is 
no longer traveled by bicyclists, classic cars, motorcycles and tourists of every type.

Individual

160 47 Augusta underestimates the adverse impact the Mine will have on local traffic. 
Arizona Scenic Highway 83-the primary route for school buses, tourists, commuters, 
and service providers between greater Tucson and the Elgin-Sonoita-Patagonia area-
choked with dangerous and heavy mine traffic, will not longer be scenic or safe.

777 8 Even is the NEPA process concludes (incredibly) that an open pit mine more than a 
mile wide, together with its thousands of acres of tailings and maintenance facilities, 
will not destroy wildlife habitat, pollute ground water, and poison air quality, put an 
intolerable burden upon existing water supplies and destroy the natural beauty of that 
area of the Santa Ritas, it is a foregone conculsion that its steady stream of ore trucks 
will make Scenic Highway 83, a hellish obstacle course.

Individual

1548 2 Scenic route 83  will also suffer.Individual

1552 7 the 83 can no longer be considered a scenic road.Individual

1621 1 Sonoita Hwy is a designated scenic highway. Tailings are not scenic.Individual

1642 1 Having a copper mine on scenic Highway 83 could cause it to lose it's scenic 
Highway designation

Individual

1647 6 Augusta open pit, tailings, etc not compatible with the Pima County Sonoran Desert 
Protection Plan and Scenic Highway 83.

Individual

1681 3 Also, highway 83 is a beautiful Scenic highway that will lose its valuable scenic 
value once a mine is added right along side the road.

Individual

1746 8 The Board of the Cienega Watershed  Partnership (CWP) is deeply concerned about 
the potential devastating environmental impacts of the open pit mine proposed for 
Rosemont Ranch. In particular, the Board believes that: 
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 oak savanna and 
chapparal at the foothills of the Santa Rita Mountains.

Organization
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1747 7 Highway 83 is a designated scenic highway and should remain as such and not be a 
designated freeway to support the proposed mining project.

Individual

1762 5 Hwy 83 will no longer be scenicIndividual

1764 4 How will "Scenic Highway 83" be affected by traffic increases?Individual

1773 3 Saving Hwy 83's integrity (non-pot-holed) should be considered!!Individual

1866 7 No one is going to want to drive down 83 surrounded by huge trucks.  The state will 
have to remove the Scenic Route designation.

Individual

1874 4 The large number of trucks (approx. 1000/week) hauling ore and hazardous goods 
will be an added burden to the Scenic Hwy 83. This added truck traffic will create a 
hazard for school buses, commuters, tourists and the Border Patrol.

Organization

1875 4 There is the impact on the two lane scenic highway 83 structurally, plus the traffic 
problems that would be caused. Certainly to it would no longer be a scenic highway.

Individual

1882 5 My concerns would be the deterioration, reduction of safety, and the high increase of 
traffic and air pollution of the designated scenic Highway 83 from I-10 turnoff to the 
intersection of Highway 82 and Highway 83. These all would occur is the mine 
project was allowed to happen.

Individual

1882 10 Highway 83 is a designated scenic highway and should remain as such and not be a 
designated freeway to support the proposed mining project.

Individual

1896 10 Corridor management involves the preparation of a Corridor Management Plan 
(CMP) which must be completed as part of proposing a scenic byway for national 
designation.  (SR83 was the second scenic road designation in Arizona) The CMP is 
an inventory of the corridor's existing conditions including the intrinsic qualities that 
attract visitors to the corridor.  The plan outlines goals and strategies for preserving 
and enhancing the features of the scenic byway.

Organization

1904 11 I am also concerned with traffic on Highway 83 which is a scenic highway.  Mine 
traffic, including ore trucks and vehicles carrying heavy construction equipment and 
explosives for blasting, will share the narrow, winding Highway with school buses, 
commuters, motorcyclists, bicyclists, and tourist traffic.

Individual

1914 5 The mine will also adversely affect traffic on SR83, a scenic highway.  According to 
Rosemont's Plan of Operations, almost 500,000 tons of copper concentrate are to be 
shipped from the mine per year, in tractor trailers, requiring 56 trips a day, 7 days a 
week.

Individual

1922 9 Trucks to and from the mine every 10-15 minutes all day, every day, would endanger 
children on school buses, disrupt commuters and other residents, bicyclists, 
motorcyclists

Individual

1980 5 Traffic another issue to consider!!  2nd only scenic route in So. Wt. Az.Individual

1984 4 All this will be destroyed by the continuous trucks that will be used by Augusta Mine.Individual

2041 1 Stop mining on the scenic hwy there's no room on the hwy for hauling trucks.Individual

2061 1 If these mines go in, the scenic hwy will no longer be my route to ride.Individual
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2068 2 Rt 83 is not going to last long with huge hauling trucks.Individual

2079 1 Route 83 is designated a Scenic Route which it will no longer be with dozens of 
trucks roaring down the road.

Individual

2123 5 Highway 83 is a scenic highway not a mining road.Individual

2136 6 The Patagonia-Sonoita Scenic (2nd oldest in Arizona) Hwy. sign will need to be 
taken down.

Individual

2137 5 I object to the destruction of what is a marked Scenic Highway.Individual

2143 17 Traffic on highway 83 is already negatively affected by the rerouting of wide loads 
across the mountains there. Many of those wide loads are equipment headed for 
mines in the White Mountains. The additional trucks and hauling of equipment 
associated with a new mine on that highway would be paralyzing.  There would be 
no more State Scenic Highway.

Individual

2144 23 I opposed the mine on the ground that the air quality already is decreasing at a rapid 
rate. When we moved to Green Valley in 2000, the air was very clear. Now air 
pollution all the way from Tucson seems to be getting STUCK in Green Valley. 
Adding particulated and toxics to that mix will cause aesthetic problems along the 
scenic highway.

Individual

2150 16 Highway 83 is designated as a scenic byway by the state of Arizona. This will be 
affected and endangered by allowing mines in this area.

Individual

2154 1 Just look at the ugly mines at green valley and that is what the scenic route on 83 
will look like

Individual

2175 3 Please don't let this mining ruin the scenic Highway 83. Haven't we given enough 
land to big business?

Individual

2181 2 Hwy 83 is a state designated Scenic Highway that will be destroyed by the haul 
roads, crusher sites, extra traffic on our beautiful Scenic Route.

Individual

2209 17 U.S. Highway 83 would no longer be scenic, whatever its designation.Individual

2250 5 I thought that Hwy 83 was a scenic highway not a mining haul truck access road.Individual

2251 5 I thought that Hwy 83 was a scenic highway not a mining haul truck access road.Individual

2253 7 Corridor management involves the preparation fo a Corridor Management Plan 
(CMP) which must be completed as part of proposing a scenic byway for national 
designation. (SR83 was the second scenic raod designation in Arizona) The CMP is 
an inventory of the corridor's existing conidtions including the intrinsic qualities that 
attract visitors to the corridor. The plan outlines goals and strategies for preserving 
and enhancing the features of the scenic byway.

Individual

2255 4 This highway is one of the only two in the state.that have been designated SCENIC! 
(1985)

Individual

2259 3 Highway 83 is one of our last scenic routes.Individual
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2280 1 Arizona State Highway 83 was designated an Arizona Scenic Highway on September 
20, 1985 and is a destination for tourists and area residents.

Individual

2291 34 The highway serving the area is designated as an Arizona scenic highway and leads 
to major tourist attractions, Elgin, Sonoita, and Patagonia, from there on to Nogales 
and Tombstone. Pima County just purchased the Bar V Ranch in order to preserve 
open/scenic attractiveness in the area.

Individual

2301 3 Hwy 83 is designated a scenic highway and a mine and the related traffic and 
pollution would affect the beauty of the area.

Individual

2309 4 Corridor management involves the preparation fo a Corridor Management Plan 
(CMP) which must be completed as part of proposing a scenic byway for national 
designation. (SR83 was the second scenic raod designation in Arizona) The CMP is 
an inventory of the corridor's existing conidtions including the intrinsic qualities that 
attract visitors to the corridor. The plan outlines goals and strategies for preserving 
and enhancing the features of the scenic byway.

Individual

2348 10 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 no Scenic outlook on 
"Scenic Hwy 83" and that would become a Mine Viewing turnout!  Mental Health!

Individual

2354 9 The road into the mine is a scenic highway.Individual

2360 8 Highway 83 is one of very few State Highways that are designated as scenic roads. It 
is already being stressed with the forced detours of overweight traffic traveling down 
I-10 that cannot cross the bridge at Marsh Station due to weakened infrastructure. 
When commuters need to get home and they fall behind one of these caravans with 4 
police escorts, they lose time and add carbon to the atmosphere due to the idling of 
so many cars trying to climb the hills behind one of these behemoths. WHen I think 
of the minine trucks adding to this with their loads of ore, 24 hours a dat, I find it a 
gros injustice. This Canadian company will profit and we the Arizona tax payers will 
have to pay for the constant repair to the roads.

Individual

2362 4 My overarching reason is the end of the scenic route 83 as we know it.Individual

2364 14 In addition, State Route 83 is designated a scenic highway; however, I suppose it 
could be reclassified as not-so-scenic (or even ugly) after construction begins since I 
doubt that very many people will consider the tailings from an open-pit copper mine 
particularly scenic?

Individual

2374 6 The Patagonia-Sonoita Scenic (2nd oldest in Arizona) Hwy. sign will need to be 
taken down.

Individual

2381 15 Augusta Resources has proposed dumping millions of tons of waste rock and tailings 
on thousands of acres to the East of the proposed pit and mill site. This dump will be 
plus or minus two hundred and fifty feet high and will be plainly visible from 
Highway 83, a designated scenic highway.

Individual
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2386 12 SR 83 is designated by the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) as a 
scenic highway.  The area in designated for use by the Company is the most scenic 
along the highway.  It was used several years ago as a filming location for the Young 
Riders television series, due to its tremendous scenic beauty.

Individual

2387 8 This mining site is situated in a prime forest location recognized by ADOT as a 
scenic highway and admired by all who visit or live in Southeast Arizona.

Individual

2392 14 In addition, State Route 83 is designated a scenic highway; however, I suppose it 
could be reclassified as not-so-scenic (or even ugly) after construction begins since I 
doubt that very many people will consider the tailings from an open-pit copper mine 
particularly scenic?

Individual

2405 2 State Route 83 has been proposed as the primary access route for the Rosemont 
mine. 
On Sept 20, 1985 Highway 83 became the second highway in Arizona to be 
designated a scenic byway by the ADOT.

Individual

2434 6 I live in Tucson and have family members living near Parker Canyon Lake so I have 
been driving highway 83 for many years. I can't accept the fact that our scenic Hwy 
83 would be teaming with those trucks and other vehicles to and from that mine. 
From a beautiful drive now, Hwy 83 would become an ugly, very hazardous drive 
for all who use it.

Individual

2460 8 Is our beloved Arizona Scenic Highway 83 soon to become Arizona Pitway 83?Individual

2468 19 Aesthetics .... this mine will be visible from State Highway 83, which is a designated 
"Scenic Highway in Arizona" --- approval of this mining operation will create 
another "Morenci" view as seen on Highway 191 in the far eastern part of the state! 
There are nothing but shell mountains left and they can be seen from every angle, 
except from the south!

Individual

2489 9 In particular, the Board believes that: 
the mine site, visible along at least three miles of Scenic Highway 83, would forever 
change the character of the highway and uts magnificent views of the oak savanna 
and chapparal at the foothills of the Santa Rita Mountains.

Organization

2520 10 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 no Scenic outlook on 
"Scenic Hwy 83" and that would become a Mine Viewing turnout!  Mental Health!

Individual

2521 5 Will Highway 83 lose its scenic highway designation?Individual

2539 5 Will Highway 83 lose its scenic highway designation?Individual

2544 1 SR 83 Safety is a major concern.Individual

2544 3 The seer devastation of a Scenic RouteIndividual

2550 3 Although I agree with most that the water is the number one concern, I am also 
saddened by what Scenic Hwy 83 will be reduced to.

Individual
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2560 4 Scenic Views - I will be distoried.  Highway 83 is a designated scenic highway.  The 
peaceful drive in the area will be changed forever.

Individual

2592 76 Section 3.5.2.1.5 lists Scenic Drives, but does not discuss impacts of the proposed 
project on them, particularly State Route 83.  As discussed above in comments for 
Section 3.4, the EIS needs to fully evaluate the impact to scenic drives and 
externalities resulting from those impacts such as reduced tourism and land 
devaluation in the Sonoita/Elgin/Patagonia areas.

Individual

2593 101 -If they plan to expand the road to accommodate their trucks, how will they maintain 
the scenic qualities that allow the route to qualify as an Arizona State Scenic 
Highway?

Organization

2596 5 The Tucson Orienteering Club, Limited, believes the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project would have negative impacts to Club activities in the following area:
Aesthetic resources, including State Highway 83, a state-designated scenic highway.

Individual

2599 11 Arizona Highway 83, which together with the Sonoita-Nogales stretch of Arizona 
Highway 82 comprmises the only designated scenic highway in southern Arizona, is 
the northern gateway to most of these pursuits, and the route by which the vast 
majority of the residents and visitors to this area arrive.

Individual

2671 22 Scenic Hwy 83 is the gateway to this environment which will be impacted forever if 
this project goes forward.

Individual

2672 11 Open pit mines are possibly the biggest blight man can visit upon his landscape, 
especially one which is at present, pristine and a "scenic route".

Individual

2676 24 This highway that is called a "scenic" route will be so clogged that its purpose will 
be severely compromised.

Business

2679 2 Cyclists and tourists use Highway 83, a designated Scenic highway, to come to our 
area and they will be adversely affected by the mine's activities.

Business

2686 10 State Road 83, this is a scenic road, much visited by tourists and natives alike.Individual

2711 7 Anyone who has ever traveled south on AZ highway 83 has no doubt been taken by 
the beauty of the locale

Individual

2756 2 Rosemont Copper claims they will have 500 employees when the mine is operating 
at its peak production. The increased traffic on Highway 83, a state designated 
“scenic highway”,will render the highway anything but scenic.

Individual

2758 7 Heavy traffic hauling copper will disrupt the beauty and serenity of the Santa Rita 
Mountains.

Individual

5012 27 WOULD RECREATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES BE LOST?
-Arizona's only Scenic Highway system south of Phoenix--Highways SR-82 & SR-
83 will be marred by a huge open pit copper mine complex in one of the most 
beautiful parts of the drive and according to Augusta's mining plan, you WOULD 
see the mine from Scenic Highway 83.

Organization
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6769 1 State Route 83 has been proposed as the primary access route for the Rosemont 
mine.  On September 20th of 1985 Highway 83 became the second highway in 
Arizona to be designated as a scenic byway by the Arizona Department of 
Transportation.  It is a winding, two-land road with numerous guardrails, few 
shoulders, narrow lanes, and spectacular views.

Individual

6782 1 My big concern here is the use of U.S. 83, which is a designated scenic highway, as 
an industrial corridor for mining operations.

Government

6853 2 They want to use the little two-land Highway 83 for their ore trucks and acid trucks 
24 hours a day. It is a scenic route.

Individual

6871 2 And we just recently had a poker run for motorcycles who use that every weekend. 
They  -- there's tourists going down and riding bicycles down and motorcycles down 
to Sonoita, Patagonia, Tombstone, just all over, Bisbee, Sierra Vista, and the scenic 
highway.

I've been here 25 years and when I first moved here, that was my most unbelieveable. 
I was just like, wow, this is beautiful, I want to live out here.

Well, I was hoping that they would change the sign, the copper mine comes into 
effect, the scenic Sahuarita -- I mean, the scenic highway, Route 83 is going to -- 
should be changed to a hauling truck mine road or whatever, and I don't know how 
they even can consider it highway anymore, scenic highway, 83.

Individual

7008 8 Then there is the traffic.  Highway 83, one of Arizona's few scenic highways will 
certainly have that designation yanked.

Individual

7117 27 The truck traffic mentioned above will also have a significant and negative impact on 
Highway 83, a scenic highway. Highway 83 is the primary route for school buses, 
tourists, and commuters between greater Tucson and the Elgin-Sonoita-Patagonia 
area. The significant increase in traffic associated with the mine, including the large 
semi trucks loaded with copper concentrates and the tanker trucks loaded with 
sulfuric acid, will affect the safety and scenic nature of the route. The Forest Service 
must thoroughly evaluate the impact on this resource as well.

Organization

7125 34 The highway serving the area is designated as an Arizona scenic highway and leads 
to major tourist attractions, Elgin, Sonoita, and Patagonia, from there on to Nogales 
and Tombstone. Pima County just purchased the Bar V Ranch in order to preserve 
open/scenic attractiveness in the area.

Individual

7126 10 Highway 83 cannot possibly handle the increased traffic from large, heavy mining 
vehicles carrying explosives and toxic materials. It is completely inappropriate to 
consider allowing such an operation based on the fact that Highway 83 is a scenic 
highway that was designed to accommodate local traffic, tourist traffic and school 
buses, not heavy equipment.

Individual
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7155 12 Transportation issues involved with this proposal appear to be overwhelming. There 
is no way that Scenic Highway 83, in its current condition, an handle the projected 
volume of traffic that will be generated by an operating mine in the area. Also, the 
scenic values of the highway will be compromised to the point of irrelevance should 
the mine be put into operation, and the exponential increase in traffic will have 
dangerous  and far-reaching consequences for both humans and wildlife attempting 
to travel or cross the highway.

Organization

7166 11 TRAFFIC: There will be a large increase in slow-moving, heavy truck traffic along 
Highway 83 in southeastern Arizona. This, in addition to employee and other added 
vehicles, could congest and compromise a lovely, scenic drive into this beautiful 
camping, sightseeing, hiking, bird watching, and highly desirable tourist area. Has 
the increased impact of air pollution from these vehicles, damage to roads, potential 
litter, and noise pollution been studied as part of the impact to the area?

Individual

7201 8 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity
Water quality
Depletion  of the water table affecting agriculture on the west side of the Santa Rita 
Mountains
Road access, highway safety and highway maintenance
Impact on "Scenic Byway" Highway 83

Organization

7228 3 The problems that will be caused by mining in the Rosemont Ranch area are many, 
including damage to wildlife and wildlife habitat, increased truck traffic in an area 
that is a scenic byway and not meant for heavy use by mining equipment.

Individual

7253 101 -If they plan to expand the road to accommodate their trucks, how will they maintain 
the scenic qualities that allow the route to qualify as an Arizona State Scenic 
Highway?

Organization

7313 17 5. Arizona State Highway 83 was designated an Arizona Scenic Highway on 
September 20, 1985 and is a destination for tourists and area residents. Has the 
Arizona Department of Transportation been consulted to assist with a determination 
as to the impact on the proposed mine on this designation? If not, then what is the 
reason for this?

Individual

7329 6 Imagine heavy trucks lumbering along scenic highways, impending traffic and 
spoiling the area with their noise and pollution.

Individual

7411 5 Traffic- The MPO estimate of truck trips/hour or day or week with no mitigation 
plan for Hwy 83 leaves the public to draw their own conclusions about impact. The 
EIS should explore the traffic problem more thoroughly and the whether it will 
invalidate Hwy 83's designation as a "scenic" road.

Individual

7413 6 Remember: IT IS A DESIGNATED SCENIC HIGHWAY.  What Agusta and you 
are planning is definitely not scenic!

Individual
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7429 4 The proposed number of very heavy trucks on the 12 miles or SR 83 between I-10 
and the mine access road is simply unacceptable from several standpoints. Augusta 
must find an alternative to this plan. SR 83 is a scenic highway and has been 
designed for general public use, not to serve as a transportation route for heavy 
commercial traffic.

Individual

7448 4 Will the mining operations take over Highway 83?It will no longer be a scenic 
highway either……

Individual

7450 6 Bikers and bicyclists use this road for pleasure. We have many winter visitors who 
love it and, people from all over come to enjoy the scenery. We at the Fire Station 
have fixed meals for the Old Time Care Cub on their occasional trips going to either 
Patagonia or Sierra Vista. Tucson people come out to picnic, spend over night, go 
fishing, and just enjoy the cooler weather. Remember: IT IS A DESIGNATED 
SCENIC HIGHWAY. What Agusta and you are planning is definitely not scenic!

If this is a pretty picture to you, you need to take Art 101 again. This is a disaster 
waiting to happen.

Individual

7461 11 Here is a link to the 2003 State of Arizona scenic hwy 83 corridor preservation plans.
http://www.azdot.gov/highways/SWProjMgmt/enhancement/scenic_roads/PDF/cmp_
patagonia_text.pdf

Individual

7475 8 Scenic Highway 83 is already declared a scenic highway! Do we then change the 
name???

Business

7476 2 Listen to the citizens that are dramatically affected by this mine. My winery will 
probably be forced out of business due to traffic in large ore haulers "over a scenic" 
highway no less. Come on you know there is a better use for this land.

Business

7487 22 Scenic Hwy 83 is the gateway to this environment which will be impacted forever if 
this project goes forward.

Individual

7500 9 Road 83 is THE access to our "wine country", if you will. What will be the 
anticipated impact on tourists that want a pleasant, beautiful drive like the one 
available today, when they travel down to the Arizona wine corridor?

Individual

7513 12 Fourth, Highway 83 is a beautiful, scenic road and I just cannot imagine it being 
overburdened with thousands of trucks every year hauling ore out. There is nothing 
scenic about the tail end of a truck.

Individual

7549 5 The bottom line is that it seems like a bad idea along the only designated scenic route 
in Southern Arizona.

Individual

7552 5 My second concern is for the tourist industry of SE Arizona. Highway 83 is a Scenic 
Highway and week and week people journey over that road on a loop which takes 
them through Sonoita, Elgin and the San Rafael Valley to Tombstone and Bisbee or 
to Nogales and back through Tubac. Traveling this road is compromised to some 
extent at this time due to the diversion of wide loads off I-10. The proposed traffic 
related to the mine would make highway 83 an undesirable route and thus have a 
major impact on the tourist business in the above mentioned communities, 
particularly, Sonoita and Elgin and their growing wine industry. This problem will 
only get worse as the State tries to maintain the damage to Highway 83 caused by the 
heavy loads from and to the mine.

Individual
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7573 4 I didn't even touch on the winding, scenic highway - precarious to drive anytime - 
that school buses travel daily - will be a big problem if the mine gets up and going.

Individual

7579 8 I love the State Highway 83, this is designated as a State Scenic Highway, for 3 
miles out of the 24 mile trip from I-10 to Sonoita. The 3 mile segment includes the 
portion of the highway there it gains its greatest elevation about the surrounds land. 
This will be dominated by the mine, instead of beautiful rolling hills and grasslands, 
oaks and rugged ridge line.

Individual

7603 4 The mine will violate our rights to enjoy the natural environment and beauty of the 
National Forest. to have a sustainable water supply. The ground water in the Santa 
Cruz Valley has been dropping which is evidence that we already do not have a 
sustainable water supply. The mine will make it worse. There should be a 
moratorium on allowing new water users until a sustainable supply is proven. SR 83 
is a treasured scenic highway for both autos and bikes. The mine traffic will take this 
away. The mine traffic, dust, noise, destruction of natural National Forest land  will 
lower our quality of life, property values, and tourist economy.  A total cost/benefit 
analysis conducted by an independent source must be developed to justify any 
decisions.

Individual

7632 6 Hiway 83 scenic route- won't be a this point.Individual

7632 9 If Hiway is widened it destroys even more of the scenic route.Individual

7638 3 Hwy 83 is probably the most scenic highway in So. AZ- I don't want it filled with 
mining trucks. And I don't want to have to look at the destruction.

Individual

7688 2 This road will no longer be a scenic route with the trucks destroying the road.Organization

7812 7 In addition, the proposed mine site is situated in the headwaters of the primary water 
source recharging the aquifer for the City of Tucson domestic water supply. 
Moreover, the proposed project would be served by a Scenic State Highway which 
provides a critical transportation link between Tucson and outlying towns and 
communities which are themselves experiencing urban and suburban growth.

Individual

8622 1 This mine will front on Arizona Route 83 which is designated a scenic route for its 
natural beauty.

Individual

8708 3 if you  want to have the east side of the north end of the Santa Ritas replicate what's 
going over in Green Valley, hey, go for it. You can take the Highway 83 off of the 
scenic route designation on all the maps that have been published and somehow the 
people that live south of that area are going to have to have someway to get out of 
the area again. I guess, do we have to drive over to Arizona 90, you know, the old 
way, or maybe even to Benson, you know, like used to be before 90 and 83 were in 
there.

Individual
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8726 2 That's a scenic drive. Sort of like Hannigan Meadows. And Clifton over there has a 
big open pit mine, but that's not exactly in the forest, that's in the bottom end. So as 
you're driving up to Hannigan Meadows on the scenic drive, you're driving through 
the trees and it's the way you want it to be.

We drive down to Gardner Canyon a lot, not as often as we used to because of the 
gas prices. But because it's a scenic drive and it's so close to Tucson -- we live on the 
east side off of Houghton and Golf Links -- it's just a beautiful drive. And we have a 
four-wheel drive, and we drove up to where they were drilling a couple of years ago. 
You can see that from the road easy.

Individual

8746 2 The highway that drives by the area that's going to be where this large open pit is is a 
scenic highway, which the blight of an open pit operation would harm that 
designation.

Individual

8781 2 That's a tourist route.  That's supposed to be scenic, not ugly.Individual

8789 6 Beautiful 83 Highway will be destroyed,Individual

8798 5 Will the mining operations take over Highway 83? It'll probably no longer be a 
scenic highway if they do. Don't we have enough air pollution in Tucson, in the 
region? Existing mines by Green Valley are an example of what can happen. Can 
Rosemont guarantee it won't pollute the air?

Individual

8810 4 Also, it is a scenic highway.  Once that beauty is gone, once that eye sore is created, 
once that devastation occurs to that very fragille ecosystem, it's never coming back.

Individual

8843 1 I'm calling from the Tree of Life Rejuvenation Center.  We're a business in 
Patagonia.  And I disagree with the decision to build this mine here significantly in 
effect our business and the nature in the area, this scenic road that comes into our 
area.  We have a lot of guests coming here, and it's already challenging them for 
them to come from Tucson. . . [unintelligible].

Business

8848 7 The ongoing transport of ore along a scenic highway that is winding and narrow is 
bound to change what is now a scenic highway and highly regarded as a treasure in 
this community as well as our ecologically sensitive inhabitants who really care 
about this place.

Individual

8851 3 It's located on a scenic highway, and any future mining activity would be most 
detrimental to the beauty of the area and to the use of the road by the citizens.

Individual

8872 1 My main concern is that the mine is on a highway that's a designated scenic 
highway.  In fact, the value of this area between Tucson and Sonoita and Patagonia 
is its beauty.  It's a tourism area.  So there's our main economy is tourism, and then 
the value of the real estate being developed into ranchettes and homes.  And it seems 
like having an open pit copper mine is the last thing that we need and would destroy 
the value of the area.

Individual

8879 3 The scenery will be lost down 83.Individual

9003 2 We enjoy the view of the mountains from Highway 83, which is supposed to be a 
scenic highway. It won't be if you allow a mine to be built in Rosemont.

Organization
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9091 1 Besides all of the listed items, consider the outside impact. Use of the designated 
scenic highway with all of the curves on its two lanes, used by school buses over 40 
times daily. Every organization has to be aware of the impact when it considers 
making changes.

Organization

9149 1 On I-10 the there is a sign that states Hwy 83 is a "Scenic Drive" I would like to see 
it stay that way.

Organization

9241 1 An unnecessary blight on beautiful/pristene/open land, will cause heavy vehicle 
traffic on a scenic highway that has very few passing places, profits go to Canada, do 
not want heavy industrial use in one of the last purely scenic areas south of Tucson

Organization

9243 1 An unnecessary blight on beautiful/pristene/open land, will cause heavy vehicle 
traffic on a scenic highway that has very few passing places, profits go to Canada, do 
not want heavy industrial use in one of the last purely scenic areas south of Tucson

Organization

9313 1 I have driven this road many times and it is one of my most favorite scenic drives in 
SE Arizona.

Organization

9346 1 This is a beautiful highway.Organization

10443 3 This mine will destroy our scenic highwayOrganization

10530 1 There goes senic route 83! Is there no end to this nonsense!Organization

10542 1 I own land on Sonoita Hwy, I can't believe this would be allowed near a narrow, but 
beautiful scenic highway.

Organization
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2240 6 Not to mention the plants that will be destroyed! Their removal will most certainly 
have a detrimental impact on the local residents including plants and animals.

Individual

2240 8 Various species of surface vegetation that help to keep the ambient temperatures a 
minimum of 10 degrees cooler than the densely populated Tucson city residents deal 
with.

Individual

2713 12 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
An analysis that includes past, present and reasonably foreseeable projections about 
expansion of populations of invasive species due to proprosed activities, with a  look 
at cumulative impacts and long term popluation estimates.

Organization

2745 13 The Tucson Active Management Area (TUMA) is a cmoprehensive system that is to 
large to quantify the critical impact that Rosemont Copper will directly and 
cumulatively indirectly impact the present and futures of these plant

Individual

2760 39 Identify direct, indirect and cumulative impacts to vegetation as a result of 
groundwater pumping assoicated with the proposed project.

Government

7163 68 In addition to the economic and social concerns discussed above, these proposals 
raise significant environmental concerns. If the mines are developed, they would 
destroy extensive areas of habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the 
endangered jaguar; degrade air quality; produce significant amounts of greenhouse 
gas emissions; drawdown aquifers, contaminate ground and surface water supplies; 
negatively impact scenic views; increase traffic on scenic and commuter highways; 
and eliminate current recreational use by a broad-cross section of local residents and 
visitors alike.

Organization

7175 5 Cumulative effects
One of the requirements of the NEPA process is to consider cumulative effects-
impacts on the environment which result from the incremental impact of the action 
when added to past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of 
what agency undertakes them. The definition under the ESA is future state, private, 
and non-federal activities that are reasonably certain to occur within the action area. I 
am concerned with the cumulative loss of agave patches and agave habitat in 
southeastern Arizona from resent past, present, and future land use changes. Eastern 
Pima and Cochise Counties are undergoing rapid urban and suburban development, 
primarily in grassland and oak-woodland habitats that are also agave habitat. 
Additional mining operations are being considered in the Patagonia Mountains and 
San Rafael Valley. The cumulative effect of losing patch after patch of agaves will at 
some point, if not already, jeopardize the persistence of lesser long-nosed bats in the 
region.

Individual
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56 4 The areas above 5000' elevation that are Madrian Oak Forest are so limited in the 
USA. Why would such a damaging project be allowed?

Individual
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1559 5 coating the foliage with dust, affecting their photosynthesis and absorption of 
moisture, such as it is,

Individual

1591 2 The destruction of forest land is unforgivable. We are really seeing the destruction of 
the desert. This the most unique desert in the world.

Individual

1600 3 I am concerned that we are destroying a unique environment - the Sonoran desert.Individual

1700 3 My concerns are centered around Drinking water, Life safety and my love of our 
Desert we, 
(Citizens of Tucson area) are told not to waste water because our water tables are 
critically low

Individual

1729 2 Open Pit Mining = Destructioin of mountains and all vegetation and total desregard 
of our national Water Source.

Individual

1755 2 What will be the impact of the amount of groundwater used by mining operations 
over the life of the mine and beyond its current and future availability of 
groundwater to the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia and 
Green Valley) residents as it pertains to sustainablity of vegetation.

Individual

1845 6 One of our floodplains that is used by riparian vegetation mesquite, hackberry, oak, 
willow, and walnut trees, cottonwood, willow forest.

Individual

1854 4 The so-called "profits" of this mine would cost loss of the auquifer, destruction of 
the " sky islands" and area desert and grasslands; upset the diversity and habitat of 
wildlife and birds, create traffic, waste, and damage to the forest.

Individual

1862 3 These sky islands in the middle of the Sonoran desert should be looked upon as a 
national treasure to be protected and enjoyed, for now and by future generations of 
Americans.

Individual

1915 5 dead treesIndividual

1917 7 I am concerned about the following environmental & health issues:  Impact on plant 
life/habitat.

Individual

1920 3 I am concerned about the negative aspect the operation of mine will bring to bear on:
Envrionmental the mine will destroy plant species

Individual

1920 8 I am concerned about the negative aspect the operation of mine will bring to bear on:
plant life will die, the high desert will be lost.

Individual

1958 2 on plant and animal lifeIndividual

2090 2 We feel that there are many valid reasons to not approving this project:
1. The negative effect on the fragile flora of the area.

Individual

2136 12 The proposed mine property contains many very, very old Oak trees and is one of the 
most pristine lands we have.

Individual

2137 2 This area, as opposed to the area above San Manuel, is highly prized for its oak trees 
and densely vegetated canyons.

Individual
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2143 14 The plants in our area, including many endangered, threatened or vulnerable species, 
should be protected. The habitat in this area, mountains surrounded by desert, is very 
delicate. It is irreplaceable.

Individual

2144 15 I am opposed to the mine because that particular part of the US is a deser so 
beautiful and incredible with unique plants that it shouldn't be ruined for any reason! 
It is amazing with plant life.

Individual

2149 5 We are concerned that we are compromising the continuing diversity of plant life in 
the region for an enterprise that cannot return to use the quality of life that it will 
take away with the ore it finds.

Individual

2209 12 The quality of human and other life in the area is threatened by the destruction of 
native plants and ecosystems.

Individual

2240 7 Various species of old growth trees that serve to stabilize the soil and help to 
regulate the moisture content of the surrounding soils even through long drought or 
prolonged wet seasons.

Individual

2265 21 Please deatil the effects on plant  life.Individual

2296 4 I hope you will consider the native plants and ecosystems in the decision to open an 
open pit copper mine.

Individual

2305 5 Nancy Freeman of the groundwater Awareness League, Inc. has commented as 
follows:
Impacts on Water:
Maintaining supplies of clean water and protecting watersheds were major reasons 
why public domain forests and rangelands were reserved. As regions have become 
more populated and States have failed to protect the valuable resource of water, the 
imperative for the Federal Government through the Forest Service and other agencies 
to protect these watersheds for their original intended use. The public can no longer 
dole out large quantities of water to industry, especially heavy water users such as 
mining and electro-power plants. If we are going to save the many species of plants 
that Federal Government has to take on this project to protect the water in the 
national forests, wildlife refuges, and designated conservation areas.

Individual

2374 12 The proposed mine property contains many very, very old Oak trees and is one of the 
most pristine lands we have.

Individual

2403 3 Are we lost for the trees?Individual

2420 2 The sky island ecosystems of the Santa Ritas are beautiful and unique. They are an 
important asset to our state, and are significant to plantlife. They must be cherished, 
preserved and protected.

Individual

2461 1 Wild and open spaces are swiftly being obliterated by development and sprawl. I 
urge you to protect these last bastions of wildlands and the plants they sustain.

Individual

2484 5 My opposition is based on the following objections:
Permanent destruction of a very special and important natural area that now provides 
a home to a large population of native plant species.

Individual

2560 7 Veg. impacts.Individual
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2593 26 Important considerations are the impact of air and dust pollution on the health of 
both employees and area residents, region- wide visual impact on scenery and view 
sheds and the impact on plant and animal life.  The effect on recreational and 
property values should be established.  Furthermore, the consequences of mine 
operation for ongoing efforts by the City of Tucson and Pima County to meet EPA 
air quality standards must be considered.

The EIS should also consider the following questions and concerns:

-What is the current air quality of the area, and how would the mine affect it?
-What are the wind velocities (minimum, maximum and average) at the mine site 
throughout the year?
-What is the prevailing wind direction throughout the year?
-How far would windblown materials travel from the site and in what directions?
-What would be the composition of the windblown materials and what are the 
associated health risks?
-How does this compare to air quality standards?
-Does the project meet the State and County air quality control regulations?

Organization

2593 52 Since the mine would require additional electrical power equivalent to the demand 
from a medium sized city  of 130,000 people, several impacts need to be investigated:
-Damage to animal and plant life, scenery and property values from the increased 
infrastructure (transmission lines, substations, etc.) that would be required.
-Impacts on planning for future growth in the area.  Would sufficient power be 
available, short term and long term, to accommodate regional growth of homes and 
businesses?
-Environmental effects generated at the power plant site due to the increased power 
demand from the mine.

Organization

2593 89 -How much would the aquifer be drawn down as a result of pit dewatering?
-How far from the pit would the effects of dewatering occur?
-How would this impact Davidson Canyon and the springs in the area?
-How would the dewatering of these local resources be mitigated by Augusta?
-How would Augusta compensate the public for the loss of wildlife watering 
locations, impacts to vegetation from lowering of the water table, and the general 
loss of riparian areas from pit dewatering?

Organization

2593 106 VEGETATION
There are many rare plants in the area (such as the Arizona Phacelia), that are 
blooming this year due to good rains over the past winter. The biological surveys 
that were conducted in the past (circa 1970's) used old survey methods. In addition, 
the climate regime is changing in Southern Arizona. New biological surveys must be 
conducted during various times of the year and over several years to properly 
determine what is in the area, and the diversity of plants in the area. Due to the 
highly variable nature of our rainfall, some species may only be visible occasionally, 
and the survey plan should recognize this fact.

Organization

2593 108 Concerns regarding the vegetation in the area that should be addressed in the EIS 
include:
-What are the short term direct impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the long term, indirect impacts to the vegetation in the area?

Organization
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2593 130 An additional water consideration should be the effect on plant and animal life of 
any pipelines that are built to transmit water from well sites to the mine site. The 
impact from the pipe line construction must also be evaluated and a mitigation plan 
should be in place.

Organization

2610 12 How will the mine operations affect  vegetation?Individual

2610 48 What is the impact on the water flow and quality regarding vegetation  in the 
Cienega creek area due to the infill of mine waste in the Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, 
and Scholefield canyons?

Individual

2620 9 The Freeport McMoran/Phelps Dodge project at Safford as well as the BHP/RTZ 
project at Superior are judged as being in the right place at the right time. The 
Rosemont Copper project is, on the other hand, the wrong place at the wrong time. It 
is in a pristine area which provides habitat to sensitive fauna

Business

2625 15 Other concerns I have are those affecting the plantIndividual

2625 27 And what about plant life-many species are opportunistic and only take root in 
disrupted soil.

Individual

2634 5 One only has to view the vast sterile tailings ponds West of Green Valley which were 
supposed to be reclaimed by vegetation but will grow nothing

Business

2646 7 Bad planning for the health of our  floraIndividual

2655 5 However, I also realize that an open pit mine couses desecration of the landscape by 
totally destroying the natural  vegetation, thus permanently altering the ecology in 
the vicinity of the mine.

Individual

2666 8 The Memorandum of Understanding requires various experts for the consulting staff. 
We suggest that a lighting engineer or designer be added to the list. This consultant 
would help assess the impacts of artificial nighttime lighting on plants

Organization

2673 10 All of the fauna associated with the buried Barrel Canyon drainage area will be 
eliminated or changed forever.

Individual

2677 42  One of the problems is the difficulty of establishing vegetation (at the level of a 
functioning ecosystem) in dry climates. The vegetative communities of the projected 
area developed over hundreds of years. It is virtually impossible to establish that 
same vegetation in short time frame. Reclamation is not successful if the result is a 
low-seral stage habitat (e.g. grasses and forbs) and lack mature habitat values. Those 
low-seral stage habitats may hold soil, but they do no provide the same functions and 
values for wildlife.

Government

2685 4 We are greatly opposed to any activity that has such a high probability of 
unrepairable damage to endangerment of flora and fauna.

Individual

2688 18 We are concerned for the fragile the fauna unique to our desert climates.Organization

2698 45 Clearly, all plant life on the mine site will be destroyed. Over a much larger 
surrounding area, the biome will be largely depleted as the various type of pollution 
take their toll.

Business
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2713 1 The mission of the Arizona Native Plant Society includes efforts to conserve our 
native flora, much of which is still poorly surveyed or understood. Our members, 
who range from amateur to professional botanists, have conducted surveys and 
studies of native Arizona plants and their habitats for years. These efforts have 
reinforced our understanding of the lack of information on our native flora, and the 
importance of ensuring that impacts to the habitats of native plants, particularly on 
public lands, are carefully evaluated.

Organization

2713 5 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
*  an inventory and map of all edaphic plant assemblages

Organization

2713 8 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
*A complete rare plant inventory, conducted via proper survey during various 
seasons for at least two years, in order to find as many species of plant life as 
possible, with detailed notes including information on locations

Organization

2713 10 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
A complete inventory for invasive species in and surrounding the project area, 
including along roads and highways proposed to be used for transport of ore and 
materials

Organization

2713 11 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
An analysis that includes past, present and reasonably foreseeable projections about 
expansion of populations of invasive species due to proprosed activities

Organization

2713 16 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
A thorough discussion of how the Forest Service and the mine operators will limit 
ORV impacts in the area, as well as mitigation measures specific to native plants 
from all proposed activities under each alternative.

Organization

2721 6 Animal/Plant – From my observations the greatest impact on plant life in the greater 
Tucson area has been the ever increasing housing and commercial development.

Individual

2724 26 Disturbances of the areas would leave long-lasting impacts on the public land - for 
example - a mile wide hole in the ground and loss of habitat for sensitive species - 
for example - 47 sensitive plant species

Individual
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2726 45 Clearly, all plant life on the mine site will be destroyed. Over a much larger 
surrounding area, the biome will be largely depleted as the various type of pollution 
take their toll.

Business

2729 18 We are concerned for the fragile desert  the flora, unique to our desert climates.Organization

2736 10 How will the flora  be impacted by the use of surface and groundwater for mining 
operations?

Government

2736 18 Where are the pipelines from the wells to the mine going to be located? How will 
they impact future development?  How will it impact the flora of the area?

Government

2736 43 What impact will electrical lines have on the Sahuarita/Green  Valley area 
aesthetically?  How will it impact the  flora ?

Government

2736 46 What impact will the stand alone proposed wastewater treatment plant have on the 
flora ?

Government

2745 10 The change in water impacts on plants need definintion.Individual

2750 10 The other concerns are:  the negative impact on native plants and ecosystemsIndividual

2760 35 Identify direct, indirect  impacts to vegetation as a result of groundwater pumping 
assoicated with the proposed project.

Government

4474 16 Further, the dust could stunt the plant growth curtailing its growth since the leaves 
are cut off from the sun and fresh air to emit oxygen to the fresh air supply, we 
certainly need in the land of cement and asphalt.

Individual

5285 6 Like most citizens my primary concerns center on quantity and quality of water, 
regional economy, including tourism, and vegetation and wildlife.

Individual

6775 4 Air quality is also an issue.  I don't know about the rest of you, but withing the last 
month I have had to call the EPA on dust from existing mines.  It's suppose to be wet 
on top of those tailings.  If it's wet how come we have dust?  Guess what?  The new 
mine is suppose to be a dry tailing.  It's not going to be wet at all.  Think about the 
dust, the air quality. What about the impact on the plants,

Individual

6811 3 Under the guise of mining, Rosemont Company proposes  to invade a pristine 
ecologically and sensitive area, a portion of the Coronado National Forest, and 
thereby destroy and displace all of the flora, fauna, squander groundwater, cut off all 
public general recreation use.

Individual

6869 4 Here are some of the endangered who I think in the future, if this mine comes, will 
be called the disappeared. The archaeological sites in the area, the American Indian 
graves -- they're supposed to be protected by the American Indian Graves and 
Protection Act -- Indian holy sites, all the birds, animals, fish and plants. The 
tourists, they will be endangered too, you know, they won't come. The observatory, 
which will be endangered by the light and the dust. And the humans, we are all 
endangered, and the water and the land, and the air.

Individual
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6882 3 If the Pit mine goes in, what happens to the wildlife corridor that runs through the 
Santa Rita Mountains?

What will happen to the natural habitat if they begin drilling?  What will happen to 
all the animals and the vegetation?

Individual

6902 9 Lastly what will be the fate of the largest Emory oak found in the United States that 
now stands sentinel-like in these secluded canyons?  These giant trees grow to 43 
feet tall, 20 feet 5 inches in circumference and can have a 68-foot crown spread.  
These trees within the Las Cienegas National Conservation Area were declared the 
largest of its species by the American Forestry Association in 1986 and 
recommended they be protected.  These specimens are not found anywhere else.  
Will the Rosemont strip mine protect these trees?

Individual

6957 4 What will be the costs to wildlife and vegetation?Individual

7020 4  As the vegetation disappears so will the animals.Individual

7021 7 The amount of real estate that has come up in even just the last few years has taken 
away precious plants and area to thrive in; taking away even more for copper mine 
seems a huge waste.

Individual

7058 2 It is your duty to protect national forest areas for flora, fauna, recreation use.Individual

7062 2 I don't have statistics to show how mining has contributed to Southern Arizona's 
economy. I don't have statistics to show what damage nmining has brought about to 
Southern Arizona.
What I do have is two eyes that see the wide scale and wholesale destruction of 
mountains, plant life, animal life, and scenic veiws for the sake of raping the land for 
precious metals in order for the mine owners to get rich.

Individual

7069 2 I would like to make a couple comments about the proposed Rosemont mine.
First of all, mining damages the environment.  In a localized area, where there was 
once vegetation and animals, there will be a hole in the ground and piels of broken 
rock.

Individual

7083 6 How will the mining affect the plants and animals in the region? What about the 
wildlife corridors?

Individual

7110 19 Disturbing the soil at Rosemont will bring opportunistic, invasive species, such as 
Tumbleweed, Mexican Prickly Poppies, and the dreaded Buffel grass. This likely has 
ranchers and the BLM worried, as it has a potential to take over native grasses.

Individual

7126 7 This is an extremely fragile ecosystem and I believe the threats of such a large scale 
open pit mining operation to plant life and wildlife in this important natural habitat 
and wildlife corridor cannot be mitigated.

Individual

7134 45 The Forest Service correctly identified the effects on vegitation and wildlife, 
including special-status wildlife, as a type of impact that needs evaluation in the EIS. 
It will, of cource, need to consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on a 
variety of wildlife issues.

Business
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7151 39 Vegetation
There are many rare plants in the area (such as the Arizona Phacelia), that are 
blooming this year due to good rains over the past winter. The biological surveys 
that were conducted in the past (circa 1970's) used old survey methods. In addition, 
the climate regime is changing in Southern Arizona. New biological surveys must be 
conducted during various times of the year and over several years to properly 
determine what is in the area, and the diversity of plants in the area. Due to the 
highly variable nature of our rainfall, some species may only be visible occasionally, 
and the survey plan should recognize this fact.

Organization

7151 41 Concerns regarding the vegetation in the area that should be addressed in the EIS 
include:

What are the short term direct impacts to the vegetation in the area?
What are the long term, indirect impacts to the vegetation in the area?

Organization

7156 9  I support withdrawal of my federal lands from mining and, as mentioned above, am 
opposed to new mining in southeastern Arizona. I love birding and hiking and 
camping in the Santa Rita and Patagonia Mountains. and believe that the noise, 
water, and air pollution will detrimentally affect my public lands experience, as well 
as imperil the habitat of endangered species, increased truck traffic on local roads 
and highways, negatively affect the wildlife movement corridors and native plants 
and ecosystems.

Individual

7163 8 If the mines are developed, they have the potential to destroy extensive areas of 
habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the endangered jaguar; degrade 
air quality; contaminate ground and surface water supplies; negatively impact scenic 
views; and eliminate current recreational use by a broad cross-section of local 
residents and visitors alike.

Organization

7166 3 I am writing with concerns I have about the proposed Rosemont Mine. I am a child 
welfare social worker in Pima County and my elderly parents live in Green Valley 
near and open pit copper mine. My objections to this mine are based on the 
following areas of concern. WATER: It's well documented that the Rosemont mine's 
operations will require a large quantity of precious groundwater. This groundwater 
pumping will lower the water table and could affect the viability of wells in the 
surrounding area, as well as creating potential environmental impacts to wildlife 
corridors and plant life. Will this concern be addressed in the environmental impact 
study? Also, how can Pima County citizens be sure that Rosemont mine's use of 
groundwater is a wise choice if our state encounters a long-term, serious drought and 
this water is needed by people and wildlife?

Individual

7202 12 6. Regarding Davidson Canyon; what is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers to suspend the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its 
tributaries as a navigable river? Will the resulting ease of the discharge of waste 
increase the amount of groundwater contamination by Rosemont via Davidson 
Canyon? How will this decision impact the Davidson Canyon? How will 
contamination be controlled and who will be responsible for such control? What is 
the impact on the water flow and quality of water, vegetation, and wildlife in the 
Cienega Creek area?

Individual

7230 4 It is worrying to think of the impact it will have on the wildlife, trees and vegetation 
that will be destroyed and the pollution that will do doubt affect the surrounding area.

Individual
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7253 26 Important considerations are the impact of air and dust pollution on the health of 
both employees and area residents, region- wide visual impact on scenery and view 
sheds and the impact on plant and animal life.

Organization

7253 52 Since the mine would require additional electrical power equivalent to the demand 
from a medium sized city  of 130,000 people, several impacts need to be investigated:
-Damage to animal and plant life, scenery and property values from the increased 
infrastructure (transmission lines, substations, etc.) that would be required.

Organization

7253 89 -How much would the aquifer be drawn down as a result of pit dewatering?
-How far from the pit would the effects of dewatering occur?
-How would this impact Davidson Canyon and the springs in the area?
-How would the dewatering of these local resources be mitigated by Augusta?
-How would Augusta compensate the public for the loss of wildlife watering 
locations, impacts to vegetation from lowering of the water table, and the general 
loss of riparian areas from pit dewatering?

Organization

7253 106 VEGETATION
There are many rare plants in the area (such as the Arizona Phacelia), that are 
blooming this year due to good rains over the past winter. The biological surveys 
that were conducted in the past (circa 1970's) used old survey methods. In addition, 
the climate regime is changing in Southern Arizona. New biological surveys must be 
conducted during various times of the year and over several years to properly 
determine what is in the area, and the diversity of plants in the area. Due to the 
highly variable nature of our rainfall, some species may only be visible occasionally, 
and the survey plan should recognize this fact.

Organization

7253 108 Concerns regarding the vegetation in the area that should be addressed in the EIS 
include:
-What are the short term direct impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the long term, indirect impacts to the vegetation in the area?

Organization

7253 130 An additional water consideration should be the effect on plant and animal life of 
any pipelines that are built to transmit water from well sites to the mine site. The 
impact from the pipe line construction must also be evaluated and a mitigation plan 
should be in place.

Organization

7313 9 What are the impacts of dust and chemical dust suppressants on the health of the 
Area residents, wildlife, and vegetation?

Individual

7313 13 4. How will the proposed mine operations affect wildlife and vegetation in the area?Individual

7336 25 Environment- The Rosemont Mine's proposed plan will completely destroy over 
4,000 acres of land. Identify all flora and fauna that live here full time, part-time, and 
migrate through this wild corridor connecting Northern Mexico to the Rincon's , the 
Catalina's, and central Arizona…

Individual
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7336 29 Environment- The Rosemont Mine's proposed plan will completely destroy over 
4,000 acres of land. Identify all flora and fauna that live here full time, part-time, and 
migrate through this wild corridor connecting Northern Mexico to the Rincon's , the 
Catalina's, and central Arizona… Specifically look at the risk to Tarahumara frogs, 
recently reintroduced in the Santa Rita's. Copper mine runoff is considered to be the 
most likely reason for their extirpation from Arizona in 1983, according to the Fish 
and Wildlife website. How many other threatened or endangered species exist here? 
How thorough can a handful of wildlife surveys be? How will all of the animal and 
plant species be affected by crushing, burying, heavy machinery, construction, 
chemical storage and ore processing facilities, blasting, lights, noise, dust, traffic, 
exposed contaminated surface water, rock and soil, exhaust, fumes, etc.?

Individual

7340 13 Destruction of wildlife habitat, wildlife movement corridors, native plants and 
ecosystems.

Individual

7343 3 Streams with high metal concentrations will not support desirable plant and animal 
life. Streams with a pH less than 4 are usually sterile except for acid tolerant bacteria 
and algae.

Individual

7371 5 Liabilities:
1. Draining potable water supply, which is more precious than copper, to thousands 
of residents. Contaminating water supply with toxins, that will be there forever, that 
wildlife and plants need to survive..

Individual

7372 1 How will native plants affected by land disturbances, roadway cuts, overburden, 
spoil, underground utilities, ponds, etc. associated by the proposed project be 
addressed?

Will rigorous native plant salvage activities be promoted or required? It is noted and 
easily documented that regular and strategic supplemental water is required for the
re-establishment of many native plant species ( including cacti and succulents) and 
transplanting efforts are often unsuccessful without said regular supplemental 
watering practices. Will said watering regiments be required and supervised to assure 
the long term viability of the affected plants?

What kind of monitoring and long-term strategies will be put into place to verify 
successful salvage and transplanting practices that lead to ongoing natural 
reproduction activities by the affected plants?

Individual

7410 2 We plead with you to please help this community, including all the wonderful trees  
that will be sacrificed for a mine owned by foreign companies and investors.

Individual

7456 42 One of the problems is the difficulty of establishing vegeation (at the level of a 
functioning ecosystem) in dry climates. The vegatative communites in the project 
area developed over hundreds of years. It is virtually impossible to establish that 
same vegetation in short time frame. Reclamation is not successful if the result is a 
low-seral stage habitat (e.g. grasses and forbs) that lack mature habitat values. Those 
low-seral stage habitats may hold soil, but they do not provide the same functions 
and values for wildlife.

Government

7491 7 With almost 4,000 acres being involved it will destroy native plantsIndividual
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7495 7 The Santa Rita's represent a priceless and unique land heritage that deserves to be 
protected for its flora along with the living communities and ecosystems.

Individual

7504 33 The effects of all this heavy metal contamination on the local; desert flora and fauna 
must be examined, especially in the streams and riparian areas adjacent to this 
proposed Rosemont mine.

7508

7571 14 This proposal would disturb extensive amounts of Forest Service land. The EIS 
should analyze the amounts and types of land disturbances that would result from 
this proposal. Many existing land uses would never be replaced if this mine were 
approved, including loss of recreational land, loss of wildlife habitat, loss of wildlife 
corridors and foraging opportunities, loss of watershed functions, loss and damage to 
water resources, loss of soil and plant resources, loss of open space, and loss of 
viewshed. The EIS should determine whether these losses are worth the benefits 
from this mine, and determine how these extensive land disturbances should be 
mitigated.

Individual

7582 14 We believe that the Rosemont mine would negatively impact the air, water, scenic 
view, recreation, wildlife, plantlife and traffic within a far reaching area surrounding 
the mine and that these negative long term impacts for many US citizens should not 
be overlooked so a few can gain financial reward for the short term.

Individual

7650 15 and plant life.Individual

8784 3 And I want you to know that I have spent quite a bit of time in the area that the 
Rosemont Mine is going to be. It is a beautiful and in many ways pristine area with 
unique land and in -- unique plants and animals that simply can't be found any place 
else. It's an area where many people go for recreation and spend time.

Individual

8790 3 You would not want some stranger from Canada coming into your back yard and 
digging up your plants, blasting your subsoil, pouring toxic chemicals into your well, 
dirtying your air with dust and diesel fumes. And those millions of Arizonans and 
Americans who use the national forest as their backyard for enjoying nature on 
weekends and days off don't want to have some company from canada come into 
their backyard in order to destroy it.

Individual

8825 2 The Sonoran desert is the most beautiful desert in the entire world and has the most 
diverse plant and animal species in the United States.  The plant life in the Sonoran 
Desert and the Sky Islands are the only saving grace for combating the rising carbon 
dioxide levels in our atmosphere.

Individual

8903 4 Regarding Davidson Canyon; what is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers to suspend the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its 
tributaries as a navigatable river? Will the resulting ease of the discharge of waste 
increase the amount of groundwater contamination by Rosemont via Davidson 
Canyon? How will this decision impact the Davidson Canyon? How will the 
contamination be controlled and who will be responsible for such a control? What is 
the impact on the water flow and quality of water, vegetation and wildlife in Cienega 
Creek area?

Individual
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8906 4 Have studies been done to compare "mine" vs. "no mine" and the impacts on the 
economy, tourism, recreation, the ecosystems, vegitation, wildlife, groundwater, 
surface water, water quality and availability, roadways and emergency services? If 
so, are the studies available for public scrutiny? If studies have not been done, what 
is the reason for this inaction?

Individual

9147 4 It is sad day to think that our county and state leadership would approve destroying 
the vegetation.

Organization

9346 2 This is home to a large diversity of flora.Organization

9671 3 Furthermore, it would be a shame to lose the Rosemont area to a short-sighted, greed 
driven lot with no true regard for the land, much less the plants, .  I believe that only 
a huge outcry from the public will put a halt to Canadian-based, Augusta Mining's 
"fifty billion dollar dream".

Organization

10559 4 The impacts to the plants by mining operation is completely unacceptable.Organization

11049 1 We have approximately 13 acres with 100+ Oak trees of two varieties. Many of these 
Oaks have been here for a very long time and are very large trees. My questions are: 
When the water table drops, what assurances do we have that these trees will not 
die? If this does happen, how does one place a value on these trees?

Individual

11051 1 We have approximately 13 acres with 100+ Oak trees of two varieties. Many of these 
Oaks have been here for a very long time and are very large trees. My questions are: 
When the water table drops, what assurances do we have that these trees will not 
die? If this does happen, how does one place a value on these trees?

Individual

11082 19 "Salvage and Transplant MAY be considered?" p11. Tetra Tech I think salvage and 
transplant of sensitive vegetation MUST be required as part of the permit.

Individual

11082 20 Unless it is somewhere I have not seen it yet, I have not seen anything mentioned 
about noxious weeds and I know Buffel grass is on the list for the Santa Ritas. Also, 
I thought but I am not sure there was an executive order for noxious weeds. I would 
like to request that an inquiry be performed on this.

Individual
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2 4 If Augusta pursues the Peach-Elgin, Broadtop Butte, and Copper World prospects in 
the future how could their development combined with the Rosemont mine not 
drastically impact the scenic views?

2 8 Augusta resources makes it clear that the people of Green Valley, Tucson, and Vail 
will not see the Rosemont Mine.  If they have future plans for additional mines in the 
area shouldn't they be fair to the public and inform them of these plans and their 
impact?  The Peach-Elgin mine will clearly be visible ro residents of Green Valley.

1572 6 Immediate concerns:
Future expansion once initial proposal accepted- could turn into even larger eyesore.

Individual

1842 1 Residents of Sahuarita and Green Valley are in constant sight of mountains of mine 
tailings from other copper mines.  Those mine owners are of the opinion that 
planting a few trees on miles and miles of man made dirt piles that obstruct our view 
of the natural, beautiful mountains, is sufficient land restoration.

Individual

1903 2 Just look at what the mines did to the west side of Green Valley & North of Green 
Valley on the west side of I-19.  A long mountain of mine excavations that block the 
view of the west side of I-19.

Individual

2185 6 When I drive I-10 to Tucson I enjoy the beauty of the area and have a hard time 
thinking of the potential destruction that will happen to it if the Rosemont Mine is 
allowed to begin operation there.

Individual

2195 2 It sickens when I think about what that area will look like in 5 or 10 years from now.Individual

2213 4 Open pit mining forever destroy the scenic views along highway 83Individual

2284 22 I know they want to limit our questions to what they are doing today at Rosemont, 
but they were very clear in their desire to "explore" Peach-Elgin, Broadtop Butte, 
and Copper World prospects in the future. If Augusta pursues the Peach-Elgin, 
Broadtop Butte, and Copper World prospects in the future how could their 
development combined with the Rosemont mine not drastically impact the scenic 
views?

Individual

2284 25 Augusta resources makes it clear that the people of Green Valley, Tucson, and Vail 
will not see the Rosemont Mine. If they have future plans for additional mines in the 
area shouldn't they be fair to the public and inform them of these plans and their 
impact? The Peach-Elgin mine will clearly be visible to residents of Green Valley.

Individual

2295 1 As a local person I am very concerned about having yet another mining eyesore on 
the horizon.

Individual

2360 5 I am writing to oppose the Mine's approval for many reasons. Here are some:
The destruction of pristine land that can never be restored, and as a result the loss of  
the beauty that draws many tourists to park on the look out areas and photograph this 
wonderful splendor.

Individual
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2484 16 My opposition is based on the following objections:
Mining's legacy of hideous scars and tailings already assault the views along 
Interstate 19.  Allowing another mine will only add to this sad spectacle.

Individual

2526 1 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.

Individual

2736 59 Regarding the view shed implications; does Augusta Resources/Rosemont Copper 
really plan to mine only on the east side of the ridgeline, or will operations 
eventually spill over the ridge onto the west side of the ridge and impact the view?  
What guarantee is in place to assure the public that this does not occur?

Government

6762 6 And don't forget the reason you moved out here, the beauty of our surroundings.  
And the tailings, no matter what you do with them, can not look like the original 
landscape again.  Look across the valley.  That started with one mine.  The domino 
effect will happen again.

Individual

7181 2 1. If Augusta pursues the Peach-Elgin, Broadtop Butte, and Copper World prospects 
in the future how could their development combined with the Rosemont mine not 
drastically impact the scenic views?

Individual

7810 15 If Augusta pursues the Peach-Elgin, Broadtop Butte, and Copper World prospects in 
the future how could their development combined with the Rosemont mine not 
drastically impact the scenic views?

Organization

7812 19 Diminished visual and scenic resources.Individual

8761 2 I live in Quail Creek, I wouldn't have bought here if I had any imagination that 
there's going to be a mine in the Santa Ritas right behind me.  It's bad enough 
looking across the other side to the Sierrita and Mission mine and see what they've 
done with that mountain.

Individual

9947 1 Imagine the view from Baldy with ANOTHER mine to be seen.Organization

10060 1 Another mine = another environmental eyesoreOrganization

10670 1 There is little more despicable looking than the gypsum blight or the open pits...we 
do not need another!

Organization
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4 3 Everyone wants to be the last person to move to AZ and carry on about "the view" - I 
personally think this project will have no impact at all on long term visual beauty of 
the area and have no concern about the pit or the associated tailings piles.

Individual
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24 24 This mine will be visible from State Highway 83, a designated State Scenic 
Highway, for 3 miles out of the 24-mile trip from I-10 to Sonoita.  The 3-mile 
segment includes the portion of the highway where it gains its greatest elevation 
above the surrounding land, at which point drivers are 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.

27 1 Tailings and waste rock areas are huge. At over 5000' elevation the view will be 
awful, obstructing the view of the pit Augusta claims but a real eyesore.

Individual

43 13 Tucson also has the evidence of empty mines and the eye sores that the mining 
companies left behind.

Individual

47 4 And the mine itself would look disgusting and in the case that the monsoons just 
might come again, and lets say the mine is filled with water all areas around it would 
be…rather devastated.

Individual

51 2 The views of the mountains give me a sense of peace and calm. Once it is taken 
away, it is gone forever.

Individual

60 1 I feel the qualities of visual beauty/ stillness of the area would be substantially 
compromised by the mine.

Individual

63 1 I am concerned with the environmental impact of this proposed mine. It will create a 
permenant scar on a beautiful area.

Individual

134 2 During all the over 40 years that the Barchas family has had ownership of High 
Haven Ranch, we have treasured the scenic open space and aesthetic natural  beauty 
of the land. We have valued that Highway 83 is designated as a Scenic Highway. 
One of the spectacular viewsheds on all of that highway is at mileage marker 44 on 
the west side high point overlooking the magnificent and pristine panorama of 
Rosemont Valley- the very area that would be ravaged by the impacts of the 
proposed mine.

159 8 The area being considered for mining is a core part of the viewscape along Scenic 
Highway SR 83 and would permanentaly disfigure the viewscape.

160 55 COMMENT 3: DESTRUCTION OF THE REGION'S FRAGILE SCENIC 
BEAUTY BY THE MINE IS CERTAIN.

160 57 6. Visual resource integrity in all land management decisions. "

160 59 Augusta plans to destroy 4,415 acres of steadily vanishing unspoiled wilderness 
valued for its scenic beauty and recreational opportunities. Arizona Scenic Highway 
83 follows the eastern edge of the Santa Rita Mountains near Rosemont, a major 
reason for its designation as a Scenic Highway. The presence of the proposed open 
pit copper mine will forever scar the inspiring views from this scenic drive and from 
the many public Forest Service roads surrounding the Mine, and compromise the 
region's recreational value.
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160 60 COMMENT 3A: THE PRESENCE OF A LARGE OPEN PIT COPPER MINE AT 
ROSEMONT IN THE SANTA RITA MOUNTAINS WILL ADVERSELY 
IMPACT THE SCENIC VALUES OF THE CORONADO NATIONAL FOREST. 
Discussion: The Mine' plant site will occupy 280 acres; access roads and the utility 
corridor will account for 295 acres; the Mine pit and its immediate perimeter will 
permanently occupy 950 acres; and the waste rock, tailing, and leach fields will 
permanently occupy 2,895 acres. Augusta plans to hide from view the Mine's ugly 
plant site, part of the ugly open pit, and all of the ugly waste rock, tailings, and leach 
fields behind massive perimeter buttresses which are, themselves, constructed from 
ugly waste rock. A view of the ugly plant site, the ugly open pit, and nearly 3,000 
acres of ugly waste rock, tailing, and leach fiels will be partially obstructed by a view 
of an ugly multi-story perimeter wall which is, itself, constructed from ugly waste 
rock. This cannot be considered an acceptable plan for protecting irreplaceable 
scenic values in the Coronado National Forest.    The visual analyses set forth in the 
MPO/Reclamation and Closure Plan understandably focus on the visibility of the 
proposed project, particularly the mine operation structures, from Scenic Highway 
83. However, given the location, extent and geometry of the pit, excavation of the 
higher elevations of the eastern slopes of the Santa Rita Ridge, particularly on 
Weigles Butte (one of the most dominant peaks in the range) will expose an 
extensive area of barren rock which will be highly visible for miles on both public 
and private land. As such, the extent of the visual analyses must be expanded 
significantly to address this issue.      Moreover, the visual representations shown in 
the Augusta document(s) are oversimplified and misleading. There is no evidence 
that the proposed butresses can achieve the smoothly contoured and re-vegetated 
surfaced depicted in the various graphics. Actual photo-simulations should be used 
in order to accurately illustrate the contrasts in form, color, and texture which are 
characteristic of all mine reclamations of this scale. The Forest Service should 
identify, reference, and make public an existing exemplar mine reclamation plan 
which meets its scenic management system standards as well as showing 
photographs of this standard. It will then be incumbent on the EIS team to conduct 
the requisite analyses and evaluations of the likely visual impacts of the proposed 
project.              Mitigation: The Forest Service has been a leader in the formulation 
of methods and management systems to protect visual and scenic resources. There is 
a substantial body of Forest Service policy and regulations, as well as handbooks and 
related materials that should be applied to their fullest in the mitigation of visual 
impacts of the proposed project. As such, the following material is illustrative, and 
not exhaustive with respect to such materials:                                                      It is 
Forest Service policy (2380.3.3) to "Ensure scenery is treated equally with other 
resources" and to " Apply scenery management principles routinely in all National 
Forest System activities". Moreover, FSM 2300 - Recreation, Wilderness, and 
Related Resource Management - Chapter 2380.15.2 - Landscape Management: 
Minerals Management states: "The rules at Title 36 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 228, Subpart A, Locatable Minerals (36 CFR part 228, subpart A), 
include requirements for harmonizing mineral operations with scenic values (sec. 
228.8), and protecting scenic values when approving access to those operations (sec. 
228.12)".     Forest Service regulations require the adherence to the provisions of 
section 2382 - SCENERY MANAGEMENT as follows:       Managing scenery on 
National Forest System lands entails:      1. Completing and maintaining an inventory 
of landscape aesthetics and scenery resources.     2. Establishing goals and objectives 
for the management of scenery on all National Forest System lands.      3. Applying 
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the principles of scenery management and environmental design in project-level 
planning.      4. Measuring scenery management accomplishments and success of 
mitigation measures in meeting scenic integrity objectives.     5. Monitoring and 
documenting changes in scenery and changes in public expectations related to 
landscape aesthetics and scenery.          Forest Service regulations also require 
adherence to a 2382.1 - Scenery Management System (2382.1), which states:       
"The scenery management system, as set out in the Department of Agriculture's 
National Forest Landscape Management Series (FSM 2380.6), consists of the 
following:    1. The basic concepts, elements, principles, and variables of 
environmental art and design.        2. Landscape character, existing scenic integrity, 
and scenic classes.      3. Constituent information including, but not limited to, users, 
public expectations, sense of place, viewsheds, and viewpoints.      4. Landscape 
character goals and scenic integrity objectives integrated with other resource, 
cultural, and administrative needs."                 Further, Forest Service regulations 
also require adherence to section 2382.4 - Applications to Project Management, 
which states in part:        "Refer to the Agriculture Handbook series on Landscape 
Management (FSM 2380.61) as guidance in project-level work to:             1. Plan, 
design, and construct utilities to reduce negative impacts to scenery associated with 
the utilities.       2. Analyze the impact of range managemnet activities and determine 
methods to reduce negative impacts to associated scenery.     3. Integrate roads into 
the landscape with minimum adverse impact to scenery.      4. Determine how 
various silvicultural and landscape design treatments can be used to meet scenic 
integrity objectives and landscape character goals.            …..            8. Determine 
how scenery management techniques and principles can be used to mitigate any land 
altering activity or introduced elements on the land, to achieve and maintain desired 
scenic integrity objectives and landscape character goals."

236 8 I have always enjoyed the view along Highway 83 driving in from (the Tucson 
airport, Phoenix airport, etc.)

777 7 Even is the NEPA process concludes (incredibly) that an open pit mine more than a 
mile wide, together with its thousands of acres of tailings and maintenance facilities, 
will not destroy wildlife habitat, pollute ground water, and poison air quality, put an 
intolerable burden upon existing water supplies and destroy the natural beauty of that 
area of the Santa Ritas, it is a foregone conculsion that its steady stream of ore trucks 
will make Scenic Highway 83, a hellish obstacle course.

Individual

1526 3 Don't let the mine destroy the peaks and ridge lines visable from Green Valley and 
create an eye sore.

Individual

1528 2 Do you really WANT the East Santa Ritas to look like Green Valley???Individual

1538 3 A mine should not be allowed to destroy thousands of acres of beautiful mountain 
area unless the public surrounding the area is in agreement.

Individual

1543 5 How much of an eyesore will the tailing site be in 25 or 30 years?Individual

1551 7 also the tailings would be visivle from rt 83. never a pleasant view.Individual

1552 2 as the pit will be located close in not into the crest what will prevent it from 
becoming part of the mine and make it fully visible from Green Valley and beyond

Individual

1566 7 They want scenic beautyIndividual
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1571 2 We are concerned about our beautiful mounatin views which is the reason we moved 
here.

Individual

1572 1 Immediate concerns:
Environmental impact- eyesore

Individual

1572 4 Immediate concerns:
Desecration of a scenic/pristine area

Individual

1574 2 It will destroy natural beauty that will take 50 to 100 yrs to be restoredIndividual

1581 6 Mines are ugly and not an asset to Forest Service land.Individual

1598 4 Distress of the beauty of the area will forever be affected.Individual

1600 5 I am concerned that the beauty of  this area will be destroyed if this mine goes 
through.  Witness the mines & miles of tailings near Green Valley.

Individual

1602 2 Why should we see our scenery destroyed forever in this "great" place of retirement!Individual

1611 6 Many of us moved here from other parts of the country to be close to the beautiful 
Santa Rita Mountains, and we visit the Coronado National Forest regularly.  Large-
scale mining is incompatible with a scenic and environmentally important area.

Individual

1611 12 I believe the Rosemont Copper Project would negatively impact: Viewsheds enjoyed 
by residents and tourists both day and night.  (See the lights from the Helvetia Mine 
which already creates a blotch in the mountain.)

Individual

1622 6 Visual Impact- this will remain as a negative impact on the environmentIndividual

1624 2 "Scenic restoration" or "View shield" are misnomous. You will ruin the view from 
Hwy 82's pullout- a 450 foot high wall of rock is NOT acceptable

Individual

1625 5 (3) the mine would irretrievably impact prime scenic land used extensively by 
ranchers, trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from throughout 
Southern Arizona and beyond;

Organization

1625 9 (4) 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.

Organization

1631 1 I feel the Rosemont mine project will be a horrible detriment to the environment and 
destroy the beauty

Individual

1644 2 To have to see such a monstrous mine is an eyesore.  You, Forest Service are our 
government.  Listen to the people who give you your right to act.  No mine.

Individual

1652 8 I would like to see a traffic analysis determining safety, noise, pollution, and visual 
effect of mine & mine traffic on Highway 83.

Individual

1659 2 Concerns: Water quality, scenery, water use.Individual

1665 5 Take a good look at Green Valley. We do not want the Santa Rita mountains to look 
the way Green Vally looks.

Individual
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1674 5 Seeing miles in every direction, I want this in the future also. If a mining operation 
went service, whole mountains are going to be raised. The houses and people in 
Morenci have been relocated on numerous times so they can mine a new mountain 
deep into the earth. I don't want that in my neighborhood. I want the mountains to 
stay!

Individual

1675 3 I have lived in Vail since I was 4 and it has always been a good place to live. Fresh 
air, beautiful scenery, and clean good water for everyone, but now all this is 
threatened.

Individual

1675 7 Another concern I have is the air and the scenery. All the trucks going up and down 
Highway 83 would put smog in the air decreasing visibility. Just having the mine 
there would ruin the view.

Individual

1684 10 Perimeter buttresses and waste rock storage will used to shield the mine plant from 
being visible from Route 83. Initially it is expected that this will be seen from about 
a 4-mile stretch of the road, but with time this will decrease.

Individual

1686 5 It will destroy the beauty of the area + S- AZ.Individual

1699 1 The monies this mine would put out is not worth the damage it will cause in this 
beautiful, scenic area, it will not generate jobs enough considering all the damage, 
but deginerated minds seem to work together.

Individual

1709 7 In general I do not see any commitment to maintain the view, water, and water 
quality, air quality, might sky darkness and the quiet of my property.

Individual

1712 6 Besides all the environmental impact, safety issues of the impact of trucks on 83 and 
ruining our water table, this will be just ugly!

Individual

1738 1 We have great concerns as follows:
Destruction of the Scenic beauty of the area

Individual

1746 4 The Board of the Cienega Watershed  Partnership (CWP) is deeply concerned about 
the potential devastating environmental impacts of the open pit mine proposed for 
Rosemont Ranch. In particular, the Board believes that: 
the mine would irretrievably impact prime scenic land used extensively by ranchers, 
trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from throughout Southern 
Arizona and beyond

Organization

1762 4 The viewshed of the northern Santa Rita Mountains will be devastatedIndividual

1770 7 I am concerned about the impact of heavy truck Traffic widening of Hwy 83, the 
toxic leaching from the tailings into our groundwater supplies, the pumping of 
Groundwater from the Sahuarita area, the noise pollution, effect on the wildlife, the 
scenic beauty of our Forest.

Individual

1775 15 Cienega Creek (which by the way, Augusta wants to fill Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, 
and Scholefield Canyons, yet claims no impact to the Cienega Creek watershed!), 
Dadvidson Canyon, a nominated Wildlife Habitat, as well as Rosemont Canyon, our 
decreasing water table, the peace, beauty, solitude and scenic attraction for thousands 
of out-of-state tourists, are all in serious peril of becoming a beautiful memory our 
children will only have "heard" of!

Individual

1776 6 This area is in a scenic corridorIndividual
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1818 9 What justification can there possibly be to risk irreparable devastation of the scenic 
landscapes and view sheds?

Individual

1831 5 The view from Rt 83 would ugly.Individual

1831 7 Save the beautiful Santa Rita Mountains!Individual

1834 4 Please save the Santa Ritas.  They are beautiful and need to stay that way.Individual

1836 2 We are land owners, pay our taxes, and this will take away our scenic beauty.Individual

1845 1 Our future home is at 4600' off of 83 south the view would be of the mine.Individual

1852 1 The proposed Rosemont Copper Mine is located in a beautiful and fragile area.Individual

1853 1 The proposed Rosemont Copper mine is located in a beautiful and fragile area.Individual

1855 3 The mine would also be an ugly blight on a key scenic area that is enjoyed by many 
visitors traveling south to Sonoita, Elgin and Patagonia. My wife take this trip 
typically once a month because we love the vies and the attractions further south.

Individual

1856 15 Cienega Creek (which by the way, Augusta wants to fill Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, 
and Scholefield Canyons, yet claims no impact to the Cienega Creek watershed!), 
Dadvidson Canyon, a nominated Wildlife Habitat, as well as Rosemont Canyon, our 
decreasing water table, the peace, beauty, solitude and scenic attraction for thousands 
of out-of-state tourists, are all in serious peril of becoming a beautiful memory our 
children will only have "heard" of!

Individual

1862 2 Since 1979, when I 1st came to Tucson, I have truly enjoyed many aspects of the 
Santa Ritas, from Gardner Canyon to Gunsight Pass and of course Madera Canyon. 
These mountains have offered me scenic beauty and quiet woods that have nourished 
my soul and given me respite from the blistering summer days in Tucson.

Individual

1879 5 The projected open pit mine will have negative, in some cases disastrous impacts in 
critical areas of the Coronado National Forest, upon scenic values.

Individual

1885 9 This area is known as a Scenic View. The mine site would indeed spoil that fact and 
provide an eyesore.

Individual

1891 30 The breathtaking views along Highway 83, designated as a scenic highway, will be 
forever ruined.

Individual

1894 5 How can Rosemont get power to their mine without destroying the scenic beauty of 
the mountains and will our power bills go up to pay for their new lines?

Individual

1894 13 There is a huge area planned for the tailings. From where will it be visible?Individual

1895 5 The copper company will make money and leave and the rest of us will be stuck with 
the scars on the land, the pollution of the air and water, the ruined water shed, the 
vanishing wild life and the loss of one more wild and beautiful place in Southern 
Arizona.

Individual

1900 9 The risk to the beauty of the Santa Rita Mountains is truly not worth hav… mine 
anywhere  near it.  All of us who enjoy the beauty really find having a mine there to 
be most appalling.  What will be done to protec… beauty of the Santa Rita's?

Individual
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1907 3 The value of this view shed for future generations far exceeds the temporary 
monetary value of this extraction industry.

Individual

1908 5 The Coronado Forest is known internationally as one of the finest birding sanctuaries 
anywhere not to mention the stunning beauty of the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

1911 2 It would be an eye-sore to the people who live near and recreate in the Santa Ritas.Individual

1914 4 We are deeply concerned about the effects the proposed mine will have on the scenic 
beauty of the Santa Ritas.

Individual

1917 14 I am concerned about the following environmental & health issues:  Aesthetic values 
impact, views and solitude.

Individual

1924 7 Irreparable devastation of scenic landscapesIndividual

1930 7 Irreparable devastation of scenic landscapesIndividual

1934 6 For they do not have to live with the sight & sounds of the mine- especially the sight 
of it for years to come.

Individual

1935 5 The noise pollution, toxic effects from tailings will do irreparable damage to the 
scenic landscapes, viewsheds and serenity of Madera Canyon and the forest.

Individual

1936 4 The scar that would result on the face of the beautiful Santa Rita Mountains, one of 
the last unspoiled Sky Islands, is nothing short of sickening!

Individual

1939 7 Destroying the beauty of the Santa RitasIndividual

1944 7 Scenic views would be negatively impacted.Individual

1949 4 many of us moved here because we love it here and enjoy this incredibly beautiful 
area.  Once mining tailings cover the land it will all disappear & future generations 
will only read about what was once enjoyed by so many of us.

Individual

1951 6 and scarred visibly from the Tucson area.Individual

1952 4 There are enough eye sores here now with the existing mines.Individual

1953 5 the physical beauty of the mountains and surrounding areas make it a truly 
memorable place.  People come here from all over the U.S. to visit here because of 
the beauty of the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

1953 9 To say nothing of the devastation of the scenic landscapes and views.Individual

1955 4 it will hinder recreationIndividual

1955 5 in the beautiful and scenic Santa Rita Mountains.Individual

1956 1 "Priceless" is the value of the beauty of that area close to Tucson, 1,000,000 residentsIndividual

1956 3 Please save this beautyIndividual

1956 21 Irreparable devastation of the scenic landscapes and view sheds.Individual
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1958 4 mining is not compatible with one of the most pristine, scenic Natural and polular 
areas of the Southwest.

Individual

1965 3 The area Rosemont Copper plans for their mine is extraordinarily scenic and the 
home of abundant wildlife. The Views from State Highway 86 are famous and the 
road is designated as a scenic route in every road atlas I have encountered. 
Development of this mine will permanently destroy the area's scenic beauty, 
negatively affect the entire surrounding area, and deprive us all of an irreplaceable 
natural resource.

Individual

1967 1 This proposed open pit mine would do irreparable damage to a beautiful mountainIndividual

1968 7 the proposed mine will adveresely effect the scenic value of the nat. forestIndividual

1969 17 I submit that the law requires the Forest Service to balance the potential benefits of 
this proposed mining operation against the very substantial adverse impact of the 
operation being proposed by the applicant on those of us living in this area and those 
from the outside who use this very valuable national asset of the scenic Santa Ritas 
and other assets of our Southeastern Arizona communities and forest areas.

Individual

1975 3 Augustas signs at Helvetia on the west side prove their ownnship and probable intent 
to excavate there also.  Recently their machines were working high up, just south of 
Gunsight Pass on both East and west sides of the mountains.  No doubt they would 
remove our spectacular skyline-an absolute atrocity.

Individual

1979 4 What do we look at as they mine in to the mountain?  What do we look at after there 
done?

Individual

1984 3 I am opposed to this operation for many reasons; such as effect on the environment, 
wildlife decimation, scenic route on Hwy 83.

Individual

2067 1 I've been here 24 yrs in Tucson and since 1999 I purchased acreage in Vail just off 
of Rt 83 (Scenic Hwy) to settle here and even retire.  Our attraction to the area was 
the beauty of the mountains.

Individual

2084 10 Devastation of scenic landscapes would quite likely be the consequence of this 
project.

Individual

2088 5 Considering permanent damage to the visual beauty of the Santa Ritas it is 
unfathomable that another copper mine would even be considered.

Individual

2091 13 Irreparable devastation of the scenic landscaped and view sheds.Individual

2093 3 The copper from this deposit does not come close to paying for the distruction of this 
land that is very scenic.

Individual

2096 4 Not only will it destroy our natural resources, it will scar our landscape.Individual

2103 2 I understand that people from Sahuarita, Green Valley and Tucson were told at 
earlier meetings that they would not even see the mine. Augusta knows ugliness 
when it proposes it! We will see the mine! So will anyone who travels SCENIC 
highway 83. It will be right in the middle of one of the most gorgeous views in 
southern Arizona.

Individual
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2109 4 The tailings pond and waste rock area are to be largely on Forest Service land and 
quite close to Rte.93 (<1 mile?). I don't know the legal issues here but the visual 
impact is disquieting.

Individual

2118 5 The just plain ugliness in a scenic area should stop this travesty in OUR National 
Forest.

Individual

2136 9 This mine, if built, will be seen from many miles away and their tailings will actually 
be located in the backyard of an existing neighborhood on Coronado National Forest 
property.

Individual

2137 3 This area, as opposed to the area above San Manuel, is highly prized by people for 
its beauty. I might point out that the scenic overlook on this road from Tucson to 
Sonoita is right above the proposed mine site and the view is one the most 
photographed in Southern Arizona. The road itself is marked by the State as a scenic 
highway, and the mine site is a jewel. The mine will completely destroy the aesthetic 
beauty of the Rosemont Valley, with its scenic overlook, which has given 
generations of Arizonans such pleasure.

Individual

2143 18 The Santa Ritas are truly scenic. Every time I drive up highway 83, I see cars 
stopped and people out taking pictures in the very area where the mine will be 
visible. I have seen the holes where mountains used to be in the Morency mining 
area. After the depressing drive through that enormous wasteland, finally reaching 
the mountains is such a relief. Do not give mining the Santa Ritas, too.

Individual

2144 8 I oppose the Rosemont Mine because the Rosemont Copper Project is in a view 
corridor.

Individual

2144 14 I am opposed to the mine because that particular part of the US is a desert so 
beautiful and incredible.

Individual

2146 3 The Rosemont project is in an area of beauty that refreshes mind and body and offers 
Arizona citizens access to some of its most beautiful rolling hills and valleys.

Individual

2147 7 Even if the NEPA process concludes (incredibly) that an open pit mine more than a 
mile wide, together with its thousands of acres of tailings and maintenance facilities, 
will not destroy the natural beauty of that area of the Santa Ritas, it is a foregone 
conclusion that its steady stream of ore trucks will make Scenic Highway 83 a hellish 
obstacle course.

Individual

2148 21 Irreparable devastation of the scenic landscaped and view sheds.Individual

2150 24 People come here from all over to experience southern Arizona's unique desert 
landscapes. We love the idea of living off a scenic highway, please don't take that 
away from us!

Individual

2156 22 irreparable devastation of the scenic landscapes and viewsheds.Individual

2170 18 There will be irreparable devastation of the scenic landscaped and view sheds.Individual

2171 4 Not only the substantial likelihood of the loss of scenic views DIRECTLY DUE TO 
THE MINE!

Individual

2174 22 Irreparable devastation of the scenic landscaped and view sheds.Individual
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2182 4 How many recreational visitors to the forest want to gaze upon a landscape scarred 
by such a mine?

Individual

2184 6 Many people enjoy this view every day, I was born in Tucson and the mountains are 
very special to many people.

Individual

2186 3 I know what it means to have an open pit mine in the middle of the most scenic and 
inspiring view we have in this part of the country, it means no more lovely Santa 
Ritas, no more admiring our beautiful scenery as we drive to Tucson.

Individual

2187 5 The awful appearance of the tailings would be very damaging to the Coronado Forest 
and the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

2197 2 Once again we are being asked to sell our birthright of beautiful landscape for the 
mess of potage being offered by Augusta.

Individual

2197 5 For questionable economic gain, these interlopers from Canada want to rape, pillage, 
and lay waste to a beautiful swath of our state within sight of a million residents.

Individual

2201 5 Some of the problems that would be created are as follows:

4. Power lines will have to be installed and would detract from the natural beauty of 
the area.

Individual

2208 2 This mine will ruin the scenery.Individual

2209 18 This proposed 3rd to 4th largest open pit copper mine in the U.S., a hole one mile in 
diameter and a half mile deep, the mine tailings proposed for the 3,670 acres of our 
public National Forest land, would cause irreparable devastation to the scenic 
landscapes and view sheds of these Santa Rita mountains, the public lands the Forest 
Service is charged with protecting.

Individual

2221 2 The scenic beauty of this area will be ruined.Individual

2228 2 Historically, I have lives in two other copper mining communities. The mines did 
create many problems including changing the landscape to a dusty eyesore. I hate to 
see the beauty of the Santa Rita Mountains devastated by the mine.

Individual

2240 2 My view south west from our back porch will be dominated by the open pit mine.Individual

2250 7 My home has a scenic view from an elevation of 4780' and has a beautiful SW views 
of the national forest.

Individual

2251 7 My home has a scenic view from an elevation of 4780' and has a beautiful SW views 
of the national forest.

Individual

2262 5 To add to the argument this is such a particularly beautiful place to pollute, it is not 
destined for horrendous strip mining.

Individual

2271 1 The Santa Rita Mts are some of the most beautiful in the world. The mine would 
destroy this, possibly forever.

Individual

2272 8 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 sonsists of rolling hills of grasslands, dotted with oak trees and 
backed by a rugged ridge line.

Individual
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2276 3 We have recently purchase our dream home in the foothills of the Santa Ritas. We do 
not want to have our view obstructed by this mine.

Individual

2287 3 I think it is more important to preserve the natural beauty of the Santa Rita 
mountains than it is to allow the mine project to proceed.

Individual

2290 3 Reasons for opposing this mine:
This mine will be an utter eye sore to the wonderful Santa Rita mountains and an 
absolute waste of the National Forest area that adjoins it. The mine will be visible 
from a scenic road route, trucks and heavy equipment will flood the area.

Individual

2290 14 Reasons for opposing this mine:
The natural beauty of the Santa Rita's will be ruined.

Individual

2291 8 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. Mental health?

Individual

2291 24 We are all privileged to have our quality of life here on "STATE SCENIC ROUTE 
83". What is so "Scenic" about the noise, pollution and destroying wild life habitat 
for so many species? We would certainly hope that the State would protect, NOT 
SELL OUT, one of their own designated scenic routes.

Individual

2292 3 I would like to restate the concerns of my neighbors and friends, such as: visual 
obliteration to one of the few scenic highways around Tucson.

Individual

2295 3 Also I just realized that the mine will be a tremendous eyesore when viewed from 
magnificent Gunsight Pass, which the proposed operation will be quite close to. This 
is a beautiful area and undoubtedly will not be quite as scenic once we have the huge 
pit and the even more huge tailings pile. On a Proposed Rosemont Mine map I saw, 
the pile looked to be not just awfully tall, but to cover an enormous area. I believe 
the pit is to cover 1000 acres, and the tailings will cover many times that.

Individual

2296 1 I hope you will consider the scenic beauty of remote canyons in the decision to open 
an open pit copper mine.

Individual

2306 13 The National Forest would be better used for hiking, wild life habitat, enjoying its 
beauty than for mining. Other, less scenic areas can be mined, not the most scenic.

Individual

2320 1 My wife Sue and I are totally against any proposal in favor of mining and destruction 
of our beautiful scenery.

Individual

2326 6 The beauty of the mountain area will be destroyed by a mining operation.Individual

2339 1 Might the Mine's equpiment, buildings and operation degrade the visual beauty of 
this natural resource?

Individual

2349 2 If the proposed strip mine goes in, it would seriously affect the recreational 
opportunities for my family and I. The access to the area would be very limited or 
closed all together. Not to mention the scenic damage that would last forever from 
the sonoita highway.

Individual

2357 1 We live near the mining area and ask you to please stop this project that will ruin the 
beauty of our home.

Individual
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2361 7 Lastly, the area is beautiful. There is no getting around the fact the the mine will ruin 
the wonderful scenery in this area.

Individual

2364 12 The Rosemont Mine would cover a vast area along the east side of the Rosemont 
Range totally destroying the splendid view and certainly adversely affecting the local 
habitat. The mine extends east to within a half mile of State Route 83, and a large 
portion of the proposed mine site is at a lower elevation than the road and will, 
therefore, be clearly visible from the highway.

Individual

2374 9 This mine, if built, will be seen from many miles away and their tailings will actually 
be located in the backyard of an existing neighborhood on Coronado National Forest 
property.

Individual

2380 10 We have family that come to visit and they can't get over how beautiful this place is 
where we live. We go down to Sonoita to eat and the trip down and back is just 
breathtaking. With Rosemont mine, it will be an eye sore.

Individual

2386 13 The mine project would completely destroy the beauty of this site.  I invite you to 
visit this site, and look at it in its present, pristine condition. Then go visit the open 
pit mine in Morenci near Clifton, AZ.  Approving this project would turn a beautiful, 
scenic site into a horrible scar on the surface of the Earth.  Once this is done, it is 
done forever, there is no going back.  No amount of "restoration" will ever restore 
the site to its original, pristine condition.  That is the history of all previous mining 
sites, and this one will be no different.

Individual

2392 12 The Rosemont Mine would cover a vast area along the east side of the Rosemont 
Range totally destroying the splendid view and certainly adversely affecting the local 
habitat. The mine extends east to within a half mile of State Route 83, and a large 
portion of the proposed mine site is at a lower elevation than the road and will, 
therefore, be clearly visible from the highway.

Individual

2400 5 It's not only water, which in itself is enough to say no to the mine, don't forget the 
reason you moved out here-the beauty of our surroundings.

Individual

2401 3 Value of scenic views to the quality of life in the Santa Cruz Valley--Electric power 
lines and a 48" water pipe crossing the Santa Ritas from the west will make a scar 
that will be highly visible from my home. We chose this area for retirement due to 
the scenic beauty of the Santa Ritas and the recreational opportunities they afford.

Individual

2424 7 Think of our beautiful scenic land. Just say no! They can go mine their own land!Individual

2427 7 It would: destroy the mountain view along a scenic hwy.Individual

2440 2 1) It has been reported that mine proponents hold that there are "many areas of 
natural beauty in this country, but only fourteen that have such rich deposits of 
copper." As a corollary, it is implied that copper is a scarce resource that is necessary 
to our country and hard to obtain. In actuality, there are few areas of natural beauty 
and social value that are have easy access and are proximate to large and growing 
population areas. Satellite views of the areas of southern Arizona show that this area 
is the only one not infringed upon by resource development (University of Arizona, 
Department of Astronomy.).

Individual
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2440 10 Many environmentally immune compromised individuals can live nowhere else. 
They are the members of our species that are endangered and we have a 
responsibility to protect them as well. Development of the proposed mine will drive 
them out of the area not only through the destruction of the scenic view, but with the 
attendant degradation of the air quality, water shed and increase noise and pressure 
from the infrastructure of the operation and employee people traffic that the project 
will bring. One only has to look at the nearby changes that have occurred in Bisbee 
and Green Valley to have a realistic appreciation of what will occur in the 
Rosemont/Sonoita area from this project. The cost to those of us who are 
compromised and the value to the rest of us who can utilize them as critical 
indicators of what will happen to the rest of our species if we degrade our habitat 
must be factored in to the costs of the Rosemont project.

Individual

2446 8 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.

Individual

2448 4 Since beauty is in the eyes of the beholder- contrast mines us sprawling housing 
clibing up the mountains & down the valleys?

Individual

2461 6 It will appear as a blight on this precious tract of natural lands.Individual

2468 7 Please do NOT revise the Forest Plan to accommodate Augusta or mining of any 
sort. I am a docent in Madera Canyon and cannot even imagine how ugly our lovely 
mountains would become if mining is allowed purely for financial concerns! I feel 
the EIS should look at how the Rosemont mine (and the others I have mentioned) fit 
in the CURRENT Forest Management Plan!

Individual

2470 20 Will the "open spaces" the tourist's view from the Designated Scenic Highway 83 
overlook be an open pit mine?

Individual

2473 4 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:
Ruin Scenery

Individual

2481 5 Our beautiful views of the Santa Ritas that we see everyday will be destroyed forever!Individual

2489 5 In particular, the Board believes that: 
the mine would irretrievably impact prime scenic land used extensively by ranchers, 
trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from throughout Southern 
Arizona and beyond

Organization

2493 1 By going through with this project Business and the scenic Mountain Empire as we 
know it will be destroyed.  Pollution will take over our air and our water, our life.

Individual

2500 1 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.

Government

2500 5 The Park is also concerned about viewsheds, especially within its Wilderness.Government
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2504 1 I 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.

Individual

2504 5 The scenic value, measured in dollars, will out weigh the income from jobs provided 
by new mining jobs, therefore I believe our area would be better off without this 
mine.

Individual

2514 2 I live near Sonoita and drive to Tucson 5 days a week to practice medicine.  If this 
mine is OK-ed, I might not be able to get to Tucson because of all the trucks on the 
road.  But if I could - would I want to see a scene like the one above - or the 
beautiful scene there now?  You guess

Individual

2521 3 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?

Individual

2522 3 Aside from all of the environmental hazards, particularly the blight on the landscape 
along a designated "scenic highway"

Individual

2524 11 This prosed project would take out part of our spectacular mountain skyline + the 
Helvetia part would show from Green Valley.

Individual

2531 2 Not to mention the eye sore in the area.Individual

2538 9 The Rosemont Mine would cover a vast area along the east side of the Rosemont 
Mountain Range totally destroying the splendid view and certainly adversely 
affecting the local habitat. The mine extends east to within a half mile of State route 
83, and a large portion of the proposed mine site is at a lower elevation than the road 
and will be clearly visible from the highway. From the maps presented at the Elgin 
Forum, it appears that most (if not all) of the actual open pit will be on private land 
and most (if not all) of the tailings would be dumped on public National Forest land. 
In addition, State route 83 is designated a scenic highway; however, I suppose it 
could be reclassified as not-so-scenic (or even ugly (after construction begins since I 
doubt that very many people consider the tailings from an open-pit copper mine 
particularly scenic? The Rosemont Mine contingency showed an interesting time-
lapse projection of what the mine site will look like over the next 20 to 25 years. the 
final slide showed an unscathed landscape other than the open pit itself. The grass in 
the area will probably reclaim itself within a few hears: however, I fail to see how the 
slow-growing oak and mesquite trees are going to miraculously reappear and reach 
full growth within five years of the mine shutting down?

Individual

2539 3 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?

Individual

2546 2 The views of the Santa Ritas along the pass on 83 are spectacular! The proposed 
mine would ruin the beauty of the Santa Ritas. Many people travel on scenic 
highway 83 to enjoy the beauty of this area. It is one of the most scenic places in 
Arizona.

Individual

2546 3 Allowing an open pit mine would ruin the beauty of the Santa Ritas.Individual
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2551 2 I have lived in the Sonoita Area since 1949 and feel that this mine will destroy a very 
beautiful part of the world. I want this beautiful part of the world to be there for my 
grandchildren and great grandchildren.

Individual

2561 1 It will become a horrible eyesore if the mine happens.Individual

2564 8 We have family that come to visit and they can't get over how beautiful this place is 
where we live. We go down to Sonoita to eat and the trip down and back is just 
breathtaking. With Rosemont mine, it will be an eye sore.

Individual

2585 2 The attraction of your area is its beauty, and this large mining operation would surely 
jeopardize it.

Individual

2587 2 If I want to see industrial wastelands, I can find that much closer to home. If I want 
to experience city life, I'd much rather spend my vacation and my money where the 
view is clear.

Individual

2592 69 The EIS needs to carefully and thoroughly evaluate the visual impact of the proposed 
project because the scenic value of this undeveloped portion of State Route 83 is 
vital to visitor appreciation of the USFS land (including the Mount Wrightson 
Wilderneww area)  and the Sonoita-Elgin-Patagonia region, resulting in an overall 
degradation of tourism to the are and a lowering of the quality of life to communities 
in the area.

Individual

2592 70 There is probably little argument, even from proponents of the project, that the 
proposed project is nothing but catastrophic to the viewshed of the northeastern 
Santa Rita Mountains.  The pit highwall will be visible for tens of miles.  The MPO 
downplays the potential impact by indicating that only a 10.7-acre portion will be 
visible, but the MPO does not indicate the relief on the visible area is approximately 
300 feet along the skyline, thereby leaving an .  The open valley of Barrel Canyon 
and the scenic skyline of the northeastern Santa Rita Mountains will be replaced by 
an industrial landscape of excavations, dumps, and process facilities (tanks, 
conveyors, stackers, etc.).

Individual

2592 71 The viewshed analysis in the MPO (Figures 3-2 through 3-6) appears to arbitrarily 
limit the projected visibility of the proposed project.  The project will be visible 
across the Cienega Creek watershed.  The EIS should fully evaluate the visual 
impacts of the project, including Cochise and Santa Cruz Counties.

Individual

2592 72 The EIS should consider ways to minimize the visual impact of all aspects of the 
proposed project.  The EIS needs to consider the visual impact of eliminating the 
skyline view of he northern Santa Rita Mountains for several miles of State Route 
83.  The EIS needs to view the impact in the context of the unique view qualities of 
the stretch between mile markers 46 and 44 (see Figures 1 and 2).  Tourists along 
that reach of State Route 83 currently enjoy a uniquely Arizona vista looking east 
across the Cienega Creek drainage to the Winchester Mountains and to the west of 
the rugged outline of the Santa Rita mountains (Weigles Butte, Harts Butte, and the 
intervening ridge line).  The proposed tailings and waste rock facilities would 
completely eliminate view of the northern Santa Rita Mountains and even Mount 
Wrightson from State Route 83 near mile marker 46 (Figure 2).

Individual
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2592 73 The EIS should value the views that would be eliminated by the proposed project to 
evaluate its costs and benefits.  Visitors to view spots at mile markers 44 and 46 on 
State Route 83 should be polled as to the value of the view to their enjoyment of the 
experience and whether they would visit State Route 83 and the 
Sonoita/Elgin/Patagonia region if the scenic view were eliminated.

Individual

2593 19 The communities of Sonoita and Patagonia have economies heavily based on tourism 
and will suffer serious losses if recreation and scenic values are impacted.

Organization

2593 25 Important considerations are the impact of air and dust pollution on the health of 
both employees and area residents, region- wide visual impact on scenery and view 
sheds and the impact on plant and animal life.  The effect on recreational and 
property values should be established.  Furthermore, the consequences of mine 
operation for ongoing efforts by the City of Tucson and Pima County to meet EPA 
air quality standards must be considered.

The EIS should also consider the following questions and concerns:

-What is the current air quality of the area, and how would the mine affect it?
-What are the wind velocities (minimum, maximum and average) at the mine site 
throughout the year?
-What is the prevailing wind direction throughout the year?
-How far would windblown materials travel from the site and in what directions?
-What would be the composition of the windblown materials and what are the 
associated health risks?
-How does this compare to air quality standards?
-Does the project meet the State and County air quality control regulations?

Organization

2593 53 Since the mine would require additional electrical power equivalent to the demand 
from a medium sized city  of 130,000 people, several impacts need to be investigated:
-Damage to animal and plant life, scenery and property values from the increased 
infrastructure (transmission lines, substations, etc.) that would be required.
-Impacts on planning for future growth in the area.  Would sufficient power be 
available, short term and long term, to accommodate regional growth of homes and 
businesses?
-Environmental effects generated at the power plant site due to the increased power 
demand from the mine.

Organization

2593 71 The mine would cause many land disturbances, including loss of recreational land, 
loss of wildlife habitat and corridors, loss of open space, and viewsheds.

Organization
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2593 112 VIEWSHED/VISUAL RESOURCES
The mine site is directly west of Arizona scenic Highway 83, and is visible for 
several miles along the road, including the overlook at the top of the pass. The 
company has proposed to build a berm around the site to shield the view, but it 
would still be an unnatural structure that would not match the surrounding landscape 
in topography, surface texture, or vegetation.
-Despite the berm, would any of the proposed facilities, pit , tailings or waste rock 
dumps be visible from Highway 83, Hilton Ranch Road area, or the Empire 
Mountain community?
-Which facilities and how much would be visible?
-If the possible modifications to the mine plan (i.e., changes to the pit configuration 
due to dewatering or pit wall instability, or the dry stack method not working as 
expected), would any of the site be visible from off site locations?

Organization

2593 138 At stake is not just the environment and scenery we have come to love, but the 
lifestyle, economic livelihood and property values of thousands who live in the area 
adjacent to the proposed mine.

Organization

2596 4 The Tucson Orienteering Club, Limited, believes the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project would have negative impacts to Club activities in the following area:
Aesthetic resources, including Forest visual quality objectives

Individual

2605 4 Here are inevitable negative impacts on the area should August Resource 
Corporation be permitted to go through with their project:
* compromise "scenic" road. The memorable view of the Santa Rita Mountains from 
Highway 83 will be irreparably altered by open pit mining.

Individual

2609 2 The beautiful view along highway 83 in from the Tucson airport. Visitors expecting 
to experience the beauty of the southwest will drive past the scarred landscape you 
propose.

Individual

2610 22 What consideration has been given to the loss of aesthetics along Scenic Highway 83 
if Rosemont is allowed to proceed? Does the benefit warrant the loss?

Individual

2612 3 I have alwasys enjoyed the veiw along Highway 83 driving in from TucsonIndividual

2617 6 We own and live on 34 acres just a few miles north of the proposed Rosemont mine 
and are deeply concerned with the devestating effect that this project would have on: 
the sheer breathtaking beauty of Mount Fagan and the Santa Rita mountains from 
both our property and along Hwy 83

Individual

2625 4 If the Federal Government actually carried out the policies spelled out in NEPA it 
would have to reject this proposed mining plan. These plans need to be upheld. They 
are: assure for all Americans  aesthetically  pleasing surroundings

Individual

2629 2 We want to express our opposition to the Rosemont Mine based on the following 
considerations: This mine would severely impact the beauty of the Santa Rita 
Mountains

Individual

2633 2 Even when painted at its best, so far as I can see, this project seems like a loser for 
Arizona. It disrupts one of the most scenic areas

Individual

2633 8 In the end we are left with more unsightly pits and tailings and a less attractive state.Individual
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2634 9 There is not a single copper mine in the world that has not left ugly scars on the land  
in it's wake.

Business

2637 1 When we purchased our retirement home in 2004, the beautiful Santa Rita mountains 
view was a determining factor.

Individual

2641 6 Please, no scenic destruction, no raping our beautiful Coronado National ForestIndividual

2641 12 Green Valley, Pima Mine Road and Mission Road are wastelands forever.Individual

2647 7 Mines are dirty, polluting scars on the landscape.Individual

2654 2  I highly object to this project and one of my reasons being that the beautiful drive 
down Scenic Highway 82/83 will be ruined by mining trucks and it is such a 
beautiful part of Arizona.

Individual

2654 3 We so often drove to Sonoita to visit friends that live there and were always so 
impressed by the beauty of the scenery on that drive. We moved here twenty two 
years ago and there are so few places of beauty left in Arizona since that time so let's 
not ruin another part of this beautiful state.

Individual

2655 10 It is completely illogical to propose building an open pit mine in one of the most 
scenic areas of the entire state.

Individual

2664 8 There have been concerns expressed that the Rosemont Copper Project will have a 
negative environmental impact on the area due to  visual pollution.

Individual

2668 24 The view - a mine may be interesting but its accouterments, utility poles, pole barns, 
water pipes, certainly are no improvement to what is there now.  Not much plant life 
left to screen it with either.

Individual

2669 4 The horrid destruction fo the scenic landscape will be there foreverIndividual

2672 10 Open pit mines are possibly the biggest blight man can visit upon his landscapeIndividual

2673 8 These site diagrams also show that the tailings piles will be 600 to 1000 feet 
(southern end to northern end) high than the current existing terrain. This increase is 
the equivalent of a wall of 60 to 100 story buildings over a length of approximately 
three miles of the western side of the Sonoita Hwy.

Individual

2674 2 If I want to see industrial waste lands, I can find that much closer to home.Individual

2674 4 I have always enjoyed the view along Highway 83 driving in from the Tucson AirportIndividual

2676 5 Concerning the proposed Rosemont mine project, to start with a arecent Sonoran 
Institute study stating: The Proposed Rosemont project would produce significant 
costs for local individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, 
including:

 those residential properties impacted by degraded viewsheds

Business

2677 69 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Visual impacts of the mine to wildlife recreationists

Government
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2679 3 Billboards are not even allowed along this highway, much less a large open pit mineBusiness

2682 8 Destruction of scenic landscape -FOREVER! Even after those "gold diggers" pocket 
our valuable resources and leave our citizens and taxpayers with their spoils and 
trash.

Individual

2685 5 The pristine beauty can not be restored once is used as a tailings pond and heapIndividual

2698 3   I admire daily the distant view of Mt. Wrightson and Mt. Hopkins due south of 
where I live in Tucson. This area is simply not the right place for an open pit mine

Business

2698 38 Regardless of what the Augusta image spinners tell us, the tailing ridge they plan to 
erect to the north and east of the open pit will be an unnatural, profoundly ugly scar 
on the northern extension of the Santa Rita Mountains. This ridge comprises the base 
of the vista from the north of the twin Santa Rita summit pyramids, Mt. Wrightson 
and Mt. Hopkins, framing Josephine's Saddle. Nearly a million people enjoy that 
image, perhaps the most graceful in our area, from their homes or as they move 
about town.

Business

2720 8 My family and I also take every opportunity to visit these charming communities, 
and much of the appeal is the gorgeous landscape along the way.

Individual

2721 7 Recreation/Scenic – The Santa Rita Mountains contain over 155,000 acres which 
make it a very large “playground”. The mine will use less than 4,000 acres of this 
and reclaim most of them. The mine will not impact the skyline. The mine area and 
surrounding land is certainly not pristine and the area is certainly not one of the 
United States’ crown jewels that should never be disturbed in any manner.

Individual

2722 3 Mining would destroy the exceptional beauty and tranquility of the area, depriving 
residents of the spiritual and aesthetic experience that has always been a part of their 
lives.

Individual

2724 6 The Coronado National Forest (CNF) is public, multiple use land. Areas of this need 
to be set aside for recrational activites.

Individual

2724 33 Using tailings to hide the mine is ludicrous. We still would get a view of waste rock.Individual

2724 37 Arizona's only Scenic Highway system south of Phoenix - Highways SR-82 and SR-
83 will be marred by a huge open pit copper mine complex in one of the most 
beautiful parts of the drive and according to Augusta's mining plan, you would see 
the mine from Scenic Highway 83.

Individual

2726 3  I admire daily the distant view of Mt. Wrightson and Mt. Hopkins due south of 
where I live in Tucson. This area is simply not the right place for an open pit mine.

Business

2726 38 Regardless of what the Augusta image spinners tell us, the tailing ridge they plan to 
erect to the north and east of the open pit will be an unnatural, profoundly ugly scar 
on the northern extension of the Santa Rita Mountains. This ridge comprises the base 
of the vista from the north of the twin Santa Rita summit pyramids, Mt. Wrightson 
and Mt. Hopkins, framing Josephine's Saddle. Nearly a million people enjoy that 
image, perhaps the most graceful in our area, from their homes or as they move 
about town.

Business
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2733 12 There have been concerns expressed that the Rosemont Copper Project will have a 
negative environmental impact on the area due to water pollution, air pollution, noise 
pollution, light pollution, and visual pollution. The Rosemont Copper Project has 
taken the concerns very seriously and has addressed them all in their Plan of 
Operation. Rosemont is compared to mining operations in the area that are 50 years 
old or older. Please give due consideration to the measures taken by Rosemont 
Copper to mitigate the concerns and evaluate the new technology being implemented 
for tailings disposal the dark sky initiative, and reclamation.

Individual

2734 1 It is singularly beautiful there, and scarring such beautiful land will not improve its 
appeal. I greatly value beauty in the land and would like to see it stay pristine.

Individual

2734 3 Please consider how much tourism is dependent upon beauty in the landscape, and 
its positive effects on visitors.

Individual

2736 41 What impact will electrical lines have on the Sahuarita/Green  Valley area 
aesthetically?

Government

2738 2 While most developed metropolitan areas are trying to remediate scars and damage 
done decades ago under poor planning before there was the environmental 
knowledge to do better, here we are considering destroying an already identified 
scenic area

Individual

2742 8 This brings me to the other point that one doesn’t hear much about. We came to this 
area from all over the states and why did we choose to live here, we should ask. 
Wasn’t the beauty of the mountains, To many of us, gazing at the mountains inspires 
and gives us something the world cannot give with all its hustle and bustle. We get a 
feeling of tranquility; the beauty speaks to both our senses and our souls.

Individual

2744 6 The idea of a 20-year, steady stream of large trucks clogging and endangering 
"Scenic" Route 83, the main portal for the entire valley, and the overall ongoing 
creation of an apocalyptic landscape being the first view of the Santa Ritas that 
people from around the world will see is already placing thoughts of relocation on 
our minds.

Business

2750 13 Please do remember the forest service motto is to preserve and protect the natural 
beauty of scenic areas for the people.

Individual

2757 2 One of the big things that makes the Tucson area so beautiful and attracts tourists 
(and their dollars) is the pristine mountain ranges surrounding us. Once we start 
carving up our mountains, we will lose a lot of what is special about us. (Take a look 
at Phoenix.)

Individual

2758 6 Heavy traffic hauling copper will disrupt the beauty and serenity of the Santa Rita 
Mountains.

Individual

2764 8   For a project that will disturb close to 4,415 acres during the 19 year mine life; yet 
only leave approximately 49 acres of the mine visible from highway 83 is an 
impressive reclamation effort.

Individual

2769 2 The drive from Tucson to Sonoita beautiful in Arizona. Don’t ruin it Please!Individual

2770 3 The results of a recent study of The Sonoran Institiute yield no surprise - that the 
presence of such a mine will result in decreased property values for residential 
properties impacted by degraded view sheds

Business

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 22 of 48



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Visual Resource Management

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

5012 10 WHY MINE HERE?  
-The Coronado National Forest (CNF) is public, multiple use land.  Areas of this 
land need to be set aside for and the sheer beauty of the landscape

Organization

5012 24 HOW ARE ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS BEING ADDRESSED?
-Using "tailings" to hide the mine is ludicrous.  We still would get a view of waste 
rock.

Organization

5279 4 Specific impacts of concern are:

Changes to the Visual Landscape.  The mine will make significant change to the 
area, one visible from a long distance.  A scenic natural are will be lost.

Organization

5279 10 Specific impacts of concern are:

Mountain bikers have few trails in Southern Arizona that provide viewsheds 
unspoiled by mines and development.  Allowing the Rosemont Mine to be built 
would destroy one of those rare viewsheds.

Organization

5280 8 Environmental impacts not adequately addressed:
Effects on effects on scenic values

Individual

5286 16 The extra time required for underground mining would be very useful:

c.  The extra time would allow for the flattening of the currently very aggressive 
construction/operation manpower curves and truck traffic loads on an ancient, two-
lane, twisting, mountain highway, Route 83, which even now sees a tremendous 
amount of wide-load traffic detoured off I-10.  Route 83 is already going to pieces.  
Thousands of heavy mine truck loads will only accelerate that process.  Our area 
depends heavily on the tourism income brought by Route 83.  Once it is destroyed, 
or its breathtaking vistas forever ruined, the tourists, and the income they bring to 
local businessmen, are lost.  The mine's economic impact will not be enough to keep 
those businesses alive.  Even before Route 83 has been destroyed, however, it is 
questionable how many tourists will want to drive Route 83 just to see millions of 
tons of "dry-stacked" waste rock where once they saw the Santa Ritas' grand vistas.  
Even before Route 83 has been destroyed, however, it is questionable how many 
tourists will want to drive Route 83 just to see millions of tons of "dry-stacked" 
waste rock where once they saw the Santa Ritas' grand vistas.

Individual
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5286 19 The extra time required for underground mining would be very useful:

c.  The extra time would allow for the flattening of the currently very aggressive 
construction/operation manpower curves and truck traffic loads on an ancient, two-
lane, twisting, mountain highway, Route 83, which even now sees a tremendous 
amount of wide-load traffic detoured off I-10.  Route 83 is already going to pieces.  
Thousands of heavy mine truck loads will only accelerate that process.  Our area 
depends heavily on the tourism income brought by Route 83.  Once it is destroyed, 
or its breathtaking vistas forever ruined, the tourists, and the income they bring to 
local businessmen, are lost.  The mine's economic impact will not be enough to keep 
those businesses alive.  Even before Route 83 has been destroyed, however, it is 
questionable how many tourists will want to drive Route 83 just to see millions of 
tons of "dry-stacked" waste rock where once they saw the Santa Ritas' grand vistas.  
Even before Route 83 has been destroyed, however, it is questionable how many 
tourists will want to drive Route 83 just to see millions of tons of "dry-stacked" 
waste rock where once they saw the Santa Ritas' grand vistas.

Individual

6721 4 visual impacts, too, are of concern.  We consider the scenic resources that we share 
with Pima County to be one of our most valuable economic development tools.

Individual

6727 1 To the east were the gorgeous views of the Sonoita Valley, the Whetstones, 
Huachucas, and Canelo Hills, to the west was the Santa Cruz Valley.  A pretty good 
view, marred only by the tailing piles on the other side of Green Valley.  But all in 
all, a beautiful spot which would, of course, be completely despoiled by the huge 
open-pit in the immediate foreground, which Augusta proposes to leave as a 
permanent monument to mining in the Coronado.

Individual

6735 1 This proposed open-pit mine would do irreparable damage in a beautiful mountain, 
and it would do irreparable damage to its clean air, water, and abundant plant and 
animal life.

Individual

6740 1 I'm interested in my experience when I drive up that pass, and it opens out before me 
as I start to come down the other side.  And my heart soars, as yours does, I'm sure.  
What does that look like?  What does it do to us to have our land torn apart?  It tears 
us apart.

Individual

6744 9 We also were concerned about the effects on the local economy, of both owing to the 
increased traffic on State Route 83, and, of course, the despoliation of one of the 
most beautiful areas along scenic Highway 83.

Individual

6749 4 I know the mine does bring a few good jobs, in general they pay well.  But what they 
leave behind is pollution, a dead land, and a raped landscape, and I do not want to 
see that happen to my home.

Individual

6750 2 Rosemont plans to use waste rock as a visual shield.  Well, what's going to shield the 
view of the waste rock?

Individual

6750 7 We keep hearing about the jobs Rosemont will bring.  The price of these jobs will be 
lower property values, a degradation of our air quality, our quality of life, and an 
unacceptable blight to our beautiful mountains.

Individual
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6751 4 Yes, it's changed, and yes, we have people living here that weren't living here 30 
years ago.  But it is still a very pristine and very beautiful area, and there is a great 
deal of Federal land that will keep this area an open and beautiful area.  And the last 
thing we need is an open-pit copper mine that's going to last for 19 years and 
devastate the entire Sonoita, Patagonia, Vail, Tucson, area.

Individual

6777 1 I decided three small ones is like one big one, so Save the Scenic Santa Ritas.  It's 
why we are here.  I moved to Green Valley six years ago.  The Phelps Dodge, the 
Pima Mine, they were already there.  I knew they were ugly when I realized what it 
was, the thud.

After looking at those beautiful Santa Ritas, which I see from the patio for six years, 
that anything that ugly could ever be proposed in those beautiful mountains is just 
unthinkable.  And I don't know how human beings can think these things, but it sure 
tells you what dollars will do to your brain.

Organization

6777 2 The objectives that the Forest Service list are, in determining this decision, is the 
physical impacts, the environmental, the biological, social, economic.  There is going 
to be a lot of very good science to tell the Forest Service that any one of those 
considerations is inappropriate for these beautiful mountains.

Organization

6799 4 All of us in our family have major concerns about the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project.  Concerns about water, which is the most important natural resource in 
Arizona, on wells, on watershed, on surface water, on groundwater, in volume and in 
contamination, impurity, and depletion. And the beauty of the pristine area.

Individual

6826 2 I can't figure out why, why you guys want to put it there, of all places. I mean, there's 
all kinds of endangered species around there. The place is gorgeous.

Individual

6834 7 What are the basic pros and cons of the Rosemont mine?
There would be a devastating impact on the beauty of the Santa Ritas, with a mile 
wide hole and piles of tailings, no matter how well camouflaged they are promised to 
be.

Individual

6853 1 This Rosemont mine is not some mom-and-pop operation. Its footprint will, in my 
opinion, virtually obliterate that lovely valley.

Individual

6862 1 Piece by piece we see the destruction of what makes the Santa Cruz and the 
Catalinas special. If the Rosemont Mine goes ahead, we'll see devastation of 4,400 
acres of scenic beauty. And this is -- there's a big difference between one or two 
small mines in the region and a mile wide pit as has been portrayed.

Organization

6873 15 Pollution, air pollution from operations, increased particulate matter into the air we 
breathe, as well as fossil fuel emissions all need to be fully analyzed. Noise 
pollution; light pollution, impacting astronomical observatories; potential for water 
pollution, both surface and groundwater pollution; recreation and aesthetics, impacts 
to quality recreational opportunities on our public lands, hiking, camping, hang 
gliding, hunting, et cetera; impacts to scenic view shed along the scenic highway; 
and the economic -- we've seen the boom and bust cycle here in Arizona many times 
before, and any economic benefit will inevitably be short-term, not long-term. The 
EIS should also analyze the loss of jobs upon the closure of the mine after 20 years 
or so.

Organization
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6886 3 If the dam failed it would impact the Arizona Trail, Scenic highway 83, residents 
along the Davidson wash, and the Davidson canyon.

Individual

6901 26 The EIS should consider impacts to wildlife linkage zones present in and adjacent to 
the project area.  There are two previous efforts that should be especially considered 
when evaluating impacts to wildlife linkages.

First, Pima County's Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan identified six "Critical 
Landscape Connections" in Pima County.  One of these critical landscape 
connections, across the I-10 corridor along Cienega Creek, lies due north and 
adjacent to the project area.  Critical landscape connections are defined in section (1) 
above.

Second, in 2007, the Arizona Wildlife Linkages Workgroup completed the Arizona 
Wildlife Linkages Assessment (Arizona Wildlife Linkages Workgroup 2007).  This 
statewide assessment identified 152 potential linkage zones in Arizona, three of 
which are in or adjacent to the project area.  Furthermore, the assessment identified 
important habitat blocks; the project area lies almost completely within one of these 
blocks.  Of particular note is that one of these potential linkage zones (San Xavier to 
Sierrita - Santa Rita, Zone 92) was classified as one of 28 "high priority" linkage 
zones.  The workgroup assessed both the biological value and threat and opportunity 
value of each zone and those that fell in the top quarter of both values were 
designated "high priority."  The biological importance score was dependant on the 
"size and habitat quality of habitat blocks and the ability of the zone to support 
special status species, aquatic ecosystems, and seasonal migrations."  The threat and 
opportunity score was dependant on the "barrier effect of canals, roads, urbanization, 
and railroads" (threat) and "ongoing and proposed conservation efforts [along with] 
whether impending major road projects provide the opportunity to increase 
permeability of roads" (opportunity).

Organization

6925 2 I'm a Vail resident and I love my home and the surrounding scenery.Individual

6930 7 I can look out my back window and see the stripped land and high wall of tailings 
dimishing our view of the beautiful AZ sunsets.

Individual

6933 7 The visual impact of another massive mining operation in this area is unacceptable.  
We have unbelievable large mountains of tailings extending along the I-19 corridor 
from Green Valley nearly to Tucson on the western view.  No one would have 
envisioned that at the beginning of those operations that the visual impact later 
would be so dramtically depressing.  There is a limestone mine on the eastern view 
in the southern Santa Rita range that was upposed to have remained obscured, but is 
now painfully visible.

Individual

6945 2 I am concerned by the additional amount of traffic that this will cause on Hwy 83.  
This will not only effect the road, but motorcyclists, such as myself will not travel to 
Sonoita, Tombstone and Patagonia if this mine goes through as it will RUIN the 
beauty of this scenic highway and the additional frustration to all the trucks and 
related vehicles traveling the route.

Individual

6950 3 Arizonan's on the other had have gotten:

1) Large holes and slag deposits which will be visible for a number of centuries;

Individual
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6952 4 I am opposed to allowing Rosemont to mine in the Santa Rita Mountains for the 
following reasons:

3. Open pit mining, as practiced in the United States, permanently scares the 
landscape.  The proposed mine will devastate a large section of the beautiful Santa 
Rita Mountains.

Individual

6954 4 I am opposed to allowing Rosemont to mine in the Santa Rita Mountains for the 
following reasons:

3. Open pit mining, as practiced in the United States, permanently scares the 
landscape.  The proposed mine will devastate a large section of the beautiful Santa 
Rita Mountains.  People visit here because of those mountains and the wildlife who 
inhabit them.  Ecotourism will bring more dollars to the State of Arizona than the 
mine would.  Mining destroys, but ecotourism builds understanding and 
relationships between people and their natural world.  Ecotourism is an earth-
friendly industry.

Individual

6954 6 I am opposed to allowing Rosemont to mine in the Santa Rita Mountains for the 
following reasons:

4. Mining leaves an accumulation of water contaminated with sulphuric acid.  
Rosemont has no plans for dealing with this, other than by "permanently" capping it 
and leaving it in place--another hideous scar on the landscape filled with noxious 
elements.

Individual

6955 9 Also, you're certainly aware that state route 83 is a designated scenic highway.  The 
use of the northern half of this road for mining trucks is completely incompatible 
with its use as a scenic highway, not to mention the destruction of the scenery itself 
in the Rosemont Junction area.

Individual

6956 9 Also, you're certainly aware that state route 83 is a designated scenic highway.  The 
use of the northern half of this road for mining trucks is completely incompatible 
with its use as a scenic highway, not to mention the destruction of the scenery itself 
in the Rosemont Junction area.

Individual

6965 9 We have great concerns about the Rosemont Copper Project and ask that the 
following be addressed in great depth by a variety of experts:

Loss of Scenic View

Individual

6966 11 I bought my parcel around 1992 with plans to enjoy one home on 20 pristine acres of 
natural desert land.  I planned to enjoy the homes 100+ mile views with its elevation 
of 4700ft.  I am off grid with grey and rain water collection.  I value the views and 
stand to loose all the views south west of my parcel.  I will have my views switched 
from a pristine riparian desert habitat to an open pit mine that will replace the 
protected Rosemont Nature preseve.  How will the mine mitigate that?

Individual

6968 4 Non of the reviewing agencies care one bit about the depletion and contamination of 
the aquifer, the environmental scenic as well as tourist impact, scenic route 83 
destruction and traffic disruption and the noise and air pollution generated by this 
proposed mine.

Individual
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6983 5 The hazards on on highway 83 threaten our safety the 3,000 ft deep pit and potential 
groundwater pollution threaten our water supply our our scenic views and peace and 
quiet will be destroyed if this mine is approved It has already had an impact on the 
value of my home and land.

Individual

6986 3 What is now a beautiful scenic asset will be turned into an eyesore damaging the 
local economy which is largely based on tourism.

Individual

6992 5 4) Aesthetically, Highway 83--designated as a scenic route on all AZ state maps, 
would no longer be scenic.  How do you put a value on such a large scale destruction 
of beauty?

Individual

6995 4 We recently drove through that pristine area and lamented the fact that outsiders 
would come in and desecrate that beautiful area, to say nothing of the negative 
impact it would have on groundwater, and, having extracted the ore, they would 
leave behind the horrificly
ugly mounds of tailings, never to go away.

One only has to drive by Globe, Green Valley, or Miami to see how these mining 
companies turn beautiful areas
into eyesores

Individual

6996 1 There are MANY EXCELLENT REASONS, for denying the Augusta Resources 
Corp. the permission to mine copper in the Beautiful Santa Rita Mountains and here 
are just a few that come to mind.

1.  This mine will front on Arizona State Route 83, which is designated a "Scenic 
Route", for it's Natural Beauty.

Individual

6997 1 Our family is strongly opposed to the Rosemont Mine for the following reasons:

1. Destruction of one of Southern Arizona's most scenic areas.  The area does have a 
scenic highway designation, does it not?

Individual

7000 2 There is a clear precedent for the USFS to reject Rosemont.  About two years ago, 
the USFS first approved, but then denied permission to install the Smithsonian 
Institution's VERITAS telescope array in Montosa Canyon, within the Santa Rita 
mountain range.  The ostensible reason for the denial was environmental, including 
the visual detriment to the viewscape that the new telescopes would cause.  These 
telescopes would actually have had a negligible environmental and visual impact, 
especially when compared to Rosemont.  This project would mar the landscape of 
the Coronado National Forest forever in a way that would be visible for miles and 
miles around, including from earth orbit.  Therefore, Rosemont should be denied 
permission to proceed.

Individual

7007 2 1. The vista of the ridge line of the Santa Rita Mountains will be ruined.  Comment:  
The open pit mine has shown to me at the SME meeting later on Saturday 7 June 
2008 indicates that the open pit rim appears to be below the ridge line for the Santa 
Rita Mountains.  One would have to be flying or on the Sonoita side of the Santa 
Rita Mountains and even then it since the rim is located at one of the highest 
locations along the ridge, it would be very difficult, near impossible, to see a pit with 
the rim above  you.

Individual
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7008 22 The destroyed scenic beauty, and defaced land will make this area a giant ghost town.Individual

7020 5 The scenic lands will not be scenic anymore.Individual

7022 6 3.  The environmental and visual impact of the proposed copper mine will degrade 
one of the prime reasons people travel from Tucson and Phoenix to visit our winery, 
namely to experience the pristine and rural beauty of the area.   No amount of 
cosmetic accommodation will mask the ugliness of an open pit mining operation.

Business

7031 10 Viewshed issues for residents along SR 83 (see MPO)Individual

7037 4 Say NO to special interests ho would suck the aquifer dry, poison the air, destroy the 
view-shed

Individual

7054 2 With the proper screening from nearby highways, and reclamation and restoration, I 
see no reason to disallow what is already legal on Forrest Service land.

Individual

7055 1 WHY WOULD ANYONE WANT TO DESTROY SUCK A BEAUTIFUL AREA. 
THE SONOITA HIGHWAY 83 IS DESIGNATED A "SCENIC 
HIGHWAY"…………. GUESS THAT GOES AWAY IF THE MINES GO 
THROUGH WITH THEIR PLANS.

Individual

7062 4 I don't have statistics to show how mining has contributed to Southern Arizona's 
economy. I don't have statistics to show what damage nmining has brought about to 
Southern Arizona.
What I do have is two eyes that see the wide scale and wholesale destruction of 
mountains, plant life, animal life, and scenic veiws for the sake of raping the land for 
precious metals in order for the mine owners to get rich.

Individual

7064 4 The site for the proposed mine can't be seen from the highway so it won't do any 
visual damage at all.

Individual

7075 3 as is the case with saquaro cactus in our precious desert, there is a dwindling supply 
of inspirational landscape scenery in southern Arizona and once it is gone, it's gone. 
We can't afford to let this area be sacrificed and then relize later that we can't get it 
back.
Minimize the intrusion of this scenic spot in the Santa Ritas!

Individual

7079 2 The future of the area:   what will happen to the land? The tailings will be a blight on 
the area.

Individual

7082 4 I believe that the mining would damage ecosystem including flora and fauna in the 
immediate and adjoining areas, impact our water, and destroy a beautiful scenic area.

Individual

7088 15 The potential for such a tailings pile mountain to form and obstruct scenic views and 
vistas in the proposed Rosemont mining operation,

Organization

7088 19 Seven hundred and fifty million tons-759,300,000 tons- of waste rock will be 
deposited on 3,155 acres of forest land in  16 years.  Mining not only removes 
mountains, it creates them.  There is no way to tuck the waste rock into the landscape 
where it won't be noticed.

Organization
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7106 2 In the impending EIS, may I please request that you specifically address the issues 
and costs associated with decreasing property values for those residential properties 
impacted by degraded viewsheds, noise pollution and, most importantly, dust 
pollution?

Individual

7111 6 Tucson's panoramic vistas and the clarity of our air are integral components of our 
state's economy. Many visitors come to enjoy our scenery.

Individual

7111 7 Others come for their health because of our climate . If we allow yet another huge 
open pit copper mine to further desecrated our natural scenic beauty and pollute our 
air, we stand to lose a huge portion of our state's income from tourism. We can 
hardly expect visitors/snowbirds to come to Tucson and spend their vacation dollars 
if it our views are destroyed by piles of slag and dust-filled skies.

Individual

7117 30 The proposed mine with a footprint of approximately 4,415 acres will create 
significant eyesore and will detrimentally affect the scenic resources of the area, will 
likely affect many species of wildlife and as stated above significantly and 
detrimentally affect wildlife habitat in the area.

Organization

7125 8 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. Mental health?

Individual

7125 24 We are all privileged to have our quality of life here on "STATE SCENIC ROUTE 
83". What is so "Scenic" about the noise, pollution and destroying wild life habitat 
for so many species? We would certainly hope that the State would protect, NOT 
SELL OUT, one of their own designated scenic routes.

Individual

7129 3 2. Exceptional beauty
The Rosemont valley is part of a larger aesthetic juwel. Fragmentation of the scenery 
is detrimental to the whole. The Santa Rita Mountains should become a National 
Park. No decision on land use should be made that would degrade the national 
treasure.

Individual

7132 3 I have always enjoyed the view while driving along Highway 83.Individual

7134 7 The Walden family and FICO will be significantly adversely affected if the proposed 
Rosemont Mine Project proceeds because of the significant drawdowns on 
groundwater that the Mine Project will demand and the devastating effects on the 
natural and historic environment not only in the area directly impacted by the Mine 
Project's footprint but the penumbra of the surrounding land, air, and visual 
resources.

Business
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7134 50 13. The area where the Rosemont mine proposes to operate, and the vast range of its 
potential land impacts, is huge. The current aesthetic of this area, as well as the 
potential enjoyment by people who are and will be attracted to the area, can be 
significantly marred by mining operations. The FS must fully evaluate such harms. 
And, if it approves the Mining Plan, it must impose auch stringent mitigation 
measures so as to avoid long term harm to the area's future.

As the Forest Service knows, the direct, indirect and cumulative aesthetic effects of a 
proposed action and reasonable alternatives to it must be analyzed in an EIS. 40 
C.F.R. ss. 1508.8(b). Indeed, aesthetics was so important to Congress when it passed 
NEPA that it included in the "continuing responsibilites" of the Federal government 
an obligation to, "assure for all Americans safe, healthful, productive, and 
aesthetically and culturally pleasing surroundings". 42 U.S.C. ss.4331(b)(2). Such 
analyses are particularly improtant for this proposed action. The viewshed will be 
visible to thousands of residents and thousands of additional seasonal visitors and 
tourists. Many residents have chosen to live in the potentially affected area because 
of the aesthetic qualities of the area. Numerous comments at the scoping hearings 
held so far have attested to the deep concerns felt by all of us regarding the aesthetic 
impacts of the proposed mine.

Business

7136 9 -All interstates in Arizona are considered scenic. I suggest that Rosemont Copper 
hire local artists to paint the sides of their vehicles with attractive murals depicting 
local landscapes. This will help mitigate the ugliness of the trucks and give a boost to 
local artists.
-I request a study to determine the impact upon scenic views from the cumulative 
impact of concentrate trucks on the interstate. They may obscure views of the 
mountains and wide expanses so valued to the travelers of our region.

Individual

7143 19 Realistic 3D filmed and photo visual simulations must be requires by the USFS so 
that the public understands the scale, aesthetic and environmental impact of the 
proposed mine. Part of the analysis must include an analysis of conventional open pit 
copper mining if the "dry stacking method" fails.

Organization

7145 2 The site is adjacent to one of the most scenic roads and is the entrance to one of the 
most scenic areas in southern Arizona.

Individual

7149 2 The mine will ruin some of the Tucson area's greatest treasure: it's beautiful desert 
views and scenery.

Individual
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7151 45 Viewshed
The mine site is directly west of Arizona Scenic Highway 83, and is visible for 
several miles along the road, including the overlook at the top of the pass. The 
company has proposed to build a berm around the site to shield the view, but this 
would still be an unnatural structure that would not match the surrounding landscape 
in topography, surface texture, or vegetation.

Despite the berm, would any of the proposed facilities, pit, tailings or waste rock 
dumps be visible from Highway 83, Hilton Ranch Road area, or the Empire 
Mountain community?
Which facilities and how much would be visible?
If the possible modifications to the mine plan (i.e., changes to the pit configuration 
due to dewatering or pit wall instability, or the dry stack method not working as 
expected), would any of the site be visible from off site locations?

Organization

7152 5 According to Rosemont's own website, "Rosemont will be one of the largest copper 
mines in the United States." How can this NOT impact the environment, the water 
supply and its quality, the scenic beauty and recreational values, and the wildlife?
Breathing, air quality, light pollution for Mt. Hopkins Observatory must be given 
high priority.

Individual

7156 11 If the mine is constructed I believe that the recreational opportunities as well will be 
negatively impacted through:
elimination or restriction of biking, hiking, hunting, camping, and bird watching
irreparable devastation of the scenic landscapes and viewsheds

Individual

7157 6 But if you need reasons:
- Water, which is not a luxury in the desert, is needed better for homes in the area.
- Added transportation will lead to air pollution as well as an over trafficked 
Highway 83, today on of southern Arizona's most scenic routes. Also, I-10 will be 
more heavily trafficked by workers from Tucson, leading to more wear and tear of 
the interstate and air pollution.
- The stunning scenery of these mountains will be only a memory as an open pit 
mine with all its remains will impact on the beautiful landscape.

Individual

7163 11 If the mines are developed, they have the potential to destroy extensive areas of 
habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the endangered jaguar; degrade 
air quality; contaminate ground and surface water supplies; negatively impact scenic 
views; and eliminate current recreational use by a broad cross-section of local 
residents and visitors alike.

Organization
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7164 5 Please consider the following remarks concerning the negative ECONOMIC impact 
of the proposed Rosemont Mine (taken from a report by the Sonoran Institute):

ECONOMIC IMPACT

The potential positive local economic benefits from the proposed Rosemont project 
are small in comparison to the magnitude of the local economy. Local economic 
impacts would derive primarily from employment, wages and salaries, business 
purchases, and taxes paid to local governments -- representing between (0.08%) and 
(0.3%) of total employment in Pima and Santa Cruz counties combined for the year 
2005;
local business economic impact ranging from less than five (0.5%) to (0.6%) of the 
2005 GDP of the Tucson Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA);
estimated total local tax revenues representing about 1.3% of total property, excise, 
and sales taxes collected in Pima County and the City of Tucson in the 2005/2006 
fiscal year and between one-half of one percent (0.5%) and 1.2% of total combined 
revenues for the two governments.

Significant Potential Local Costs from Proposed Mine Project
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including:

estimated increased costs to local school districts of between $2.7 million and $10 
million per year;
increased highway maintenance costs on SR 83;
annual societal cost associated with increased driving of at least $418,000;
increased costs to travelers on SR 83 of approximately $949,000 annually;
decreased property values for those residential properties impacted by degraded 
viewsheds and dust pollution;

Individual

7167 10 The impacts of an open pit min one the scenic values of the forest must not be 
underestimated.

Individual

7171 10 The impacts of an open pit min one the scenic values of the forest must not be 
underestimated.

Individual

7178 2 1. THE EXTREME, IRREVERSIBLE DAMAGE TO THE VISUAL BEAUTY OF 
DRIVING ALONG "SCENIC HIGHWAY 83" BECAUSE OF THE MINING OF 
THE MOUNTAINS.

Individual

7179 1 With regard to Electrical Power Supply, page 2 of Rosemont Project, Electrical 
Power Supply and Water Supply Supplement, it says that it will provide a minimum 
75 ft. of ground clearance. I may be misunderstanding this, but it seems these poles 
and lines could be a huge eyesore. 

Will these poles be visable by neighbors and by cars on Scenic Hwy. 83?

Individual

7191 4 The Tucson Orienteering Club, Limited, believes the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project would have negative impacts to Club activities in the following areas: 

Aesthetic resources, including Forest visual quality objectives and State Highway 83, 
a state designated scenic highway

Organization
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7191 7 In addition to the direct loss of access to areas that our club has significant resources 
invested in, the mining operation would negatively impact the aesthetic value of our 
nearby maps

Organization

7198 15 The strategic placement of the mine will mitigate issues raised with respect to the 
viewshed from State Highway 83.

Organization

7201 10 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity
Water quality
Depletion  of the water table affecting agriculture on the west side of the Santa Rita 
Mountains
Road access, highway safety and highway maintenance
Impact on "Scenic Byway" Highway 83
Habitat fragmentation
Viewscape and open space destruction

Organization

7222 6 There will be inevitable degradation of air quality, destruction of scenic views , 
negative impacts on tourism-related business, adverse impact on wildlife and wildlife 
habitat, and a slap in the face of our Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Individual

7227 2 As a resident of Tucson, I see the tremendous scenic and environmental damage 
caused by copper mines. These mines leave forever behind an ugly scar on the land 
and an economically depressed surrounding area. Once the scenic beauty of a valley 
or region is destroyed it is shunned by developers. This would be a terrible fate to 
bring to this on the beautiful Elgin, Patagonia valley.

Business

7230 2 I am writing to ask you to please reconsider the opencast mining operations that will 
affect the Santa Rita valley. With the high traffic of trucks transporting loads and the 
vast amount of machinery needed to operate such a venture the serenity and beauty 
of this valley will be lost to visitors and the inhabitants forever.

Individual

7234 2 Are we again going to be left with a view of an abandoned mine,Individual

7253 19 The communities of Sonoita and Patagonia have economies heavily based on tourism 
and will suffer serious losses if recreation and scenic values are impacted.

Organization

7253 25 Important considerations are the impact of air and dust pollution on the health of 
both employees and area residents, region- wide visual impact on scenery and view 
sheds and the impact on plant and animal life.

Organization

7253 53 Since the mine would require additional electrical power equivalent to the demand 
from a medium sized city  of 130,000 people, several impacts need to be investigated:
-Damage to animal and plant life, scenery and property values from the increased 
infrastructure (transmission lines, substations, etc.) that would be required.

Organization

7253 71 The mine would cause many land disturbances, including loss of recreational land, 
loss of wildlife habitat and corridors, loss of open space, and viewsheds.

Organization
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7253 112 VIEWSHED/VISUAL RESOURCES
The mine site is directly west of Arizona scenic Highway 83, and is visible for 
several miles along the road, including the overlook at the top of the pass. The 
company has proposed to build a berm around the site to shield the view, but it 
would still be an unnatural structure that would not match the surrounding landscape 
in topography, surface texture, or vegetation.
-Despite the berm, would any of the proposed facilities, pit , tailings or waste rock 
dumps be visible from Highway 83, Hilton Ranch Road area, or the Empire 
Mountain community?
-Which facilities and how much would be visible?
-If the possible modifications to the mine plan (i.e., changes to the pit configuration 
due to dewatering or pit wall instability, or the dry stack method not working as 
expected), would any of the site be visible from off site locations?

Organization

7253 138 At stake is not just the environment and scenery we have come to love, but the 
lifestyle, economic livelihood and property values of thousands who live in the area 
adjacent to the proposed mine.

Organization

7261 4 Her main concern was water quantity and quality, but she was also concerned about 
scenic values, airborne dust, and foreign involvement, especially the investment by 
Sumitomo.

Individual

7275 1 Rosemont is examining the feasibility of driving a tunnel through the Santa Ritas and 
running slurry pipes through the tunnel to create a tailings dump on the western side 
of the mountain is a bit of a surprise. That's going to shock a lot of people in the 
Santa Cruz Valley. People in Sahuarita, Quail Creek, Green Valley and Corona de 
Tucson will be impacted from a scenic point of view

Individual

7281 3 The loss of beauty in the short term, as well as use of the land for recreation and the 
destruction of the land for an unforseeable long-term are easily enough to outweigh 
any short-term gain.

Individual

7307 4 Compromise “scenic” road. The memorable view o f the Santa Rita Mountains from 
Highway 83 will be irreparably altered by open pit mining.

Individual

7327 11 The decline or loss of air quality, viewshed, and recreation on adjacent lands.Individual

7331 4 Thousands have always enjoyed the view along Highway 83. The "Arizona 
Magazine" prizes this highway as a scenic by-way. That will be forever lost.

Individual

7333 2 Open pit mining is a real health hazard apart from an eyesore and will certainly keep 
visitors away, esp. those who are discerning and are willing to spend money on their 
touristic activities

Individual

7334 2 First, the environmental impact is not negligible. This includes the scenic impact, the 
impact to wildlife and the impact to water and air quality in the Corona de Tucson 
and Green Valley area.

Individual

7340 15 Irreparable devastation of the scenic landscapes and view sheds.Individual
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7349 4 Please reference the Berkleley Pit of Butte, Montanta. As a long-time Montanan, I 
would like to share the consequences of our open pit mine in Butte, Montana - one 
of the larg4est Superfund sites on the Earth. We are not proud of this unhealthy, 
poisonous source of drinking water nor the permanent scar it is on the local 
landscape.

Individual

7377 4 And it would go from being a place of peace and serenity, to a noisy, polluted 
eyesore--an area that I would avoid visiting in the future.

Individual

7391 4 I will no longer be able to visit this pristine region with the noise, dust and visual 
pollution that will result from this project.

Individual

7403 4 I have always enjoyed the view along Highway 83 driving in from the Tucson airport.Individual

7405 2 A large part of the reason I would invest the time and money to visit the area from 
my current home in Prescott, AZ, involves the serenity and unmatched beauty of the 
Santa Rita mountain empire, particularly Gardner Canyon.

Individual

7405 4 The risk to thenatural beauty is not worth the monetary human gain. I urge you to put 
a stop to this travesty before it's too late.

Individual

7406 2 A large part of the reason I spend the time and money to visit this area from my 
home in California involves in the serenity and unmatched beauty of the Santa Rita 
mountain empire, particularly Garder Canyon. Who would want to come so far to 
hike or trail ride or even drive past an open pit mine.

Individual

7406 5 I have always enjoyed the view driving along Highway 83.Individual

7440 1 A price cannot be placed upon the beauty and the feeling of tranquility of the scenic 
Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

7443 5 Blasting (daily) an open pit into the east side of the Santa Ritas is objectionable for 
aesthetic reasons alone.

Individual

7448 1 Have you considered all the long term impacts of an open pit mine: the serious 
permanent degradation of the National Forest for all other users or viewers of the 
Santa Rita mountains?

Individual

7451 17 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
25. The MPO has a view shed analysis for RESIDENTS of the area, it SHOWS and 
impact on Vail residents.

Individual

7452 2 Not only would the mine create an unsightly  eyesore in this beautiful mountian 
range, but would negatively impact water quality, deplete the water table and would 
generally degrade the area from an environmental standpoint.

Business

7453 17 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
25. The MPO has a view shed analysis for RESIDENTS of the area, it SHOWS and 
impact on Vail residents.

Individual

7456 69 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Visual impacts of the mine to wildlife recreationists

Government

7470 1 I am concerned about the proposed copper mines in the Coronado National Forest 
and would not like the beauty to be sacrificed.

Individual
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7475 3 People traveling from Tucson/Phoenix by car, motorcycle and bicycle on Scenic 
Hwy 83 to barron landscapes, which will NOT increase tourism to our business and 
the Sonoita/Elgin area.

Business

7484 9 And of course I am opposed to the proposed mine on all the other issues cited by 
environmentalists: spoiling the scenic views

Individual

7493 4 The proposed mine will essentially ruin this beautiful and scenic area.Individual

7495 2 The Santa Rita's represent a priceless and unique land heritage that deserves to be 
protected for its scenic beauty

Individual

7495 8 The beauty and unique nature of this area is fragile and irreplaceable and deserves 
protection.

Individual

7502 8 Questions remain regarding how this mine will affect:
6. natural beauty and serenity of this area

Individual

7504 18 The potential for such tailings pile mountain to form and obstruct scenic views and 
vistas in the proposed Rosemont mining operation, and that economic impact on 
property values, tourism, and commerce must also be considered.

7508

7504 25 Seven hundred and fifty millions tons - 759,300,000 tons - of waste rock will be 
deposited on 3,155 acres of forest land in 16 years.  Mining not only removes 
mountains, it creates them.  There is no way to tuck the waste rock into the landscape 
where it won't be noticed.

7508

7507 1 Every time I look south toward the Santa Rita Mountains, I see that hole that another 
mine left.

Individual

7509 2 Those of us who live here and will be directly impacted by the environmental 
damage to our landscape, water, wildlife - and perhaps even our abiltiy to remain in 
our homes- have no voice in this matter.

Individual

7510 4 I am also concerned about the LOSS OF SCENIC VEWS.Individual

7513 9 Third, the mine will be a blight on the beautiful scenic landscape of the Santa Rita's. 
Hasn't this corner of the country suffered enough with the ugly and monstrous 
tailings on the west side and the limestone mine in the Santa Rita's?

Individual

7514 19 I am extremely concerned about the impact the mine will have on birds and wildlife 
in the area. Some of the birds and wildlife seen in this area are not seen anywhere 
else in the United States. People come from all over to view wildlife in this area. The 
value of tourism is long reaching and not dangerous to the environment. The copper 
in these mountains is a limited resource that will play out in a few years leaving an 
environmental hazard in its wake. The damage the mine will cause cannot be undone 
and the area will never be restored to its former beauty.

Individual

7516 2 The Santa Ritas are a beautiful area with much untouched land.Individual

7516 4 Mine tailings piled high will detract from the view and will not enhance the area.Individual

7522 3 At the top of the list of concerns from residents was Arizona water, degradation of 
the infrastructure and landscape and concerns about Rosemonts abilities as a 
"mining" company.

Individual
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7527 2  It will drastically affect the beauty and pristine nature of the Santa Rita Mountains.Individual

7549 3 There is a growing emphasis on tourism and the mine will be a major deviation from 
the scenic nature of the region.

Individual

7556 6 include existing scenic viewsIndividual

7557 1 As a visitor to the Sonita area, particularly the Epona Center at Apache Springs 
Ranch, I am disturbed by the news that this beautiful valley is set to be irreparably 
damaged by an open pit mine of such scale.

Individual

7560 1 The area for the proposed mine is an absolutely beautiful and irreplaceable area. Our 
family strongly opposes the proposed Rosemont mine because the destruction done 
to this unusually lovely area will be final. Let the natural beauty of Arizona remain!!!

Individual

7564 2 I am strong opposed to open pit mining for its water use, and permanent scarring of 
irrplaceable resources of beauty and recreation.

Individual

7571 16 This proposal would disturb extensive amounts of Forest Service land. The EIS 
should analyze the amounts and types of land disturbances that would result from 
this proposal. Many existing land uses would never be replaced if this mine were 
approved, including loss of recreational land, loss of wildlife habitat, loss of wildlife 
corridors and foraging opportunities, loss of watershed functions, loss and damage to 
water resources, loss of soil and plant resources, loss of open space, and loss of 
viewshed. The EIS should determine whether these losses are worth the benefits 
from this mine, and determine how these extensive land disturbances should be 
mitigated.

Individual

7572 3 Sacrificing the beauty, serenity and livelihood of the Sonoita region -- and the entire 
extended community -- for a mine seems ill-conceived and illogical. Throughout 
history, vast expanses of geographical and geological treasures in this country have 
been laid to waste, or attempts have been made to do so, in the name of being 
'beneficial' for an area.

Individual

7576 3 how can our governing officials allow a this company to spoil the beauty of this 
region? Look to west and you can see what the mining does to an area. I retired in 
Green Valley because of the beauty of the Santa Rita's and I do not want to see this 
ruined!!!

Individual

7582 11 We believe that the Rosemont mine would negatively impact the air, water, scenic 
view, recreation, wildlife, plantlife and traffic within a far reaching area surrounding 
the mine and that these negative long term impacts for many US citizens should not 
be overlooked so a few can gain financial reward for the short term.

Individual

7583 5 Mines, in the past, have left eye sores and pollution. Augusta, who has never 
constructed or operated an open pit copper mine before, will be no different - no 
matter what they say. They can't be trusted. After all, they paid people to attend one 
of the Forest Service open houses. Pretty untrustworthy, if you ask me.

Individual

7587 7 Mining activities will disfigure this beautiful and unique site, damaging it for future 
generations.

Individual
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7595 5 Just a few of the reasons that generate the most concensus include: The impact on the 
local roads/traffic, the tremendous waste of water and what that will mean for local 
residents, the destruction of the environment including plants, animals, forests, etc, 
the eyesore it will create, and the fact that this is an endeavor owned and operated 
primarily by foreign concerns.

Individual

7615 2 This open pit mining will be a blight on the beautiful areaIndividual

7617 8 The mine plan is a state of the art plan designed to minimize visual impact on the 
surrounding area

Individual

7623 4 This mine is simply in the wrong place! To destroy a beautiful section of the Santa 
Ritas when copper could be extracted from mines near Safford or Morenie is 
unacceptable!

Individual

7623 7 This mine would destroy the scenic nature of the Santa Ritas.Individual

7638 2 There are other issues as well-destruction of one of the most scenic areas in Arizona.Individual

7638 4 I hike the Santa Ritas and nothing the mine does can clock the rape of this beautiful 
land!

Individual

7651 12 This road highway 83 is one of the prettiest drives in S E. Arizona let's keep it that 
way!

Individual

7654 6 NOT ONLY WILL THIS MINE AFECT BOTH SIDES OF THE SANTA RITAS-
THE SONOITA VALLEY SIDE AND THE SANTA CRUZ SIDE-

BUT THIS MILE WIDE AND ONE-HALF MILE DEEP HOLE, AND 
ASSOCIATED TAILINGS SITES AND FACILITIES WILL BE VISIBLE FROM 
MANY PARTS OF THE TUCSON AREA AS WELL.

Business

7654 19 IN ADDITION TO THE WATER IMPACTS, THE FOREST SERVICE MUST 
REQUIRE INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF ROSEMONT TO ASCERTAIN THE 
TRUE COST OF ITS ACTIVITIES AS THEY AFFECT LANDOWNERS, 
BUSINESSES, PROPERTY VALUES, AND THE SCENIC VISTAS OF THE 
SANTA RITAS.

Business

7685 4 Changes to the Visual Landscape.  The mine will make significant change to the 
area, one visible from a long distance.  A scenic natural will be lost.

Organization

7685 8 Economic Impact.  The mountain bicycling community has been working with land 
management agencies to develop a network of trails that improve the quality of life 
for people living in Southern Arizona as well as drawing visitors from around the 
world, which can have significant economic development impacts.  Mountain bikers 
have few trails in Southern Arizona that provide viewsheds unspoiled by mines and 
development.  Allowing Rosemont Mine to be built would destroy one of those rare 
viewsheds.

Organization

7688 3 The piles of roak the mine would have would be far from scenic.Organization
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7809 6 NOT ONLY WILL THIS MINE AFFECT BOTH SIDES OF THE SANTA 
RITAS--- THE SONOITA VALLEY SIDE AND THE SANTA CRUZ SIDE---

BUT THIS MILE WIDE AND ONE-HALF MILE DEEP HOLE, AND 
ASSOCIATED TAILINGS SITES AND FACILITIES WILL BE VISABLE FROM 
MANY PARTS OF THE TUCSON AREA AS WELL.

Business

7809 18 IN ADDITION TO THE WATER IMPACTS, THE FOREST SERVICE MUST 
REQUIRE INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF ROSEMONT TO ASCERTAIN THE 
TRUE COST OF ITS ACTIVITIES AS THEY AFFECT LANDOWNERS, 
BUSINESSES, PROPERTY VALUES, AND THE SCENIC VISTAS OF THE 
SANTA RITAS.

Business

7813 8 Further, approval of the use of these resources for mining would contradict the 
Forest Service mission statement. The proposal to remove the copper ore, without 
paying royalties or fees, while consuming tremendous amounts of presious 
groundwater at no expense, consuming large qualities of electricity, polluting the air 
with dust, exhaust, and toxins, containing surface water, groundwater and the earth, 
and permanently destroying the scenic and recreational resources of the area, is not 
viable for approval

Individual

8594 7 I really think that the impact on the wildlife and the scenic values there do not make 
it worth this mine.

Individual

8612 2 I am very worried about the pollution from the Rosemont Mining Project. I'm 
worried about the water pollution, I'm worried about the sight pollution, in other 
words looking at the mine tailings.

Individual

8616 3 the Rosemont Mine would tear up beautiful territory, it also could mess up the water 
system. And I know they think they have ways to prevent that, but I don't think that's 
possible. So I think the mine should not be allowed.

Individual

8619 2 Please don't allow this mining to go on. It's such a beautiful area in there, such a 
beautiful drive. Let's not make it look like Green Valley with those beautiful dirt hills 
behind it. Oh , we don't need this. We can so with one less mine. Open up the others.

Individual

8620 1 We both feel that this mine proposal would be devastating to the appearance of the 
Santa Rita Mountains and to the future of Tucson relative to Tucson's burgeoning 
tourism business.

Individual

8633 4 I just think this whole thing is going to suck up our water table on top of making the 
scenery just look terrible. So I am against having this mine up here because of that -- 
those facts.

Individual

8635 5 I am opposed to this mine, not only to destroy -- it is destroying the beauty of the 
mountains and the environment, but using our water that we do not have.

Individual

8640 2 I feel that one of the beautiful things that we have in this area, and I live near the 
Sonoita area, is the beauty of the mountains, the Santa Rita Mountains, coming into 
this area. If we destroy that beauty, we will destroy the tourism and all of the 
motorcyclists coming into our area that enjoy the beauty of our area. I would like this 
reconsidered and I would like the mine not to happen.

Individual
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8642 1 I live in Benson, which is a short ways away from where the Rosemont Mine has 
been proposed. That is absolutely total destruction of a beautiful area. The 
environment, the animals, the people that live nearby, and the biggest issue is the 
water and the traffic that will be generated by this absolute horrendous idea of 
running trucks, working 24 hours, 7 days a week is absolutely insane.

Individual

8649 2 you know, to destroy a beautiful place like that out there, that would be terrible in 
my mind.

Individual

8655 1 I'd like to express my opinion of the Rosemont Mine.  Go through the area very 
often.  It's gorgeous area out there.  To take and deface that and put a mine in there to 
sell copper to China is bizarre.

Individual

8659 3 there's a dwindling supply of inspirational scenery in southern Arizona, like Saguaro 
cactuses. We're not going to be able to replicate that over the long haul. And we can't 
afford to let this area be sacrificed and then realize later on that we're not going to be 
able to get it back. I do believe the Forest Service should minimize the intrusion of 
the scenic spot in the Santa Ritas.

Individual

8661 5 I'm calling about the article in the paper Sunday about the Rosemont Mine. I think 
it's a bad situation. It's going to pollute the water. They use millions of gallons of 
water, and I don't know where they're going to get it. Pollutes the air. And for them 
to have ruined that beautiful scenery in the Santa Rita Mountains, I think it's bad.

Individual

8663 6 Cienega Creek, which by the way Augusta wants to fill (unintelligible) Canyons, yet 
claims no impact to the Cienega Creek water shed. And Davidson Canyon and not 
only wildlife habitats as well as Rosemont are decreasing water tables, peace, beauty, 
solitude and scenic (unintelligible) for thousands of out of state tourists all in seeious 
peril of becoming a beautiful memory our children will only have heard of.

Individual

8665 1 My wife works out in Green Valley, she works out there. She's been working out 
there four or five years. My name is  Kenneth N. Barsameon. My phone number is 
883-6 -- 883-2215. Excuse me. I drove out there the other day with her, and the 
mountains really look beautiful and ripped up by the mining companies already. 
Blank spots in them, you know. Why would you let a foreign agency or out of the 
country agency come in there, start ripping up more beautiful property around the 
area. Madera Canyon is up there, very pretty.

Individual

8674 1 I request that you not permit Rosemont Copper to open a mine in the Santa Rita's 
just so a Canadian mining company can forever ruin beautiful Arizona mountains, 
for supposedly 19 years of copper, etcetera.  All one has to do is look at the ugly 
tailings in Green Valley and visualize what will be done to the Santa Ritas.

Individual

8678 3 Three, ruining the beautiful views in the area with huge piles of tailings.Individual

8680 6 With so many people living in Southern Arizona now, water has become a precious 
commodity.  Far more valuable than copper or other minerals in the earth.  
Regardless of how many EIP's are conducted, the Rosemont Mine poses a potential 
threat to our water table, the wells, the wildlife and the scenic beauty of the Santa 
Rita Mountains.

Individual
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8682 4 That's some of the most pristine land I think in southern Arizona.  And highway 82 
and 83 are great roads for bicycling.  And there's a lot of people who use that road on 
a regular basis to ride bicycles on.  It's a great recreational thing to go to Patagonia 
and back to Tucson.  And I've done it myself many times.  And I think if there was a 
lot more trucks going up and down those highways, it would be just a terrible thing.  
It would take away a lot of the beauty of the ride.  And it would make it a lot more 
dangerous for the cycling public out there.  And it's just such a beautiful stretch of 
land.  I don't think it would look any -- it would be better with the mine.

Individual

8694 1 I've hiked in the area of the Rosemont, proposed Rosemont Mine for a number of 
years.  And outside of the fact that you'd ruin a beautiful area, the most serious 
problem, in my estimation, is the affect on the water.  With the development in 
southern Arizona if you have any brains at all you're going to know that ultimately 
water is going to be a serious problem.  And I think the water problem greatly 
outweighs the promise of the 500 jobs or whatever Rosemont is claiming to provide.  
It's just no comparison.

Individual

8703 5 The animal life there, the beauty the fact that it is in a very pristine and lovely area 
close to the Tucson area, which is growing, is not an auspicious place to have the 
mine.

Individual

8704 5 The animal life there, the beauty the fact that it is in a very pristine and lovely area 
close to the Tucson area, which is growing, is not an auspicious place to have the 
mine.

Individual

8708 1 You know, it's -- it's going to look just like Green Valley except in a much, much 
worse location for a mine.

Individual

8709 3 I think this would be terrible, terrible injustice to that area. It would be a travesty to 
dig another mine there. It's such a beautiful area.

Individual

8712 2 I'm calling because I vehemently oppose the proposed Rosemont Mine. I am against 
it for many issues, many reasons. Scenic beauty of the area, environmental issues, the 
water issues,

Individual

8714 3 The thing that Arizona has going for it is it's -- its great beauty, its ruggedness and 
that it's a special place, as Tucson is a special place. So I cannot understand why we 
are even thinking of building a mine with many,  many feet -- I knew at one time 
how many -- of slag that's going to wreck the landscape, wreck the land, wreck our 
tourism, wreck the possibility of keeping our state beautiful.

Individual

8731 3 So please, please, don't harm this gorgeous scenery we have here.Individual

8739 2 One of the reasons we moved to Arizona in -- 26 years ago was for the beauty of this 
area. And in spite of having mines on the side of I-19, the beauty looking east to the 
Santa Rita Mountains is overwhelming and we enjoyed it. That would be destroyed 
if there's mines going up there.

Individual

8743 1 My husband and I feel that the absolutely beautiful scenery in the mountains on the 
Forest Service road going through Rosemont coming out on to Box Canyon is one of 
the most gorgeous scenes in southern Arizona.  It would be an absolute shame to put 
a copper mine in there, or any kind of mine in there.  That is wonderful mountain 
land that just can't be replaced

Individual
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8746 6 . . .the kind of problems that they're currently having over in the Green Valley area 
with the open pit mines that are there where they've got large slag and tailing piles 
that nothing will grow on, so they have constant dust problems, besides just the plain 
ugly appearance of this huge terraced pile of material along side the perimeter of 
Green Valley.  I don't think that that kind of thing is good for what Tucson is most 
known for these days.  And that's sunshine for retirees and vacationers.

Individual

8757 3 The lack of water, we would destroy the beauty of the mountains which could never 
be replaced.  Look at the record of the mining companies.

Individual

8761 4 I think if any people here have gone up to Morenci and -- up there to see what 
Freeport has done to that piece of the mountain in that part of the world, they would 
just shudder.  It would make this Sahuarita thing look like nothing.  But we didn't 
move here to have the Santa Ritas mountains look like a land fill, like it does at the 
Sierrita mines.

Individual

8764 1 The Rosemont area, that Madera Canyon area, that Santa Rita area is unique, is 
breathtakingly beautiful, is Arizona at its most beautiful.  I am an Arizona native, 
and I am absolutely sick and appalled to think that we would even consider letting a 
mining company come in and mine that beautiful, beautiful, pristine area.

Individual

8766 3 I also feel that the mine will be harmful to the ground water, in addition to being an 
eye sore.

Individual

8771 5 It will cause a rapid lowering of an already lowering water table, put toxins in 
already toxic water, damage eco-tourism, make a dump off now beautiful mountain 
area in a general cause a lower quality of life.

Individual

8777 2 It will ruin the scenic and very beautiful Santa Rita Mountains.Individual

8784 1 And I want you to know that I have spent quite a bit of time in the area that the 
Rosemont Mine is going to be. It is a beautiful and in many ways pristine area with 
unique land and in -- unique plants and animals that simply can't be found any place 
else. It's an area where many people go for recreation and spend time.

Individual

8789 2 I believe that the mine will cause disastrous destruction of the beautiful, natural 
legacy, create pollution, and deplete the water supply.

Individual

8802 3 The scenic beauty of the area up close and from a distance will be ruined.Individual

8816 2 I do not believe that we need a mine in southern Arizona, which happens to be our 
back yard for recreation and scenic beauty.

Individual

8820 2 This is a beautiful, undisturbed area.Individual

8846 6 And of course, it's just ugly.  It's an open pit mine.Individual

8856 2 I believe it would ruin the area completely by not only one, destroying the beauty of 
those mountains, but also would hurt the city by depleting our ground water situation 
that we already have problems with now.

Individual

8859 3 Obviously I have problems with the aesthetics is another point. I do feel it will 
destroy the area in that regard.

Individual
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8863 3 To put a one mile deep hole in the middle of Rosemont Canyon and to pile that 
refuse on the other side of the road in a one mile large hill on top of a mountain is 
absolutely ridiculous. That is one of the most breathtaking vistas in all of southern 
Arizona. And it would be a travesty to spoil it for copper that we don't need.

Individual

8865 3 I am against the mine for five reasons that pertain to the natural environment and its 
impact, the shortage of water in Arizona. The aesthetic value of the Santa Ritas that 
should be preserved,

Individual

8865 8 aesthetics, when I climb up Mt. Wrightson and look out there are open pit mines. I 
don't know who owns them, but their ugly.

Individual

8869 2 I believe that the copper mine will take away and detract from the natural beauty and 
scenery there because -- and that draws a lot of tourism to the area and a lot of 
moneys that are well earned by the local people in -- in an ethical capacity that can't 
be created by the mine.

Individual

8872 4 And I'm sure that Rosemont Copper Company is going to be able to extract some 
economic value out of this mine, but everyone else in Arizona is going to be a loser.  
The residents of Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia are going to be losers in terms of the 
beauty of the area, the danger of the highway, the pollution, the noise.  It just seems 
like a very, very bad idea,. . .

Individual

8880 2 The scenery of that area down 83 will totally be lost.  It's beautiful, let's keep it 
beautiful.

Individual

8882 7 we're concerned about the noise and the dumping of the tailings on the western slope 
and ruining our view of the mountains, and also just basically destroying the 
mountains.

Individual

8895 5 Opponents of the project have raised objections concerning important issues, such as 
water consumption, highway usage, dust emissions, blocking of scenic views and 
others. They have also included “straw man” issues, along with unsubstantiated 
objections to block the project, i.e. “NO MINE – PERIOD!”

Individual

8914 3 When I was a young man in this area, there were many places close by to visit that 
had running water and beautiful riparian areas…now I must use 4 wheel drive and 
travel long and far to see equivalent areas.

Individual

8922 2 this country needs to stop destroying its own beauty...!!!!!!Organization

8924 1 Mining is totally inappropriate in this scenic environmentally sensitive area.Organization

8925 1 Don't ruin what's left of that beautiful area, no more building, blading, scraping of 
beautiful land.

Organization

8975 1 Our national forest need to be saved they are the so beautifulOrganization

8987 1 The loss of this beautiful area would be staggering. For those of us who live nearby, 
the scarring of the land is just unthinkable.

Organization

9042 1 A mining operation would be a blight on this beautiful areaOrganization

9051 1 One of the few scenic areas left in proximity to Tucson. A mining operation would 
be a blight on the land, the environment and the many citizens who live in the area.

Organization
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9147 1 This area is one of the few beautiful senic spots left in southern Arizona.Organization

9225 1 A copper mine in that beautiful part of the word is an absolute outrage.Organization

9236 2 The Duval Mine has already demontrated how much natural beauty is destroyed by 
private companies without regard to complete recovery.

Organization

9255 1 Will we ever learn? Greed is like cancer... eventually it will destroy our planet. Let's 
leave a little beauty for our children.

Organization

9258 1 People come here for the beauty. We must protect them!Organization

9299 1 Stop destroying what's left of beautiful sceneryOrganization

9325 1 Too beautiful to be destroyed.Organization

9338 2 I am a resident of Elgin AZ and strongly oppose the use of scenic land to support 
this project in any way

Organization

9359 1 We drive this route from Tucson to Patagonia because of the beautiful scenery. A 
mine here would be an eyesore and a crime against humanity.

Organization

9360 1 Scenic highway SR 83 is my favorite drive on our many birding trips from Tucson in 
the winter. The beauty is priceless.

Organization

9406 1 I spent four years living in this beautiful area while I was attending graduate school 
in Arizona. The Santa Ritas are among the most beautiful places in a beautiful state 
and it would be devastating to replace this with a copper mine!

Organization

9421 1 Please stop this from happening, The Santa Ritas are so beautiful.Organization

9446 2 I know and love this place. A mine there will significantly impact the viewshed.Organization

9488 3 I urge the US Forest Service to do the right thing -- protect this  viewshed by 
rejecting Augusta's Mining Plan of Operations and withdrawing these lands from 
Mineral Entry to ensure their permanent protection from mining.

Organization

9513 1 I am a REALTOR and I urge you to keep the beauty people come to Souther Arizona 
for.

Organization

9514 1 I am an artist and I urge you to keep Southern Arizona beautiful.Organization

9523 1 It is incredible that in the 21st century we are confronted with a 19th century 
proposal for massive open mine operations in an urbanizing area that has been highly 
acclaimed for its natural scenic value.

Organization

9532 3 The Santa Ritas are our favorite areas for exploring. I adore the vistas from the 
higher elevations.

Organization

9599 2 Preserve scenic areas for future generations.Organization

9601 1 I just hiked in this area and such beautiful land must be protected.Organization

9611 1 I grew up in Arizona and cannot imagine the devastation this mine would cause to 
my beautiful home state. Please do not allow this mining operation to happen! Scenic 
areas such as this should be as sacrosanct as roadless areas!

Organization
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9659 1 This land is far more valuable to the residents of Arizona as it is - a place of beauty - 
then it would be degraded as a mine. Please to not allow this to happen to this 
beautiful land.

Organization

9671 1 It is a disgrace to rob future generations of this beautiful area with such a rich 
history. Furthermore, it would be a shame to lose the Rosemont area to a short-
sighted, greed driven lot with no true regard for the land, much less the plants, 
animals, animals, and people that call this region home.  I believe that only a huge 
outcry from the public will put a halt to Canadian-based, Augusta Mining's "fifty 
billion dollar dream".

Organization

9742 1 dont destroy the beauty hereOrganization

9766 1 I am heartily opposed to any mining activity in the highly scenic area.Organization

9809 1 please don't let them destroy this beautiful areaOrganization

9814 1 We live off of hwy 83 and do not want to look at this mine. SAVE OUR LAND!!Organization

9819 1 Why would we want to destroy more lands in this SCENIC area?Organization

9849 3 Please save the beauty, This can not be replaced, we our the caretakers of this earth.Organization

9856 1 i don't want this eyesore on my forest!Organization

10000 1 Don't ruin our beautiful mountains!Organization

10020 1 The reason we moved to the area was its beauty please save it!Organization

10025 1 Save what beauty is left of our land!!!Organization

10107 1 Preserve the scenic beauty of this beautiful area.Organization

10115 1 Please do not destroy a natural resource & open space shared not only by local Pima 
County residents, but by the nation. That area of Pima County is one of the most 
beautiful, scenic areas in southern Arizona. Don't let greed destroy it.

Organization

10140 1 Please do NOT allow a private enterprise to degrade such a beautiful, scenic area.Organization

10188 1 It is so Beautiful there, Please do not mess it up with a mine.Organization

10234 1 Save the Scenic Santa Ritas, Save the beauty we all enjoy and appreciate.Organization

10255 4 Only if there were an ecologically friendly way to mine, which didn't ruin the beauty 
of the area would I even consider any mines.

Organization

10307 1 Don't let them destroy such a beautiful part of Arizona's natural landscape!Organization

10308 1 Don't let them destroy such a beautiful part of Arizona's natural landscape!Organization

10314 1 This mine will ruin the senery.Organization

10335 1 too beautiful and diverse to destroyOrganization
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10359 2 the scenaryOrganization

10443 2 This mine will destroy our viewsOrganization

10462 1 Save our beautyOrganization

10516 1 I strongly oppose the Rosemont mine for the location is in one of the most scenic 
areas of southern az. .

Organization

10527 1 Once the beauty is gone, it's gone forever!Organization

10531 1 The region will suffer greatly when all the beauty is gone.Organization

10575 1 This place is absolutely beautiful DO NOT TAKE THAT AWAY!!!!!!Organization

10576 2 please stop the mining and resultant destruction of the natural beauty of the area.Organization

10578 1 Mining is an inappropriate use of these scenic lands!Organization

10602 1 Alternatives: choose a less scenic siteOrganization

10610 1 Please save these beautiful mountains.Organization

10627 1 Let us not lose the remaining beauty of Southern Arizona. Greed has no consciounceOrganization

10630 1 ENOUGH! Preserve the beauty of the Santa Ritas. The mine doesn't belong there.Organization

10673 1 I have a beautiful view and don't want it spoiledOrganization

10707 3  And finally, open pit mines are just plain ugly.Organization

10793 1 We must protect our beautiful mountain ranges.Organization

10795 1 ENOUGH IS ENOUGH! STOP THE DESTRUCTION OF OUR BEAUTIFUL 
LANDSCAPES!!

Organization

10822 1 I purchased a home in this area for its natural beauty. A mine will ruin this.Organization

10839 1 Save our beautiful land!Organization

10849 1 Natural beauty is worth more than copper.Organization

10859 1 Leave the beauty-Stop ruining the land!!!!!!!Organization

10860 1 Please SAVE our natural beauty!Organization

10905 1 We need to save this beautiful natural resouce.Organization

10907 1 please don't destroy the beauty of the Santa Ritas by miningOrganization

10940 1 THIS MINE IS DESTROYING A BEAUTIFUL AREAOrganization
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11050 2 One of the big things that makes the Tucson area so beautiful and attracts tourists 
(and their dollars) is the pristine mountain ranges surrounding us. Once we start 
carving up our mountains, we will lose a lot of what is special about us. (Take a look 
at Phoenix.)

Individual

11073 1 There is some truth to the reasons given for not opening the mine. First of all, the 
scenery will be changed forever. This is unavoidable, but the disturbed area will be 
contained and regulated with some of the most strict environmental laws around. 
There is going to be a forced relocation of of the animals that live in the area along 
with water that becomes polluted. However, the animals will be able to adapt as they 
have for millions of years (this time they will have human help to care for any that 
are sick and wounded before the mine opens so some will actually live longer) and 
the water contaminants must be below the guidelines set by our government.

Individual

11073 4 The area where the proposed mine will be is not one of the better looking places in 
Arizona. People do not travel from around the world to look at the Santa Ritas. I 
have yet to meet a tourist that couldn't stop talking about the breath taking views of 
this area. It will be a loss to the Arizona scenery, but it will add so much more value 
to the community.

Individual
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1983 2 I'm concerned about the water that will be used for the sake of profit w/o 
consideration for the needs and rquirements of local residents.

Individual

1983 3 I'm concerned that the water quality will be destroyed by use and will affect local 
water tables.

Individual

1983 4 I'm concerned that the water quality will be destroyed by use and will affect local 
water quality.

Individual
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1 2 I am primarily concerned about the design and implementation of a suitable 
monitoring plan which addresses the quality (chemical mineralogical, biologcal) of 
any groundwater resources underlying the propose project or aquifers accessible to 
the project.

Individual

1 3 A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains would cause water quality 
problems.

46 2 Can Augusta Resource Corporation be held to any water quality standards that can 
be enforced (by Federal, State, or Local) by Government?

Individual

63 3 What about the water quality. Water is a resource that must be protected. This mine 
will pollute the water. It will also waste precious water all in the name of quick profit 
and short term jobs.

Individual

134 8 There are major questions and problems regarding impacts on water, wells, 
watershed, groundwater in purity and contamination.

160 7 Independent original studies must be undertaken to produce for the Forest Service 
valid and reliable empirical data concerning the Mine’s impact on the quality of 
regional surface water and groundwater sufficient and necessary for developing the 
Environmental Impact Statement (hereinafter “EIS”) and demonstrating compliance 
with the Regional National Forest Service Policy on Groundwater.

160 11 COMMENT 1B: THE EXTENT THAT DEWATERING OF THE MINE’S PIT 
WILL ALTER THE LOCATIONS, LEVELS, AND/OR QUALITY OF 
GROUNDWATER IN THE REGION REMAINS UNDETERMINED.
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160 32 In a major case-study research report - "Comparison of Predicted and Actual Water 
Quality at Hardrock Mines: The Reliability of Predictions in Environmental Impact 
Statements" - Kuipers & Associates concluded that there are chronic underestimates 
of water quality problems in Environmental Impact Statements on hardrock mines. 
For example, of the 25 mines sampled      76% polluted groundwater or surface water 
severely enough to exceed water quality standards;  77% of those which exceeded 
surface water quality standards, did so despite predicting that mitigation would result 
in compliance;     73% of those which exceeded groundwater quality standards, did 
so despite predicting that mitigation would result in compliance;    93% of the mines 
near groundwater with elevated potential for acid drainage or contaminant leaching, 
exceeded water quality standards; of those mines that did develop acid drainages, 
89% predicted that they would not;        Of the mines that exceeded water quality 
standards, toxic heavy metals such as lead, mercury, cadmium, copper, nickel or zinc 
exceeded standards at 63% of mines.

181 3 If a new source of water is required will its quality and purity be consistent with my 
current groundwater?

182 4 What will the quality of my water be compared to what it was before Rosemont 
operations began?

184 6 If the mine closes are there going to be funds put in a trust to cover the expense of 
having a well dug deeper, if the well no longer produces water is Augusta going to 
pipe or truck water to me, and what quality will the water be because right now I 
have EXCELLENT water.

1523 2 I am concerned about water depletion levels if this mine is allowed. The water table 
in Green Valley has been dropping for years and the cubic feet of water projected for 
this mine must have a negative affect on the quality of water in Green Valley.

Individual

1550 2 and quality.Individual

1553 2 How will it affect water qualityIndividual

1558 6 and quality of the water thoughout the stateIndividual

1571 4 The quality of water will be bad.Individual

1575 1 I am concerned about the impact of any mining/development in the Green Valley 
area that affects our water. (potable)

Individual

1592 9 "down stream"water qualityIndividual

1595 1 water, what is the impact on our water deficit in our aquiferIndividual

1595 2 water; will this further polute our acquiferIndividual

1599 4 I live in Sahuarita Heights near the Rosemont wells and am greatly concerned about 
permanent damage to the aquifer.

Individual

1611 7 I believe the Rosemont Copper Project would negatively impact: Water quality in the 
areas downstream of the mine and its tailings despite efforts to contain toxic 
materials.

Individual
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1618 7 Water quality loss will cost more than Arizona will gain.Individual

1620 2 My primary concerns are:
polution of ground water

Individual

1622 4 Water- we must not endanger under ground streams!Individual

1627 2 What assurances do you have to prevent ground water contamination like in Green 
Valley?

Individual

1651 3 What about chemicals used by the mine: seeps into the ground water and how does 
that affect our wells; maybe the mine should have to pay to have our well water 
tested once or twice a year.

Individual

1658 13 The plan contains a laudable idea of recharging some of the groundwater to mitigate 
the water losses of the aquifer.  However, the quality of the recharge requires some 
very careful considerations with respect to the chemical and microbiological 
parameters.  The origins of recharge water are not quite clear, but if they are from 
Colorado River as one apocryphal comment suggests, then there is a question of 
agricultural return flows causing this recharge water to be high in salinity, nitrates, 
and pesticides.

Individual

1659 1 Concerns: Water quality, scenery, water use.Individual

1660 5 Water quality.Individual

1675 4 I have lived in Vail since I was 4 and it has always been a good place to live. Fresh 
air, beautiful scenery, and clean good water for everyone, but now all this is 
threatened.

Individual

1698 1 I'm concerned with quality +quantity of our water; Air Quality (I have asthma)Individual

1702 3 I am concerned about air quality, water use and quality, environmental degradation 
loss of our pristine wilderness, and our future quality of life.

Individual

1708 3 Arizona Senate President Tim Bee and Reps. Jonathan Paton and Marian McClure, 
all of District 30, are concerned about how the operation could impact the quality of 
the water supply.

Organization

1709 2 The mine will be 400-1500 feet below the bottom of my well. I see no analysis that 
assures my  water and water quality will be protected.

Individual

1709 9 In general I do not see any commitment to maintain the view, water, and water 
quality, air quality, might sky darkness and the quiet of my property.

Individual

1716 2 Water, quantity + quality How long will it take to use all the water in the aquaifer if 
this is where the mine plans to get water for mening?

Individual

1731 7 I am concerned for our night skies, for our air quality, for our water quality if there is 
any water remaining to measure for purity.

Organization

1748 10 The Mine's operation will deleteriously affect:
Well water safety and water table

Organization
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1754 1 How will the infusion of CAP water (recharge) to the aquifer affect the quality of the 
drinking water in the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, 
Sauharita and Green Valley?

Individual

1758 2 What recourse will the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, 
Sahuarita and Green Valley) residents have in the event of any negative impacts 
caused by the Rosemont mining operations from infusion of CAP water to the 
aquifer (recharge) on the quality of the drinking water?

Individual

1808 1 I am fearful of what the mine would do to the qaulity of water in the aquifer. As we 
all know from past experiences all mines of this type eventually pollute and 
contaminate the surrounding groundwater. No matter what safegards are required 
and taken sooner or later the groundwater is compromised.

Individual

1814 1 My questions concern the quality of our water supplyIndividual

1857 2 Throughout history mines have been notorious for polluting ground water. The 
mining process unearths carcinogens and toxins that inevitably leach in to the ground 
water creating an unacceptable risk to area residents and livestock. Once the water 
has been polluted it is nearly impossible to reverse the situation. There remains a 
Super Fund site in the Patagonia Mountains even today, the remains from an 
abandoned mining operation. People living in the area of the Rosemont mine and all 
along that watershed should not be afraid to drink water from their well (which 
currently is pure) nor, if they can afford it, should they be forced to install elaborate 
filtration systems to protect themselves and their families from the effects of this 
open pit copper mine.

Individual

1879 9 The potential impacts of ground water pollution have not been assessed, but the 
current discovery of mercury and lead pollution in nearby Pena Blanca Lake traced 
to mining activity is a small indication of the kind of long range, even permanent, 
damage from a mining operation which would be much larget than the previous 
operations in the area.

Individual

1892 7 Impacts to water quantity, movement, and quality and are of grea concern.Organization

1892 10 Secondly, water in this basin is among the cleanest in Southern Arizona. This upper 
basin currently has no major sources of any of the groundwater contaminants that 
impact humans and wildlife in other areas, and the lower basin is nearly as clean. 
Furthermore, studies estimate that the Cienega basin contributes as much as 20% of 
the total annual recharge of the Tucson Basin aquifer used by over a million people.

Organization

1914 3 We are deeply concerned about the effects the proposed mine will have on water 
quality.

Individual

1917 3 I am concerned about the following environmental & health issues:  Water qualityIndividual

1943 1 Water issues concern me a great deal -- both quantity + quantity.Individual

1945 3 This project, which is incompatible would cause both water quality.Individual

1946 3 This project, which is incompatible would cause both water quality.Individual
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1953 11 Another major concern is the change in the quality of the water.  The EPA reports 
that 40 +- million pounds of toxins were used in Arizona mining in '05.  A fraction 
of this amount going into our groundwater couldn't be safe for people.  Green Valley 
and Suaharita are rapidly growing areas that need good quality water.  Leaching 
pollutants into groundwater that ends up in our taps is a bad idea.

Individual

1956 2 "Priceless" is the value of the high quality water they will consume, needed for the 
residents of the area.

Individual

1964 9 Over the long term, is it likely that an open pit copper mine will lead to an 
improvement or deterioration in the water local people drink?

Individual

1968 3 the negative impact the proposed mine will have on water quality in the national 
forest

Individual

1974 3 Water quality & demand on water supplyIndividual

2088 3 Considering loss of water quality it is unfathomable that another copper mine would 
even be considered.

Individual

2149 4 We are concerned that we are compromising the water quality in the region for an 
enterprise that cannot return to use the quality of life that it will take away with the 
ore it finds.

Individual

2150 4 The mine tailing will cause the aquifer to become poisioned with minerals leaching 
from the tailings. The mining process will alter the geography of the land and allow 
water to leach quickly though rock that it would normally go thru slowly or not at all. 
This will add additional minerals which could significantly reduce our water quality 
or become poisonous. We will have to be testing our water continuously to detect 
this, who will bear the cost of this continuous testing?

Individual

2150 5 The mine tailing will cause the aquifer to become poisioned with minerals leaching 
from the tailings. The mining process will alter the geography of the land and allow 
water to leach quickly though rock that it would normally go thru slowly or not at all. 
This will add additional minerals which could significantly reduce our water quality 
or become poisonous. We will have to be testing our water continuously to detect 
this, what will be done when this contamination is detected?

Individual

2150 7 The mine tailing will cause the aquifer to become poisioned with minerals leaching 
from the tailings. The mining process will alter the geography of the land and allow 
water to leach quickly though rock that it would normally go thru slowly or not at all. 
This will add additional minerals which could significantly reduce our water quality 
or become poisonous. We will have to be testing our water continuously to detect 
this. Will the mine supply good quality water into our homes for free? for the whole 
Davidson Canyon area? There are at least 50 households within 2 miles of us that 
will be affected and that is a small part of the Davidson Canyon area.

Individual

2187 4 The overpumping of water would be very damaging to the Coronado Forest and to 
the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

2214 16 What will the cumulative impacts be of this mine and other proposed mining 
operations in the vicinity on water quality?

Individual

2218 9 Over the long term, is it likely that an open pit copper mine will lead to an 
improvement or deterioration in the water local people drink?

Individual
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2235 3 Would the water brought in be equal to the quality of water we hnow have? Our 
water now is EXCELLENT!

Individual

2238 4 Rosemont has stated at separate meetings that it has tested the water from its wells 
for radiologicals and that the CAP water tests are known; and, that it has not tested 
the water from its wells, as there is no need to test, or get a base-liner water 
characterization.

Individual

2250 4 I currently have water at a depth of 740' with a well total depth of 810'. The cost to 
drill my well was $38,000 and I hope you can assure that my well is protected from 
contamination or degradtion in any way as a result of mining activity.

Individual

2251 4 I currently have water at a depth of 740' with a well total depth of 810'. The cost to 
drill my well was $38,000 and I hope you can assure that my well is protected from 
contamination or degradtion in any way as a result of mining activity.

Individual

2273 3 As environmentalists and appreciators of unspoiled landscapes, we are concerned 
that the mine will impact water quality of small communities like Elgin, Sonoita and 
Patagonia.

Individual

2279 1 If the Forest Service cannot ensure that the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, 
Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green Valley) residents will have enough 
groundwater of the quality they enjoy today (6/22/08), and that a mechanism can be 
implemented to ensure that any unforseen negative impacts can be suitably corrected 
then they need go no further in this process and the Rosemont Mine should be 
denied their request to use Fores Service land. The Forest Service has then satisfied 
its motto "Caring for the land and serving people" and can move on to more 
productive projects benefiting the majority of people it serves.

Individual

2389 1 I am concerned about the water quality being effected by the Rosemont mine. The 
main water supply for the mine is projected to originate from the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mts., but the open pit will be at such extreme depth that evacuation wells 
will have to be placed at bottom depths to discharge water from springs, seepages 
and water bearing fissures. The location of the pit means that this would be a 
substantial drain on Cienaga watershed.

Individual

2389 7 Will a complete exhaustive hydrology report be done on BOTH watersheds, so that a 
base line can be developed for water quality?

Individual

2423 6 The project will devastate a water quality in that area which is occupied by a million 
arizonans- what then?

Individual

2449 7 Damage To: would be devastating
d. water table & its quality

Individual

2468 12 With water conservation on everyone's mind, I cannot even imagine the effect of 
these mining proposals on our future water availability and quality! Here is Green 
Valley, one water company in particular has had polluted supply from the local 
copper mine ... these proposals almost ASSURE that toxic chemicals and heavy 
metals would leach into the ground and impact our water supplies. When canyons 
are filled in and land surfaces changed, watershed is dramatically impacted - this is a 
serious consideration! AND the fact that the mine's entire supply will come from the 
aquifers here is the Sahuarita area almost assures deprivation in the future!

Individual
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2475 13 The plan contains a laudable idea of recharging some of the groundwater to mitigate 
the water losses of the aquifer.  However, the quality of the recharge requires some 
very careful considerations with respect to the chemical and microbiological 
parameters.  The origins of recharge water are not quite clear, but if they are from 
Colorado River as one apocryphal comment suggests, then there is a question of 
agricultural return flows causing this recharge water to be high in salinity, nitrates, 
and pesticides.

Individual

2479 3 As the County Supervisor representing the district in Santa Cruz County most likely 
to be impacted by this proposal, I have grave concerns regarding the potentially 
negative impacts upon water quality and quantity.

Government

2489 3 In particular, the Board believes that: 
the potential impact of an open pit mine on aquifers, from 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.

Organization

2512 11 An environmental engineer from Phoenix who manages construction sites 
throughout Arizona, confirmed for me that there are organisms being released into 
the air now, that heretofore have been unrecognized….seeminly in herent solely to 
this desert. There are studies being done to ascertain how much humans, etc are 
being impacted.
Can Augusta provide assurance that further mining will not be responsible for further 
compromising the health of our citizens and our animals via increased contamination 
of our water supply….quality

Individual

2522 1 Aside from all of the environmental hazards, particularly the release of chemicals 
into our water supply in an arid land

Individual

2527 13 The plan contains a laudable idea of recharging some of the groundwater to mitigate 
the water losses of the aquifer.  However, the quality of the recharge requires some 
very careful considerations with respect to the chemical and microbiological 
parameters.  The origins of recharge water are not quite clear, but if they are from 
Colorado River as one apocryphal comment suggests, then there is a question of 
agricultural return flows causing this recharge water to be high in salinity, nitrates, 
and pesticides.

Individual

2529 2 Second.  What pollution may occur, if any, on those domestic water resources from 
the mining and processing operations as proposed by the applicant or any possible 
changes in those operations over the anticipated 20 years of operation of the mine?  
What conditions will be imposed on the applicant to cover the potential for pollution 
of our water resources to assure that we and our animals are protected from personal 
injury and potential loss and replacement of safe drinking water

Individual

2553 1 We do not want the same water quality problems that Green Valley is experiencing at 
this time.

Individual
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2592 41 It is stated in the MPO (Section 2.3.2.4) that "seepage water from the waste rock 
storage areas will not exhibit elevated concentration of metals and major ions". It 
seems unlikely that seepage from the waste rock will be the same as current 
groundwater and rainfall runoff at the site because the large amount of unoxidized 
material that will be exposed to surface conditions will have significant surface area 
for leaching due to its broken condition. The EIS needs to evaluate means for 
ensuring that seepage from the waste rock pile in no way modifies the quality of 
existing ground and surface water resources.

Individual

2592 47 The MPO does not discuss the water quality of CAP water. Sulfate concentrations in 
CAP water exceed 250 milligrams per liter, the secondary standard for drinking 
water. The EIS needs to evaluate the impact of recharging water with sulfate in 
excess of the secondary drinking water standard and elevated concentrations of other 
mineral constituents. Alternatives such as treatment or direct use should be 
considered.

Individual

2592 49 There is no discussion of the water quality of flows expected to overtop the 
compliance point dam or discussion of the contributing sources to flow at the dam.

Individual

2592 51 The EIS should evaluate alternative to prevent impacts to groundwater from the 
tailings facility. For example, the tailings facility should be lined to prevent impacts 
to groundwater by sulfate and tract metals. The MPO carefully selected the word 
"minimize" rather than "eliminate" to describe controls on storm water runon and 
infiltration where by water will percolate through the tailings, leach chemicals from 
the tiling, and transport the chemicals into the groundwater table seepage.

Individual

2592 57 The MPO should ensure that prior to any ground disturbance there is a sufficient 
period of groundwater monitoring to provide adequate statistical characterization of 
water quality parameter during different seasons and recharge conditions.  The APP 
program typically requires a minimum of eight (8) quarters of groundwater 
monitoring on which to establish alert levels.

Individual

2593 80 Other concerns that should be addressed include:
-How would the design of the retention ponds at waste rock piles prevent any 
leakage or drainage into surface and groundwater in the area?
-Would the waste rock facility be lined like the leach pads?
-How would the groundwater and surface water be protected from the inevitable 
leaching of metals and other chemicals if this facility is not lined?

Organization

2593 125 Will the quarterly groundwater quality monitoring results and the annual monitoring 
report to Arizona Department of Environmental Quality be available for public 
review?
How would this information be made available to the public?
How long after mine closure would the groundwater be monitored?
What are the constituents that would be monitored for?
Who would select the lab that does the water quality analysis?

Organization
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2599 32 Much previous public comment on this proposed project has focused on the 
pumping of 5,00-8,000 AF of groundwater each year from wells in the Sahuarita area 
to supply the mine's need for process water, and on Augusta's promise of a 
"sustainable" approach to its water use by facilitating a CAP extension and recharge 
of 105% of the water it will pump out back into the aquifer.  According to Augusta, 
"at the end of the mining project, Rosemont will have added more available water 
than it will use, leaving a 59% net water gain in the community."  This "sustainable" 
approach, however, fails to account for 3 major factors: that the quality of the 
recharged CAP water is substantially lower than that of the groundwater it will be 
using to process ore.

Individual

2599 35 Both reports point out that further study is needed to fully determine impacts of 
Rosemeont Mine to water resources on both sides of the Santa Ritas, and Pima 
County has requested that the Forest Service commission this work.  As water has 
replaced copper as the most valuable mineral in the state of Arizona, these 
independent studies must be completed before a credible draft EIS can be developed.

Individual

2604 4 Groundwater pollution from mine operation - the chemical byproducts from mine 
processing of ore should not be released into the ground without treatment that will 
bring it to potable standards.

Individual

2607 4 Additionally we are extremely fearful that this proposed mine will adversely affect 
the water quality of the adjacent Cienega Basin

Business

2617 2 We own and live on 34 acres just a few miles north of the proposed Rosemont mine 
and are deeply concerned with the devestating effect that this project would have on: 
our precious water supply - its quality

Individual

2617 10 Our three sources of survival water are:
Our own well water (Well # 55-634449), Helmet Peak Deliveries, Hauling water 
from Del Lago's water tank on Rinconado and Andrada roads.

 How do you plan to guarantee that the well water from all three of these water 
sources will not be affected by this project, in quality

Individual

2617 16 We are very concerned about toxic cheimical run-off or seepage into groundwaterIndividual

2619 2 When my well becomes toxic on the East side of the Santa Ritas - Who Will be 
paying for my delivery of water? My family - All Law abiding American citizens or 
the Canadian owned Mining Company.

Individual

2622 5  Arizona Senate President Tim Bee and Reps. Jonathan Paton and Marian McClure 
have raised serious concerns about how the the operation could impact the quality of 
the water supply.

Individual

2629 1 We want to express our opposition to the Rosemont Mine based on the following 
considerations: 1) There is insufficient water available for another mine in our area 
even with an extended pipeline.

Individual

2633 3 Even when painted at its best, so far as I can see, this project seems like a loser for 
Arizona. limited supply of water

Individual
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2637 4 Now the aspect of another mining project in the area will not only disturb the 
landscape but also quality of  water will be probably be the greatest for not allowing 
the project to continue.

Individual

2667 3 We have a small well which gives us 100 gal of clear, clean, delicious water 
everyday. The water reaches us from the south. I have no doubt that these mining 
activities would soon pollute our well. [Well# 55-63449 Township 17, Range 16S, 
Sec 3E Pima Co Book 305, Map 40, Parcel 0170]

Individual

2671 14 Additionally, I am concerned about water quality in these aquifers.  Although 
chemical processing is proposed to be done in lined leach areas, there is always 
potential for escape of chemicals and metals from these areas and associated waste 
ponds.  Furthermore, waste rock will always contain some amount of residual 
chemical and metal oxides subject to runoff from the dry tailings piles.  I am 
concerned about the long term effect of this runoff down Davidson Canyon and 
subsequent migration into the groundwater.  This assessment should be analyzed for 
long term impacts, not 25, 50 or 100 years, but 200 years or more.  Tucson has 
existed longer than this and will be here for long into the future as will the source 
contaminants.  The future value of the quantity and quality of these aquifers should 
not be underestimated.

Individual

2671 17 Please estimate the effect on quality of water in the aquifers as a function of time.  
Please estimate for long term (>200 years) effects.  Analysis variables should include 
as a minimum all natural and un-natural containments being processed and placed at 
or near the surface, the probabilities of weather and rain rates, reliability of leach 
field containment, variability of the tailings soil capping depth and permeability, 
wind and rain ersosion of the soil capping, Davidson Canyon geology and substrate 
permeability between the surface and the local water table, and migration of these 
local watershed contaminants to the surrounding aquifers.  Consideration should also 
be given the effect of dust contaminants and eventual migration from the operations 
site (item 5 below).  Please provide an uncertainty analysis on these predicted effects.

How will the negative value of these effects be considered in the economic viability 
analysis.

Individual

2675 25 Their potential for release to the groundwater should be especially closeley 
monitored, as should the hazardous waste removal process.

Individual

2677 54 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
- Monitoring of impacts to ground and surface water (quality and quantity), and 
actions that will be taken if adverse impacts are shown

Government

2680 3 How will the mine affect the quality and quantity in my well? No one really knows 
how much water we're sitting on, but with my current water table at 380 feet I 
suspect there may not be enough to accommodate the Rosemont Mine and residential 
properties in the area. How will the mining operation affect the quality of my water?

Individual

2686 1 My main concern is water.Individual
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2686 4 The mine plans to operate twenty-four hours a day (think also of light and noise 
pollution here, as there are people living close to the mine), and they plan to use 
approximately 6000 acre feet of water per year, for the twenty years (somewhere in 
the neighborhood of three to four thousand gallons per minute). The loss of this 
much ground water would affect all of us - not just Vail, Cienega Creek and other 
nearby residential areas. The wells of all those living close to the mine would dry up. 
They are already being affected by a test well Rosemont has dug.

Individual

2686 6 The corporation has talked about bringing in CAP water - water which has been 
allocated already to maintain population growth in the area as our ground water 
becomes depleted - so that probably can't happen.

Individual

2688 5 Along with our concerns about water quantity, we are also fearful for the quality of 
our water.

Organization

2698 41 As long term drought intensifies and population increases, water allocation becomes 
a declining sum game. Do we really want to direct our limited groundwater to the 
Augusta mine?

Business

2711 4 The proposed project would likely affect water qualityIndividual

2726 41 As long term drought intensifies and population increases, water allocation becomes 
a declining sum game. Do we really want to direct our limited groundwater to the 
Augusta mine?

Business

2728 5 It would create toxic by-products that would damage the environment and potentially 
poison the water table.

Individual

2729 5 Along with our concerns about water quantity, we are also fearful for the quality of 
our water.

Organization

2732 5 I am also extremely concerned about water use by the proposed mine. Their planned 
use of groundwater raises serious questions about the wells in the area.

Individual

2735 5 There is not enough water for this mine. And it will destroy the aquifer in the whole 
area.

Individual

2736 5 What will be the impact on both quality  of the groundwater  at the mine extraction 
areas?

Government

2736 25 CAP water is not the same quality as groundwater.  What is the effect of replenshing 
the aquifer with CAP water in the aquifer in the short and long term?

Government

2736 28  How will mining activities impact the aquifer?Government

2742 4 My husband and I have read the pros and cons of the project. We came to the 
conclusion that pollution ( water) are serious concerns and we don’t have the 
answers to these problems. Just because copper is at an all-time high should not 
make us nervous and antsy to jump into un-researched other potential problems for 
the sake of jobs or revenue. These decisions have long-term ramifications in 
themselves… some of which there is no turning back.

Individual
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2745 7 The public is VERY concerned about the significant impact on water resources this 
action will have on their  water purity in the Santa Cruz Valley including Green 
Valley and Sahuarita, Corona de Tucson, Marana, and in the vicinity of the mine 
operations.

Individual

2760 11 The EIS should describe the applicable state-adopted, EPA-approved water quality 
standards, including beneficial uses, and discuss each alternative's compliance with 
these standards. The EIS should describe and discuss the permits that would be 
required by State and Federal agencies for water resources related to the project.

Government

2763 1 We are of the point of view that our water is scarce and needs to be protected from 
wasteful use in yet another mining operation. No promise of “replenishing the 
aquifer with CAP water” can make us feel secure since that water won’t supply our 
well, it isn’t of good quality,

Individual

4474 2 The truth is there are plenty of wastelands in the Southwest, including in Arizona 
that have undiscovered metals.  These wastelands are appropriate for modern-day 
mining.  For modern mining has created a plethora of environmental problems, and 
all of them exist here in Pima County.  Water depletion,

Individual

5012 15 WHAT WILL THE IMPACTS TO OUR WATER BE?
- Recharging low-quality CAP water in Green Valley would not only degrade high-
quality groundwater over time, but could also drive the Phelps Dodge pollution 
plume into Green Valley at a faster rate.

Organization

5280 4 Environmental impacts not adequately addressed:
Effects on water quality

Individual

5285 3 Like most citizens my primary concerns center on quantity and quality of water, 
regional economy, including tourism, and vegetation and wildlife.

Individual

6721 3 Although the mine itself is not situated within our area jurisdiction, we nevertheless 
share Pima County's concerns to the environmental and economic impacts such an 
operation may have in their county.  In particular, we acknowledge Pima County's 
concern for the adverse impacts that hard rock mining has had on surface and 
groundwater quality in other areas, and feel that the risk of degrading our precious 
water resources are not worth the benefits.

Individual

6726 12 How will water quality be affected at the lower levels, not only by the CAP water 
quality being pumped into the ground, but the effect of runoff and residual 
processing chemicals down the Davidson Canyon?

Individual

6752 1 As farmers and stewards of the land we know that the value of land and the value of 
water are inseparable.  We can all relate to the fact that water is the essential item for 
all of us to survive.  And we're very blessed in the Santa Cruz Valley to have high 
quality ground water.

FICO  has grave concerns about the Rosemont proposal.  To consider using high 
quality ground water displays poor judgement, bad leadership, and would be a bad 
political decision.

Business

6752 5 Thorough modeling of the impact of ground water use should be required.  The 
studies should include the impact on potential use of all area water users, including 
the effects on water levels, energy costs, well equipment costs, well water quality,

Business
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6775 1 We already know that the quality of our water is greatly diminished in Green Valley, 
to the point that the existing mines have had to build or dig new wells for us.  There's 
no reason to believe that that sulfate plume is ever going to stop.

Individual

6775 12 Ultimately if we lose our water we're going to have an economic impact on all of us.  
The value of our houses will greatly diminish. Our quality of life will diminish. So 
for 19 years of production what do we have to look forward to; reduced quality of 
life, reduced water availability, reduced quality of water,

Individual

6783 2 I am concerned at this point about the effect of the mine on the Cienega Creek 
drainage, whether in quantity or quality, because it's in the Cienega Creek drainage 
basin -- Cienega Creek runs north towards the Rincons, and it turns west and 
changes its name to Pantano Wash.

Individual

6783 4 Now some of the main wells of the Spanish Trail Water Company, that provides my 
water and that of pretty much everybody in Rincon Valley, the well is in the 
underflow of Pantano Wash.  If it doesn't keep getting replenished from Cienega 
Creek, or if the replenishment is the kind of acid water my mother lived with in a 
mining town, where you washed your sheets and they turned yellow from the 
minerals in the water, I think we have a problem.

Individual

6825 2 I am off scenic Highway 83, off of Old Sonoita Highway. I'm told I'm on the plume 
side. The dry tailings are going to be taking up three of the major contributaries for 
the Davidson Canyon where I get my ater, my well. So if any water gets through, I 
will either be dried up on my side or contaminated.

Individual

6834 10 What are the basic pros and cons of the Rosemont mine?
There could be a devastating impact on our water quality as well if there are any 
noxious chemical leaks, and we all know that many noxious chemicals are used in 
the copper mining process.

Individual

6858 1 The upper Santa Cruz aquifer sustains approximately 60,000 people, nearly 5,000 
acres of orchards, thousands of acres of ranches and other farms, the existing three 
mines in our area, and a multi-billion dollar annual tourism and housing industry.

Rosemont is proposing to take our high-quality groundwater and use it not for 
drinking water, not for growing food, but for tailings waste disposal.

Individual

6882 7 And what assurance will be provided that our water remains safe to drink and use?Individual

6895 4 Assessment of the second issue listed in the NOI, "Effects on the quality and 
availability of surface water and groundwater resources" should account for the 
possible continuation of current southwestern drought conditions over the lifetime of 
the mine, along with projected growth of demand by other water users in the affected 
area.

Individual

6921 3 Will the groundwater that the mine wants to take be replaced with the same quality 
water?

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 13 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

Aquifer Quality

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

02

6940 5 Rosemont Tailings Siting Study (Vector)

Figure 11 and text

p. 11, 3.4.4 claims that water quality is a top concern (weighted 9).  Yet there will be 
no engineered or designed permeability barrier installed to prevent downward 
migration of fluids from the tailings into the underlying soils (see photos at end of 
Tailings Siting Study and section 3.7.2, p. 23) and to underlying groundwater 
systems.

Individual

6952 2 I am opposed to allowing Rosemont to mine in the Santa Rita Mountains for the 
following reasons:

1. The water table in the aquifer that serves Green Valley and Sahuarita is already 
declining at the rate of 4 to 6 feet per year.  I do not believe that there will be 
sufficient CAP water to recharge the aquifer and offset the mine's use of water.  I am 
skeptical of Rosemont's claims that it will use new techniques that reduce the amount 
of water needed for its operations.  I do not want this area to be the proving grounds 
for these techniques.

Individual

6975 4 The Ground water at all levels must be analyzed for quality and proper precautions 
when drilling   in order to avoid spreading possible contamination from previous 
mining.

Individual

6987 2 My only suggestion would be to strengthen the soil erosion control and monitoring 
aspects to be more protective of surface water quality and air quality.

Individual

7042 2 I doubt that the groundwater will be left uncontaminated.Individual

7044 3 What purification system are you going to put in place to render the water free from 
all chemical residue before it goes into the aquifer from the tailing store on 
government land?

Individual

7045 2 We live just SW of the Sierrita mine nin Green Valley, AZ.  Water usage at the 
Sierrita mine is already contributing to a degradation in the quality and quantity of 
the ground water in Santa Cruz valley.

Individual

7045 6 Moreover, it is reported our water table is already dropping 2' - 4' per year from, 
predominately, the current mining and agricultural uses.  Meawhile, commercial and 
residential development is proceeding with no end in sight.  The Rosemont mine 
proposes to draw additional water from the Santa Cruz river basin for mining.  In our 
view this will adversely affect the water availability to present and future new 
residents and businesses  in the San Cruz river valley, further  degrade the quality of 
the water that is available,

Individual

7046 3 What purification system are you going to put in place to render the water free from 
all chemical residue before it goes into the aquifer from the tailing store on 
government land?

Individual

7048 6 How will the surface water quantity and water quality in Davidson Canyon and 
Cienega Creek, downstream from the mine site be impacted from the mine?

Individual
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7067 12 7. As a part of detailed pre-mine geochemical baseline study, collect surface water 
samples from the Davidson Canyon watershed and adjacent areas, which may be 
directly impacted by the proposed Rosemont Copper Project. This study is designed 
to document existing levels of potential contaminants that may be present prior to 
commencement of proposed operations.
 8. As a part of detailed pre-mine geochemical baseline study, collect water samples 
from water wells in the Davidson Canyon watershed and adjacent areas, which may 
be directly impacted by the proposed Rosemont Copper Project. This study is 
designed to document existing levels of potential contaminants that may be present 
prior to commencement of proposed operations.

Individual

7067 13 9. As a part of detailed pre-mine geochemical baseline study, collect stream sediment 
samples from streams draining the Davidson Canyon watershed.  This study is 
designed to document existing levels of potential contaminants that may be present 
prior to commencement of proposed operations.

Individual

7072 8 We do not need 500 outside jobs, and 200 trucks per day, and a permanently spoiled 
water system.

Individual

7088 40 The proposed Rosemont Mine in the northeastern Santa Rita Mountains may have 
substantial harmful effects on the streams that drain the mountains, as well as on the 
region's most important sources of fresh, potable water - the groundwater aquifers of 
the Santa Cruz River Valley and the Cienega Basin.  Augusta wants to fill in Barrel, 
Wasp, McCleary, and Scholefield Canyons, yet claims no impact to the Cienega 
Creek watershed.

Organization

7101 8 WATER CONTROL AND MANAGEMENT [Page 40]
Most recently, environmental issues have come to the forefront of tailings 
impoundment design, with special concerns over the quality of effluent and seepage 
from tailings impoundments, both to ground water and surface water. This concern 
has lead to both an increase in treatment of especially toxic tailings effluent prior to 
discharge and more effort toward total containment of the tailings water within the 
impoundment. The latter effort (i.e., containment) is a challenge that has not been 
overcome: according to Vick* (1990), some methods of seepage control are more 
effective than others; however, "'Zero discharge,' even with the use of impoundment 
liners, remains an elusive goal."
*Vick, S.G. 1990. Planning, Design and Analysis of Tailings Dams. BiTech 
Publishers Ltd.

Individual

7116 4 THERE SHOULD BE IN PLACE RULES OF PROCEDURE THAT WOULD 
ESTABLISH A FAIR ,UNBIASED THIRD PARTY ARBITRATION. THIS 
WOULD DETERMINED FAIR COMPENSATION FOR HOME OWNERS AND 
THEIR PROPERTY; WHO WOULD BE DISPLACED BY MINE OPERATIONS, 
AIR , NOISE, WATER POLLUTION , WELL GOING DRY OR HEALTH 
REASONS. THESE HEALTH CONSERNS WOULD NOT NECESSARILY 
PREEXIST AND COULD MANIFEST THEMSELVES AFTER OPERATIONS 
STARTED.

Individual
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7117 18 Historically, the government and the mining entities have underestimated the 
significant and negative impacts of mining on water quality (See Comparison of 
Predicted and Actual Water Quality at Hardrock Mines: The Reliability of 
Predictions in Environmental Impact Statements by Kuipers & Associates, 2006.) 
They found that 76% of the groundwater and surface water polluted by mines 
exceeded surface water quality standards and 73% exceeded groundwater quality 
standards despite the predictions that the mitigation measures would result in 
compliance.

Organization

7117 39 There are significant negative and unmitigable impacts of this proposed copper mine 
on the resources of the Coronado National Forest. They include impacts to water 
quality and quantity, impacts to wildlife, and impacts to recreation, among many 
others.

Organization

7126 6 Further, I am extremely concerned about impacts to water quantity and water quality 
in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek. It is extremely short-sighted and ludicrous 
to allow the use of our very limited high quality ground water for such an operation.

Individual

7134 22 Another specific issue which is conspicuously absent from the materials submitted 
by Rosemont Copper Company relating to its proposed water use is the potential 
migration of an underground sulfate plume from a nearby Phelps Dodge (now 
Freeport McMoran) mine. CNF should be aware that in the immediate area proposed 
by Rosemont Copper Company  for the extraction of groundwater, the Arizona 
Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) has a consent decree with Phelps 
Dodge regarding a sulfate plume that is a result of historic mining operations on 
lands located to the west of the FICO property. 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. The sulfate plume in question is also 
located west of FICO lands, and would be subject to mitigation 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 Rosemont Copper company 
to date, the additional proposed pumping to occur along the eastern side of Sahuarita 
may very well exacerbate the mitigation of the sulfate plume from the Phelps Dodge 
mine, pull that plume further east into that portion of the aquifer that FICO and 
Green Valley rely on for potable water, and cause other potential negative effects to 
the local environment.

Business

7143 3 The proposed Rosemont mine will have significant, detrimental and irreversible 
impacts on our regional water quality and quantity, our wildlife, cultural and historic 
resources.

Organization

7143 9 The proposed Rosemont mine will have significant, detrimental and irreversible 
impacts on our regional water quality and quantity, our wildlife, cultural and historic 
resources. 
This affects us as residents and landowners in many ways. Not only is the water 
quantity and quality for us and our migratory and resident wildlife affected, but all 
our livelihoods and property values that depend on water.

Organization
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7150 17 Surface Water Protection
Surface water quality standards are based on the state-adopted beneficial uses of the 
surface water. These are defined and classified in the Arizona Administrative Code 
(A.A.C.) Title 18, Chapter 11, Article 1. Most of the surface waters directly impacted 
by the proposed project are ephemeral waters that carry aquatic & wildlife ephemeral 
water and partial body contact designed uses and associated standards. However, 
discharges to surface waters flowing north and east may result in impacts to both 
Cienega Creek and to 
Davidson Canyon Creek. Cienega Creek is protected under the Clean Water Act and 
Arizona law as an outstanding resource water. Additionally, Davidson Canyon Creek 
is expected to receive an outstanding resource water designation under the Clean 
Water Act and Arizona law by this Fall. As outstanding resource waters, these 
surface waters are protected from any degradation of existing water quality. Both 
Cienega and Davidson Canyon Creeks are perennial surface waters and carry the 
following designated uses and associated standard found in AAC Title 18, Chapter 
11, Article 1:

Cienega Creek                            aquatic & wildlife, warm water; full body contact; 
fish
                                                       consumption; agricultural livestock watering

Davidson Canyon Creek           aquatic & wildlife, warm water; full body contact; fish
                                                       consumption; agricultural livestock watering

In order to facilitate our review of the EIS, it should identify potential impacts 
caused directly, indirectly and cumulatively to Arizona surface waters and what steps 
will be taken by the project proponent and the Forest Service to ensure the applicable 
and appropriate water quality standards will be met and maintained if the project 
goes forward.

Government

7151 2 Background
Augusta Resource Corporation/Rosemont Copper is proposing to use approximately 
3,330 acres of public land for the chemical laden wastes from their mine. This will 
forever alter the landscape and threaten the water resources of southern Arizona for 
the foreseeable future. The company is planning to leave an open pit over a mile 
wide by nearly 3,000 feet deep that will collect water over time, threatening our 
ground water quality.

Organization

7151 51 How would the mine impact surface water resources in the Cienega Basin?
What are characteristics of the existing stream channels and banks in the area?
What are the general characteristics of the watershed of the project area?
What are the characteristics of existing springs, ephemerals, intermittent and 
perennial streams?
How would these surface water resources be impacted from the project, including 
flow volumes and water quality?
What is the potential for springs upwelling under project features such as the leach 
pad liner?
How would this affect the integrity of the leach pad and liner? Would this increase 
the potential for leaching into the aquifer?

Organization
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7152 4 According to Rosemont's own website, "Rosemont will be one of the largest copper 
mines in the United States." How can this NOT impact the environment, the water 
supply and its quality, the scenic beauty and recreational values, and the wildlife?
Breathing, air quality, light pollution for Mt. Hopkins Observatory must be given 
high priority.

Individual

7153 2 We request that you research and answer the following questions during your 
evaluation process. 
WATER
(1) How will the surface water quality and quantity be protected for all of the 
contiguous and outlying areas such as Corona de Tucson, Vail, Sahuarita, Green 
Valley, Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek?
(2) How will the Rosemont Copper Mine prevent wells in nearby residential and 
agricultural areas from being depleted, and will the landowners be compensated?

Individual

7155 8 The effect on air and water quality of the numerous toxic materials produced by such 
a mine must be analyzed in the context of historical failures to control such 
substances, the absolute lack of any track record for Augusta in managing such a 
mine, and the inherent risks to the region's human and natural environment when the 
inevitable escape of such materials occurs.

Organization

7161 3 Water supply fo the mine is to be taken from the Sahuarita with recharge from CAP. 
I have concerns about the affects on the upper Cienega aquifer levels There is the 
potential also for escape of metals and chemicals from drainage into the open pit 
which in turn can affect the run-off into Davidson Canyon, which connects to 
Tanque Verde wash and ultimately the Rillito in Tucson. This would have a serious 
and long reaching negative impact on our ability to use groundwater upon which 
Tucson and neightboring areas are dependant upon.

Individual

7162 8 But just as important as ensuring sufficient water quantity, the mine's potential 
impacts on water quality must also be thoroughly addressed in the EIS. According to 
the MPO, the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine will be larger than the Berkeley pit 
in Butte Montana, closed copper mine that became one of the nation's largest 
superfund sites. When mining operations creased at the Berkeley Pit, groundwater 
and drainage flowed into the mine, reacted with the surrounding minerals and created 
an artificial lake with highly acidic and heavy metal laden water.

Individual

7163 28 What are the foreseeable impacts to adjacent land owner's well levels, and potential 
impacts to water quantify, quality and the sustainability of communities, agricultural 
practices, etc?

Organization

7163 31 How will mine waste discharges flowing from the Santa Cruz River tributaries 
(Davidson Canyon, the Pantano Wash, Rillito River) be regulated under the Clean 
Water Act? Will they be able to comply with the strict standards required by the 
CWA? (see Pollution Section for further discussion).

Organization

7175 11 The effects on bats of changes in water quantity and quality, light and noise, and 
heavy metals in the soil, water, and air caused by the proposed action should be 
investigated.

Individual

7176 4 Similarly, the pertetual impacts of groundwater evaporation from the pit lake likely 
to result from the porposed action must be addressed - both the quantity of 
groundwater lost through evaporation, and the resultant impact on water quality.

Individual
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7181 9 8. If the groundwater to the east of the Santa Rita's becomes polluted like the Green 
Valley water where, will the water for all of us living in the Sonoita/Patagonia 
corridor come from and will Augusta Resources guarantee they will pay all related 
expenses to get it piped directly to our homes?

Individual

7186 5 Safe Drinking Water Act of 1975. 43 U.S.C. SS 300f et seq.
The Act requires that national health standards be established for water quality in 
public water systems. The Act sets drinking water standards and standards applicable 
to public water systems. A mine would have to comply with the Act if it provides 
water to more that 15 service connections or if the system regularly services at least 
25 individuals on a daily basis, including miners, 60 days out of the year. The Act 
also provides for the protection of underground drinking water resources.
Question
Again we are discussing water. How is this mine going to comply when they are in 
the headwaters of the Davidson Wash?

Individual

7192 7 Impacts to water quantity, movement, and quality and are of grea concern.Organization

7192 10 Secondly, water in this basin is among the cleanest in Southern Arizona. This upper 
basin currently has no major sources of any of the groundwater contaminants that 
impact humans and wildlife in other areas, and the lower basin is nearly as clean. 
Furthermore, studies estimate that the Cienega basin contributes as much as 20% of 
the total annual recharge of the Tucson Basin aquifer used by over a million people.

Organization

7201 3 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity
Water quality

Organization

7202 11 6. Regarding Davidson Canyon; what is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers to suspend the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its 
tributaries as a navigable river? Will the resulting ease of the discharge of waste 
increase the amount of groundwater contamination by Rosemont via Davidson 
Canyon? How will this decision impact the Davidson Canyon? How will 
contamination be controlled and who will be responsible for such control? What is 
the impact on the water flow and quality of water, vegetation, and wildlife in the 
Cienega Creek area?

Individual

7253 80 Other concerns that should be addressed include:
-How would the design of the retention ponds at waste rock piles prevent any 
leakage or drainage into surface and groundwater in the area?
-Would the waste rock facility be lined like the leach pads?
-How would the groundwater and surface water be protected from the inevitable 
leaching of metals and other chemicals if this facility is not lined?

Organization

7253 125 Will the quarterly groundwater quality monitoring results and the annual monitoring 
report to Arizona Department of Environmental Quality be available for public 
review?
How would this information be made available to the public?
How long after mine closure would the groundwater be monitored?
What are the constituents that would be monitored for?
Who would select the lab that does the water quality analysis?

Organization
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7261 3 Her main concern was water quantity and quality, but she was also concerned about 
scenic values, airborne dust, and foreign involvement, especially the investment by 
Sumitomo.

Individual

7297 18 (d) Groundwater recharge waters. The plan contains a laudable idea of recharging 
some of the groundwater to mitigate the water losses of the aquifer. However, the 
quality of the recharge requires some very careful considerations with respect to the 
chemical and microbiological parameters. The origins of recharge water are not quite 
clear, but if they are from the Colorado River as one apocryphal comment suggests, 
then there is a question of agricultural return flows causing this recharge water to be 
high in salinity, nitrates, and pesticides.

Nitrates can pass through soil and sand strata untouched. Salinity will depend on the 
ability of the soil strata to act as a kind of ion-exchange resin to remove its excess 
levels, and pesticides are their special problems for groundwater.

Individual

7306 4 2.� GROUND WATER POLLUTION FROM MINING OPERATION – THE 
CHEMICAL BY PRODUCTS FROM MINE PROCESSING OF ORE SHOULD 
NOT BE RELEASED INTO THE GROUND WITHOUT TREATMENT THAT 
WILL BRING IT TO POTABLE STANDARDS. WE DO NOT NEED ANOTHER 
SULFATE PLUME LIKE THE ON THAT IS CLOSING DOWN WELLS IN THE 
GREEN VALLEY AREA. AN IMPERMEABLE LAYER OF MATERIAL THAT 
WILL DETERIOATE OVER TIME IS NOT THE ANSWER.

Individual

7308 4 Additionally, we are extremely fearful that this proposed mine will adversely affect 
the flow / water quality of the adjacent Cienega  Basin;

Business

7313 2 (Please see my prior email dated 7/14/08 with regard to my concerns about all 
aspects of water in the Area). If the Forest Service cannot ensure that the Area 
(Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green Valley] 
residents will have enough groundwater of the quality they enjoy today (7/14/08)

Individual

7316 4 b.�How will water quality and quantity be affected in surface watersOrganization

7316 28 water quality and quantity degradation on agricultural activities of the area.Organization

7334 4 First, the environmental impact is not negligible. This includes the scenic impact, the 
impact to wildlife and the impact to water and air quality in the Corona de Tucson 
and Green Valley area.

Individual

7336 17 A toxic plume is already present under the nearby Sahuarita mines. Asarco teeters 
near bankruptcy. Will increased groundwater extractions by the Rosemont wells 
draw down resident's wells and draw the existing groundwater toxins into the 
community water supply in Sahuarita?

Individual

7411 2 Water Usage- The plan to recharge of the Santa Cruz aquifer has too many 
uncertainties.   There should also be assurances that the quality of the water replaced 
will equal the quality of the water removed.

Individual

7415 5 On the cost side, local governments and residents have much more to lose because of 
the mine's presence. Who is to pay for degraded watersheds?

Individual
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7440 4 The water in the aquifer that serves Green Valley and Sahuarita is currently declining 
each year. What will be done to ensure that our communities will contine to have a 
sufficient supply of good clean water versus contaminated water from mine tailings?

Individual

7452 3 Not only would the mine create an unsightly  eyesore in this beautiful mountian 
range, but would negatively impact water quality, deplete the water table and would 
generally degrade the area from an environmental standpoint.

Business

7454 2 I am writing to ask that the forest servcie not allow this mine to move forward 
without receiving the completed studies on water quality issues for the US citizens 
residing in the area. Vail water, Tucson water, and private wells all rely on 
wells/water sources that are potentially impacted by allowing this commercial 
venture. Clean, adequate water seems like a basic right to me. Please do not be hasty 
in your decision.

Individual

7456 54 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
- Monitoring of impacts to ground and surface water (quality and quantity), and 
actions that will be taken if adverse impacts are shown

Government

7466 6 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-Will the groundwater that the mine wants to take be replaced with the same quality 
water?

Individual

7470 3 I am concerned about the proposed copper mines in the Coronado National Forest 
and would not like the  water quality to be sacrificed.

Individual

7485 3 We have attended meetings held by the United Sahuarita Well Owners seeking the 
protection of our water rights. Our property is not located in the "test zone" as per a 
map we received from your organization, but between the zone and the east Santa 
Rita Mountains. Due to this, we don’t believe we are eligible to be included in the 
intervention measures that group are seeking.

We are still concerned, however, since we already have regular water shortages, 
especially in the summer. As of this year, we have begun to note on the calendar 
when our water is compromised as it happened this past winter after the "test wells" 
for the Rosemont Project were drilled west of us. Our water got very cloudy and full 
of silt. It was so bad that we couldn't drink or bathe in it and had to get a filter for the 
inlet water to our house in order to save all our faucets and fixtures from getting 
clogged. Our shared well manager also informed us that we had to have extensive 
work done on our well pump when this happened.

Individual

7487 14 Additionally, I am concerned about water quality in these aquifers.  Although 
chemical processing is proposed to be done in lined leach areas, there is always 
potential for escape of chemicals and metals from these areas and associated waste 
ponds.  Furthermore, waste rock will always contain some amount of residual 
chemical and metal oxides subject to runoff from the dry tailings piles.  I am 
concerned about the long term effect of this runoff down Davidson Canyon and 
subsequent migration into the groundwater.  This assessment should be analyzed for 
long term impacts, not 25, 50 or 100 years, but 200 years or more.  Tucson has 
existed longer than this and will be here for long into the future as will the source 
contaminants.  The future value of the quantity and quality of these aquifers should 
not be underestimated.

Individual
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7487 17 Please estimate the effect on quality of water in the aquifers as a function of time.  
Please estimate for long term (>200 years) effects.  Analysis variables should include 
as a minimum all natural and un-natural containments being processed and placed at 
or near the surface, the probabilities of weather and rain rates, reliability of leach 
field containment, variability of the tailings soil capping depth and permeability, 
wind and rain ersosion of the soil capping, Davidson Canyon geology and substrate 
permeability between the surface and the local water table, and migration of these 
local watershed contaminants to the surrounding aquifers.  Consideration should also 
be given the effect of dust contaminants and eventual migration from the operations 
site (item 5 below).  Please provide an uncertainty analysis on these predicted effects.

How will the negative value of these effects be considered in the economic viability 
analysis.

Individual

7493 2 I am also specifically concerned with the affect on the water quality as a result of the 
mining. We live not that far away from the proposed project, and we are concerned 
about the impact on our wells.

Individual

7498 11 Synergistic effects similarly apply - for example, how might groundwater overdraft 
in the Upper Santa Cruz basin influence the spread of the sulfate plume now moving 
down-gradient into the valley from the Sierrita mine?

Individual

7499 5 The water supply to this area and all of Southern Arizona would be jeopardized by 
this project. There hasnever been a mine in the world that avoided ground water 
contamination!!! The quality!!!

Individual

7500 6 I am a well owner, and the quality of my water is excellent right now, as well as the 
flow. How does the company propose to prevent toxic materials and heavy metals 
from leaching out of the waste dumps and into the groundwater, thus contaminating 
MY well, as well as my neighbors'? Once open, we know from other sites' 
experiences, that accidental spills happen more often than not. Are you convinced 
enough from their statements in this regard to issue a positive EIS? I am not!!

Individual

7502 4 Questions remain regarding how this mine will affect:
2. the water supply and possible impact on water quality

Individual

7504 28 The Rosemont mining operation proposes for the rock to be dispersed, or built up on 
Forest Service land, in some places 600 ft high, in and oblong circle 3.5 miles long 
and 1 mile wide.  This will cover several springs and streams, causing water 
diversion right through the ore processing area should there be flooding.  Drains will 
be engineered for this somehow but it is unclear if they were to be concrete lined of 
just earthen graded paths.  The impacts of all of this must be considered, especially 
for cumulative effects.

7508

7504 55 The proposed "recycling" of water by Rosemont must be examined and projected 
along with calculations of the potential for higher temperatures and drought 
projected by the effects of global warming on the desert Southwest.

7508
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7504 68 The proposed Rosemont Mine in the northeastern Santa Rita Mountains may have 
substantial harmful effect on th estreams that drain the mountains, as well as on the 
region's most important sources of fresh, potable water - the groundwater aquifers of 
the Santa Cruz River Valley and the Cienega Basin.  Augusta wants to fill in Barrel, 
Wasp, McCleary, and Scholefield Canyons, yet claims no impact to the Cienega 
Creek watershed.

7508

7504 72 The northeastern Santa Rita Mountains receive approximately 18 to 22 inches of 
rainfall each year, almost twice that received by the adjacent valleys.  This rain, fresh 
and uncontaminated, flows from the mine area via two streams northeastward into 
Davidson Canyon and then into Cienega Creek and, finally, Pantano Wash, which 
drains westward toward Tucson.  The streams serve the following purposes:

1.  They create riparian zones that support healthy vegetation necessary for a diverse 
ecology and for control of erosion of stream banks.

2. They supply a number of springs and tinajas that are the source of water for 
countless birds and other animals, large and small, that inhabit the area.

3. They recharge small groundwater basins along their courses - the sources of water 
for a number of domestic wells.

4. They are a significant source of fresh, uncontaminated water for the Tucson 
groundwater basin, the source of most of Tucson's potable water.

5. They serve as treasured recreation sites for residents and visitors alike.

7508
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7504 74 The Rosemont Mine Plan of operations shows that the mine, during its 20-year life, 
will create approximately 4 square miles of mine and mill waste dumps at the 
headwaters of these mountain streams.

As rain falls throughout the year onto the surfaces of these dumps, it will infiltrate 
the uncovered surfaces, then percolate downward, slowly becoming acidic as it does 
so and probably dissolving one or more different types of possibly toxic metals and 
other substances.  Because the bases of the dumps will not be lined with impervious 
materials (as the leach pads at the mine and municipal solid waste landfills are 
required to be), this now-contaminated water will find its way into the bedrock and 
bedrock fractures underlying the dumps and ultimately emerge in the springs and 
stream beds below the mine.

The nature and amount of this contamination cannot be predicted precisely, but its 
effect will be to degrade, possibly very seriously, the ecology and water quality of 
the streams.  In addition, major storm events could rupture surface-containment 
berms and other protective structures, possibly allowing large amounts of very fine-
grained mill waste from the leach pads or the waste dumps to enter the streams' 
drainage systems, thus causing additional contamination.  The readings in the mill 
area of Sierrita mine show other heavy metals that are toxic, including cadmium, 
selenium and arsenic.  All the public wells in Green Valley are in the process of 
installing arsenic treatment because of naturally occuring arsenic in the Santa Cruz 
aquifer.  These heavy metals are more or less inert and harmless in conglomerates 
buried under the ground.  However, in the same way as uranium, when the metals are 
ground to face powder consistency and added into water with other chemicals, they 
become liable to enter the environment through the soil, aire or water.  How will 
these impacts be mitigated, and what are the cumulative effects of this?

7508

7504 93 How does Rosemont Copper propose to prevent toxics from leaching out of the 
waste dumps and into the groundwater?

7508
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7504 96 Toxic chemicals are used in the Flotation Process to separate the copper and out of 
the milled powder.  Link to a complete explanation of processing copper:  
http://electrochem.cwru.edu/ed/encycl/art-m02-metals.htm

This Flotation Process is the major extraction method where there is poor quality of 
the ore.  Xanthate chemicals produce bubbles that the copper adheres to and the "bad 
stuff" falls to the bottom. These chemicals used for flotation are hydrocarbons with 
complex configurations, but some are as simple as kerosene.  It is claimed that the 
volatile organics used in the Flotation Process do not go into the slurry that goes into 
the tailings impoundment because they are filtered out before the slurry goes to the 
impoundment.  This is not a sound analysis.

1) Filtration is not a treament technology for volatile organics.  Treatment is pushing 
air through the solution, which releases the volatile chemicals into the air, the 
equivalent of landfilling the waste chemicals in the air.

2) Some are amine compounds that break down into nitrates, so the presence of 
nitrates in the groundwater is an indicator of travel of these compounds, which can 
be very mobile in an oxygen solution (H2O).  

Some of the Chemicals Used in Flotatino Process and in the Thickening Process that 
takes the water out of the used slurry:

Alky Aryl Oxime
Petroleum Distillate
Sulfosuccinate surfactant
Alkyl Xanthate salt
Nalco 7873 - no chemical formula given
Alcohol/hydrocarbon blend

Pits become toxic lakes that are harmful to wild life and not consistent with a 
recreational area:  The operation plans to remediate the tailings and waste rock as it 
goes along, which means there will be no back-filling of the pit because there will be 
nothing to fill it with. When the operations cease, the pit will no longer be 
dewatered.  Therefore, the pit will fill with water from the ground and storms.  A 
natural lake has mud and clay lining, whereas the pit will be exposed minerals which 
will create a significant potential for acid water in the pits once the mining has 
stopped.  What will be the long term and cumulative impacts?  How will this be 
prevented and mitigated?

7508
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7504 100 Toxic chemicals are used in the Flotation Process to separate the copper and out of 
the milled powder.  Link to a complete explanation of processing copper:  
http://electrochem.cwru.edu/ed/encycl/art-m02-metals.htm

This Flotation Process is the major extraction method where there is poor quality of 
the ore.  Xanthate chemicals produce bubbles that the copper adheres to and the "bad 
stuff" falls to the bottom. These chemicals used for flotation are hydrocarbons with 
complex configurations, but some are as simple as kerosene.  It is claimed that the 
volatile organics used in the Flotation Process do not go into the slurry that goes into 
the tailings impoundment because they are filtered out before the slurry goes to the 
impoundment.  This is not a sound analysis.

1) Filtration is not a treament technology for volatile organics.  Treatment is pushing 
air through the solution, which releases the volatile chemicals into the air, the 
equivalent of landfilling the waste chemicals in the air.

2) Some are amine compounds that break down into nitrates, so the presence of 
nitrates in the groundwater is an indicator of travel of these compounds, which can 
be very mobile in an oxygen solution (H2O).  

Some of the Chemicals Used in Flotatino Process and in the Thickening Process that 
takes the water out of the used slurry:

Alky Aryl Oxime
Petroleum Distillate
Sulfosuccinate surfactant
Alkyl Xanthate salt
Nalco 7873 - no chemical formula given
Alcohol/hydrocarbon blend

Pits become toxic lakes that are harmful to wild life and not consistent with a 
recreational area:  The operation plans to remediate the tailings and waste rock as it 
goes along, which means there will be no back-filling of the pit because there will be 
nothing to fill it with. When the operations cease, the pit will no longer be 
dewatered.  Therefore, the pit will fill with water from the ground and storms.  A 
natural lake has mud and clay lining, whereas the pit will be exposed minerals which 
will create a significant potential for acid water in the pits once the mining has 
stopped.  What will be the long term and cumulative impacts?  How will this be 
prevented and mitigated?

7508
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7504 102 The Forest Service has written a report on the flooding by groundwater of open-pit 
mines in several abandoned mines in Region 6 pit lake.  Water quality in these pit 
lakes varies from highly acidic to alkaline.
Www.fws.gov/pacific/ecoservices/envicon/pim/reports/Reno/PitMines.htm

The Berkeley Pit in Butte, Montana is a 1.5 square mile open pit approximately 
1,700 feet in depth.  Ground water has infiltrated the open pit and created a pit lake 
about 710 feet in depth containing 30 billion gallon of water with a pH of 2.5.  Birds 
landing these acidic pit lakes can ingest this water which causes severe trauma to 
their gastrointestinal tracts and eventual death.  The acidic water also removes 
natural oils from the birds' feathers causing them to die by drowning or 
hypothermia.  In 1995, the Berkeley Pit proved lethal to over 300 snow geese which 
used the pit lake as a migratory stopping place

7508

7504 104 Abandoned open pit uranium mines in Wyoming also have formed pit lakes.  This is 
relevant, uranium has been mined in Pima County at the Twin Buttes mine; 
therefore; uranium could be present in the waste rock in the Rosemont area.  
Uranium-bearing formations are usually associated with strata containing high 
concentrations of selenium.  Pit lakes formed in open pit uranium mines can contain 
very high levels of selenium in the water.  One pit lake in wyoming contains over 
100 parts per million (microgram per Liter [ug/L] of selenium.  Waterborne selenium 
concentrations greater than 2ug/L are known to impair the reproduction and survival 
of aquatic birds due to the high potential for dietary toxicity through food chain 
bioaccumulation.  Www.theminingnews.org/news.cfm?newsID=1405

The heavy metals native to this area include Copper, Manganese, Zinc, Cadmium, 
Selenium, Uranium and other alpha emitters.  Data from the area underneath the 
milling area at Sierrita is sparse since that area is not included in the Aquifer 
Protection Permit.

7508

7504 133 What are the security measures planned for transport and on-site storage, and the 
potential risk of accident, or criminal or terrorist activity?  What will be done to 
prevent static discharge or lightning strikes from causing an unplanned explosion?  
What consideration for shock effects or damage to cities, power-lines, wells, pipes, 
or the underground aquifer from such a large amount of explosive discharging 
accidentally will be provided as protection for the community and the environment?  
What planning has been done and will be done for this contingency?

7508

7504 167 Historically, water levels have declined considerably in this general area due to 
mining.  Documents publicly available show lowering of groundwater in the area of 
mining, both at Twin Buttes and Sierrita.  The data is dated because this type of work 
was only done in the early 1980s after F.I.C.O. sued the mines because of their heavy 
use of water and contamination causing high salt/hardness content.  The report is 
"Ground-water Monitoring in the Tucson Copper Mining District," prepared by Pima 
Association of Governments and Upper Santa Cruz Basin Mines Task Force (created 
only for this study).  The report is available from Pima Association of Governments 
(792-1093).

7508

7524 2 Issue #2 - water is going to become of paramount importance over the next decades 
and quality of both surface and ground water sources need to be zealously guarded.

Business
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7571 1 Augusta Resource/Rosemont Copper ("the company") is proposing to use 
approximately 3,330 acres of public land for the chemical laden wastes from their 
mine, which will forever alter the landscape and threaten our water resources for the 
foreseeable future. They are also planning to leave a open pit over a mile wide by 
nearly 3,000 feet deep that will collect water over time, threatening our ground water 
quality.

Individual

7590 6 How would the water rights be preserved in both quantity and quality without a 
probably ineffective and unsustainble "recharge" effort?

Individual

7592 28 Yearly estimates are presented for the use of hazardous materials including, but not 
limited to, 9,000,000 gallons of diesel fuel, 73,000 tons of sulfuric acid, 105,000 
gallons of fuels and oils and 1200 tons of ammonium nitrate. These materials have 
significant potential for explosion, toxic and corrosive spills and damage to health 
and the environment.

Their potential for release to air or groundwater should be especially closely 
monitored, as should the hazaroud waste removal process.  However, the only 
hazarous wastes projected are mundane items such as paint thinner, acetone in small 
quantities and residue waste from containers and cans. In fact, Rosemont seeks to 
take advantage of an EPA designation of Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity 
Generator (CESQG) to facilitate its disposal process (pp. 54, 55 from the Rosemont 
MPO)

Individual

7598 21 we are concerned about water quality in these aquifers. Although chemical 
processing is proposed to be done in lined leach areas, there is always potential for 
escape of chemicals and metal from these areas and associated waste ponds. 
Furthermore, waste rock will always contain some amount of residual chemical and 
metal oxides subject to runoff down Davidson Canyon and subsequent migration 
into the groundwater. This assessment should be analyzed for long term impacts, not 
25, 50 or 100 years, but 200 years or more.

Individual

7598 28 Should my well be affected in either quantity or quality, how will we be 
compensated and what is the certain of compensation?

Bottom line: Our well currently provides a potential of 40+ GPM for our household 
and a wildlife habitat improvement project constructed with the funding and 
cooperation of the Department of Agriculture and the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service for the local wildlife, specifically the Pronghorn Antelope. The 
mine would be responsible for any change to our current well status and quality.

Individual

7599 4 If a new source of water is required is required will its quality and purity be 
consistent with my current groundwater?

Individual

7810 5 If the groundwater in our area becomes polluted like the Green Valley water where, 
will the water for all of us living in the Sonoita/Patagonia corridor come from and 
will Augusta Resources guarantee they will pay all related expenses to get it piped 
directly to our homes?

Organization

8677 2 The economic, or the impacts as far as the environment would be severe and it would 
also affect the water quality

Business
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8717 6 You can't guarantee that there won't be any problems with water purity in the future. 
This just is not the area. We don't like the idea that someone from out of the country 
is doing that, too.

Individual

8722 3 We live in the desert and need our water supply and we need it to be clean and not 
contaminated by a mine operation.

Individual

8773 1 The ground water that Augusta Mine would use would never be returned to this 
fragile desert area as it is, pure.  The Pima County, Santa Cruz County, public is 
aware that we must protect the pure water that we have, because not to do so will 
impact the already fragile desert environment in our lifetime and beyond.

Individual

8784 5 The biggest concern that I have about this is, though the water quality.Individual

8814 4 In addition to that, after the water is used up there, it goes back into the ground 
somehow, and we get water that's not fit to drink back into our aquifer.

Individual

8822 6 Why should we allow a mine to take our valuable and pure quality groundwater to 
use for mining with the proposal to substitute Colorado River water which is of 
lesser quality.  I don't  believe that is in the environmental interest of any of us here 
in the Santa Cruz Valley.  And I hope that you give that thought some real study and 
ultimately agree with many of us here that for these environmental reasons this mine 
should not go forward.

Individual

8850 4 My other concern is water quality. Everybody is on a well system out there and I 
think we're downhill from a lot of where the mining is, and also the amount of water 
that they're going to be using will certainly, certainly put a strain on our system as far 
as I can tell.

Individual

8864 2 The aquifer is delicate and development has been intense up and down the corridor. 
Um everywhere there has been, um, a strip mine the water has been polluted for 
generations after, as well as home soil and (unintelligible).

Individual

8880 5 Contaminated water on the well water in the area.  It will definitely contaminate the 
well water.

Individual

8897 1 My property located in the Corona de Tucson area, approximately five miles north of 
the propsed Rosemont Mine site, has a domestic groundwater well with ADWR 
Registration Number 55-576685. What will be the impact of the mine operations on 
the water quality and guantity delivered from my well?

Individual

8903 3 Regarding Davidson Canyon; what is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers to suspend the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its 
tributaries as a navigatable river? Will the resulting ease of the discharge of waste 
increase the amount of groundwater contamination by Rosemont via Davidson 
Canyon? How will this decision impact the Davidson Canyon? How will the 
contamination be controlled and who will be responsible for such a control? What is 
the impact on the water flow and quality of water, vegetation and wildlife in Cienega 
Creek area?

Individual
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8906 7 Have studies been done to compare "mine" vs. "no mine" and the impacts on the 
economy, tourism, recreation, the ecosystems, vegitation, wildlife, groundwater, 
surface water, water quality and availability, roadways and emergency services? If 
so, are the studies available for public scrutiny? If studies have not been done, what 
is the reason for this inaction?

Individual

8912 2 We are still concerned, however, since we already have regular water shortages, 
especially in the summer. As of this year, we have begun to note on the calendar 
when our water is compromised as it happens this past winter after the "test wells" 
for the Rosemont Project were drilled west of us. Our water got very cloudy and full 
of silt. It was so bad that we couldn't drink or bathe in it and had to get a filter for the 
inlet water to our house in order to save all our faucets and fixtures from getting 
clogged. Our shared well manager also informed us that we had to have extensive 
work done on our well pump when this happened.

Individual

10359 1 Clean waterOrganization

10443 1 This mine will destroy our water quality.Organization

10597 2 These mines greatly undermine our well water qualityOrganization

10610 2 Please keep our water supply clean.Organization

10704 1 Save the Santa Ritas and our water quality!!Organization

10781 1 I live near the proposed site of this mine and I am concerned that my ground water 
will be contaminated.

Organization

11048 2 Our water is pumped from well #55-517980 and we would like to know the impact 
that the Rosemont mine will have on our water table. Will our water table be lower 
as a result of this mine? If our well happens to run dry, who will pay to get water (of 
the same quality we currently have) to our home?

Individual

11068 28 Yearly estimates are presented for the use of hazardous materials including, but not 
limited to, 9,000,000 gallons of diesel fuel, 73,000 tons of sulfuric acid, 105,000 
gallons of fuels and oils and 1200 tons of ammonium nitrate. These materials have 
significant potential for explosion, toxic and corrosive spills and damage to health 
and the environment.

Their potential for release to air or groundwater should be especially closely 
monitored, as should the hazaroud waste removal process.  However, the only 
hazarous wastes projected are mundane items such as paint thinner, acetone in small 
quantities and residue waste from containers and cans. In fact, Rosemont seeks to 
take advantage of an EPA designation of Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity 
Generator (CESQG) to facilitate its disposal process (pp. 54, 55 from the Rosemont 
MPO)

Individual

11080 2 Our water is pumped from well #55-517980 and we would like to know the impact 
that the Rosemont mine will have on our water table. Will our water table be lower 
as a result of this mine? If our well happens to run dry, who will pay to get water (of 
the same quality we currently have) to our home?

Individual
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11082 25 "It is anticipated that drainage from these waste rock slopes will be suitable for direct 
discharge into ambient receiving water bodies"
I would like a little more assurance than "anticipated" if the water is going to run 
down into Tucson's water. I've also read somewhere else in the MPO (how many 
different variations floating around?) that is the compliance point damn breaks 
(which is also the testing point for this assumption) that they will just rebuild it. This 
is not good enough. There has to be adequate and accurate assurance that our water 
and Tucson't water is protected.

Individual
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1 1 I am primarily concerned about the design and implementation of a suitable 
monitoring plan which addresses the quantity and quality (chemical mineralogical, 
biologcal, of any groundwater resources underlying the propose project or aquifers 
accessible to the project.

Individual

1 4 A large open pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains would cause water quantity 
problems.

2 1 Our primary concern:
The dewatering of the pit, which will go 2,200-2,700 feet below the current 
elevation -- will this draw down the aquifer(s) in the vicinity, and how far down over 
how great an area will the water be drawn.

Individual

2 5 Our well, drilled in August of 2006, goes down 460'. If it goes dry, we will not be 
able to live on our property, nor will we be able to sell it. If our well were drawn 
down substantially by the mine development and/or activity, would Rosemont 
mining co./Augusta be required to compensate for our damages ($1,000,000+)> By 
what mechanism?

Individual

2 15 Many residents in this area are on fixed income. If their wells run dry many cannot 
afford to have them drilled deeper.  Proving that the mines are responsible for lower 
groundwater tables is difficult.  If this becomes a problem will Augusta guarantee 
that they will pay for well improvements necessary to provide water?

3 1 Rosemont'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 community.

22 1 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?

24 7 Pima County commissioned and submitted a hydrogeological study to the Coronado 
that raised the threat of surrounding groundwater and surface water depletion from 
pumping out an open pit copper mine.

24 18 There is every likelihood that a mine -- a Rosemont Ranch as is being proposed -- 
would dewater wells currently in use (as has already been done by Augusta Resource 
Corporation test wells) and imperil future drinking water sources for residential use.
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43 1 How will surface water quantity in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek be 
protected?

43 2 The water drawn from the wells the mine will need, will lower the water table, and 
cause our well to run dry, or not produce enough water. I share a well with my 
neighbor, and it cost us $25, 000 to put it in. This represents a significant investment 
which could be at risk of supporting our households. We can't afford to drill another 
well. The pump is at 750 feet, and the well is at 840 feet. I doubt very much that we 
could possible go any deeper. The alternative of trucking in water is time consuming 
and expensive. Some of the mines are planned upstream of us and could easily take 
out enough water to dry up our well. We will then have to take them to court and 
prove they harmed us and that is expensive too!

Individual

43 3 How will Rosemont Copper prevent wells in nearby residential and agricultural areas 
from being depleted, and how will hey compensate the landowners?

52 4 Depletion of the watershed through groundwater pumping is going to have all kinds 
of effects including on riparian areas, endangered species, other people with wells, 
users of water throughout the cienega creek watershed.

Individual

57 3 The arid desert does not have enough water to sustain a mining operation. Augusta 
should come up with hard scientific data to show that their operations will not 
deplete our groundwater.

Individual

134 7 There are major questions and problems regarding impacts on water, wells, 
watershed, groundwater in volume and depletion.

155 1 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?

160 2 The same studies warn that dewatering of the Mine’s pit could significantly lower 
the groundwater levels south and north of the Mine in the region east of the Santa 
Rita Mountains. The Mine’s water production wells near Sahuarita in the Santa Cruz 
basin west of the Santa Rita Mountains will affect the basin’s ground water levels 
and nearby existing wells.

160 6 Independent original studies must be undertaken to produce for the Forest Service 
valid and reliable empirical data concerning the Mine’s impact on the quantity of 
regional surface water and groundwater sufficient and necessary for developing the 
Environmental Impact Statement (hereinafter “EIS”) and demonstrating compliance 
with the Regional National Forest Service Policy on Groundwater.

160 10 COMMENT 1B: THE EXTENT THAT DEWATERING OF THE MINE’S PIT 
WILL ALTER THE LOCATIONS, LEVELS, AND/OR QUALITY OF 
GROUNDWATER IN THE REGION REMAINS UNDETERMINED.
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160 12 Discussion: The Mine’s open pit, which may be as deep as 2,900 feet, will likely 
invade the ground water resources on the east side of the Santa Rita Mountains. 
Dewatering of the pit through pumping could dry up or significantly lower the water 
levels in the many existing residential and other wells in the region east of the Santa 
Rita Mountains. A hydrological study commissioned by Pima County (see 
Attachment B which is incorporated herein by reference) estimates that dewatering 
of the Mine’s pit could lower the regional ground water table by as much as 2,000 
feet. Drilling as a cost of $30 per foot to increase the depth of these existing wells to 
reach a significantly lowered water level will place an unjustifiable financial burden 
on their owners. Futhermore, Augusta's proposed recharging of the Santa Cruz basin 
(see COMMENT 1C) will not benefit the depleted ground water resources east of the 
Santa Rita Mountains.

160 14 COMMENT 1C: THE ADVERSE IMPACT OF THE MINE'S PRODUCTION 
WATER WELLS ON REGIONAL GROUND WATER RESOURCES ARE 
UNSUSTAINABLE GIVEN ANTICIPATED POPULATION GROWTH IN PIMA 
AND SANTA CRUZ COUNTIES AND INCREASINGLY STRESSED WATER 
RESOURCES.  Discussion: Augusta plans to develop six high-volume production 
water wells in the Santa Cruz basin to the west of the Mine-also an important 
contributor to greater Tucson's water supply-with a combined pumping rate of up to 
9,000 gallons of ground water per year, Augusta applied for and the Arizona 
Department of Water Resources (ADWR) issued Augusta a withdrawal permit for 
6,000 acre-feet of ground water per year or 114,000 acre-feet over the 19-year 
lifetime of the Mine. According to ADWR calcuations, 6,000 acre-feet of water is 
sufficient to meet the residential needs of 30,000 people for one year-equivalent to 
the population of Maran, Arizona. In total, after 19 years, the Mine will have 
pumped a minimum of 40-billion gallons of ground water from the Santa Cruz basin. 
Depletion of regional ground water on this scale will not be sustainable. According 
to the ADWR, about 40 percent of the state's water use comes from groundwater 
sources. For over a hundred years, Arizona's groundwater has been pumped out more 
rapidly that it has been replenished. This is especially true in Pima County. By 
continuing to overdraft the state's groundwater supplies, the state's ability to ensure a 
secure water supply for the future is at risk.

162 1 It is a well-known fact that the watertable in the Green Valley region of Southern 
Arizona is significantly diminshing with each passing year. The Greatest contributor 
to this critical lose of water is the amount of water demanded for the current mining 
operations in the area. Rosemont Copper Mines estimates they will initially use 
between 5,000 to 8,000 acre feet of water per year. It is the accepted standard to 
calculate that 1 acre foot annually provides enough water for two families of four. 
This means that Rosemont Copper Mines would annually require a water supply that 
could support 10,000 to 16,000 families or 40,000 to 64,000 individuals for one year.

181 1 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?

182 2 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?
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182 5 What do you estimate the future ground water table to be?

184 2 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?

184 4 What will Augusta do to guarantee I have water, and how long will the guarantee last.

777 6 Even is the NEPA process concludes (incredibly) that an open pit mine more than a 
mile wide, together with its thousands of acres of tailings and maintenance facilities, 
will not destroy wildlife habitat, pollute ground water, and poison air quality, put an 
intolerable burden upon existing water supplies and destroy the natural beauty of that 
area of the Santa Ritas, it is a foregone conculsion that its steady stream of ore trucks 
will make Scenic Highway 83, a hellish obstacle course.

Individual

1505 1 Rosemont Copper Company has acquired a parcel of residential property  (about 50 
acrers) near my home and plans to put in several wells, at depths of 1,300 feet, to 
continuously pump 6, 000 acre-feet of groundwater (our drinking water) each year 
for the next 20 years. They will transport this water 15 miles up to and over the crest 
of the beautiful Santa Rita Mountains to it's mine for processing 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.

Individual

1505 3 National Environmental Policy Act Section 101 paragraph B pertains to Rosemont'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.

Individual

1509 1 Reasons why Rosemont Mine shold NOT be allowed: 1.) water- there's not enough 
especially if this drought continues.

Individual

1510 1 How will our water supply be protected?Individual

1510 3 If the plume moves further because of Rosemont water useage, Green Valley & 
Sahuarita will be hit hard from resulting economics.

Individual

1513 1 The mine should not happen because it will accelerate the fall of our water table. I 
say this based on Pima County and reports in Green Valley and Tucson newspapers, 
this will certainly increase the cost of obtaining water

Individual

1514 1 My biggest concern is our water. We have lived in this property since 1986. During 
that time the rainfall has diminished tremendously. This has caused all the wells in 
the whole area to draw down considerably already.  With Rosemont wells at 1250' & 
ours at 250', this will make a tremendous problem for all resident wells the first time 
Rosemont turns the pumps on & it will just get worse every day from there.

Individual

1523 1 I am concerned about water depletion levels if this mine is allowed. The water table 
in Green Valley has been dropping for years and the cubic feet of water projected for 
this mine must have a negative affect on available water.

Individual

1527 1 We have a large problem of low water and if you open the mine you will drain our 
aquaduct

Individual
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1529 1 We do not have enough groundwater to support this activity. Freeport mine 
(formerly P.D.) has used 505,734 AF since 1987! It uses 24 million gls/day.

Individual

1531 1 With our present condition on water in the Green Valley area, it seems that this is 
NOT a good progressive plan to conserve an already a lack of water.

Individual

1532 2 The Tucson water table is dropping 2 feet/year.Individual

1534 2 I am opposed to the proposed mining operation (Rosemont Copper Project) because: 
Inadequate source(s) of water

Individual

1535 1 The aquifer is already depleted and dropping 2-4 feet a year. Due to the test pumping 
in Sahuarita people are already experiencing wells going dry and sand in what water 
they can access.  Their property will be worthless and this is only a test. Wait until 
they suck out 100,000 acre feet from the groundwater.

Individual

1536 4 The wells in nearby developments have already been effected by the drilling of wells 
by Rosemont. What happens to these people. Will Rosemont compensate them.

Individual

1538 2 The outlook for ground water shortages is bound to occur with the mine pumping 
from 5000 to 8000 acre feet of water per year.

Individual

1542 3 The water table is droppingIndividual

1542 6 The pit will go down 2.000 feet- what will happen to the water table?Individual

1543 2 Water table is already low and will only get lower. This will impact Green Valley 
residents directly.

Individual

1550 1 I believe water if a critical issue, both quantityIndividual

1553 1 how will it affect water quantity in the regionIndividual

1554 2 the water in the aquifer that serves Green Valley and neighboring areas is currently 
declining by two to four feet per year. The Rosemont mine will contribute to 
accelerating this decline. What wil be done to ameliorate this problem?

Individual

1555 1 I don't see how its justified for the Rosemont Mine to use groundwater.Individual

1558 5 Maybe the next generatoin will even worry about Arizona becoming a ghost state 
when mining and population have devastated the quantity

Individual

1559 7 Already is being affected by water loss are the people whose wells are near the mines 
test wells.

Individual

1560 1 This proposed Rosemont copper project goes threw how much water water will be 
needed? How much will be taken from the water table in acre ft per day?

Individual

1562 1 No business can operate without the necissary resources. Rosemonts mine needs 
water, They have none. So they have bought a few acres 28  miles away, in a 
community where every one is on a private well. Average water depth is at 280 ft. 
Rosemont has drilled 3 wells to date at a depth of 2000 ft. Within 50 ft of some 
residential wells. Their yearly needs approach that of Tuscon.

Individual

1566 3 Our water table is dropping precipitouslyIndividual
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1567 1 Water! Water! Water! The proposed Rosemont Mine site is already causing problems 
for specific homeowners near the test wells and is already causing a significant 
amount of ground water being taken out of the G.V. aquifers.

Individual

1567 2 It is not possible to deplete the G.V. aquifers and not face serious water issues if 
Rosemont is allowed to complete their project.

Individual

1571 5 The quantity of water will be bad.Individual

1572 2 Immediate concerns:
Depletion of water supply

Individual

1573 2 I do not watnt o copper mine because we do not have enough water for a mine.Individual

1574 3 We do not have enough water for such an operationIndividual

1577 1 We are concerned about the impact ta our water supply.Individual

1580 3 How will Sauhaurita residents be compesated + provided water when mine pumping 
drops or degrades their wells

Individual

1580 4 If water is pumped for Santa Cruz aquafer will it be returned to Santa Cruz aquafer?Individual

1581 1 I am extremely concerned about water resources in the Santa Cruz Valley.   We are 
in the midst of a drought and the water table is dropping while nobody seems to 
know how low it can go before we run out of water.

Individual

1582 3 There is no accurate estimate of how long the water in our aquifer will last -Individual

1585 5 Our greatest concern relates to the squandering of precious water resources on an 
already-taxed environment in close proximity to densely populated areas.

Individual

1588 2 Don't go forward to allow a foreign country to deplete our water supply.Individual

1589 1 I am concerned about the depletion of our water table if this mine is approved.  I've 
been told that the mine will use 1/2 the amount of water Pima County uses/year.  Our 
water table is dropping several feet/year and pumping is getting more difficult now.

Individual

1591 1 Our aquafir is down about 65-70%-water usage for the Rosemont mine is one of the 
problems for this entire area.

Individual

1592 8 watershedIndividual

1593 1 water depletion of wells by AugustaIndividual

1597 2 Water shortage!!Individual

1598 3 Water-shortage will forever be affected.Individual

1600 1 I am concerned about depletion of our water supply.  In Green Valley we currently 
run a 40,000 AF deficit of water recharge to our water source.

Individual
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1604 5 The Green Valley aquifer does not have a sustainable water supply given current 
pumping rates in the Upper Santa Cruz River Basin.  The deficit between pumping 
and recharge is approximately 40,000 Acre Feet (AF) excluding the Rosemont 
Mine.  The level of the aquifer is dropping between 2 and 4 feet annually.  No 
comprehensive plan exists to achieve sustainability.  Central Arizona Project (CAP) 
water is our only possible source of renewable and sustainable water.  The Rosemont 
mine will consume 5000 AF from our aquifer that otherwise could be available to 
mitigate our crisis.

Individual

1604 7 Several recent events prompted this letter, which leads me to ask that Rosemont 
Copper Company be requested to conduct a comprehensive study of our Santa 
Cruise Aquifer and the impact that the pumping will have on it and other water users.

Individual

1604 10 FICO's attorney Snell & Wilmer have filed a formal objection with the Arizona 
Department of Water Resources (ADWR) and state that "pumping levels proposed 
by Rosemont could cause an additional 150 feet of drawdown over a 20-year period"

Individual

1609 1 See attachment.Government

1611 8 I believe the Rosemont Copper Project would negatively impact: The availability of 
water in wells and streams, affecting both wildlife, ranching, and humans.  With 
water being perhaps the MOST CRITICAL issue facing our region in the future, we 
cannot afford to allow so much potable water to be used in this manner.

Individual

1612 3 Water: The claim that four canyons can be filled with no damage to the watershed is 
ludicrous at best. Studies show the near certainty of dewatering of existing wells

Individual

1614 1 My biggest concern is water depletion.Individual

1615 5 I sent an e-mail already to Bev outlining all of the serious consequences that will 
resolt if this mine goes through.
Safety, health, tourism, property values, shutting down of Hwy 83, water depletion-
all negative.

Individual

1618 1 The bottom line (cost/benefit) is a loss to AZ and especially this region. Loss of 
water would be greater than the $ gained by a prurate Mining Company.

Individual

1618 6 Water loss will cost more than Arizona will gain.Individual

1620 1 My primary concerns are:
Depletion of water table

Individual

1621 2 We are in the middle of a 15 yr drought. Even with CAP water I am very concerned 
that the wells in the area will be adversley affected either be a lowering of the water 
table or pollutants leaching into the aquifer.

Individual

1625 1 (1) the potential impact of an open pit mine on  aquifers, both from depletion 
represents an enormous threat to water supplies in the immediate vicinity of the mine 
and to watersheds key to supplying Tucson and its surrounding areas;

Organization

1633 1 The most critical issue here is the depletion of water resources in the area.Individual

1633 5 This mine will ruin the area. Blasting, water depletion are all real scenarios.Individual
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1645 1 I am concerned about the following with regard to increased mining in the Rosemont 
copper project:  
Water-use increase;
Effect on wildlife in Davidson Canyon and surrounding areas;
Increased traffic and construction on wildlife.
All of the above seem to be detrimental if the proposal is allowed to go through.

Individual

1647 5 5 to 8,000 acre feet pumping of ground water in the area will devastate local wells 
and the water table.

Individual

1649 3 Rosemont has focused its water sustainability to the Green Valley/Sahuarita area.  
However is does not discuss the riparian area down-stream of the mine .. nor do they 
discuss the water resources on the eastern side of the Santa Rita's - where they will 
be pulling much of their ground water.

Individual

1651 1 We live approx 8 miles north of the proposed mine. Our biggest concern is water.Individual

1652 3 I would like to have a plan in place with legal agreements to reimburse for water loss 
from property near the mine (Hillton Ranch Rd area). This would include whatever it 
took, new wells, deeper wells, piping water in from Vail to replace the loss of quality 
in water or the water itself.

Individual

1655 3 In my letter of November 12, I requested that Rosemont be requested to make a 
comprehensive hydrological study of our aquifer to determine the exact impact that 
Rosemont pumping will have on our community. Has Rosemont been requested to 
do this?

Individual

1656 3 The Rosemont mine must not be approved because:
The proposed mine would dewater residential wells in the area of their 6000 
acre/ft/yr wells. Will the CNF guarantee this won't happen?

Individual

1659 3 Concerns: Water quality, scenery, water use.Individual

1660 6 Well water depletion to residents in area.Individual

1670 1 There are already strains on the water supply coming from the Colorado River to 
Arizona. When the groundwater becomes polluted, where will water resources come 
from?

Individual

1671 3 How can you support a hard rock open pit mine which will jeopordize our remaining 
water resources in an area with an already depleted supply?

Individual

1672 7 We can not let the mines take our water!  Most of the well on Rt83 are 500 to 1800 
feet deep and very fue have lots of water.  Some people on Rt83 water for 2 people 
and these people have put in three well and still have very little water.  Some on 
Rt83 have dug wells and they have No water.

Individual
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1674 1 Six families share one well in our neighborhood for our water needs. This well will 
be directly affected if the mine operation goes into service. We need this well to be 
functional in order for it to support our homes. There is only so much water to go 
around, and a mining operation will have a very negative impact on the water 
availability in this area. WE have three lots in our same neighborhood that are 
uninhabitable because the drilling of four wells to locate a viable water source was 
unsuccessful. Another family had to move because the well could not support a 
family of four. Two to three gallons a minute doesn't make for a large water source. 
We cannot have this same situation occur with our well and water source. I bet you 
live in a house where you take it for granted that you will get an unlimited amount of 
water if you turn on a faucet. I want that luxury also!

Individual

1675 5 If the proposed mine is put in our water is threatened. I live on Highway 83 and we 
have a community well which 6 families use. If this mine is put in their constant 
pumping will render us waterless and we will have to buy our water. This is simply 
unacceptable.

Individual

1676 1 How deep is the mining company planning drill to maintain their operation.

Our well is about 400 presently, and we are a family. If our wells dry out, what is the 
course of action to be taken by the mining company to ensure our wellbeing.

Individual

1676 2 Will the mining be force to seek other sources to get water if and when our wells dry 
out.

Individual

1680 1 I am concerned about water usage in AZ. As that is a limited resource in the desert.Individual

1683 5 Sahuarita, its neighbors, and the entire region have a vested interest in potential 
water use, the environment-especially te control and monitoring of air pollution and 
land usage by the proposed mine. These are not merely academic questions for us; 
these issues directly impact our lives and our community.

Government

1684 5 Rosemont is projected to be a state-of-the-art mine. It will use water-conserving 
technology, referred to as dry-stacking tailings, to reduce water usage. This is an 
important consideration in Arizona. It is also planned to place the tailings in a 
manner to curtail the migration of stormwater off-site and minimize the flow of 
interstitial tailings. Water usage is anticipated to be about 5,000 to 7,000 acre-feet. 
The total amount of water used in the Green Valley/Sahuarita area was about 76,000 
acre feet in 2006, so this will be about 7% of the total. The golf courses in the area 
consume nearly 6% of the water used. The FICO (Farmers Investment Company) 
pecan groves utilize 5 times as much water as will Rosemont.

Individual

1686 2 Water use - major problem we are in a drought.Individual

1687 3 we don't want the poison in water or the water gone.Individual

1689 2 In the southwest groundwater is a precious resource. How can groundwater be 
allowed to be use for mining and considered an equivalent replacement by re-
charged water?  There is no comparison - save the groundwater for the people and 
animals.

Individual
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1696 1 We need our water, 5000 gallons a minute is too important to the life of our 
communities. Why should the profit motive be more important than our lives and 
well-being.

Individual

1698 2 I'm concerned with quality +quantity of our water; Air Quality (I have asthma)Individual

1703 1 Deleterious and dangerous reasults to grownd water, traffic safety, and travel times, 
wild life habitat, soil and water pollution and permanent damage to the tourism-
based economy of South Pima and Santa Cruz counties.

Individual

1707 5 The MPO states that the open pit mine will "operate 24 hours per day, seven days per 
week, and 365 days per year." This will generate an "ore processing rate of 75,000 
tons per day, or 27 million tons per annum."

This amount of ore processing requires a great deal of water. Augusta proposes 
taking 5,00 acre feet of water per year from our aquifer for 20 years, or a total of 
100,00 acre feet. An acre foot of water is 326,000 gallons. Five thousand acre feet of 
water would support 10,000 families of four for one year.

Organization

1707 7 According to the Arizona Department of Water Resources, the water withdrawal 
from the Santa Cruz River aquifer has increased by 50 percent between 1985 and 
1995; by 2 percent between 1995 and 2005, and is projected to increase by 20 
percent in the next decade. This totals a huge 141 percent increase for the 30-year 
period. As the Santa Cruz aquifer is not supplied by any means

Organization

1708 10 Of equal concern is the ability to replace the water that the mine will inevitably 
deplete.  "We believe that the operation plan the developer submitted does not 
contain enough information about the impact of this mine on ground and surface 
water in the surrounding areas," McClure said. "We need more answers."

Organization

1709 1 The mine will be 400-1500 feet below the bottom of my well. I see no analysis that 
assures my  water and water quality will be protected.

Individual

1712 5 Besides all the environmental impact, safety issues of the impact of trucks on 83 and 
ruining our water table, this will be just ugly!

Individual

1713 2 But citizens will be drinking cap water because our precious supply of water will be 
used to mine?

Individual

1715 1 My concern is water usage and depletion of the aquifer for the region.Individual

1716 1 Water, quantity + quality How long will it take to use all the water in the aquifer if 
this is where the mine plans to get water for mening?

Individual

1716 3 Will the residents that depend on groundwater be required to buy water from another 
Source due to dry wells. The water (Aquifer) will not last forever - Please consider 
the Animals, + humans dependent on it now and in the future.

Individual

1718 1 The issue of water use by the mine is staggering considering we live in a desert and 
are in drought conditions.

Individual

1719 2 I am alsom against Rosemont using Large quantities of water from the Aquifer West 
of the Santa Ritas.

Individual
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1731 1 We have been warned repeatedly by the City of Tucson,Pima County, the state of 
Arizona, and the media that we are rapidly running out of water in Southern Arizona 
and that consumers must conserve this precious resource. Now we learn foreign 
investors have unlimited access to our auquifer.

Organization

1738 2 We have great concerns as follows:
Water consumption

Individual

1741 2 Due to Drilling in the Sahuarita Area it would cause permanent water Table issues as 
well as increased land subsistance to the Sahuarita Area.

Individual

1741 5 Down stream watersheds will be affected in two ways: 1st less water will reach 
them - either due to re configuring of the landscape or through mine usage.

Individual

1746 1 The Board of the Cienega Watershed  Partnership (CWP) is deeply concerned about 
the potential devastating environmental impacts of the open pit mine proposed for 
Rosemont Ranch. In particular, the Board believes that: 
the potential impact of an open pit mine on aquifers, from depletion represents an 
enormous threat to water supplies in the immediate vicinity of the mine and to 
watersheds key to supplying Tucson and surrounding areas

Organization

1748 9 The Mine's operation will deleteriously affect:
Well water supply

Organization

1750 2 Please don't distroy that valley + use up our water.Individual

1752 2 Too many chances for this mine to dry our aquifers, in spite of their proposed 
recharge plans.

Individual

1754 2 What will be done to ensure that the area residents have safe and plentiful suppy of 
drinking water?

Individual

1755 3 What will be the impact of the amount of groundwater used by mining operations 
over the life of the mine and beyond its current and future availability of 
groundwater to the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia and 
Green Valley) residents as it pertains to sustainablity of human life.

Individual

1757 1 What assurances can Rosemont Mine make regarding groundwater availability in the 
Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green 
Valley) should there be inadequate supplies of CAP water to replace or recharge the 
groundwater that the mine proposes to use?  Would the mine be prepared to shut 
down operations if CAP recharge water is not available?

Individual

1758 1 What recourse will the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, 
Sahuarita and Green Valley) residents have in the event of any negative impacts 
caused by the Rosemont mining operations from ground water use (pumping)?

Individual

1760 1 How is this mine going to affect wells in Davidson Canyon, the Fasan Mountains 
area and Corona de Tucson?

Individual

1761 5 There are perennial streams in the area which means a high water table. How will the 
mine owners mitigate the impact on these streams and the underlying aquifer.

Individual

1762 3 The proposed project will adversely impact the watershedIndividual
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1765 1 Our well site will be downstream from the mine site. The water flow runs north. This 
means that our water supply might be depleted.

Individual

1767 1 Around the area of the mine they will pump any water out to de water the pot and 
our house is only a few miles away and if they dig as deep as proposed our well will 
dry up. We won't have any water.

Individual

1768 2 This mine will push us over the edge. Their profits will be at the expence of our 
water supply.

Individual

1770 4 I am concerned about the impact of heavy truck Traffic widening of Hwy 83, the 
toxic leaching from the tailings into our groundwater supplies, the pumping of 
Groundwater from the Sahuarita area, the noise pollution, effect on the wildlife, the 
scenic beauty of our Forest.

Individual

1771 4 the negative impact on our limited water resourcesIndividual

1775 14 Cienega Creek (which by the way, Augusta wants to fill Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, 
and Scholefield Canyons, yet claims no impact to the Cienega Creek watershed!), 
Dadvidson Canyon, a nominated Wildlife Habitat, as well as Rosemont Canyon, our 
decreasing water table, the peace, beauty, solitude and scenic attraction for thousands 
of out-of-state tourists, are all in serious peril of becoming a beautiful memory our 
children will only have "heard" of!

Individual

1776 3 Water- we live in the west. Water would habe to be piped in from Sahuarita and they 
already have water issues

Individual

1780 3 6,000 acre feet is a trillion gallons a year, unbelievable this is even being 
considered.  Absolutely unbelievable.

Individual

1783 1 What happens when the mine makes my well go dry?Individual

1787 2 We don’t need more water use.Individual

1806 2 My water is pumped from well number 55-555565
The legal description for the property is: 
Township_ S-Range_ E-Sec
Pima County_ Book_Map_Parcel
306-21-002K Lot 2

Individual

1807 1 When pit is dug far enough it will flood with water from aquifer. They will have to 
pump it out to preform there operation. This will have a Tremendous nagative impact 
on all the surrounding wells in area. Who will be responsible when our wells run 
Dry?

Individual

1810 1 Is there any guarantee that Rosemont mine will not pump groundwater from the East 
side of the Santa Rita's. They say they are not. Than why have they dug 5 wells at 
1500 ft.?

Individual

1810 2 I am on a fixed income. If my well runs dry, I cannot afford to have it drilled deeper. 
Proving that the Rosemont Mine is responsible for loqwe groundwater tables is 
difficult. If this becomes a problem will Augusta guarantee in writing that they will 
pay for well improvements necessary to provide my with water?

Individual

1814 2 My questions concern the quantity of our water supply.Individual
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1814 4 Will Rosemont Copper Company guarantee us water?Individual

1818 1 1. What is the water management plan that will prevent the continued depletion of 
viable drinking water in an arid desert envirionment that has been in drought 
condition for many years?

Individual

1831 1 The Rosemont mine would be a disaster for the Green Valley - Sahuarita aquifer!Individual

1832 2 What is the risk of wells that support mine having a negative impact on the aquifer of 
Forest Service lands

Individual

1834 1 I live on Alvernon approx. 3/4 miles from the well.  Have lived there 38 years and 
never had any water problems.  We do not need any problems.  Our water will be 
going down like a spring - and no amount of CAP water will help that.  We are 
already in a drought - so why let these people bring us more problems?  The mine is 
not needed but water supply is-

Individual

1835 1 We need our water supply to remain as such.  The wells they are planning on putting 
in will pump hundreds of gallons an hour and will not stop pumping.  They will 
pump 7 days a week 24 hours a day.  At this rate we will have no water left.

Individual

1838 3 The entire Green Valley - Sahaurita area has a water problem. The water table is 
going down with our present population.

Individual

1843 1 I have lived in Sahuarita at the same place with my own well for 36 years.  I have a 
small yard with grass and trees.  I also have 2 horses.  My well has never been 
deepened and I have never had any difficulties with it.
I certainly hope that I don't begin to have any water problems, if the mine is allowed 
to operate.  If it occurs how will my water problems be taken care of?

Individual

1844 1 As a representative of the well owner in the Sahuarita Heights I am vehemintly 
opposed to the pumping of our ground water to supply the proposed Rosemont mine 
operation.  The Rosemont mine should get their water supply from CAP water, if 
that is not enough water for their mining operation that is Rosemont's problem.

Individual

1845 3 We are greatly concerned about the mine drying up the well.  Not only our drinking 
water drying up

Individual

1848 1 My opinion of the Rosemont Project is that it will be an excessive draw on the water 
supply that feeds our area.

Individual

1849 3 Our Sahuarita lot is the last property we will ever own.  Our well is 300 ft deep, 
Rosemonts are 1250 ft.  I didn't move out here to drink CAP water

Individual

1850 3 With the amount of water needed for this proposed project the subsoil moisture will 
be completely depleted -  taking water away from the ground plants, the households 
and the ranchers.

Individual

1852 2 The whole ecosystem relies on water which the mine will reguire. Unless the mine is 
able to furnish the fresh clean water it is removing from Cienega Creek in Davidson 
Canyon. The area will dry up and become desert.

Individual

1852 4 Furnishing water to any other area willl not help this problem any.Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 43 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

Aquifer Quantity

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

1853 2 The whole ecosytem is dependent on the water which the mine will suck up. Without 
water the ecosystem and the native species in it will be exterminated.

Individual

1854 3 The so-called "profits" of this mine would cost loss of the aquafer, destruction of the 
" sky islands" and area desert and grasslands; upset the diversity and habitat of 
wildlife and birds, create traffic, waste, and damage to the forest.

Individual

1856 14 Cienega Creek (which by the way, Augusta wants to fill Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, 
and Scholefield Canyons, yet claims no impact to the Cienega Creek watershed!), 
Dadvidson Canyon, a nominated Wildlife Habitat, as well as Rosemont Canyon, our 
decreasing water table, the peace, beauty, solitude and scenic attraction for thousands 
of out-of-state tourists, are all in serious peril of becoming a beautiful memory our 
children will only have "heard" of!

Individual

1857 1 The Santa Rita mountains are located in southeastern Santa Cruz County which is in 
the Sonoran Desert. It is doubtful that there is enough water to supply an open pit 
copper mine. The idea that a mining company- any where- would be allowed to use 
CAP water for any part of their operation is an outrageous proposition and should be 
immediately turned down. Already one of the "test" drillings has drained wells from 
surrounding properties. If Rosemont Mine is allowed to go forward, how can 
Augusta and/or the US Forest Service guarantee residents that it will not have a 
negative impact on their water supply? What will Augusta and the US Forest Service 
do when there is no longer enough water for local residential, agricultural and 
commerical consumption?

Individual

1861 1 Please remember we are running out of water.Individual

1863 2 That is not sufficient justification for using our very limited water supply which is 
needed by the citizens of Green Valley/Sahuarita area for their very survival.

Individual

1864 6 And on the subject of water…..this is Arizona. We have been in a drought for more 
years than I care to remember--a lot longer than just the 1990s. Yes, Rosemont 
Copper claims they have enough water, but when they have to boy and transport the 
water from Green Valley, I tend to disagree. The streams used to run in the Santa 
Ritas and down into the valley almost year-round, but it has been years since that has 
happened. That in itself should be a red flag to you; the water isn't there and what 
little there is, Rosemont Copper will suck out at an alarming rate.

Individual

1866 3 Our other immediate concern is the distinct possibility that our well will go dry as 
the mining operation pulls more and more waterf out of the ground, upstream from 
us.

Individual

1871 3 The draw down on the aquifer will be considerable with their water requirements and 
the immediate effect would be bad enough but the long term effect would be 
disastrous. The natural replenishment to this aquifer is based on annual precipitation 
average over thousands of years. The natural environment is reliant and adjusted to 
status quo.

Individual

1872 1 Mining should not be allowed where there is so little water.Individual
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1874 1 The water table in the aquifers is critical to this Sonoran Desert area not only for the 
human residents here but also for the abundant but fragile plant life. Singing Valley 
North, and the valley that surround it are full of century oak trees that survive from 
the same aquifers that will be drained to meet the requirements of the Rosemont 
Copper Mine.

Organization

1874 3 The surrounding communities of Green Valley, Vail, Singing Valley will also suffer 
the water depletion, as Sahuarita is experiencing now after the test well(s) were 
drilled by Rosemont Copper.

Organization

1876 1 Concerns: Long term water especially wells dug locally.Individual

1881 2 Water is too precious in this area to allow a mine to use our aquafer water.Individual

1885 6 The area, the state, could not tolerate the water necessary for mining.Individual

1888 2 The current drain because of residential, commercial and mine usage in our area will 
cause the water table to continue to fall unless some other source of replenishment is 
obtained.

Individual

1891 14 The water issue is an enormous on in the dry State of Arizona. I don't know how to 
say it more emphatically: water is critical in the Sonoita/Rosemont area. Loss of 
water in wells as a result of mining is more than a legitimate concern.

Individual

1893 3 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.

Individual

1894 1 How will the mine effect the aquifer under Green Valley? What is the plan for 
recharging it - With clean water, please.

Individual

1896 6 Is there any guarantee that Rosemont mine will not pump groundwater from the East 
side of the Santa Rita's'?

Organization

1896 7 What effect on the groundwater table will digging a mile wide 2500 foot deep pit 
have on the groundwater on the East side of the Santa Ritas. Many residents have 
wells that are 3 to 4 hundred feet deep.  Will they require deeper wells, or will city 
water have to be provided?  Who will pay for this?

Organization
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1899 2 There have been numerous environmental regulations put on the hard-rock mining 
industry since the Mining Act of 1872, one of them being the Clean Water Act.  But 
according to testimony of John Leahy, distinguished professor of law at University 
of California before the Senate Committee on Energy and Natural Resources last 
September, the Clean  Water Act does not protect groundwater.  It is generally 
designed to "protect, sort of, industrial waste coming out of pipes.  Mines don't pose 
those kinds of problems.  They need, in some respects, some clean water act permits, 
but the quantity impacts of hard-rock mining are not addressed under the existing 
environmental laws."  He goes on to say that the Mining Law itself is utterly silent 
on environmental regulations and that the newer laws do not comprehensively 
address the myriad of environmental threats posed by hard-rock mining such as the 
depletion of ground water pollution, and disruption of wildlife habitat.  In light of 
the proposed Rosemont Copper Project, this is particularly disturbing since 
according to Supervisor Ray Carrol in his letter to Congress, the federal land that 
Rosemont wants to "develop" is at the headwaters of Tucson's water supply.  Fore 
example, Heavy rains and flooding such as we received as recently as 1993 in the 
Rosemont Project area would have washed out the tailings impoundment and 
polluted the whole area with toxic chemicals.

Individual

1899 3 Do not allow these mining activities to take place on NFS land that threaten major 
water supplies.

Individual

1900 5 Water aquifers will be drained and depleted, springs will dry up, and wil… be 
deprived of water resources.  The use of 5,000 to 8,000 acre feet of water per… 
mores is unacceptable to this desert region.  What will be done to keep Rosemo… 
over use of water?

Individual

1904 5 I am particularly interested in the effect  of the proposed mine on water supplies in 
the area.

Individual

1904 9 It is likely that a mine at Rosemont Ranch as is being proposed would dewater wells 
currently in use (as has already been done by Augusta Resource Corporation test 
wells) and imperil future drinking water sources for residential use.

Individual

1908 1 Water - The mine(s) would require far too much water and would seriously impact 
existing wells in that area.

Individual

1911 5 Water is already in use here.  Why allow a mining company to use up large amounts 
of our groundwater.

Individual

1913 1 Where is the water going to come from that will be used by the mine if approved.  If 
it is form wells in the area surrounding the mine what impact will that have on the 
water residents in the draw  from wells in the same general area.  If a replacement 
source of water is not brought in by the mine for the duration of the mining operation 
the approval should not occur.  Perhaps you are not aware but we do have a growing 
water shortage in the area and drawing out more water than  what is replaced is not a 
good idea.  Perhaps your home may suffer the consequences of either no water or a 
major water reduction of water usage due to the mine using available water.  Think 
about that possibility for perhaps yourself and other residents in that area.

Individual

1914 6 The chemicals used in open pit mining pose a grave danger to the water table, which 
is under enough stress as it is.

Individual
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1917 4 I am concerned about the following environmental & health issues:  Water quantity 
and depletion of groundwater.

Individual

1919 1 So many ways this mine will impact this entire area.  Water is a huge concern, our 
water is pumped from the local aquifer & this mine will doubtless contaminate the 
water.  Never mind dropping the water level of our well.

Individual

1920 7 I am concerned about the negative aspect the operation of mine will bring to bear on:
Hydrology water tables will decline

Individual

1921 1 Tucson AMA model study shows water levels will drop 150 feet by the year 2025 
(i.e. 31,000 acre feet per year). Rosemont Mine expects to pump 6,000 acre feet per 
year. Eric Holler manager on the Southern Arizona Bureau of Reclamation admits 
Green Valley is heading for a water crisis.

Individual

1922 5 The proposed mine would dewater residential wells in the area of their 6000 
acre/ft/yr wells

Individual

1925 1 The mine's proposed use of our groundwater for the next 20 years is MOST 
troubling! It is our life blood--every drop!

Individual

1926 1 The proposed mine is going to take away water that is already needed by people here 
before the mine. The water tables are going down so it's obvious we don't have an 
adequate supply of water now or for the future.

Individual

1927 1 The concerns that fuel my opposition to the proposed Rosemont Copper Project 
revolve around the following issues. 1. The mining operation will pump large 
quantities of ground water from our common aquifer over many years.

Individual

1928 1 The proposed Rosemont Copper Project concerns me greatly because of its impact 
on the declining water supply in our area. Our water level in the aquifer is being 
depleted 4 ft a year right now due to overpopulation and building.

Individual

1929 1 Mining is also a financial incentive by it use good water that can never be recovered. 
Providing a pipeline of cap water does not replace the quantity or quality of the 
water use.

Individual

1929 2 Drilling wells for mine use will lower the water level endangering many existing 
private wells.

Individual

1932 2 Strong possibility of our wells running dry.Individual

1933 1 Water useage by the mine and the deprivation to the surrounding countryside and 
communities- clean H2O act, safe drinking H2O, etc

Individual

1934 1 I am concerned about the water usage the mine will demand and how it will effect 
us- the residents of this water aquifer.

Individual

1935 1 The Rosemont proposal is to draw high quality drinking water from the aquifers that 
supply the West side of the Santa Rita Mountains and Green Valley, at a rate of over 
6,000 acre-feet of ground water to use in their mining operation. The propose to 
replace this with Cap water. This would likely cause as many as 300 local wells to go 
dry and lower the water tables of the entire Green Valley area.

Individual
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1936 2 The idea of them taking our precious groundwater to use in their mining, while 
leaving us with the terrible & undependable CAP water is unthinkable. CAP may not 
always be available to us in the future, but they would continue to drain the aquifer, 
thus affecting the amount of drinking water, not only for the Santa Cruz Valley, but 
for everyone downstream, including Tucson. This issue ALONE should be sufficient 
reason to deny this mine.

Individual

1939 1 What are you forest people thinking? To allow a precious and finite resource like 
that to be gobbled up like that for a foreign company that will be gone in a 
generation?

Individual

1940 2 The most important is water- Lowing the water table will hurt everyone in the Santa 
Cruz water shed.

Individual

1942 2 Water resources are so important to AZ, and their huge use of water will deplete the 
acquifer + cause ground subsidence.

Individual

1943 2 Water issues concern me a great deal -- both quantity + quantity.Individual

1944 1 My main concern is water!  A Pima County commissioned and submitted Hydro 
Geological study showed a major depletion to water tables of Davidson Wash + 
Santa Cruz River aquifers.

Individual

1945 4 This project, which is incompatible with the current local and quantity problem.Individual

1946 4 This project, which is incompatible with the current local and quantity problem.Individual

1948 8 I am concerned about the use of ground waterIndividual

1949 1 the water table which supplies Green Valley is already dropping each year.  Future 
generations may not be able to live here because of the mine's huge consumption of 
water.

Individual

1952 2 Southern Arizona has a severe water shortage.Individual

1956 6 Pima County commissioned and submitted a Hydro Geological Study to the 
Coronado that raised the threat of surrounding groundwater

Individual

1958 1 We have great concern about the long-term effect of mining on the water table and 
environmental impact on that water as well as the irrefutable negative impact

Individual
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1960 2 As you well know, we have been in a drought situation for the past 10 years in 
Arizona.  In many areas, more groundwater is being pumped than being replaced.  
This holds especially true in the Green Valley area.  We have been in an overdraft 
situation for many years.  For FY 2006, we had an overdraft of 40,000 AF.  We have 
not received the figures for 2007, but it will be more than that because of the massive 
groundwater pumping by the copper mine, the pecan grove and golf courses.  All are 
demanding more water due to higher temperatures in the summer and less rainfall.  
This is not a fantasy, but real facts.  Note:  When Sierra Vista had an annual 
overdraft of just over 4,000 AF, everyone got into a panic and wanted to address the 
issue, and did.  Green Valley area has an overdraft of over 40,000 AF annually, and 
no one seems to really care.  There has been a lot of talk, but no sound action.  Every 
day/month/year that goes by, only compounds the severity of the groundwater crisis.  
Government agencies and politicians perceive that we are all over 65 and maybe 
have less than 10-12 years, so why bother.  Then a new group of retirees will move 
to town and we can continue to fool them for a while longer.

In 1998 when the Malcolm Pirnie Report was published, everyone knew (DRW, 
Pima County, copper mine, pecan grove) if we did not beging some type of 
groundwater recharge, the area was going to be in trouble.  The proposed CAP 
pipeline was presented that would extend from Pima Mine Road to the Canoa Ranch 
area.  Phelps Dodge and FICO (pecan grove) decided it was cheaper to pump 
groundwater, rather than do the right thing and they forfeited the offer of 23,000 AF 
of CAP water annually.  Also, they did not want to assist financially with the 
extension of the pipeline.  It is not up to the taxpayers to pay this bill, as the copper 
mine and pecan grove pump 85% of our groundwater from this basin.  Everyone has 
gone along their merry way, hoping no one would find out the truth, just pumping 
and pumping our groundwater.  They had the wells and grandfathered rights and no 
one could touch them.  The politicians are afraid to do the right thing, as the lobbyist 
are very powerful and votes are more important than taking care of the people of 
Green Valley.

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

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

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

Individual
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gentleman that lives off of Sahuarita Road where his well has dropped 60 feet in the 
past five years.  In the next year, he will have to drill another well to the tune of over 
$14,000 to secure a water supply (and for how long).  You people must factor in the 
human consequences of what this new mine will create for all the well owners in that 
area.

1960 3 Groundwater in this area flows from the Nogales area towards Marana.  We already 
have less water coming down the Santa Cruz River (helps to recharge the Canoa 
area).  Now if the new copper mine begins to draw down the groundwater in the 
Sahuarita area, it could possibly deplete the water in the Green Valley area even 
further.  As that water level goes down, the Green Valley water would begin to flow 
towards Sahuarita at a faster rate.  Groundwater knows no boundaries, there are no 
gates down there to tell it to stay here.  So as the Green Valley area is receiving less 
water from the south, so could we further lose our groundwater faster to the north if 
the Sahuarita  table begins to decline.  And it will.  The only thing we do not know is 
when, but it will be sooner, rather than later.  In possibly less than 10 years, how do 
you tell people 75 years of age and older that they have to go and get bottled water.  
Many are crippled and some with no means of transportation.  Further, maybe they 
can only flush their toilets for two hours a day when the water is turned on.  What do 
we do when the small water companies in Green Valley close their doors (there are 
six water companies here) because they cannot afford to drill deeper or dig new wells 
(not knowing how long that water will last).  I have personally seen this happen, and 
believe me it it not a pretty picture.  It cost the State of California and a County 
millions and millions to correct a problem that could have been prevented.

Individual

1960 4 The National Environmental Policy Act, Section 101, Paragraph B pertains to 
Rosemont's activities of transporting groundwater away from Sahuarita that would 
interfere with the natural balance of the environments ability to maintain critical 
water levels for the overall development and welfare of the community.  Rosemont's 
transportation of groundwater from Sahuarita, which is already suffering from 
groundwater depletion

Individual

1961 2 Althought we appreciate the efforts to reuse water separated from tailings, the mining 
project will still need copious quantities of water presumably dram from the water 
table that supplies Green Valley, Sahuarita, Corona de Tucson, and other residential 
areas in this region. Because we are in a drought that has lasted over a decade and 
water resources for residents are low, we think it is extremely unwise to accept a 
project that will further diminish the existing water resources.

Individual
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1963 2 There have been numerous environmental regulations put on the hard-rock mining 
industry since the Mining Act of 1872, one of them being the Clean Water Act.  But 
according to testimony of John Leahy, distinguished professor of law at University 
of California before the Senate Committee on Energy and Natural Resources last 
September, the Clean  Water Act does not protect groundwater.  It is generally 
designed to "protect, sort of, industrial waste coming out of pipes.  Mines don't pose 
those kinds of problems.  They need, in some respects, some clean water act permits, 
but the quantity impacts of hard-rock mining are not addressed under the existing 
environmental laws."  He goes on to say that the Mining Law itself is utterly silent 
on environmental regulations and that the newer laws do not comprehensively 
address the myriad of environmental threats posed by hard-rock mining such as the 
depletion of ground water pollution, and disruption of wildlife habitat.  In light of 
the proposed Rosemont Copper Project, this is particularly disturbing since 
according to Supervisor Ray Carrol in his letter to Congress, the federal land that 
Rosemont wants to "develop" is at the headwaters of Tucson's water supply.  Fore 
example, Heavy rains and flooding such as we received as recently as 1993 in the 
Rosemont Project area would have washed out the tailings impoundment and 
polluted the whole area with toxic chemicals.

Individual

1963 3 Do not allow these mining activities to take place on NFS land that threaten major 
water supplies.

Individual

1967 6 There is not enough for miningIndividual

1971 1 I have numerous concerns about plans to open the Rosemont Copper Mine in the 
Santa Rita mountains. 
Of primary concern is the amount of water that would need to be deveited from the 
surrounding communities.

Individual

1972 1 Development will create a massive watershed problem and potential shortages of 
water

Individual

1974 4 Water quality & demand on water supplyIndividual

1975 2 Our dwindling water supply in this drought stricken desert is critical to all life. This 
fact alone should prevent squandering (to polluting the run-off) of our precious water 
supply.

Individual

1976 2 We do not have enough water for the large water use of a mine.Individual

1980 2 Water situation in area already critical- even if they bring the pipeline it is only 
designed to give 5000 acre ft- which is what the mine will use.-the GV basin gets no 
benefit!!

Individual

1982 1 The water table is gradually being lowered by the existing mining and agricultural 
operations west of the Santa Rita Mountain range in the residential areas of Sahuarita 
and Green Valley. Rosemont mine plans to extract water from this same ground 
water resource. The mine does not have an adequate not guaranteed plan to replenish 
this water.  Therefore the mine should not be permitted.

Individual
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1984 5 However my biggest concern is the water issue. It is a fact that Augusta Mine Plans 
to use 3719.99 gallons of water per minute out of the ground for 20 years. What will 
happen to the wells in the immediate area? Since, I live in the Singing Valley North 
and the mine will be in my back yard. I have the right to have a legitimate concern. I 
hope water issues will be one of your top priorities.

Individual

1988 2 No water.Individual

2041 3 How will you replace our H2O when they dry up our wells?Individual

2067 4 Where is the H2O coming from when these mines dry up our H2O supply?Individual

2068 3 Our H20 supply is questionable.Individual

2073 2 I'm also very worried about the water table!Individual

2076 5 I am very oppose to the existence of an open-pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains 
for these reasons:
There is every likelihood that the mine at Rosemont Ranch that is being proposed 
would dewater wells currently in use.

Individual

2078 2 The geology of the aquifer as it relates to the recharge project is described. Also 
described is an underground defect in the field caused by "pumping from the mines". 
I would like to know if the water pumping the Rosemont Mine Project intends to do 
could cause diversion or redistribution of the water supply.

Individual

2078 4 Does Rosemont have data on how long the well they plan to use will be able to 
produce the water they want?

Individual

2090 3 We feel that there are many valid reasons to not approving this project:
2. The negative impact on underground aquifers and ground water supplies.

Individual

2091 3 Pima County commissioned and submitted a hydrogeological study to the Coronado 
that raised the threat of surrounding groundwater and surface water depletion from 
pumping out an open pit copper mine.

Individual

2094 2 We're already in big, big trouble with regard to enough water to support the 
population. The mine would have a huge impact (utterly disregarding the needs of 
the people) on available water as well as resultant pollutants.

Individual

2094 9 Please, please don't allow the Augusta Resource Corporation to ruin our beautiful 
Santa Rita Mountains and rob us of our water!

Individual

2095 2 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 
continuously pump 6,000 acre-feet of groundwater (our drinking water) each year for 
the next 20 years. They will transport this water 15 miles up to and over the crest of 
the beautiful Santa Rita Mountains to it's mine for processing copper ore. The 
pumping of so much water will dry up as many as 200 domestic wells in my 
neighborhoods, at depths of only 200 to 300 feet, which supply the drinking water 
for up to 400 families. I

Individual
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2095 11 Pima County Administrator Chuck Huckleberry stated earlier 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.

Individual

2095 15 Rosemont'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 community.

Individual

2095 16 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 residents with undesirable consequences to the community. Rosemont's 
transportation of our groundwater could dramatically affect any future growth in our 
community.

Individual

2096 5 The Rosemone Mine must not go forward. Not only will it destroy our natural 
resources, it will scar our landscape. Not to mention take our water. We have to do 
all we can to preserve the aquifer.

Individual

2098 1 I am very concerned about the amount of water this project will take away from 
precious supply. Before we moved here to Green Valley in 2006, this project did not 
exist. At that time, there was already concern that the aquifer would sustain the then 
current growth. We now know that concern was not unfounded! Sahuarita is already 
experiencing problems with it"s future water supply.

Individual

2119 4 I have heard that the Augusta Mine Corp the holding company is drilling wells west 
of Sauhaurita road and Houghton Which will deplete our all ready over used water 
supply.

Individual

2121 4 The ground-water supply for local residents will be seriously depleted. Yes, I'm 
familiar with Arizona ground-water law but that doesn't make it right!

Individual
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2126 2 As you well know, we have been in a drought situation for the past 10 years in 
Arizona.  In many areas, more groundwater is being pumped than being replaced.  
This holds especially true in the Green Valley area.  We have been in an overdraft 
situation for many years.  For FY 2006, we had an overdraft of 40,000 AF.  We have 
not received the figures for 2007, but it will be more than that because of the massive 
groundwater pumping by the copper mine, the pecan grove and golf courses.  All are 
demanding more water due to higher temperatures in the summer and less rainfall.  
This is not a fantasy, but real facts.  Note:  When Sierra Vista had an annual 
overdraft of just over 4,000 AF, everyone got into a panic and wanted to address the 
issue, and did.  Green Valley area has an overdraft of over 40,000 AF annually, and 
no one seems to really care.  There has been a lot of talk, but no sound action.  Every 
day/month/year that goes by, only compounds the severity of the groundwater crisis.  
Government agencies and politicians perceive that we are all over 65 and maybe 
have less than 10-12 years, so why bother.  Then a new group of retirees will move 
to town and we can continue to fool them for a while longer.

In 1998 when the Malcolm Pirnie Report was published, everyone knew (DRW, 
Pima County, copper mine, pecan grove) if we did not beging some type of 
groundwater recharge, the area was going to be in trouble.  The proposed CAP 
pipeline was presented that would extend from Pima Mine Road to the Canoa Ranch 
area.  Phelps Dodge and FICO (pecan grove) decided it was cheaper to pump 
groundwater, rather than do the right thing and they forfeited the offer of 23,000 AF 
of CAP water annually.  Also, they did not want to assist financially with the 
extension of the pipeline.  It is not up to the taxpayers to pay this bill, as the copper 
mine and pecan grove pump 85% of our groundwater from this basin.  Everyone has 
gone along their merry way, hoping no one would find out the truth, just pumping 
and pumping our groundwater.  They had the wells and grandfathered rights and no 
one could touch them.  The politicians are afraid to do the right thing, as the lobbyist 
are very powerful and votes are more important than taking care of the people of 
Green Valley.

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

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

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

Individual
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gentleman that lives off of Sahuarita Road where his well has dropped 60 feet in the 
past five years.  In the next year, he will have to drill another well to the tune of over 
$14,000 to secure a water supply (and for how long).  You people must factor in the 
human consequences of what this new mine will create for all the well owners in that 
area.

2126 3 Groundwater in this area flows from the Nogales area towards Marana.  We already 
have less water coming down the Santa Cruz River (helps to recharge the Canoa 
area).  Now if the new copper mine begins to draw down the groundwater in the 
Sahuarita area, it could possibly deplete the water in the Green Valley area even 
further.  As that water level goes down, the Green Valley water would begin to flow 
towards Sahuarita at a faster rate.  Groundwater knows no boundaries, there are no 
gates down there to tell it to stay here.  So as the Green Valley area is receiving less 
water from the south, so could we further lose our groundwater faster to the north if 
the Sahuarita  table begins to decline.  And it will.  The only thing we do not know is 
when, but it will be sooner, rather than later.  In possibly less than 10 years, how do 
you tell people 75 years of age and older that they have to go and get bottled water.  
Many are crippled and some with no means of transportation.  Further, maybe they 
can only flush their toilets for two hours a day when the water is turned on.  What do 
we do when the small water companies in Green Valley close their doors (there are 
six water companies here) because they cannot afford to drill deeper or dig new wells 
(not knowing how long that water will last).  I have personally seen this happen, and 
believe me it it not a pretty picture.  It cost the State of California and a County 
millions and millions to correct a problem that could have been prevented.

Individual

2126 4 The National Environmental Policy Act, Section 101, Paragraph B pertains to 
Rosemont's activities of transporting groundwater away from Sahuarita that would 
interfere with the natural balance of the environments ability to maintain critical 
water levels for the overall development and welfare of the community.  Rosemont's 
transportation of groundwater from Sahuarita, which is already suffering from 
groundwater depletion

Individual

2128 1 Where is the water going to come from that will be used by the mine if approved. If 
it is form wells in the area surrounding the mine what impact will that have on the 
water residents in the draw from wells in the same general area. If a replacement 
source of water is not brought in by the mine for the duration of the mining operation 
the approval should not occur. Perhaps you are not aware but we do have a growing 
water shortage in the area and drawing out more water than what is replaced is not a 
good idea. Perhaps your home may suffer the consequences of either no water or a 
major reduction of water usage due to the mine using available water. Think about 
that possibility for perhaps yourself and other residents in that area.

Individual

2136 3 I continue to hear, as I did throughout my entire childhood, how precious our water 
supply is; so precious that we had peak hours that we shouldn't water during. I now 
read, in Augusta's Rosemont Mine feasibility study that "Water quantities are limited 
and environmentally sensitive in the region of the Rosemont mine". Further, the 
study says: "fresh water makeup is 4.8 million gallons per day". Wow! It seems to 
me that the wells in the surrounding areas/towns will quickly run dry. Their study 
goes on to say 'Property for other well locations are currently being acquired for the 
other 2,000 gpm requirement".

Individual
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2143 19 In fact, in this water-poor environment, depletion of water sources themselves is 
certainly an issue.

Individual

2144 13 People need good water--- and there isn't much of that in the Santa Rita Mountains 
area. Some years the stream in madera Canyon and some years they DRIED UP!

Individual

2147 6 Even if the NEPA process concludes (incredibly) that an open pit mine more than a 
mile wide, together with its thousands of acres of tailings and maintenance facilities, 
will not put an intolerable burden upon existing water supplies, it is a foregone 
conclusion that its steady stream of ore trucks will make Scenic Highway 83 a hellish 
obstacle course.

Individual

2148 6 Pima County commissioned and submitted a hydrogeological study to the Coronado 
that raised the threat of surrounding groundwater and surface water depletion from 
pumping out an open pit copper mine.

Individual

2150 3 The water drawn from the wells the mine will need, will lower the water table, and 
cause our well to run dry, or not produce enough water. I share a well with my 
neighbor, and it cost us $25,000 to put it in. This represents a significant investment 
which could be at risk of supporting our households. We can't afford to drill another 
well. The pump is at 750 feet, and the well is at 840 feet. I doubt very much that we 
could possible go any deeper. The alternative of trucking in water is time consuming 
and expensive. Some of the mines are planned upsteam of us and could easily take 
out enough water to dry up our well. We will then have to take them to court and 
prove they harmed us and that is expensive too!

Individual

2156 8 Pima County commissioned and submitted a hydrogeological study to the Coronado 
that raised the threat of surrounding groundwater and surface water depletion from 
pumping out an open pit copper mine.

Individual

2160 2 Water in southwestern Arizona is far too precious and scarce to allot to a mining 
project.

Individual

2170 3 Pima County commissioned and submitted a hydrogeological study to the Coronado 
that raised the threat of surrounding groundwater and surface water depletion from 
pumping out an open pit copper mine.

Individual

2173 3 Also, a mine would consume large amounts of ground water, further depleting an 
aquifer that is already being drawn down. Current citizens of the area are facing the 
possibility of severe restrictions in the years to come.

Individual

2174 7 Pima County commissioned and submitted a hydrogeological study to the Coronado 
that raised the threat of surrounding groundwater and surface water depletion from 
pumping out an open pit copper mine.

Individual

2182 2 My main concern deals with the depletion of our precious, ever disappearing 
groundwater.

Individual

2193 1 I am opposed to the Rosemont copper mine because there will not likely be enough 
water for such a large project over 20 years.

Individual
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2196 3 Throughout the region, there are serval watering holes that I presume ranchers built 
years ago. Just a few years ago, some of these watering holes, or small lakes, two of 
which I believe are called Twin Lakes and Fagan Lake, were completely filled, and 
at times, overflowing. However, since more homes have been built in the region and 
drought-like conditions now exist, these lakes are completely dry or near so. I've 
attached photos to show you Fagan Lake~ 2 years ago and Fagan and Twin Lakes 
two days ago.

Individual

2196 4 I'm sharing these photos with you to help convey a serious issue that southern 
Arizona (and many parts of the world) is now facing, i.e. potential water shortages. I 
can elaborate further on this issue, but suffice it to say that if the Rosemont copper 
mine is allowed to proceed, it will require water that we can hardly afford to waste. 
As you know, ground water continues to be depleted throughout Arizona.

Individual

2201 2 Some of the problems that would be created are as follows:

1. Large amounts of water will be required. Considering that the Southwest is in a 
prolonged drought, this doesn't seem to make much sense. Even if precipitation were 
at normal amounts, being in a desert environment isn't conductive to anouther 
industry that is water intensive.

Individual

2202 1 I live in Corona de Tucson, just south of my home is the proposed Rosemont Mine 
in the Santa Rita Mountains. I am very concerned about our drinking water- Simply 
put WE DO NOT have the water to support such an operation. Minning this area 
would be environmental disaster to the water shed in Davidson Canyon, and the 
Scenic Santa Rita Range.

Individual

2203 1 The depth of the aquifer under the Santa Cruz valley is declining, and has been for 
years. Even the hydrologists cannot say with certainty that there is a 100-year water 
supply for residential use, even if there are no more draws on the aquifer than 
currently exist.

Individual

2203 6 The balance of nature in the desert southwest in which we live is too fragile to 
withstand another large draw on the Santa Cruz aquifer, which we know for a fact is 
already declining, even without the mine.

Individual

2208 3 This mine will deplete the water supply of residents.Individual

2211 1 There isn't enough water available to open another copper mine and sustain the 
current populations and industry in the proposed mine area.

Individual

2211 3 Note intended % usages of recharge water; excluding ASARCO which already gets 
CAP water in competition with the Pima Road recharge facility; as, it gets the water 
ahead of the Pima Road recharge facility, hence completes for CAP water. (Is 
available CAP water reduced by ASARCO competition for water? And, is this 
justification for a new copper company doing the same thing?)

Individual

2211 7 Will we need extra water to off-set what Rosemont buys?Individual

2214 4 How will surface water quantity  in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek be 
protected?

Individual

2214 5 How will Rosemont Copper prevent wells in nearby residential and agricultural areas 
from being depleted and how will they compensate the landowners?

Individual
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2214 17 What will the cumulative impacts be of this mine and other proposed mining 
operations in the vicinity on water quantity?

Individual

2219 3 The dominant issue has to be the sustainability of the groundwater supply in this 
area. Actually, it is not even sustainable at present (the aquifer is dramatically 
lowering each year, and the dream of resupplying it from the Colorado Rive is a clear 
fiction).

Individual

2221 4 Another aspect is the water needed for the mine. As you know, the long term outlook 
for CAP water coming to Tuson area is grim. If the mine is allowed to begin and the 
CAP water withdrawn (because AZ id the 1st to lose rights), will the mine be 
allowed to drill wells for the enormous amounts of water needed?

Individual

2227 4 We do not want a copper mine dumping their byproducts on our beautiful State land, 
thereby ruining it forever, and making a profit on top of it!  It will gobble up what 
little is left of our precious ground-water.

Individual

2228 4 Furthermore, I understand that the mine will use a substantial amount of ground 
water. The whole Tucson area is currently trying to conserve the groundwater for 
future generations through CAP, conservation, etc. However, if the mine uses 
copious amounts of ground water, it seems like all our area water conservation 
efforts would be in vain.

Individual

2229 1 How many GALLONS OF WATER PER MINUTE will Rosemont Copper Mine 
use? (The Ray Mine in Hayden, Arizoan uses 20,000 of water per minute)
How many gallons of water per day will they be using?

Individual

2229 2 ASARCO will be going back to full capacity using WATER from the SAME 
Aquifer. The Pecan Trees also use alot of Water from this same Aquifer. The 
growing community uses Water from this same Aquifer.

Individual

2229 4 If the new technology that they are planning to use, if it doesn't work, Will they need 
TWICE as much water? 8,000 acre feet times 2?  How much Water is in the Aquifer, 
and How long will it last?

Individual

2233 1 http://www.epa.gov/region09/water/groundwater/ssa-
pdfs/Santa%20Cruz_Avra%20Basin%20SSA%20map.pdf

Please note that website above. This depicts the GIS information used to create a 
water map of the Santa Cruz aquifer. The EPA data needs to be used by Rosemont to 
produce a computer map or projection of that the result of their water pumping will 
be. Also, the water authorities of AZ need to be consulted as reviewers of 
Rosemont's water use projections.

Individual

2235 2 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?

Individual

2235 4 What do you estimate the future groundwater table depth to be?Individual

2236 7 In the desert, water is life and not to be trifled with anymore. Enough has been 
evaporated in the heat of public debate.

Individual
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2238 2 Rosemont states it will pump water from the Santa Cruz aquifer in large quantities 
(maybe measured, maybe not) and the effect of this pumping is yet to be determined, 
expect that it can expect to create channeling and diversion of the water path in an 
area which has already experience from the ASARCO/P.D. mining operations. (This 
is documented in the construction documents of the CAP recharge geology 
information).

Individual

2238 5 No one has to date revealed any study of the effect of Rosemont's use of our water on 
the coming water shortages. Specifically, Rosemont is not bringing any new water 
into Pima County rather is buying CAP water which was already coming to Pima 
County and paying for CAP water recharge that was already being done; hence, there 
is not net gain from the added water usage by Rosemont Mines and in fact by pre-
paying for CAP water which may be in future years decreased to our area, Rosemont 
is establsihing a fixed water requirement which may reduce water for all other water 
users.

Individual

2243 1 The mine will use too much water. Today's Green Valley News and Sun 
(Wednesday, April 23, 2008) carried a front page story about dropping water tables 
and subsidence ground levels falling and supporting water declines. Enough said.

Individual

2244 2 Clean water is rapidly becoming our nations new oil crisis and the mine is not 
compatible with any environmentally compatible earth friendly water use or reuse. 
We have been in a drought that has been argued to be caused by global warming. 
Natural warming process or human impact does not matter, the end result of not 
enough water for the local inhabitants man, plant, or animal is inescapable. To 
destroy and waster this natural resource (water) in the desert is inconceivable.

Individual

2252 2 Is there any guarantee that Rosemont mine will not pump groundwater from the East 
side of the Santa Rita's?

Individual

2252 3 What effect on the groundwater table will digging a mile wide 2500 foot deep pit 
have on the groundwater on the East side of the Santa Ritas.  Many residents have 
wells that are 3 to 4 hundred feet deep.  Will they require deeper wells, or will city 
water have to be provided?  Who will pay for this?

Individual

2253 4 Is there any guarantee that Rosemont mine will not pump groundwater from the East 
side of the Santa Rita's?

Individual

2253 5 What effect on the groundwater table will digging a mile wide 2500 feet deep pit 
have on the groundwater on the East side of the Santa Ritas. Many residents have 
wells that are 3 to 4 hundred feet deep.  Will they require deeper wells, or will city 
water have to be provided?  Who will pay for this?

Individual

2256 2 The 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 annully 
by 20,000 to nearly 30,000 household members. Augusta claims that the water they 
use will be replaced by CAP water, though they do not have a CAP guarantee for the 
full life of the mine.

Individual

2265 9 While Augusta obtained water rights, at this time this water may be replenished into 
the Avra-Valley aquifer or Sahuarita. However the wells being drilled are well above 
these replenishing sites and therefore will affect the status of the local ground water 
level and with this the existing wells in and around these new industrial deep wells. 
What will or has been done to counteract the negative effects?

Individual
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2267 2 With the Asarco mine to begin ramping up to 100% capacity in addition to the 
Rosemont Mine- it becomes mind boggling to think about the amount of water that 
will so rapidly be sucked out of the earth- I strongly believe there is no room for 
another mine and is a horrific accident just wanting to happen.

Individual

2267 4 Even a lay person can clearly conclude in a very short tiem frame that there simply is 
not enough existing water to supply all of these needs.

Individual

2270 1 Everyone else knows (even Canada knows) we are in trouble with water shortages, 
prolonged droughts and a rapidly declining water table.

Individual

2271 3 Water shortages are predicted for the near future in this drought-prone area. It was 
recently allowed to become overdeveloped. The copper mine would greatly 
exaggerate this problem with its water demands.

Individual

2273 2 As environmentalists and appreciators of unspoiled landscapes, we are concerned 
that the mine will impact water availability of small communities like Elgin, Sonoita 
and Patagonia.

Individual

2275 4 The project will use an enormous amount of water that we no longer can afford to 
such a project.

Individual

2279 2 If the Forest Service cannot ensure that the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, 
Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green Valley) residents will have enough 
groundwater of the quantity they enjoy today (6/22/08), and that a mechanism can be 
implemented to ensure that any unforseen negative impacts can be suitably corrected 
then they need go no further in this process and the Rosemont Mine should be 
denied their request to use Fores Service land. The Forest Service has then satisfied 
its motto "Caring for the land and serving people" and can move on to more 
productive projects benefiting the majority of people it serves.

Individual

2283 1 Southern Arizona is about out of Water, what are you going to do? Are you going to 
stop the mines usage of Water, or are you going to let the mine continue to use Water 
even when we know there is little WATER left?

Individual

2283 2 THERE IS NO WATER! What are you going to do?Individual

2284 5 Proving that the mines are responsible for lower groundwater tables is difficult. If 
this becomes a problem will Augusta guarantee that they will pay for well 
improvements necessary to provide water?

Individual

2285 2 Rosemont has drilled several "test" wells in our area to date and are already in the 
process of depleting the water table.

Individual

2286 1 While the location is reason enough to be against this ming (I am not against mining 
in general), the main reason is water. If the plaque at Glen Canyon Dam is correct, 
mines and argriculture use 85% or more of all the water used in Arizona. The 
proposed mine site is a sensitive area and an enormous amounts of water will be 
needed to accommodate the processing of the ore. The water must come from 
somewhere. This is a desert, we are in a long-term drought, and this is just a poor 
choice for any new mine, much less an open-pit mine.

Individual

2287 2 I think it is more important to preserve the groundwater than it is to allow the mine 
project to proceed.

Individual
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2291 25 We moved back to Arizona to retire here. Took our hard earned money and paid cash 
to buy land and build a home.
--What happens to my home values when I have NO WATER?
--Our permit fees alone were about $9,000. to build here.

Individual

2292 1 I would like to restate the concerns of my neighbors and friends, such as: water its 
availability.

Individual

2293 1 I am greatly concerned that an enterprise such as the Rosemont Mine will use already 
scarce water resources. Ground water in Tucson and surrounding areas is bening 
pumped faster than it can be replenished.

Individual

2297 1 As a 15-year homeowner in Green Valley, I am extremely concerned about the 
further depletion of groundwater in the aquifer, which would be guaranteed and 
hastened by the proposed Rosemont Mine. The Rosemont proposal to provide 
Sahuarita and Green Valley with reclaimed Colorado River water while the mine 
uses groundwater is not acceptable.

Individual

2298 4 We do not want the limited water resources of Arizona going a mining operation.Individual

2301 4 There are serious water issues in the Tucson region which must be considered. 
Although Augusta promises to conserve and replenish water, it is still coming from 
someplace and there is an impact to the environment.

Individual

2303 2 The availability of water in the area is uncertain an an open-pit copper mine would 
only exacerbate the problem. Using CAP water seems unrealistic as this source of 
water from the Colorado River is also uncertain, given the demands of the growing 
populations in the areas that use it.

Individual

2305 9 Warren Nechodom a Green Valley resident is a retired chemical/nuclear 
engineer/manager and he commented: "IF (my emphasis) Augusta mines or dumps 
waste onto the northern tier of unpatented mining claims, this PROBABLY (my 
emphasis) would alter the hydrology and water quality of the Sycamore Canyon 
drainage system too, thus affecting Corona de Tucson also."

Those living near the Santa Ritas deserve guarantees against those IFS and 
MAYBES!

Individual

2306 9 It would use too much water. We already are struggling to assure that we have 
enough water for the residents of southern Arizona, why should we provide it for a 
Canadian company.

Individual

2310 6 Not to mention the affect on the water table in the area.Individual

2318 4 Water table depletion is a great concern.Individual

2326 7 The consumption of precious ground water for this mine is unacceptable.Individual

2327 1 As I understand it they are putting a pipe line to Green Valley. It is proposed to 
supply half of the amont of water they intend to pull from the mountain. Well what 
good is that water in the valley going to do for the 100 homes they are going to pull 
the water from at 4000 feet. Make them haul their water just like we will have to do 
after they drain it all out and leave our wells dry.

Individual
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2330 1 I am opposed to the construction of an open pit copper mine in the Santa Rita 
Mountain mainly because of the impact it would have on the aquifer. As a resident of 
Green Valley, I am very concerned about the future of the water supply in this area. 
The mine would use a tremendous amount of water and possibly cause a crisis 
situation for surrounding residents.

Individual

2332 2 I remember as a kid when the Water ran above ground in the Santa Cruz River in 
Tucson in the 1950's with many beautiful cottonwood trees along it's banks. Now to 
see those same beautiful cottonwood trees, you have to go to Tubac. And the river is 
now GONE DRY above. All my life growing up in Tucson, we have heard everyone 
talking about the need to conserve water IN THE DESERT, AND CONSTANTLY 
BEING REMINDED THAT WE LIVE IN THE DESERT. Now Tucson, Green 
Valley, Sahuarita, have grown TREMENDOUSLY. Just to keep up with all the 
growth causing increased demands on our water supply is substancial!!!!

Individual

2332 3 My question is this? With a mine using 8,000 acre-feet of water per year, which 
translates to BILLIONS OF GALLONS OF WATER PER YEAR FOR 20 YEARS, 
HOW CAN THEIR BE ENOUGH WATER FOR THE GROWING COMMUNITY? 
Plus what about the fact that ASARCO MINES ARE CLOSE by and they intend to 
open up their mine from 10 percent to full capacity. Where do they get their water? 
And what IMPACT will they have on the COMMUNITIES?

Individual

2332 4 What happens if there is a MISCALCULATION ON THE AMOUNT OF WATER 
AND THERE IS NOT ENOUGH to last for even 10 years? Where will the water 
come from??????

Individual

2333 1 This proposed project represents a threat to the local and regional water supply and 
should not proceed. I spoke with hydrologist Salek Satiquillah during the meeting, 
and he told me there is little understanding of the watershed in that area. Pumping 
the amount of water required by the mine will likely affect wells of local residents.

Individual

2337 5 The Forest Service should deny the Rosemont Mine for lack of water, if for no other 
reason. Augusta should not be allowed to deplete the water supply for residents or 
the Colorado River System.

Individual

2338 5 The Forest Service should deny the Rosemont Mine for lack of water, if for no other 
reason. Augusta should not be allowed to deplete the water supply of residents.

Individual

2344 3 Moreover, it would be criminal to waste that much water - 9,000 gallons per 
minute! - on such a project. That is not sustainable under any definition.

Individual

2346 2 If you remember, the Duval Mine used so much ground water that the Tucson Basin 
which naturally flows out north with the Santa Rita was also draining south to the 
mines. Copper mines use a horrendous amount of water.

Individual

2349 3 I am also concerned about the amount of water used in strip mining.Individual

2351 2 Our family is most concerned with water and the impact of the mine on our water. 
Our well is only 360 feet deep and produces 40 GPM, a wonderful well. What 
happens when the water goes away? What do we do? I don't know that anyone has 
the knowledge to predict the water issues, but obviously we could lose a substantial 
amount of water.

Individual
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2354 4 We can't afford to ruin any more of our land with mines or any other venture that 
sucks up water we don't have to spare.

Individual

2356 5 The untainted runoff from the water shed above and below the mine site MUST be 
preserved for the collection of clean non toxic water to be recharged into appropriate 
aquifers, man made or existing, this would minimize the water loss in an ARID 
LANDSCAPE

Individual

2364 6 The proposed mine site is very near Tucson, which is already water challenged. 
Extracting 5000 to 8000 acre-feet of water from an already water depressed water 
table is ludicrous. I don't think it takes a hydrological engineer to determine the 
water table will suffer severe consequences, which means the people of Tucson as 
well as the residents of Sonoita, Elgin, Canelo, and Patagonia will also suffer. Santa 
Cruz County, which shares a common watershed with the proposed mine site, is 
considering a referendum that will require land owners to prove a 100-year supply of 
water before being issued a building permit. It doesn't sound like there is enough 
water available for both the people in the area and the mine and apparently the 
National Forest Service thinks the mine is more important than the people.

Individual

2365 2 This mine would not only defile our environment and scenic beauty BUT would 
require massive amounts of water which would be used to process the copper. This 
would be tragic both from an environmental standpoint and the depletion of my 
water supply.

Individual

2366 2 The Green Valley aquifer has been dropping 2 feet a year for several years they say. 
Rosemont plans to bring in Colorado River Water, but I haven't seen any 
measurements comparing what they would bring in that way with what they would 
use. Also, the lakes supplying the river are running low, and there is no guarantee 
that they will refill, and that the combined SanPedro and Colorado River water 
would continue to support Green Valley and Sahuarita and Tubac and Amato, after 
having passed more upstream users. I would hate to see people driven from their 
homes by lack of water, but this could happen even without the mine. With it, it 
would be much faster.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 63 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

Aquifer Quantity

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

2371 2 As you well know, we have been in a drought situation for the past 10 years in 
Arizona.  In many areas, more groundwater is being pumped than being replaced.  
This holds especially true in the Green Valley area.  We have been in an overdraft 
situation for many years.  For FY 2006, we had an overdraft of 40,000 AF.  We have 
not received the figures for 2007, but it will be more than that because of the massive 
groundwater pumping by the copper mine, the pecan grove and golf courses.  All are 
demanding more water due to higher temperatures in the summer and less rainfall.  
This is not a fantasy, but real facts.  Note:  When Sierra Vista had an annual 
overdraft of just over 4,000 AF, everyone got into a panic and wanted to address the 
issue, and did.  Green Valley area has an overdraft of over 40,000 AF annually, and 
no one seems to really care.  There has been a lot of talk, but no sound action.  Every 
day/month/year that goes by, only compounds the severity of the groundwater crisis.  
Government agencies and politicians perceive that we are all over 65 and maybe 
have less than 10-12 years, so why bother.  Then a new group of retirees will move 
to town and we can continue to fool them for a while longer.

In 1998 when the Malcolm Pirnie Report was published, everyone knew (DRW, 
Pima County, copper mine, pecan grove) if we did not beging some type of 
groundwater recharge, the area was going to be in trouble.  The proposed CAP 
pipeline was presented that would extend from Pima Mine Road to the Canoa Ranch 
area.  Phelps Dodge and FICO (pecan grove) decided it was cheaper to pump 
groundwater, rather than do the right thing and they forfeited the offer of 23,000 AF 
of CAP water annually.  Also, they did not want to assist financially with the 
extension of the pipeline.  It is not up to the taxpayers to pay this bill, as the copper 
mine and pecan grove pump 85% of our groundwater from this basin.  Everyone has 
gone along their merry way, hoping no one would find out the truth, just pumping 
and pumping our groundwater.  They had the wells and grandfathered rights and no 
one could touch them.  The politicians are afraid to do the right thing, as the lobbyist 
are very powerful and votes are more important than taking care of the people of 
Green Valley.

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

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

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

Individual
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gentleman that lives off of Sahuarita Road where his well has dropped 60 feet in the 
past five years.  In the next year, he will have to drill another well to the tune of over 
$14,000 to secure a water supply (and for how long).  You people must factor in the 
human consequences of what this new mine will create for all the well owners in that 
area.

2371 3 Groundwater in this area flows from the Nogales area towards Marana.  We already 
have less water coming down the Santa Cruz River (helps to recharge the Canoa 
area).  Now if the new copper mine begins to draw down the groundwater in the 
Sahuarita area, it could possibly deplete the water in the Green Valley area even 
further.  As that water level goes down, the Green Valley water would begin to flow 
towards Sahuarita at a faster rate.  Groundwater knows no boundaries, there are no 
gates down there to tell it to stay here.  So as the Green Valley area is receiving less 
water from the south, so could we further lose our groundwater faster to the north if 
the Sahuarita  table begins to decline.  And it will.  The only thing we do not know is 
when, but it will be sooner, rather than later.  In possibly less than 10 years, how do 
you tell people 75 years of age and older that they have to go and get bottled water.  
Many are crippled and some with no means of transportation.  Further, maybe they 
can only flush their toilets for two hours a day when the water is turned on.  What do 
we do when the small water companies in Green Valley close their doors (there are 
six water companies here) because they cannot afford to drill deeper or dig new wells 
(not knowing how long that water will last).  I have personally seen this happen, and 
believe me it it not a pretty picture.  It cost the State of California and a County 
millions and millions to correct a problem that could have been prevented.

Individual

2371 4 The National Environmental Policy Act, Section 101, Paragraph B pertains to 
Rosemont's activities of transporting groundwater away from Sahuarita that would 
interfere with the natural balance of the environments ability to maintain critical 
water levels for the overall development and welfare of the community.  Rosemont's 
transportation of groundwater from Sahuarita, which is already suffering from 
groundwater depletion

Individual

2374 3 I continue to hear, as I did throughout my entire childhood, how precious our water 
supply is; so precious that we had peak hours that we shouldn't water during. I now 
read, in Augusta's Rosemont Mine feasibility study that "Water quantities are limited 
and environmentally sensitive in the region of the Rosemont mine". Further, the 
study says: "fresh water makeup is 4.8 million gallons per day". Wow! It seems to 
me that the wells in the surrounding areas/towns will quickly run dry. Their study 
goes on to say 'Property for other well locations are currently being acquired for the 
other 2,000 gpm requirement".

Individual

2375 1 Where is the water going to come from that will be used by the mine if approved. If 
it is form wells in the area surrounding the mine what impact will that have on the 
water residents in the draw from wells in the same general area. If a replacement 
source of water is not brought in by the mine for the duration of the mining operation 
the approval should not occur. Perhaps you are not aware but we do have a growing 
water shortage in the area and drawing out more water than what is replaced is not a 
good idea. Perhaps your home may suffer the consequences of either no water or a 
major reduction of water usage due to the mine using available water. Think about 
that possibility for perhaps yourself and other residents in that area.

Individual
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2379 9 The Upper Santa Cruz River groundwater basin is not in equilibrium and is in 
serious jeopardy due to the groundwater overdraft proposed by Rosemont. This is an 
irreversible and irretrievable commitment of vital water resources.

Government

2380 1 Our water is from a well that supports six families. We have never had a problem 
with our water, it is soft and crystal clear. Our well is 650 feet deep and the 
underground stream that supplies our well runs from south to north. With the 
proposed mine just three miles south of us, it will have a horrific effect upon our 
well. The proposed wells of the pit mine will be as deep as 1,800 to 2,900 feet. There 
goes the water supply to six families.

Individual

2380 3 Water is very scarce in the desert and the mine will either take our water away from 
us or pollute it to an extent that it would be unusable. Tapping the ground water has 
been going on for some time in the Sonoran Desert. As pumping technology has 
enabled aquifers to be more effectively exploited, the region's water table has 
dropped an average of 160 feet and as much as 1,000 feet in some areas. Are we 
going to continue to let this happen?

Individual

2381 23 I myself have a question about the actual amount of water which they say they would 
be using. The old rule of thumb in the Mining Industry was that a thirty thousand ton 
a day Mill would need plus or minus twelve thousand acre feet of water per year.
Augusta' s operating plan states that they would use plus or minus five thousand acre 
feet per year to mill seventy six thousand tons per day. The ADWR has given them a 
permit for only six thousand acre feet per year.
The numbers do not add up. I do not find any new method in the operating plan to 
explain this remarkable savings in water consumption.

Individual

2384 3 Can Rosemont Copper guarantee that neighboring wells will not be pumped dry?Individual

2384 5 Can Rosemont Copper guarantee the residents of Santa Cruz and other neighboring 
counties that their populations will have adequate water supplies and for future 
generations?

Individual

2385 2 Water- the mine will affect many aquifers. Impact will be felt in wide area. Bringing 
ground water from the Santa Cruz aquifer will draw down affecting hundreds of 
wells.

Individual

2386 1 As one speaker put it at the May 12th meeting, even with copper at $4/pound, the 
most valuable "mineral" in the West is water.  This mine will require some 90,000 
gallons per minute to be pumped from the same aquifer that serves the residents of 
Sonoita and Elgin.  Although the Company has promised to mitigate this in several 
ways, such as extending CAP and using that water to recharge the aquifer with 
treated ischarge water from the mine, that is little solace.

Individual
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2386 4 This may be moot if the water table drops and we simply run out of water.  As it is, 
various hydrology reports for the area indicate that this area can support only limited 
future population growth as it is, assuming no mine is built.  The mine would most 
likely dry up our wells, killing the towns of Sonoita, Patagonia, and Elgin and 
removing hundred of millions of dollars of property asset value from the personal 
wealth of local residents and from the county propety tax roles.  Half my retirement 
assets are tied up in the 20 acres of land and buildings on my property.  If I am 
unable to sell this property in five years or so for what they are worth now (or more) 
when I retire from my emplyment, then I will have suffered a tremendous financial 
loss that I will never be able to recover.

Individual

2387 6 I believe the most important concern is the huge use of scarce water by the mine. Our 
water resources are already stressed by the fact that the Tucson Active Management 
Area is using a blend of 45% recharged CAP water. The Upper Santa Cruz sub-basin 
is part of the TAMA groundwater basin. The mine will further stress an already 
tenuous water supply for Southern Arizona and the Colorado River water users.

Individual

2389 2 How much water will be pumped from Cienaga watershed?Individual

2389 8 Will a complete exhaustive hydrology report be done on BOTH watersheds, so that a 
base line can be developed for water quantity?

Individual

2389 10 I am concerned about the water quantity being effected by the Rosemont mine. The 
main water supply for the mine is projected to originate from the west side of the 
Santa Rita Mts., but the open pit will be at such extreme depth that evacuation wells 
will have to be placed at bottom depths to discharge water from springs, seepages 
and water bearing fissures. The location of the pit means that this would be a 
substantial drain on Cienaga watershed.

Individual

2392 6 The proposed mine site is very near Tucson, which is already water challenged. 
Extracting 5000 to 8000 acre-feet of water from an already water depressed water 
table is ludicrous. I don't think it takes a hydrological engineer to determine the 
water table will suffer severe consequences, which means the people of Tucson as 
well as the residents of Sonoita, Elgin, Canelo, and Patagonia will also suffer. Santa 
Cruz County, which shares a common watershed with the proposed mine site, is 
considering a referendum that will require land owners to prove a 100-year supply of 
water before being issued a building permit. It doesn't sound like there is enough 
water available for both the people in the area and the mine and apparently the 
National Forest Service thinks the mine is more important than the people.

Individual

2393 3 The mine drawing only 6000AF/ year, is complete nonsense. They claim dry-
stacking will accomplish that. That is completely un-tested and if it does not work, 
then what?
We do not need assumptions and guessing. We need facts.

Individual

2395 6 Under no circumstances should a large water consumer such as Rosemont Mine be 
approved while our Green Valley Aquifer is in a state of crisis and mitigating plans 
are proceeding.

Organization

2396 7 Possible impacts on aquatic habitats from mining include the reduction of water 
resources from increased groundwater pumping

Individual
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2400 2 The remark made by Jamie Sturgess- if the well goes dry, it's because it wasn't drilled 
deep enough and would have gone dry any way showed his arrogance and was 
insulting at the same time. My well off SR 83 has been at the same static level for 30 
yrs. If it goes dry after the mine goes in it's not because it wasn't deep enough, t's 
because they put a 2900 ft. deep pit in the ground and drained the water from the 
valley. Water flows down to the lowest spot. And it's not only my well it's all my 
neighbors too.

Individual

2404 10 How much water will the mine actually use?Business

2404 12 How can the USFS justify the use of high quality [Santa Cruz Valley] groundwater? 
This potential damage and these increased costs to current residents and future 
generations needs to be studied and quantified.

Business

2413 1 I am concerned about water, How much the mine would use, the amount and quality 
of the water left for all of us who live here?

Individual

2414 1 As I understand it, this company wants to get its water from the 6V/Sahuarita 
aquifer, an unbelevable number of gallons per day. This must be somebody's bad 
dream. Already it recedes at 4 feet per year, and individuals have to dig individual 
wells deeper to get any water at all. In a few years, there will be no water for 
homeowners.

Individual

2420 1 When we purchased our home in Green Valley in 2004, we were assured the aquifer 
was durable for 100 years or more. With the current growth rate, this is questionable, 
but there is certainly not sufficient water for residents and an additional copper mine. 
The government's responsibilty is to us, the residents, not a company from another 
country!

Individual

2421 3 And what about the enormous water use? The whole idea is madness!Individual

2426 1 I am a 39 yr. retired copper miner. I own property in Sahuarita Heights about 1/2 
mile east of an industrial well owned by Augusta Resources Corp. (Rosemont 
Copper). This is one of 3 wells planned for the Sahuarita area. These wells are 1200 
ft. deep with a 12 inch diameter casing. So the way that I see this project, it will not 
be long before the private well that supplies my water will go dry. Which means that 
I will have to move, or finance deepening the private well.

Individual

2427 11 It would: use precious groundwater supplyIndividual

2431 2 Do not allow R.C. Mine Project because:
2. water use will cause drop in ground water & lower level of ground

Individual

2440 17 5) Other factors, as the impact on the Cienega watershed both from extraction and 
toxic pollution and the proposed water extraction from the northern side of the Santa 
Ritas on Tucson( Department of Hydrology University of Arizona), the further 
impact of road building though the Santa Ritas, the road safety issues and expense 
for road improvement that will be created on highway 83 from the heavy truck traffic 
and increase traffic in general( Arizona Department of Transportation), and the 
decrease attractiveness of the area to recreational users and these economic losses 
must be factored into the impact statement.

Individual
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2440 19 5) Other factors, as the impact on the Cienega watershed both from extraction and 
toxic pollution and the proposed water extraction from the northern side of the Santa 
Ritas on Tucson( Department of Hydrology University of Arizona), the further 
impact of road building though the Santa Ritas, the road safety issues and expense 
for road improvement that will be created on highway 83 from the heavy truck traffic 
and increase traffic in general( Arizona Department of Transportation), and the 
decrease attractiveness of the area to recreational users and these economic losses 
must be factored into the impact statement.

Individual

2449 2 It's most likely that CAP & other water sources will not be adequate to supply all 
that’s needed for Pima County, let alone a open pit mine needing thousands of acre 
feet per year.
This major strain on our water supply would be a serious risk not worth taking.

Individual

2450 2 My concern is the water. There is no indication that even if the proposed pipeline is 
put in place that this will reduce the stress on the aquifer. Recently some hydrology 
experts told us that at least a 36 inch pipeline would be required rather than the 20 
inch proposed one.

Individual

2450 3 Our potential water source is already past the danger point and we may be in trouble 
even without the mine, but with the mine the danger goes up exponentially. There is 
some doubt that the Colorado River water will be able to keep up with demand and 
our allotment may have to be reduced sometime in the next few decades. This 
disregard for water by our federal, state and local leaders reminds me a bit of the 
legend of Casey Jones who went on to oblivion with his hand on a wide open 
throttle, as we are with no real regard for our finite water resources.

Individual

2462 3 Will my well go dry?Individual

2462 8 What is the responsibility of Rosemont mine when the water level drops?Individual

2467 2 I do not believe that the number of jobs created will balance the depletion of our 
ground water.

Individual

2468 11 With water conservation on everyone's mind, I cannot even imagine the effect of 
these mining proposals on our future water availability and quality! Here is Green 
Valley, one water company in particular has had polluted supply from the local 
copper mine ... these proposals almost ASSURE that toxic chemicals and heavy 
metals would leach into the ground and impact our water supplies. When canyons 
are filled in and land surfaces changed, watershed is dramatically impacted - this is a 
serious consideration! AND the fact that the mine's entire supply will come from the 
aquifers here is the Sahuarita area almost assures deprivation in the future!

Individual

2468 15 With water conservation on everyone's mind, I cannot even imagine the effect of 
these mining proposals on our future water availability and quality! Here is Green 
Valley, one water company in particular has had polluted supply from the local 
copper mine ... these proposals almost ASSURE that toxic chemicals and heavy 
metals would leach into the ground and impact our water supplies. When canyons 
are filled in and land surfaces changed, watershed is dramatically impacted - this is a 
serious consideration! AND the fact that the mine's entire supply will come from the 
aquifers here is the Sahuarita area almost assures deprivation in the future!

Individual

2470 6 Other mining companies had plans to mine the Santa Ritas, but didn't have the water.Individual
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2471 1 I have been a homeowner and hiker in AZ for 26 years. I am very worried about our 
dwindling water supply. We need both federal & state legislatures to limit water use 
by mines & agriculture in Arizona!

Individual

2471 3 My husband and I are against any near mining (Rosemont) that would further deplete 
the aquifer.

Individual

2471 5 In the area where Rosemount has dug its wells, the water table is lowering so that 
neighbors must dig deeper at big expense that they cannot afford.

Individual

2472 2 In the book Cadillac Desert (The American West and its Disappearing Water) by 
Marc Reisner, the writer claims that the Tucson area has an 80-year supply of water 
remaining. The book is well researched and extensively footnoted and is a text that 
has been used in university classes. It was published in 1986. One might assume that 
in the 22 years since publication Tucson might have 58 years of water remaining. 
That would be true had the Tucson area's population and water usage remained 
static. The fact is that the Tucson region has gained considerable population and 
industry since 1986. A logical assumption would be that we have far less than 58 
years of water left.

Individual

2477 2 I am very much interested in this water. Get the pipes enlarged and have water 
coming in.

Individual

2479 4 As the County Supervisor representing the district in Santa Cruz county most likely 
to be impacted by this proposal, I have grave concerns regarding the potentially 
negative impacts upon water quality and quantity.

Government

2484 2 My opposition is based on the following objections:
Depletion and destruction of our most precioius resource - water.  Not only are large 
volumes of water required for the mining process,

Individual

2489 2 In particular, the Board believes that: 
the potential impact of an open pit mine on aquifers, from depletion represents an 
enormous threat to water supplies in the immediate vicinity of the mine and to 
watersheds key to supplying Tucson and surrounding areas.

Organization

2491 1 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 ay 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 my 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 I used to register the well in 1982.

Individual

2498 2 This is the sonoran DESERT. We are in a severe drought! How do you propose to 
protect our crucial resource, water?!?

Individual
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2503 6 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.

Individual

2503 8 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?

Individual

2504 3 The local supplies of water can not sustain an industry like the proposed Rosemont 
Copper Mine

Individual

2512 1 NO THING HAS CHANGED SINCE 2004…. THERE IS INSUFFICIENT WATER 
FOR AN OPEN PIT MINING OPERATION……I SEE NO REASON NO ROOM 
FOR DISCUSSION!

Individual

2512 12 An environmental engineer from Phoenix who manages construction sites 
throughout Arizona, confirmed for me that there are organisms being released into 
the air now, that heretofore have been unrecognized….seeminly in herent solely to 
this desert. There are studies being done to ascertain how much humans, etc are 
being impacted.
Can Augusta provide assurance that further mining will not be responsible for further 
compromising the health of our citizens and our animals via increased contamination 
of our water supply… quantity?

Individual

2512 15 When I moved to AZ in 2004, a news ariticle 
read………(paraphrased)…."insufficient water for open pit mining"……..NO 
THING has changed!

Individual

2512 16 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 discussion?????

Individual

2512 17 There is insufficeint water for an open pit mining operation.Individual

2513 2 Water- Arizona's most precious & vital resource the U.S.F.S. MUST do exhaustive 
& thoroughly comprehensive studies to ASSURE that the water supply will not be 
diminished for our children & future generations. The concern for WATER must be 
paramount.

Individual

2515 3 If my well goes dry as a result of the mineIndividual

2519 8 What alternatives can be put forth for the following other than denying Augusta's 
mining plans:  water consumption by the mining operation is the most significant 
impact of all.  Local wells 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.

Individual

2522 2 Aside from all of the environmental hazards, particularly the blatent waste of that  
same water.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 71 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

Aquifer Quantity

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

2529 1 First.  What will be the impact of the proposed Rosemont Mine operation on the 
level of water from these wells?  Can we expect the water table to be lowered?  If so, 
will my well run dry during any time of the year or is it likely to run dry over the 
proposed 20 years of operation of the mine?  If so, who will pay to get water to my 
home and water tanks for our animals?  What do you estimate the future ground 
water table to be during the 20 year proposed operation of the mine?  Have you 
calculated the level of the water table given the recent history of the increasing 
drought conditions in our area in determining the impact of the proposed mine on the 
water table?  If so, what have you calculated as the combined impact of these two 
factors?

Individual

2530 8 All these negatives argue against this whole idea.  But the biggest negative of all: 
WATER.  As a 1992 political slogan said, paraphrased:  "It's the Water Dummy".  
Arizona cannot, should not give away its most precious resource and in the process 
destroy a huge swath of its environment.  Even considering the idea is madness in 
this day of squandering what little REAL resources we have left.

Individual

2531 1 With new mining activity water resources would be depleted adding to our 
continuing drought problems.

Individual

2532 1 I have been on a well in the past, not now.  This would significantly drop the water 
levels for nearby neighbors and perhaps cause land to subside.

Individual

2532 2 We do not have enough H2O in this area - taking from A and giving to B is not an 
answer.

Individual

2532 3 The damage to the area for such a short mining period (app 20+ yrs) leave the 
community with lower water levels.  NO please.

Individual

2538 4 The proposed site of the mine is very near a large metropolitan area that is already 
water challenged. Extracting 5000 to 8000 acre-feet of water from an already water 
depressed water table is ludicrous. It does not take a hydrological engineer to 
determine the water table will suffer severe consequences, which means the people 
of Tucson as well as the resident of Sonoita, Elgin, Canelo, and Patagonia will also 
suffer. Santa Cruz County, which shares a common watershed with the proposed 
mine site, is considering a referendum requiring land owners prove a 100-year 
supply of water before issuing a building permit. It doesn't sound like there is 
enough water available for both the people in the area and the mine and apparently 
the National Forest Service thinks the mine is more important than the people.

Individual

2540 1 My main concerns:
Adverse of unreplaceable water

Individual

2546 4 Allowing an open pit mine would endander our water supply.Individual

2547 1 500 gallons per minute NOIndividual

2555 1 I am very concerned about our water supply here in green valley. Our ground water 
level is already sinking about two feet each year. I understand Rosemont Mine 
already has permission to drill one well which will start drawing even more water 
from the aquifers. Unless this water shortage problem can be reversed, I urge you not 
to grant permission for the mine to begin operations.

Individual
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2560 1 Water - My well has gone from 150 gal. per day to 20 gal. per day.  Basicly dry!  
There are already strains on Arizona's water.  When the 1872 Law was passed water 
was not an issue.

Individual

2562 3 I am a joint owner of a private well at 16121 South Country Club Rd. in Sahuarita 
heights. This well serves domestic water to two homes and a small business on the 5 
acres served by the well. Without water these properties would be unusable.

Individual

2562 5 Rosemont has announced the intention to pump water from under my neighborhood.. 
Their wells are far deeper than mine. They also intend to pump vast amounts of 
water. This would surely take my water. It should also be expected to take the water 
of all of my neighbors.

Individual

2564 1 Our water is from a well that supports six families. We have never had a problem 
with our water, it is soft and crystal clear. Our well is 650 feet deep and the 
underground stream that supplies our well runs from south to north. With the 
proposed mine just three miles south of us, it will have a horrific effect upon our 
well. Without that water, it will make life very hard and reduce the value of our land 
considerably. Water is very scarce in the desert and the mine will either take our 
water away from us or pollute it to and extent that it would be unusable. Tapping the 
ground water has been going on for some time in the Sonoran Desert. As pumping 
technology has enabled aquifers to be more effectively exploited, the region's water 
table has dropped an average of 160 feet and as much as 2,000 feet in some areas. 
Are we gong to continue to let this happen?

Individual

2565 1 I believe that the mine would destroy a valuable natural resource and may directly 
damage water sources in the area through water use and contamination.

Individual

2569 1 How can this mining be allowed to happen when we have such a water issue?  The 
mining, if allowed, would require so much water.

Individual

2572 1 Because of the potential of the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine to alter flow of 
groundwater to Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek outside the National Forest, 
Pima County has commissioned the attached second phase of the hydrogeological 
study. The purpose of this report is to explore how much, how far and how fast the 
open pit could alter groundwater movements to these two areas

A numerical groundwater model was developed to probe these questions, based on 
the concepts presented in the first phase report, as well as the sparse existing data. 
The resulting model suggests that impacts to springs and groundwater levels near the 
pit would be profound and relatively quick. 

The model suggests that draw down of the water table at Upper Cienega Creek in the 
Las Cienegas National Conservation Area would be small at first, taking thousands 
of years to fully expand into these areas. After 8000 years, the lowered water table 
created by open pit mining would extend through much of the Davidson Canyon 
area. Water levels near Cienega Creek would decrease less than a foot in several 
thousand years;

Government

2577 9 The Upper Santa Cruz River groundwater basin is not in equilibrium and is in 
serious jeopardy due to the groundwater overdraft proposed by Rosemont. This is an 
irreversible and irretrievable commitment of vital water resources.

Government
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2578 3 The mine is said to use 100,000 acre feet of water in twenty years. That is 416 acre 
feet of water per month. That is enough water for 13,574 households in Tucson that 
use an average amount of water per month. The mine will also have the permanent 
affect on the desert that a mine has, scarring the landscape.

Individual

2582 4 This is Arizona; we have been in a drought for more years than I care to remember-- 
a lot longer than just the 1990s. Yes, Rosemont Copper claims they have enough 
water, but when they have to buy and transport the water from Green Valley, I tend 
to disagree. The streams used to run in the Santa Ritas and down into the valley 
almost year-round, but it has been years since that has happened. That in itself 
should be a red flag to you; the water isn't there and what little there is, Rosemont 
Copper will suck out at an alarming rate. The only people who are in favor of the 
Rosemont Copper are the members of the Green Vally City Council because all they 
can see are the dollar signs. But Pima County, Santa Cruz County, and the rest of the 
area will go the way of San Manuel and other mining communities once Rosemont 
Copper picks up and leaves because (1) they ran out of copper or (2) they ran out of 
water. Either way, that's how it’s going to end up.

Individual

2589 1 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others: 
Use of groundwater

Individual

2589 19 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attachment #2.
(A2, P5, L34-35)'…sits on the headwaters of much of the City of Tucson's water 
supply and water pollution…' We are in the desert and water is precious. The 
proposed actions will cause a water shortage by the shear use of water and by the 
'back flow' into the pit. What will be done to protect wells in the valley due to this 
activity?  
(A2, P5, L38-39) 'This would cause a cone of depression that would dry up the area 
springs and seeps for many years beyond the life of a mine.' This is in direct 
contradiction that Rosemont officials have portrayed to the media, public at large, 
and the POO.

Individual

2589 21 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attachment #2.
(A2, P5, L49-50) 'Projections show that this 'excess' water from the Colorado River 
will run out long before the mine would close.' This is in direct contradiction that 
Rosemont officials have portrayed to the media, public at learge, and the POO.

Individual

2590 4 The objections are primarily based on emotion and ignore the fact that Augusta is 
proposing a facility that will provide adequate water during the life of the mine.

Individual

2590 7 Augusta engaged the best engineers, hydrologists and environmentalists available in 
developing their state-of-the-art plan and these experts comprehensively addressed 
the concerns raised without any shortcuts. Specifically Augusta's plan responsibly 
addresses the issues of pollution and water supply and includes reasonable steps to 
protect neighbors against the voiced concerns.

Individual

2591 1 Is it fully known how much ground water would be used annually, and how much 
would be used during the duration of the 19 to 20 years of this proposed project?

Individual

2591 2 Is it fully known to what extent that amount of water would affect the aquifer?Individual
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2591 4 To what extent would the mine's use of ground water affect the aquifer? To what 
extent would it use the natural resources of water in the aquifer faster than would be 
replenished by nature?

Individual

2591 6 To what extent would the mine's draw-down and depletion of the aquifer affect 
ground wells of individuals, ranches, and other users? Over how wide an area 
would/could it affect individual ground wells? Would that aquifer have any 
connectedness to other aquifers? Over what total area of possible interconnectedness 
could there be impact?

Individual

2591 7 Over how wide an area could the use of ground water by the mine affect 
communities?

Individual

2591 8 Has every known existing active well on ranches, Forest Service Grazing Allotments, 
individual residences, and group communities been catalogued to determine the 
current present number of wells that could be impacted, directly or indirectly? Who 
takes responsibility if those wells run dry or are severely lowered in water table from 
impacts of depletion from the mine?

Individual

2591 9 What is the volume of anticipated individual new wells that would be needed in the 
vicinity of impact for anticipated population growth in the next 20 years?

Individual

2592 19 Given the water use projections of the project and the significance of groundwater 
within the project area as a recharge sources to the Tucson groundwater basin and to 
the sustenance of perennial and intermittent surface water flow in the area (e.g., 
Cienega Creek, Davidson Canyon, and the springs in the immediate vicinity of the 
proposed project area), factors that need to be described to understand the hydrology 
include:

the hydraulic properties of materials in the project area
estimates of annual mountain front recharge,
estimates of groundwater flow volumes in the area,
groundwater flow paths, and 
the interrelationship between groundwater flow from the project area and surface 
water in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek.

Individual

2592 22 The impact of dewatering from the proposed open pit needs to be understood from 
the perspective of the following phenomena:

reduction of recharge to the eastern portion of the Tucson groundwater basin,
the impact on local surface waters,
the reduction of water levels in the Cienega Creek groundwater basin, and
the impact to private wells within the area of influence of the dewatering operation.

Individual

2592 24 The impact of dewatering from the proposed open pit needs to be understood from 
the perspective of the following phenomena:

reduction of recharge to the eastern portion of the Tucson groundwater basin,
the impact on local surface waters,
the reduction of water levels in the Cienega Creek groundwater basin, and
the impact to private wells within the area of influence of the dewatering operation.

Individual
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2592 40 Section 2.2.2.6 of the MPO should state whether the water removal cited is based on 
volume or mass.

Individual

2592 46 The EIS needs to evaluate the impact of potential future reductions of CAP 
deliveries in response to long-term drought and climate change (see recent article on 
Lake Meade by Scripps Institute of Oceanography published in AGU). What would 
the proposed project do for water supply if its subcontract for excess water "as 
available" could not be met? The EIS needs to evaluate the impact if the proposed 
project were to exercise its Mineral Extraction and Metallurgical Processing 
groundwater withdrawal permit.

Individual

2593 86 -How much would the aquifer be drawn down as a result of pit dewatering?
-How far from the pit would the effects of dewatering occur?

Organization

2593 114 Water is our most precious and valuable resource, and we cannot afford to risk 
degradation to its quality or quantity.

Hydrologic studies must be conducted for all watersheds and basins that would be 
affected by this mine plan, including the Cienega Basin, the Upper Santa Cruz 
Valley, Sahuarita and Green Valley. Currently the mine plan does not contain 
enough information on the impacts from planned or potential groundwater 
withdrawals. Although the pumping won't be on Forest Service land, the purpose of 
the groundwater would be to support a project that is on Forest Service land, so the 
impacts must be considered in the EIS. The necessary hydrologic studies should be 
paid for by the company.

Organization

2593 115 A. WATER SUPPLY
The company is currently proposing to pump about 6,000 to 8,000 acre-feet of 
ground water per year for 20 years, at a rate of 9,000 gallons per minute.
-Does the company have enough wells to supply this amount on a sustained, year 
around basis without causing serious problems to neighboring wells?
-What are the limits, if any, on how much water the company can withdraw or pump 
to the mine site?

Organization

2593 122 The Sahuarita/Green Valley area: Since Augusta proposes to pump ground water 
from this area the impact on the water resources of present and future residents of 
this region must be carefully evaluated. Both damage to current homes and 
businesses and the effect on planning efforts by local governments for future 
development must be carefully considered. Monetary remuneration for entities that 
are damaged by the pumping should be put in place.

Organization

2593 124 The ground water monitoring plan should include prevention of impacts to ground 
water:
-What is the ground water monitoring plan before, during and after mining?
-What are the current ground water levels in the vicinity of the project?
-How often have these levels been recorded?

Organization

2593 128 What are the locations of all wells owned by Augusta Resources, Rosemont Copper, 
or any of its associated companies?
What are their pumping rates, and how would they affect neighboring wells?
Which of the neighboring wells could potentially go dry due to pumping by 
Augusta/Rosemont?

Organization
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2595 3 Currently, the water and energy resources that would be consumed in mining are 
NOT based on renewable sources. Water from our shrinking water table and water 
from the CAP are both threatened by the extended regional drought. The value of 
preserving these resources, at least in the short term, outweighs the value of 
exploiting the copper in the ground.

Individual

2597 9 The second water issue is the amount of water that the mine would need to operate. 
The wells of the surrounding communities will be drawn down, and many people 
and businesses will be forced out. Bringing in CAP water is still going to impact the 
limited water resources of Arizona, and is no solution to this problem.

Individual

2599 16 A great deal of attention to date has focused on the proposed mine's impact on the 
aquifer of the Santa Cruz Basin/Tucson AMA in the Sahuarita/Green Valley area.  
Very little attention has been given to the potential impacts of the mine on the 
aquifers to the east.  Preliminary studies by hydrologists with the Pima County Flood 
Control District suggest, however, that the impact of the mine pit in diverting 
groundwater from the aquifers in the area might be substantial.  During the first 
scoping open house, held at Pima Community College's Desert View campus, I 
asked a hydrologist from the Forest Service's regional office in Albuquerque what 
the mine's impact on local aquifers might be.  He responded by saying that the pit 
would have to be dewatered, that water levels in area aquifers could be substantially 
reduced, and that officials of Rosemont Copper Co. seemed to be completely 
unaware that this might be a problem.  The fact that Augusta Resource/Rosemont 
Copper Co. has purchased additional parcels of land to the south and east of the area 
proposed to be directly impacted by mining activities is particularly ominous.

Individual

2599 17 Exactly what will be the impact of mining activities---particularly of the dewatering 
of the pit that will have to occur if the mine is to operate successfully---on the 
amount of water currently available in the aquifers underlying and adjacent to the 
proposed mine?  How far and how quickly will the water levels in these aquifers be 
reduced?

Individual

2599 19 How far from the mine boundaries will water tables be affected?  What will be the 
impact to the well on our property (AZDWR well #55-212788), situated 
approximately 4.5 miles SSE of the proposed mine pit?  How quickly will it be 
impacted?

Individual

2599 21 How much water would Rosemont Copper Co. be allowed to pump from such 
wells?  Over what period of time?  Would Rosemont Copper Co. be required to pay 
any amount of money to any person or government entity for pumping any amount 
of ster from such wells?  If dewtering of the mine pit or any other activity 
counducted by Rosemont Copper Co. in the operation of the mine adversely 
impacted the aquifers in the area and/or reduced the amount of water available to 
residents of the area, would there be (a) remedy(ies) available to the affected parties, 
i.e., the U.S. Forest Service, the State of Arizona, Pima County, or impacted 
residents?  If so, what would they be?

Individual
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2599 26 Apparently it is not legally possible to prevent Rosemont Copper Co. from pumping 
as much groundwater out of the Tucson AMA as it asks for.  I implore the Forest 
Service to keep in mind that, as proposed, the mine will use 6,000 acre feet of 
drinking quality water to process mineral ores every year for at least twenty years.  In 
this fragile desert environment, which is expected to experience continuing drought 
that will in all likelihood be exacerbated by increasingly adverse global warming and 
subsequent climate change, and to experience substantial increases in human 
population concomitantly, this use is simply not justifiable Augusta Resource's 
promise to return 105% of the water it pumps out of the Tucson AMA by injecting 
Colorado River water back into the Santa Cruz basin is wishful thinking, as live 
storage on the Colorado River system could well be depleted with the next ten to 
thirteen years.  Cutbacks in allocations to CAP users could begin to occur will before 
that.

Individual

2599 33  According to Augusta, "at the end of the mining project, Rosemont will have added 
more available water than it will use, leaving a 59% net water gain in the 
community."  This "sustainable" approach, however, fails to account for 3 major 
factors: that significant amounts of water are lost during the recharge process, and 
that the live storage in the Colorado River system is currently at historically low 
levels and the causes of this are likely to continue unabated for the foressable future.  
In essence, within a few years there will be zero excess CAP water to allocate.  The 
likely scenario is that Rosemont will continue to pump 1.63 billion gallons of 
drinking water from the Tucson Active Management Area, none of which will be 
replenished by CAP water.  Should the "dry stack tailings" technique Rosemont is 
counting on---used in only one mine in the world so far and completely unproven in 
our local environment---fail, this water could rise by a factor of two or three.

Individual

2599 34 Augusta's assertion that "…water resources will be protected by avoiding impacts to 
the Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek watershed" has received less attention.  
However, the first hydrological study of the mine's impact on the watershed, 
commissioned by the Pima County Flood Control District and released last 
September, concluded that, depending on depth to pre-mine levels, the mine pit 
would lower the regional water table by as much as 1,500 feet and would intercept 
approx. 640 AF per year of flow to Davidson Canyon.  A followup study, completed 
this last April, concluded that "impacts to springs and groundwater levels near the pit 
would occur quickly and be profound.  The groundwater impacts of the pit on lower 
Davidson and upper Cienega Creek would slowly mount and then persist for 
thousands of years.  In our short lifetimes, however, disruption of surface water 
flows would… likely have a greater impact upon Davidson Canyon and Cienega 
Creek than the diversion of groundwater to the pit."

Individual

2599 48 1.63 billion gallons of drinking water that will be pumped annually from the alluvial 
aquifer underlying the Santa Cruz River near Sahuarita to process ore blasted out of 
the mine.

Individual

2601 3 We are deeply concerned about putting in the Rosemont mine for the following 
reasons:
2. Depletion of the groundwater in the Santa Cruz River Basin

Individual

2605 7 threat to water supply. What effect will mining have on ground water. How will 
Augusta Resource Corporation mitigate the potential threat of harm to local private 
wells? To the water shed area of Pima County included in the mine area?

Individual
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2606 1 I don't think we can afford the water for this projectIndividual

2607 3 Additionally we are extremely fearful that this proposed mine will adversely affect 
the flow of the adjacent Cienega Basin;

Business

2610 1 What will be the impact of the amount of groundwater used by mining operations 
over the life of the mine on the current and future availablity of groundwater to the 
Tucson, Vail, Coronoa de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, Sauharita, and Green Valley 
(the "Area") residents?

Individual

2617 1 We own and live on 34 acres just a few miles north of the proposed Rosemont mine 
and are deeply concerned with the devestating effect that this project would have on: 
our precious water supply - its quantity

Individual

2617 8 Water, water, water. On our homestead, we depend on three sources for all our water 
needs, and have utilized them all for many years and decades. The reason for three 
sources is that each has taken the opportunity to break down and then we need the 
others to pull us through. We have truly learned to survive through water scarcity 
over these 33 years. We cringe at the thought of Augusta grabbing the Tucson 
valley's most precious resource - the water (Not the copper!!)

Individual

2617 9 Our three sources of survival water are:
Our own well water (Well # 55-634449), Helmet Peak Deliveries, Hauling water 
from Del Lago's water tank on Rinconado and Andrada roads.

 How do you plan to guarantee that the well water from all three of these water 
sources will not be affected by this project, in quantity

Individual

2619 1 According to the tucson Metro Area Water companies. The Average family of 4 uses 
18,000 gallons of water-indoor use only. At today dollars it cost $60.00 per 1000 
gallons of water delivered to the vail Area.

Individual

2620 5 That water is allocated by law. 5,000 acre ft/yr is 3,100gpm 24/7 --- quite enough to 
deplete all surrounding domestic and ranch wells which depend on this aquifer.

Business

2622 4 Arizona Senate President Tim Bee and Reps. Jonathan Paton and Marian McClure 
have raised serious concerns about how the the operation could impact the 
availability of the water supply.

Individual

2626 1 How can anyone believe that taking precious water supplies from residents is at all 
beneficial?

Individual

2633 4 Even when painted at its best, so far as I can see, this project seems like a loser for 
Arizona. It disrupts using our water.

Individual

2634 20 Every one who has studied the matter acknowledges we're going to be facing a water 
crises soon

Business

2637 2 Now the aspect of another mining project in the area will not only disturb the 
landscape but also the supply and quality of supply of water will be probably be the 
greatest for not allowing the project to continue.

Individual

2638 2 I do want to convey, as strongly as possible my concerns about this project. These 
include water use

Individual
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2639 3 What assurances are there that water table depletion will not occur and neighhboring 
wells depleted?

Individual

2640 7 The issues that are crucial to all the inhabitants of the area include: water availabilityIndividual

2647 11 Especially with the lack of water facing us, we do not need to add more poison to the 
mix.

Individual

2648 5 The proposed dry stacked tailings procedure has never been used in our climate. 
Assuming it won't work and Rosemont will consume roughly as much water as near-
by mines (about 30,000af/year) what will pumping that much water for at least 20 
and more likely 30 years, do to the aquifer and the availability of water in 
surrounding wells

Individual

2648 13 Given all the other active likely potential mining activity in Southern Pima County, 
what will be the cummulative effect on people & the environment. In particular, 
water availabiltiy?

Individual

2649 1 The company should not be allowed to use groundwater because it lowers the 
watertable for the whole area.

Individual

2667 2 We buy our water from the Helmet Peak Resources Assn. Inc. in Sahuarita, AZ the 
removal of additional large amounts of water from this aquifer would jeopardize our 
security, the cost of this water will become prohibitive and who gets water will be 
determined by who can afford it, once the mine gets its pipes in the aquifer who will 
deny them all the water they want.

Individual

2671 11 Although the water supply for the mine is proposed to be taken from lower elevation 
aquifers (Sahuarita) with recharge and replacement to be performed with CAP water, 
I have serious concerns about the effects on the upper (Las Cienegas) aquifer levels.

Individual

2671 13 Given the uncertainties in CAP availability, combined with wells already drilled at 
the proposed mining site and the effect of the open pit, its depth and resultant water 
drainage into it, I question the true impact on the Sonoita community and my well.

Individual

2671 16 Please provide the statistical estimate of effects for a minimum of 25 years on my 
well.  The Arizona Department of Water Resources well registration number of my 
well is 55-210956 located on my property.  Provide the groundrules and assumptions 
for these calculations and the estimates of error on these inputs and the effect on the 
statistical results.  As a minimum, please include the effects of weather (recharge), 
CAP availability (and potential non-availability), growth projections for the 
surrounding communities which will create additional water demand, permeability  
of all relevant geology between the water recharge sources and the extraction or 
drainage locations, uncertainties in this geology and permeability, effects of seismic 
disturbances due to blasting on this permeability and all relevant data on the aquifer 
depth and flow rate data.  Please provide an uncertainty assessment in the analysis.

Individual

2672 5 The area's ground water table has been declining and is not being replenished at its 
present rate of use.

Individual

2673 30 As property owners who are dependent on a well for the sole source of water the 
impacts of the propose Rosemont Copper Mine Project are dangerous and 
unacceptable.

Individual
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2675 42 Under certain circumstances, the transportation of water out of the Tucson AMA can 
lead to claims of damages from water users in the basin of origin.

Individual

2675 47 Despite agreements that may be difficult to enforce after the fact involving water that 
may or may not be available, the crux of this issue is this: "Rosemont copper has no 
legal obligation to replace any of the water it will produce for the operation of the 
mine."
In light of this fact, this proposal should be evaluated on the basis that every drop of 
water Rosemont pumps across the Santa Ritas for their operation is lost to the 
Tucson AMA basin.

Individual

2677 24 We understand that Rosemont Copper Company plans to drill for water in Sahuarita, 
near the junction of the Santa Rita Road and Sahuarita Road. We are concerned 
about the cone of depression that will result, in the Santa Cruz Valley

Government

2677 33 We also are concerned about the impacts that will occur and could occur to the 
surface and ground water on the east side of the proposed mine. Normal rainfall that 
will fall in Barrel Canyon will be diverted for 20+ years (or forever?). This will 
decrease the surface water that should flow down Barrel Canyon and into Davidson 
Canyon and Cienega Creek. Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek and very 
important habitats for wildlife, and decreases in water flow to these habitats will 
adversely impact wildlife. This effect will be occurring off of Forest lands. The 
Forest should identify how you will insure that this impact does not occur.

Government

2677 56 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
- Monitoring of impacts to ground and surface water (quality and quantity), and 
actions that will be taken if adverse impacts are shown

Government

2680 2 How will the mine affect the quality and quantity in my well? No one really knows 
hwo much water we're sitting on, but with my current water table at 380 feet I 
suspect there may not be enough to accommodate the Rosemont Mine and residential 
properties in the area. What happens if my well runs dry because of their operation? 
Where will I get my water?

Individual

2681 1 We have a wide range of concerns, but foremost among them is our concern about 
the possible impact of the Rosemont Min on the watershed of Pima and Santa Cruz 
counties, and in particular, upon the four wells on our property:
55-631401 19T 16SR 34 Section Pima County, 307 book, 13 Map, 017A parcel
55-631402 19T 16SR 34 Section Pima County, 307 book, 13 Map, 017A parcel
55-604553 19T 16SR 34 Section Pima County, 307 book, 13 Map, 017A parcel
55-604554 19T 16SR 34 Section Pima County, 307 book, 13 Map, 017A parcel

Business

2682 4  The aquifer is already being contaminated  and diversion wells will not solve the 
problem but defer it to a later date.

Individual

2683 34 Already the wells of residents near the area of the mine are being adversely affected 
by the test wells Rosemont has drilled.

Individual

2685 2 We are greatly opposed to any activity that has such a high probability of 
unrepairable damage to groundwater

Individual

2688 2 We learn foreign investors have unlimited access to our aquifer. They claim to be 
able to purchase 5,000 acre feet per year of CAP water to replenish the aquifer.

Organization
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2698 39 The most critical resource we have, on a par with the air we breathe, is water. In 
southern Arizona, water is in short supply, and that supply cannot support all of the 
development, current and future.

Business

2700 1 In 2000 a well was drilled less that 200 feet from this old well, the water level was at 
1,100 feet. The message is very clear we have a diminishing ground water supply.

Individual

2708 1 We need to protect our limited water supply in this desertIndividual

2711 15 Arizona has been preaching the doctrine of low water use industry for many years. 
Why is the mining industry suddenly an exception?

Individual

2717 2 Hydrologists advise that 20% of the City of Tucson’s groundwater supply comes 
from the Cienega Creek area which is also in the Mine area. Mine water pumping 
will be responsible for supply depletion

Organization

2720 2 The harmful effects cannot be overcome: the use of our very finite water supplyIndividual

2723 1 Given that this mine would use an enormous amount of water, I am concerned that it 
would further strain water supplies in a region where rapid population growth is 
already leading to demands that exceed sustainable supplies.

Individual

2724 7 Wherever Augusta would get water, an aquifer will be depleted, springs would dry 
up and people and wildlife would be deprived of H2O resources.

Individual

2724 18 Pima County commissioned and submitted a hydrogeological study to the Coronado 
that raised the threat of surrounding ground water and surface water depletion from 
pumping out an open pit copper mine, as well as potentially leaching of pollutants 
into groundwater.

Individual

2724 55 I have 14 acres in Vali, 4 1/2 miles South from I-10 and Sonoita Hwy 83. I have a 
vwell, however there is every liklihood that a mine at Rosemont Ranch as is being 
proposed would dewater wells currently in use (as has already been done by Augusta 
Resource Corporation tet wells) and imperil important wildlife habitat and future 
drinking water for residential use.

Individual

2726 39 The most critical resource we have, on a par with the air we breathe, is water. In 
southern Arizona, water is in short supply, and that supply cannot support all of the 
development, current and future.

Business

2727 4 The proponents of the project are proposing an open mine at great depth that would 
drain the aquifer leaving untold wells in the surrounding area almost certainly 
nonfunctional

Individual

2728 2 It would use an enormous amount of water (an estimated 5,000 to 8,000 acre-feet per 
year), an increasingly precious commodity in the desert. As the population in 
southern Arizona increases, the water table drops, and our allotment of CAP water 
gets stretched thinner, water is only going to become more of an issue.

Individual

2729 2 We learn foreign investors have unlimited access to our aquifer. They claim to be 
able to purchase 5,000 acre feet per year of CAP water to replenish the aquifer.

Organization

2730 2 How can the removal of upwards of 95,000 acre feet (nearly 31 billion gallons) of 
sweet ground water not negatively affect the present water table serving the 
surrounding communities and dispersed outlying homes?

Individual
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2732 6 I am also extremely concerned about water use by the proposed mine. Their planned 
use of groundwater raises serious questions about the impacts on water quality 
downstream in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek as welll as wells in the area.

Individual

2733 5 There has been concern expressed that the Rosemont Copper Project will have a 
negative impact to the water table by pumping water from the area for the operation.

Individual

2736 4 What will be the consequences of using  groundwater resources for mining 
operations?  Will private and public wells be impacted?

Government

2736 6 What will be the impact on both quantity  of the groundwater  at the mine extraction 
areas?

Government

2738 5 The proponents of the project are proposing an open mine at great depth that would 
drain the aquifer.

Individual

2744 22 We also have an excellent on-site cantina with an amaing chef, and we often host 
community events.  However, we now have serious concerns.  As part of our 
research in starting this guest ranch, we visited a number of historic operations in 
southern Arizona.  One, in Dragoon, near a large copper mine, had serious water 
shortages.  They were selling their guest ranch no doubt in part because they got 
tired of trucking in water!  We looked at an undeveloped ranch in that region as well, 
but hydrology experts told us that there was not enough water in the vicinity to 
sustain a horse operation with a mere 20 guest rooms.

Business

2744 25 Beyond tourism and historical concerns, however I must emphasize the water that 
will be used for this mine will seriously threaten communities for miles around.  Let 
me share our experience here a the ranch alone: During the drought two years ago, 
we had a serious drop in the water from our historic on-site water source:  Apache 
Spring.  What had once irrigated acres of pasture and fruit trees dried up to a mere 
trickle for those few tense months.  We lost several ancient trees, and the fire danger 
was significant.  We felt at the time how tenuous the water situation in Sonoita has 
become through modest development.

Business

2744 27 How in the world can Augusta Resources guarantee that we will have enough water 
to sustain all of this growth and mining?

Business

2745 6 The public is VERY concerned about the significant impact on water resources this 
action will have on their sustainablity in the Santa Cruz Valley including Green 
Valley and Sahuarita, Corona de Tucson, Marana, and in the vicinity of the mine 
operations.

Individual

2750 1 I am extremely concerned about the unlimited amount of our precious groundwater 
that Rosemont Mining Corporation would be guaranteed to use for years

Individual

2752 8 There is not enough water for a mineIndividual

2753 3 The water tables in the Tucson area are already dropping and the tremendous amount 
of water necessary for running this mine will only cause further dropping which will 
cause some wells to go dry. Yes, Rosemont will recycle some of the water. Why is it 
necessary for them to get their water from GREEN VALLEY?

Individual
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2758 5 Water used in the mining process will further reduce the short supply as the water 
table is lowering with the increasing population. The aquifer is already dropping 
about two feet per year. Neighboring wells will go dry because the Augusta wells 
will go much deeper. Recycled water in our household taps is repugnant to many of 
us. Mined copper will not satisfy the thirst of metropolitan Tucson residents.

Individual

2760 28 The EIS should identify all sources of water needed for the project, and describe the 
potential environmental impacts associated with using these sources. If dewatering 
will be necessary, the EIS should describe the dewatering system and the potential 
direct, indirect,  impacts on groundwater , estimated rates of dewatering and water 
use by the proposed project, as well as all other water use in the vicinity.

Government

2760 32 Identify direct, indirect  impacts to water supply wells, resources as a result of 
groundwater pumping assoicated with the proposed project.

Government

2760 49 The EIS should also describe the potential impacts to groundwater from open pits, 
backfilled pits, and partially backfilled pits after closure, as well as the measures that 
will be taken to prevent these impacts.

Government

2763 2 We are of the point of view that our water is scarce and needs to be protected from 
wasteful use in yet another mining operation. No promise of “replenishing the 
aquifer with CAP water” can make us feel secure since that water won’t supply our 
well, it isn’t of good quality, or from a limitless source.

Individual

2763 5 We are still concerned, however, since we already have regular water shortages, 
especially in the summer. As of this year, we have begun to note on the calendar 
when our water is compromised as it happened this past winter after the “test wells” 
for the Rosemont Project were drilled west of us.

Individual

5012 13 WHAT WILL THE IMPACTS TO OUR WATER BE?
-Wherever Augusta would get the water, and aquifer will depleted, springs would dry 
up and people and wildlife would be deprived of water resources.

Organization

5280 3 Environmental impacts not adequately addressed:
Effects on water supply

Individual

5283 1 As president of Rancho del Conejo Community Water  Co-op in Picture Rocks, I am 
concerned

1) About the effect of taking so much groundwater for the mine operations,

Organization

5285 2 Like most citizens my primary concerns center on quantity and quality of water, 
regional economy, including tourism, and vegetation and wildlife.

Individual

6713 2 The mine is -- we're looking at designing it in environmentally sound practices. And 
that will include things like we're planning on using a dry stack tailings, which 
results in about 50 percent less water use than a convential mine.

Individual
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6716 2 Lastly, last as to Rosemont, I'm dumbfounded that this project has been allowed to 
proceed as far as it has.  The water requirement alone is enough to deny them any 
type of permit.

The scant water contained in the east slope aquifer draining off the Santa Ritas is 
replenished based on annual precipitation averaged over thousands of years.  Any 
sudden major drawdown would have disastrous and permanent effect on all that this 
aquifer sustains forever.

Individual

6717 3 We will submit the letter for the record, but among other things, there are a number 
of studies, water studies, that need to be completed, including the impact of the 
drawdown on the Phelps Dodge sulfate plume.

Individual

6725 1 Augusta plans to develop six production water wells in the Santa Cruz Basin to the 
west of the mine with a combined pumping rate of 9,000 gallons of groundwater per 
minute.  The mine has an expected demand of 5,000 acre-feet of water per year, or 
95,000 acre-feet of water over the lifetime of the mine, and that might be 
conservative.

Individual

6726 10 CAP water recharge is being done at the lower aquifer level, but what will effect of 
the epth of the pit have on the water table up here at higher elevations.

Individual

6735 6 The survey should start and stop with the issue of water.  There is not enough for 
mining and what water is used will never be anything but a polluted toxic brew that 
will travel well beyond any manmade containment in the centuries ahead.

Individual

6736 2 One of my concerns is obviously the water.  And the pit will basically, as in the 
process of dewatering the pit, it will lower the groundwater table to where myself 
and all my neighbors will basically be waterless.

Individual

6738 6 The well drinking -- the well drilling crews are busy on it.  They're making it dry 
already.

Individual

6738 7 It's all about water.  All the other Governments are against this mine, as well.  It's all 
about water.  Open pit mining, especially open-pit copper mining, is incompatible 
with the Sonoran Desert.

Individual

6743 1 Water has been well-addressed.  There's an aspect of it I'd like to point out.  Let me 
put into context, an acre-foot, that's one acre one-foot deep, times five or 8,000 of 
those acre-feet.  That's a lot of water.  Think of that as a lake.  Who will assess the 
impact of that lake on the other water users in the area?

Individual

6744 2 First, on the grounds that water -- both usage of water and potential contamination 
was a serious and unquantified issue.  And we felt that it had the potential -- the 
mining had the potential of despoiling key aquifers.

Individual

6752 3 Thorough modeling of the impact of ground water use should be required.  The 
studies should include the impact on potential use of all area water users, including 
the effects on water levels,

Business

6752 13 How much water will the mine actually use?  That damage--how much damage will 
it exist (sic) to existing water holders?  How can the U.S. Forest Service justify the 
use of high quality groundwater, the potential damage, and these increased costs to 
current residents and future generations?

Business
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6755 2 We believe that our October letter, the 2007 letter--pardon me.  We believe that your 
October 19th letter to Jamie Sturgess needs to be supplemented to request sufficient 
information to determine the impact of water withdrawal on our upper Santa Cruz 
aquifer.

Organization

6755 4 We request that our previously submitted letters of November and December of 2007 
be carefully considered.  These letters established the crisis nature of our upper Santa 
Cruz aquifer, and the efforts of the Upper Santa Cruz Providers and Users Group, we 
call them PUG, that has been formed with the mission of creating broad based, long 
term solutions to achieve sustainability in our aquifer.  Pima County supervisors 
offered to facilitate and support this group in their efforts.

The Green Valley Community Coordinating Council also supports this group, and 
have notified, by letter, both Pima County and the PUG group.

Organization

6756 1 I don't need really to remind you that we have had a ten year drought here in 
Arizona.  When Rosemont comes into our state and drills deep, deep wells, of course 
that threatens particularly the water that we have, and it also threatens well owners in 
southeast Sahuarita, particularly.  We ask you, the United States Forest Service, to 
hear our pleas for water conservation.

Individual

6756 4 Rosemont says the right to use  6 or 7,000 acre feet--you know, we simply don't have 
that here in the Green Valley area.  We don't even control our discharge, the city of 
Tucson has that.

Individual

6759 8 Possible impacts on aquatic inhabitants from mining include the reduction of water 
resources from increased groundwater pumping,

Individual

6762 3 My well off from State Route 83 has been at the same static level for 30 years.  If it 
goes dry after the mine goes in it't not because it wasn't deep enough, it's because 
they put a 2,900 foot deep pit in the ground and drained the water from the valley.  
Water flows to the lowest spot.  And it's not only my well, it's all my neighbors' wells 
too.

Individual

6764 1 Our main concern in speaking today is our concern about water, or perhaps I should 
say the lack of water.

Organization

6764 3 As of 2006 more 39,000 acre feet of overdraft were taken out of our aquifer.  Even 
with projections of the pecan lands being converted to housing, a projection I'm not 
sure is going to happen over the next 25 years, in 2028 there will still be, there 
would still be more than 30,000 acre feet of overdraft a year coming out of the 
aquifer.  And that, of course, does not include any water to be used for the Rosemont 
mine.  Without Rosemont mine we still would have -- ans this is just projecting into 
the future, more than 30,000.  I know there may be a pipeline, but to me that's just -- 
and to all of our people, that's just a red herring.

Organization

6772 3 And also the Rosemont mine has a non area, or the Rosemont Ranch has a non 
exempt well.   So we are very concerned about water, and we want the Forest Service 
to address our concerns.

Organization
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6773 1 I could go for literally hours about how important it is to protect that beautiful range 
for the future.  Many other folks have already mentioned it, and I know they feel as 
passionately as I do about it.  But I think I want to use what little time I have and 
focus once more on water, and call attention to a reference that perhaps the U.S. 
Forest Service already knows about.  And several of you in the audience have heard 
me rail about this.

But it's out of the National Geographic, February of this year.  And one of the 
previous speakers spoke to the drought cycle we're in.  If I might just make two short 
sentances quoting verbatim.  "The wet 20th century, the wettest of the past 
millenium, the century when Americans built an incredible civilization in the desert, 
is over".  The next direct quote.

Individual

6775 2 We already know that the quality of our water is greatly diminished in Green Valley, 
to the point that the existing mines have had to build or dig new wells for us.  There's 
no reason to believe that that sulfate plume is ever going to stop. So I'm not going to 
talk about quantity of water.  We know that we live in a desert.  Quantity is an issue.  
No matter what, it's an issue.

Individual

6775 11 Ultimately if we lose our water we're going to have an economic impact on all of us.  
The value of our houses will greatly diminish. Our quality of life will diminish. So 
for 19 years of production what do we have to look forward to; reduced quality of 
life, reduced water availability,

Individual

6779 1 I'm really concerned about the water issue.  One billion gallons, that's 6,000 acre feet 
of water that they propose to take every year.  Almost one billion gallons.  And when 
you think about that, you know, if somebody takes 1,000 gallons or something like 
that, that's a lot of water.  But a billion gallons of water is going to go down the tubes 
every year when they do this mine up here in the Rosemont  area.  I think that's 
unconscionable.

Individual

6781 6 The noise of the heavy mining equipment, daily blasting seven days a week, air 
pollution from windblown dust, and sulfuric acid, and diesel fumes,and unlimited 
pumping of ground water at Rosemont,

Individual

6783 1 I am concerned at this point about the effect of the mine on the Cienega Creek 
drainage, whether in quantity or quality, because it's in the Cienega Creek drainage 
basin -- Cienega Creek runs north towards the Rincons, and it turns west and 
changes its name to Pantano Wash.

Individual

6783 3 Now some of the main wells of the Spanish Trail Water Company, that provides my 
water and that of pretty much everybody in Rincon Valley, the well is in the 
underflow of Pantano Wash.  If it doesn't keep getting replenished from Cienega 
Creek, or if the replenishment is the kind of acid water my mother lived with in a 
mining town, where you washed your sheets and they turned yellow from the 
minerals in the water, I think we have a problem.

Individual
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6786 2 My main focus is water.  Specifically the Santa Cruz River aquifer utilized by all of 
Green Valley and a big proportion of the residents in the Tucson area.

Augusta's planned to recharge this aquifer with CAP waters, and this plan is flawed.  
We all know we're in a drought.  Lake Mead is down over 100 feet.  The Colorado 
River, which serves the CAP, southern Nevada, parts of California, and Arizona 
agricultural, Las Vegas, Phoenix, Tucson, which recharges all of this drinking 
water.  The fact is the CAP is not a constant given.  Recharging could stop.  Future 
water supplies would be in peril.  How the Coronado national Forest Service could 
even consider putting a population's drinking water supply in jeopardy just slays me.

Individual

6786 3 Reliability -- recharging -- in reality recharging our aquifer with CAP, which is under 
heavy demand, so Augusta can justify pulling up thousands of acre feet a year is 
ludicrous.

Will you, our professional guardians of the public lands, allow them to forward their 
agendas, while depleting our limited water supplies?

Individual

6787 1 One of the things I found that I wanted to call you all's attention to is this is an 
executive order as of April 8th, 2008 this year.  I found this on Governor 
Napolitano's web site.  She declared April to be designated as water awareness 
month.  And I just wanted to read a couple of things.

This is what she states in this executive order.  "Whereas water is one of Arizona's 
most vital and precious resources, and whereas Arizona is an arid state, water is 
scarce, the population growth continues to increase our demand for water, and 
whereas Arizona has few remaining perennial flowing rivers and is committed to 
protecting those that do remain, such as the San Pedro River, the Verde River, Fossil 
Creek, Oak Creek, the Little Colorado River, the Santa Maria River, the Bill 
Williams River, and lastly our sweet Cienega Creek.  And whereas all citizens of 
Arizona and visitors should use water more efficiently, practicing a low water use 
life-style is the way each individual and business can help insure a long-term 
sufficient water supply.  And whereas creating a culture of conservation will greatly 
reduce the impact of drought on our natural resources, our economy, and quality of 
life.  And whereas water education is a corner stone to any comprehensive water 
conservation program.  And greater awareness of water issues can be gained through 
community educati9on, action, and celebration.

Again I'm not against mining.  Not here.  Not now.  We just don't have enough 
water.  There's just not enough.  And I don't believe a big company should be able to 
come in here, even though their water rights are exempt.

Individual

6788 2 The other thing that you have heard a lot about, water.  Well it doesn't take rocket 
science to know that the water table has been dropping, and that means that you're 
going to run out of water.  It's going to be -- it's not a sustainable use of water if the 
water table drops, you know.  What don't we understand, if the curve goies like this.

Individual

6788 3 So I think things like the mine, things like any increased use of water, when we're in 
a table dropping situation, should be stopped until there can be proven that we can 
have sustainable water.  I don't think 100 years is enough.  I mean, you know, we 
have got future generations to think about.  I might even be here in a hundred years.  
Who knows?

Individual
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6790 2 Rosemont, since they can't use the water on their side over there, came down into or 
neighborhood, bought several acres of land, and due to the 1875 mining laws, or 
whatever it is, they are allowed to pump as much water as they want.  There are no 
limits.  So by buying two acres of land they have unlimited access to water half a 
mile from my well.

Individual

6792 2 We, the citizens of Sahuarita, have become an extension of the Rosemont mine.  We 
live 15 miles, as the crow flies, away from the mine site, but yet they're going to be 
draining our water resources of our wells of 400 families that are going to be 
affected.  Our wells are 200 to 300 feet deep.  They have put in wells 1,300 feet deep.

They plan on pumping 6,000 acre feet of water, which they have got a permit from 
the ADWR, for the next twenty years.  And that is 1,955,226,000 gallons of water a 
year.  Why has this been approved?

Individual

6793 3 These mines are exempt from the amount of water.  They can drain us dry.  

Everyone else has to conserve.  I have been conserving all my life.  Grew up, oh, 
turn the water off when you brush your teeth.  But, folks, this what we have got to 
preserve.  Everything else is important.

Individual

6799 1 All of us in our family have major concerns about the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project.  Concerns about water, which is the most important natural resource in 
Arizona, on wells, on watershed, on surface water, on groundwater, in volume and

Individual

6799 3 All of us in our family have major concerns about the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project.  Concerns about water, which is the most important natural resource in 
Arizona, on wells, on watershed, on surface water, on groundwater, in volume and in 
contamination, impurity, and depletion.

Individual

6803 4 Rosemont's MPO indicates that the water requirements are approximately 5,000 acre-
feet per year. This number is used repeatedly in the media. However, Rosemont has 
permits with the Arizona Department of Water Resources to withdraw up to 6,000 
acre-feet per year.

An article in the Arizona Daily Star from May 28th of 2008 titled "Mine Execs Offer 
Water Assurance" says: A mine the size of the one proposed by Rosemont Copper 
normally would use enough water every year to supply 40,000 house holds. Officials 
with the Rosemont Copper say they will only use half that much, 5,000 to 8,000 acre-
feet a year by using techniques developed for mining in extremely arid climates.

Organization

6811 5 Under the guise of mining, Rosemont Company proposes  to invade a pristine 
ecologically and sensitive area, a portion of the Coronado National Forest, and 
thereby destroy and displace all of the flora, fauna, squander groundwater, cut off all 
public general recreation use.

Individual

6811 10 Rosemont we don't need. Plans -- plans to use 5,000 acre-feet of water, that's 3,100 
gpm 24/7. That's reason enough to deny them any permit to proceed.

Individual

6817 7 The exciting thing about Rosemont is it's environmentally sound, state-of-the-art 
practices. We are filtering the tailings, which results in 50 percent less water than 
similar sized mines that use wet tailing systems.

Individual
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6818 2 It would be foolish and irresponsible for the Forest Service to allow this mine 
proposal to go any farther. Wasting mor taxpayer money, fuel, and time. We face a 
hard choice but a choice must be made. There's not enuogh water to build and 
operate this mine, not enough water for the hundreds of people who come to Sonoita 
to live in it or work on it or in it.

Individual

6823 2 We have grave concerns about the effect of groundwater pumping that can't help but 
irreversibly change our lush desert, dry up the rare riparian areas, and affect that 
watershed that supplies 20 percent of the recharge for Tucson Basin.

Organization

6824 1 The amount of water Rosemont plans on using is three -- 31,870 gallons a minute. 
They claim they can recycle 89 percent of that, and they only need the 6,000 acre-
feet a year. 6,000 acre-feet is 1,955,226,000 gallons of water a year for the next 20 
years. We cannot afford to waste that much water. 

Now, Jamie Sturgess stood up and spoke last time about a contract that they've 
negotiated with the Sahuarita well owners and that he was getting 50 people to sign 
that. Today I'm carrying a letter from a lawyer, Huge Hollup (phonetic), the attorney 
that represents the United Sahuarita Well Owners that states the Rosemont Mine, 
Jamie A. Sturgess, who it negotiated with, has agreed to do a comprehensive 
hydrological study to identify any impacts Rosemont's proposed puming of 
groundwater would have on the neighborhood wells in Sahuarita. Proposed impact? 
There will be an impact.

When they did their well testing, several wells went dry, and they were only testing. 
They weren't pumping this 5,000 gallons a minute of water they plan on pumping.It's 
ridiculous. Jamie A. Sturgess stated on that date at the Sahuarita High School Forest 
Service hearing about these 50 people who signed: I'd like to know if the Forest 
Service has those 50 signatures? Do you have a contract that states that they're going 
to take care of the Sahuarita well owners? Do you have a contract that they're going 
to bring CAP water and replenish the water that they're mining out of Sahuarita?

Individual
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6824 2 The amount of water Rosemont plans on using is three -- 31,870 gallons a minute. 
They claim they can recycle 89 percent of that, and they only need the 6,000 acre-
feet a year. 6,000 acre-feet is 1,955,226,000 gallons of water a year for the next 20 
years. We cannot afford to waste that much water. 

Now, Jamie Sturgess stood up and spoke last time about a contract that they've 
negotiated with the Sahuarita well owners and that he was getting 50 people to sign 
that. Today I'm carrying a letter from a lawyer, Huge Hollup (phonetic), the attorney 
that represents the United Sahuarita Well Owners that states the Rosemont Mine, 
Jamie A. Sturgess, who it negotiated with, has agreed to do a comprehensive 
hydrological study to identify any impacts Rosemont's proposed puming of 
groundwater would have on the neighborhood wells in Sahuarita. Proposed impact? 
There will be an impact.

When they did their well testing, several wells went dry, and they were only testing. 
They weren't pumping this 5,000 gallons a minute of water they plan on pumping.It's 
ridiculous. Jamie A. Sturgess stated on that date at the Sahuarita High School Forest 
Service hearing about these 50 people who signed: I'd like to know if the Forest 
Service has those 50 signatures? Do you have a contract that states that they're going 
to take care of the Sahuarita well owners? Do you have a contract that they're going 
to bring CAP water and replenish the water that they're mining out of Sahuarita?

Individual

6824 6 We live 15 miles from themine ane we're going to be adversely affect by Rosemont's 
mining of our water. How can this be? We live in a desert. And now they're going to 
destroy the pristine country that the Forest Servcie is supposed to protect?

Individual

6825 1 I am off scenic Highway 83, off of Old Sonoita Highway. I'm told I'm on the plume 
side. The dry tailings are going to be taking up three of the major contributaries for 
the Davidson Canyon where I get my ater, my well. So if any water gets through, I 
will either be dried up on my side or contaminated.

Individual

6829 1 There's mysterious labyrinth of ocean underneath our soil here, we call it an aquifer, 
but no one's really studied it. No one knows where it goes, no one knows how it's all 
interconnected. So when we talk about pumping water from an area 30 miles south 
of here, we have no idea how it affects our water here in Tucson, we have no idea 
how it affects water within this whole southwest interconnected ocean that's 
underneath our soil. 

Some of the earliest predictions for water being gone from our aquifers is pretty 
stunning, and no one really wants to talk about it. But some of those early 
predictions are seven years from now, 2014.

Individual

6834 9 What are the basic pros and cons of the Rosemont mine?
There would be a devastating impact on our water supply. We could discuss the 
water issue for hours and barely scratch the surface.

Individual

6846 3 Pumping scarce drawn water to operate this mine is a travesty. I think it'll create a 
huge cone of groundwater depletion in the area that they're going to pump from.

Individual
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6849 1 As you know, we're part of the active management area that's under the department 
of water resources, and we have a plan we've been working on since 1980, which is 
to have a sustainable yield by the year or safe yield by the year 2025. The latest work 
that's been going on is showing that we're probably not going to make that, even with 
all of the Central Arizona Project water that we're bringing in and importing.

And so when we begin to get an additional user of groundwater such as this mine, 
there is the issue of replenishment of that groundwater, where it's going to happen, 
and if they're going to be using Central Arizona Project, as has been suggested.

Individual

6852 2 I'm concerned that the water usage issues ignores the fact that the Rosemont mine 
will consume less than half the water of traditional copper mining operations, and the 
fact that Augusta has been purchasing water since 2007 and recharging it into the 
Tucson Basin on a voluntary basis, something no one else is doing, or has done. 
Certainly not the pecan growers who are consuming nearly six times the projected 
mine usage for that. For what, pecans. Part time? Right. Yeah, put that in your car.

Individual

6856 2 We've heard a lot about the water here and heard a lot of horror stories about the 
water. 5,000 acre-feet of water is a lot of water. I know that very well. But put it in 
perspective. The average gold course uses about 400 acre-feet of water, so we're 
talking about a dozen golf courses. For those of you who haven't noticed, we've got a 
lot more than a dozen golf courses.

Agricultural uses, you could argue agriculture uses anywhere from three to five acre-
feet a year. Alfalfa can use six to eight acre-feet per acre per year, so a thousand 
acres of alfalfa is using more water than this mine is predicted to use. And for those 
of you who haven't noticed, we're got more than a thousand acres of alfalfa in this 
state. Nobody's pointing their fingers at those that we're sucking the aquifer dry and 
leaving our children to die in the dry.

We have a lot of water in this state and, of course, there's shortage. We have to 
manage it wisely. Management is the key, and NEPA is one of the better laws that 
we've passed to manage the resource. So we welcome the opportunity to go toe-to-
toe on the water issues here, discuss it, and get the facts, and those that would 
demand that the Forest Service hear the facts would do well to mind the facts 
themselves.

Individual

6858 5 The lifespan of the mine is totally inadequate. 20 years is -- would be the first mine 
in our area to operate for such a short time. The current mines on the west side of 
Sahuarita are 50 years and counting. So the amount of water use per year is projected 
by this mine is woefully underestimated.

Individual
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6866 4 We have a hundred years supply of water here they say. Now, what that means is that 
we're going to run out after 100 years. We're going to keep increasing the aquifer for 
a hundred years, our use of the water for a hundred years, and then all of a sudden 
we're going to run our on the last day. It doesn't work that way. You run out about 
halfway, you start running out when you're about halfway there, which means we've 
got about another 20 years before that supply runs out.

Now, what most people say we should get rid of agriculture if we use any more 
water. Well, that violates the first commandment of Howard Odom, which is that 
thou shalt not waste potential energy.

The Tucson aquifer area, well, they say they're putting water in the Tucson aquifer 
area. I say why don't they just put it in the north of the Grand Canyon, then they're 
putting it in the Arizona aquifer, why not?

Individual

6867 2 The quantity with depletion and lowering of water table and all the existing wells 
that could be directly or indirectly affected should be cataloged. Contamination chain 
link from Barrel Canyon dumping to Davidson Canyon to Cienega Creek to Pantano 
to Rillito. Clearly the Tucson watershed is not a rural consideration, it's a 
metropolitan consideration as well.

Individual

6868 1 The state of Arizona is not equipped to have a federal agency come into the state to 
establish a copper mining operation. We need state hydrology studies from our own 
water resource department. We should also have immediate statistics as to the depth 
of the aquifer and the amounts of water that is in the aquifer right now. The water 
resources department needs more state funds to help us be better informed. Even the 
Arizona Chamber of Commerce thinks that this is true, and that we should -- and that 
they should have more funds.

Government

6869 12 Wells are already going dry in Sahuarita, as you've heard, and Rosemont can always 
get another permit if the 6,000 acre-feet isn't enough for them. They can just keep 
asking for permits and they'll get them. Do people whose wells are running dry and 
their homes becoming absolutely valueless have any legal protection when their 
wells run dry? No, absolutely none. Are they assured compensation if their homes 
cannot be sold and are worthless? No one will buy them. Who will compensate 
them? Who will pay for all the relocations that will be necessary when all these 
homes become worthless?

Individual

6871 1 When this copper mine came into effect a few years back and it affected me and my 
husband, we were -- we couldn't believe that this was a no-brainer, since we are in 
the desert and that we have water is the most main -- is the most important source in 
our life.

Individual

6873 3 The draft EIS for this project should fully analyze the following impacts: water, 
hydrology. This is not just a copper mining project, it is a massive water mining 
project and I think that's been clearly talked about tonight. So the impacts to the 
nearby watershed, riparian areas, including Cienega Creek National Conservation 
Area and Davidson Canyon as well as the impacts to our aquifer, springs et cetera, 
needs to be fully analyzed.

Organization

6873 5 Impacts to adjacent landowners' water wells, long-term habitability of these lands 
may be negatively impacted and needs to be fully analyzed.

Organization
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6873 7 And, lastly, as was just highlighted, how will prolonged drought and climate change 
factor into this water equation?

Organization

6874 1 This new mining process as described by Augusta that will require supposedly less 
water used for their stacking tailings, if they find out this is not an effective process 
here, what's going to guarantee us that they're not going to use more water once 
they've got their foot in the door?

Individual

6876 12 Both Green Valley and Sahuarita are already dangerously low on their water 
resources. Inputs of CAP water will be required to keep these communities within 
the state required assured water supply.

Organization

6879 7 Per Tucson Water statistics, average family monthly, water usage is 11,250 gallons.  
This translates into 135,000 gallons per year.  Rosemont's 5000 acre-feet of annual 
water consumption is enough water for 12,600 families!  If Rosemont uses more than 
5000 acre-feet of water, (Pumping 5000gpm continuously results in an annual 
volume of 8064 acre-feet), this would correspond to sufficient water for 20,300 
homes!  Since our aquifer must already be replenished with CAP water, and, talk is 
already underway to reprocess waste water into potable water, using this precious 
resource to further one foreign company's profit motives is not a judicious use of this 
scarce commodity.

Individual

6879 10 The aquifer from which Rosemont will be pumping water is not a wide open 
underground lake.  It's water located within soil and rock deposits.  Locally,  
Rosemont's pumping at a rate of 5000 gpm may, very well, cause water wells of 
existing nearby households to "dry" up.  What will happen to families that do not 
have the resources to drill down several hundred feet further to regain a water supply?

Individual

6880 5 The Canada-based applicant has not be definitive about the amount of water the 
proposed mine would require, but any such open-pit copper mine of this size will 
require the use of a substantial amount of water in a region with a shortage so 
profound that we are pumping Colorado River water more than 330 miles to address 
it.

Government

6880 7 The use of many thousands of acre-feet annually of this pristine water from under the 
Santa Rita Mountains foothills would have a significant detrimental impact on 
tributaries to the Santa Cruz River under which Tucson Water and other purveyors 
draw water downstream for existing urban and suburban uses.

Government

6882 6 For the families in the Sahuarita, Vail and Green Valley area, who are on the Well 
Water, what safeguards will be in place that our wells are not run dry from the Mines 
proposal to dig deep wells?

Individual

6895 5 Assessment of the second issue listed in the NOI, "Effects on the quality and 
availability of surface water and groundwater resources" should account for the 
possible continuation of current southwestern drought conditions over the lifetime of 
the mine, along with projected growth of demand by other water users in the affected 
area.

Individual

6897 3 The mine needs to develop a supply of water not related to the local supply of water 
for the residents in the area of the proposed mine.  It seems very basic that the 
current supply of water is not adequate for current users and it surely will not be 
adequate if more water is taken from the aquifer.

Individual
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6918 2 The use of 5,000 to 8,000 acre feet of water per year is what Rosemont Mining 
expects to utilize each year.  The use of over 1 billion gallons of water per year from 
this desert area is going to dry up all the aquifers in the area, springs will also dry up, 
and wildlife will be deprived of water resources..

Individual

6933 2 Before any more of the Santa Cruz Aquifer water is given up to some organization, 
like Rosemont Copper, that will have essentially unlimited access to ground water 
(regardless of what their permit request is for) there should be consideration given 
for a moratorium on granting mining access to this water until a proper study and a 
more complete understanding  of the potential impacts of further drawdown is 
obtained.  This should come from a source which has the least "conflict of interest".  
These impacts would involve short term and long term affects such as the affect of 
the decrease the water table level on the present users of the aquifer and long term 
affects such as land subsidence and fissuring and decreased water quality.

Individual

6942 1 1.  I have been a resident of Pima County for 30 years and have lived in Green 
Valley for 11 years.
2.  In all that time the water table has been falling and in the Sahuarita/Green Valley 
area now the rate of declining water is increasing.
3.  ROSEMONT MINE SHOULD NOT BE ALLOWED TO PUMP WATER 
FROM SAHUARITA/GREN VALLEY AND PUMP IT 30 MILES OVER THE 
MOUNTAIN FOR THEIR PURPOSES.  THE RESULT WILL SURELY BE AN 
ACCELERATION OF THE RATE OF THE DECLINING WATER TABLE.
4.  Even without this new mine, the uncontrolled residential building will worsen our 
severe water shortage.  It makes no sense to allow a new mine whose principle water 
source is an existing residential community.

Individual

6951 3 And to top it all off, the huge amounts of water that would be drained from our 
aquifers is totally unacceptable.  The residents of the area who depend upon their 
own private wells would be out of luck since the mine would drain most area water.

Individual

6957 2 How will other Forest Service lands be impacted by this depletion of the aquifer?Individual

6968 2 Non of the reviewing agencies care one bit about the depletion and contamination of 
the aquifer, the environmental scenic as well as tourist impact, scenic route 83 
destruction and traffic disruption and the noise and air pollution generated by this 
proposed mine.

Individual

6975 7 If the PROPOSED Rosemont mine does use the intercepted water for their mining 
operation it will Impact all our wells to the point of PUMPING ONLY DUST.

Individual

6992 3 2) Use of the water on the western side of the Santa Ritas will deplete the water for 
well-owners in that region.

Individual

6993 4 The products from the mining are not for Arizona, but we will suffer from the 
disruption, the pollution, and the disappearance of the ground water from our area.

Individual

7000 7 Rosemont would be right on the aquifers that provide water for hundreds of 
thousands.  The mine would consume water at obscene rates, at a time of severe 
drought, the worst in 500 years, according to ex-Interior Secretary Gale Norton, who 
was not the most ardent champion of the environment.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 95 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

Aquifer Quantity

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

7008 3 I grew up near Patagonia and still own land that was part of my family's ranch.  I 
take this issue very personally.  The impact that this mine would have in this lovely 
part of the state are many, and they are devastating.  A major concern is the amount 
of water that the company will suck from the surrounding aquifers and eventually 
leave them dry.

Individual

7020 2 The forest already struggles enough with a low amounts of water that it receives. Not 
only will the forest water supply be affected, as will our personal well supply.

Individual

7022 5 2.  The proposed copper mine will use vast amounts of ground water.  Our livelihood 
depends on ground water. It is unknown how depletion of the aquifer will effect our 
water source, but the likelihood is that it will be an adverse effect,  translating into 
devistation to our business.

Business

7033 2 Is there provision for wells in the area having to be deepened or go dry due to the 
amount of water used in the mining process?

Individual

7037 2 Say NO to special interests ho would suck the aquifer dry,Individual

7043 2 2. Our water sources are very limited and a mine would take water from the aquifer.Individual

7045 3  We live just SW of the Sierrita mine nin Green Valley, AZ.  Water usage at the 
Sierrita mine is already contributing to a degradation in the quality and quantity of 
the ground water in Santa Cruz valley.

Individual

7045 5 Moreover, it is reported our water table is already dropping 2' - 4' per year from, 
predominately, the current mining and agricultural uses.  Meawhile, commercial and 
residential development is proceeding with no end in sight.  The Rosemont mine 
proposes to draw additional water from the Santa Cruz river basin for mining.  In our 
view this will adversely affect the water availability to present and future new 
residents and businesses  in the San Cruz river valley,

Individual

7048 5 How will the surface water quantity and water quality in Davidson Canyon and 
Cienega Creek, downstream from the mine site be impacted from the mine?

Individual

7056 1 I have lived within the impact area of the proposed Rosemont Mine for 34 years. I 
strongly feel that this proposed mine will have a serious negative impact on the water 
tables in the surrounding areas as well as on the general environment.

Individual

7070 4 4) I do not see how ANY one can guarantee that their will be no reduction in the 
availability of groundwater on which local residents depend.

Individual

7078 3 Both my wife and I are COMPLETELY AGAINST the Rosemont Copper Mine due 
to significant negative environmental impacts, mine truck traffic on highways, 
excessive water caonsumption and (potential) pollution.

Individual
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7088 38 Historically, water levels have been declined considerably in this general area due to 
mining.  Documents publicly available show lowering of groundwater in the area of 
mining, both at Twin Buttes and Sierrita.  The data is dated because this type of work 
was only done in the early 1980s after F.I.C.O sued the mines because of their heavy 
use of water and contamination causing high salt/hardness content.  The report is 
"Ground-water Monitoring in the Tucson Copper Mining District," prepared by Pima 
Association of Governments and Upper Santa Cruz Basin Mines Task Force (created 
only for this study).  The report is available from Pima Associaltion of Governments 
(792-1093). www.g-a-I.info/DepletionMaps.htm

In Green Valley, there is an annual drawdown of 2 to 3 feet per year.  Water rights 
for mining for the local mining company were obtained by buying up agricultural 
land.   The result is that the community is sustaining a 31,000 acre feet annual 
deficit, and signs of subsidence are beginning to appear: cracking in walls of homes, 
sidewalks and roads.  Map of projected water levels in 2025 in Pima County, are at. 
www.g-a-I.info/GreenValley2025.htm

Organization

7088 43 The Plan of Operations describes how the mine will need 6,000 to 8,000 acre-feet of 
fresh water per year (enough to supply as many as 32,000 people per year), primarily 
for the operation of the mill and concentrator.  Rosemont Copper plans to import this 
water via a pipeline from a well field located 15 miles away from the mine near the 
town of Sahuarita.  The company has drilled and tested two wells at this mine field. 

There are indications from these tests that they may not be able to pump the amount 
of water they need without seriously affecting many nearby domestic and agricultural 
wells because of their drawdown, or lowering, of the water table.  The nearby wells 
could be left without enough water to supply the owners' and may have to be 
deepened.  Rosemont Copper has not performed a hydrogeological analysis of the 
groundwater system at the well field and vicinity.  

The Santa Cruz River basin provides water for many users- two existing mines, six 
domestic water companies, large pecan groves, and eight golf courses.  To serve 
these users in 2006, approximately 76,500 acre-feet of water were pumped out of the 
basin.  Of this, about 40,000 acre-feet were not replaced by natural or artificial 
recharge.  The result of this continuing overdraught is that the basin's water table is 
declining at the rate of about four feet per year, a rate that will accelerate if 
additional large users, such as the Rosemont Mine, are added.

Organization

7091 2 Depletion of ground water:  Although Augusta says it plans to recharge groundwater 
in the area, there is no guarantee of a water source to use to do this.  CAP water is a 
finite resource which needs to be carefully protected.  Its existance and quantity 
cannot be assured.

Individual

7116 5 THERE SHOULD BE IN PLACE RULES OF PROCEDURE THAT WOULD 
ESTABLISH A FAIR ,UNBIASED THIRD PARTY ARBITRATION. THIS 
WOULD DETERMINED FAIR COMPENSATION FOR HOME OWNERS AND 
THEIR PROPERTY; WHO WOULD BE DISPLACED BY MINE OPERATIONS, 
AIR , NOISE, WATER POLLUTION , WELL GOING DRY OR HEALTH 
REASONS. THESE HEALTH CONSERNS WOULD NOT NECESSARILY 
PREEXIST AND COULD MANIFEST THEMSELVES AFTER OPERATIONS 
STARTED.

Individual
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7117 15 The same Pima County hydrological study also addresses dewatering of the 
Rosemont Copper Mine's pit and how it could significantly lower the groundwater 
levels south and north of the proposed mine in the region east of the Santa Rita 
Mountains. The Mine's water production wells near Sahuarita in the Santa Cruz 
basin west of the Santa Rita Mountains will affect the basin's ground water levels 
and nearby existing wells. This should also be evaluated in the draft Environmental 
Impact Statement.

Organization

7117 40 There are significant negative and unmitigable impacts of this proposed copper mine 
on the resources of the Coronado National Forest. They include impacts to water 
quality and quantity, impacts to wildlife, and impacts to recreation, among many 
others.

Organization

7125 25 We moved back to Arizona to retire here. Took our hard earned money and paid cash 
to buy land and build a home.
--What happens to my home values when I have NO WATER?
--Our permit fees alone were about $9,000. to build here.

Individual

7126 5 Further, I am extremely concerned about impacts to water quantity and water quality 
in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek. It is extremely short-sighted and ludicrous 
to allow the use of our very limited high quality ground water for such an operation.

Individual

7129 15 5. Water impact upon Tucson
Augusta has made estimates of ground water pumping local to the mine. They have 
not presented or even disclosed the impact of water draw by electric power plants 
due to generation of electricity needed to run the mine. Using their projected 
electrical load, and assuming a typical water use of 0.5 to 0.7 gallon / KWh, the mine 
will result in a draw of 1500-2000 acre-feet per year. The consumption will be 
mostly from the aquifer directly beneath the City of Tucson that supplies the City's 
drinking water.

Individual

7133 1 1.  What will the impact of the amount of groundwater used by mining operations 
over the life of the mine and beyond on the current and future availability of 
groundwater to the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, 
Sahuarit, and Green Valley) residents as it pertains to sustainability of wildlife, 
vegetation and human life?

Individual

7133 4 4.  What assurances can Rosemont Mine make regarding groundwater availability in 
the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green 
Valley) should there be inadequate supplies of CAP water to replace or recharge the 
groundwater that the mine proposes to use?  Would the mine be prepared to shut 
down operations if CAP recharge water is not available?

Individual

7134 4 The Walden family and FICO will be significantly adversely affected if the proposed 
Rosemont Mine Project proceeds because of the significant drawdowns on 
groundwater that the Mine Project will demand and the devastating effects on the 
natural and historic environment not only in the area directly impacted by the Mine 
Project's footprint but the penumbra of the surrounding land, air, and visual 
resources.

Business
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7134 19 FICO owns approximately 7,000 acres of land in the Sahuarita and Green Valley 
areas, which is presently devoted primarily to growing, harvesting, and processing 
pecans. FICO lands have been in agricultural use for over 100 years. FICO also 
owns and operates Farmers Water Co., which pumps and provides water to more 
than 2,000 customers and maintains a service area, which spans approximately 
11,000 acres in Sahuarita and Green Valley. FICO land is presently located in and 
draws water from Tucson AMA. Both FICO and Farmers Water Co. rely on the 
aquifer located in the Upper Santa Cruz sub-basin for all of its water uses and needs.

In its MPO, Rosemont Copper Company sates that it plans to extract tens of 
thousands of acre-feet of groundwater from the Tucson AMA and transport it to the 
Rosemont Mine in order to meet the water needs of its mining operations. See MPO, 
ss 2.8.3, at 44. FICO believes that Rosemont Copper Company will withdraw this 
groundwater from wells, one of which is located within 1/2 mile of several FICO 
wells, including a Farmers Water Co. well and three agricultural wells. Rosemont 
Copper Company's well is also located on land that is within Farmers Water Co.'s 
Certificate of  Convenience and Necessity, and as a consequence, the use of this well 
might jeopardize the ability of Farmers Water Co. to provide water to its customers.

Unfortunately, in its proposed MPO, Rosemont Copper Company 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, ss 2.8. Rather, Rosemont Copper Company generally states that a 
groundwater withdrawal permit for mineral extraction purposes is expected to be 
issued for the quantity of water needed for the Rosemont Project on an annual basis, 
and for a term that will match the intended like of the Project. Id, at 42. Elsewhere, 
Rosemont Copper Company 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. Rosemont Copper Company further asserts that it  need not do any "well 
spacing" or "well interference" analysis under the Arizona well permitting statures. 
Id., at 43.

Business

7143 4 The proposed Rosemont mine will have significant, detrimental and irreversible 
impacts on our regional water quality and quantity, our wildlife, cultural and historic 
resources.

Organization

7143 8 The proposed Rosemont mine will have significant, detrimental and irreversible 
impacts on our regional water quality and quantity, our wildlife, cultural and historic 
resources. 
This affects us as residents and landowners in many ways. Not only is the water 
quantity and quality for us and our migratory and resident wildlife affected, but all 
our livelihoods and property values that depend on water.

Organization

7145 4 The proposed mining would require greatly excessive groundwater pumping, 
creating an unsustainable drain on Arizona's most important resource.

Individual
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7146 1 Twenty years ago, my husband and I moved to Sonoita, in a beautiful unspoiled area 
of southern Arizona. We found a terrific piece of land, built a comfortable home and 
settled into a rural life. One of the aspects of a rural existance was coming to terms 
with getting our water from a well. The well that had been drilled on our property 
before we bought it soon went dry, so we drilled another one. That one went dry 
also, so we drilled a third one. We are EXTREMELY careful of how much water we 
use and actively conserve whenever possible. Imagine our dismay to learn that the 
Rosemont Copper Project will pump thousands of gallons of water from our aquifer 
per year with seeming disregard for people like us. Without water, we have nothing.

Individual

7147 1 I am against the mine development on Highway 83 because of the possible lack of 
water. We live in a desert with overuse of the water supplies with residential 
development alone. This will severely tax the aquafors of the area.

Individual

7152 3 According to Rosemont's own website, "Rosemont will be one of the largest copper 
mines in the United States." How can this NOT impact the environment, the water 
supply and its quality, the scenic beauty and recreational values, and the wildlife?
Breathing, air quality, light pollution for Mt. Hopkins Observatory must be given 
high priority.

Individual

7153 3 We request that you research and answer the following questions during your 
evaluation process. 
WATER
(1) How will the surface water quality and quantity be protected for all of the 
contiguous and outlying areas such as Corona de Tucson, Vail, Sahuarita, Green 
Valley, Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek?
(2) How will the Rosemont Copper Mine prevent wells in nearby residential and 
agricultural areas from being depleted, and will the landowners be compensated?

Individual

7155 6 Some of our other concerns with the myriad potential impacts of this proposed action 
are listed below.
A broad, detailed, and in-depth analysis of the impacts on area water supplies will be 
crucial. Such analysis should include considerations of direct impacts to nearby wells 
and municipal supplies, as well as impacts to area springs and surface waters, 
grounded in a context of diminishing cumulative supplies due to ongoing drought 
and climate change.

Organization

7161 2 Water supply fo the mine is to be taken from the Sahuarita with recharge from CAP. 
I have concerns about the affects on the upper Cienega aquifer levels There is the 
potential also for escape of metals and chemicals from drainage into the open pit 
which in turn can affect the run-off into Davidson Canyon, which connects to 
Tanque Verde wash and ultimately the Rillito in Tucson. This would have a serious 
and long reaching negative impact on our ability to use groundwater upon which 
Tucson and neightboring areas are dependant upon.

Individual

7161 4 I own land and have built a home located 5 miles as the crow flies from the proposed 
tailingd dump area.. My well because it is not as deep as the mine's (already drilled) 
wells and will most likely will be pumped dry.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 100 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

Aquifer Quantity

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

7162 7 Water:
There has been much discussion and press attention to the water-related issues 
associated with the Rosemont Copper mine. In our desert environment, securing  
adequate water for future generations is a high priority. The decision on whether or 
not to put into jeopardy this region's long-term water future to accommodate a mine 
with an anticipated life-span of just 20 years must be carefully and thoughtfully 
considered. The Forest Service must go to great lengths to ensure that all aspects of 
its decision, but particularly  those related to water, are based on sound science from 
reputable experts. The representations from mine proponents on this issue are clearly 
an insufficient basis on which to base public policy decisions with the potential 
consequence of this magnitude. The Forest Service, throughout the NEPA process, 
should assertively seek the input of the Arizona Department of Water Resources as a 
reputable source of information related to the mine water issues.

Individual

7163 25 How will utilizing huge amounts of potable water in arid environment impact water 
availability for surrounding communities into the foreseeable future?

Organization

7163 27 What are the foreseeable impacts to adjacent land owner's well levels, and potential 
impacts to water quantify, quality and the sustainability of communities, agricultural 
practices, etc?

Organization

7163 29 How might the drawdown of the aquifer impact subsurface water and the ecosystems 
that rely upon this water source?

Organization

7166 1 I am writing with concerns I have about the proposed Rosemont Mine. I am a child 
welfare social worker in Pima County and my elderly parents live in Green Valley 
near and open pit copper mine. My objections to this mine are based on the 
following areas of concern. WATER: It's well documented that the Rosemont mine's 
operations will require a large quantity of precious groundwater. This groundwater 
pumping will lower the water table and could affect the viability of wells in the 
surrounding area, as well as creating potential environmental impacts to wildlife 
corridors and plant life. Will this concern be addressed in the environmental impact 
study? Also, how can Pima County citizens be sure that Rosemont mine's use of 
groundwater is a wise choice if our state encounters a long-term, serious drought and 
this water is needed by people and wildlife?

Individual

7167 2 The billions of gallons of water required for development and operation of the mine, 
in any configuration, will be delivered at the expense of the environment, including 
water tables near and far, impacting habitat far beyond the mine's proposed 
boundaries, including Cienega Creek and even the Babocomari and San Pedro 
Rivers. The consumption of water and lowering of water tables is certain to greatly 
impact nearby residents and communities, also, and this impact must be examined. A 
complete study of the effects of water consumption must be conducted, and 
conducted comprehensively, realistically, and independently.

Individual

7167 4 The billions of gallons of water required for development and operation of the mine, 
in any configuration, will be delivered at the expense of the environment, including 
water tables near and far, impacting habitat far beyond the mine's proposed 
boundaries, including Cienega Creek and even the Babocomari and San Pedro 
Rivers. The consumption of water and lowering of water tables is certain to greatly 
impact nearby residents and communities, also, and this impact must be examined. A 
complete study of the effects of water consumption must be conducted, and 
conducted comprehensively, realistically, and independently.

Individual
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7169 2 What guarantees do the citizens of Arizona have for their water. Ground water or 
CAP? How can anyone guarantee the water supply?

Individual

7171 2 The billions of gallons of water required for development and operation of the mine, 
in any configuration, will be delivered at the expense of the environment, including 
water tables near and far, impacting habitat far beyond the mine's proposed 
boundaries, including Cienega Creek and even the Babocomari and San Pedro 
Rivers. The consumption of water and lowering of water tables is certain to greatly 
impact nearby residents and communities, also, and this impact must be examined. A 
complete study of the effects of water consumption must be conducted, and 
conducted comprehensively, realistically, and independently.

Individual

7171 4 The billions of gallons of water required for development and operation of the mine, 
in any configuration, will be delivered at the expense of the environment, including 
water tables near and far, impacting habitat far beyond the mine's proposed 
boundaries, including Cienega Creek and even the Babocomari and San Pedro 
Rivers. The consumption of water and lowering of water tables is certain to greatly 
impact nearby residents and communities, also, and this impact must be examined. A 
complete study of the effects of water consumption must be conducted, and 
conducted comprehensively, realistically, and independently.

Individual

7175 10 The effects on bats of changes in water quantity and quality, light and noise, and 
heavy metals in the soil, water, and air caused by the proposed action should be 
investigated.

Individual

7178 5 3. THE POLLUTING AND OVERUSE OF OUR PRECIOUS GROUND WATER 
EVEN THOUGH ROSEMONT PROMISES THIS WILL NOT BE THE CASE.

Individual

7181 8 7. What effect on the groundwater table will digging a mile wide 2500 foot deep pit 
have on the groundwater on the East side of the Santa Ritas. Many residents have 
wells that are 3 to 4 hundred feet deep. Will they require deeper wells, or will city 
water have to be provided? Who will pay for this?

Individual

7181 11 Proving that the mines are responsible for lower groundwater tables is difficult. If 
this becomes a problem will Augusta guarantee that they will pay for well 
improvements necessary to provide water?

Individual

7183 4 The amount of water needed for such a mine simply is not available in this desert 
region.  We are already in the grips of what scientists are calling a "100 year 
drought" and such a strain on an already fragile water table will force people who 
live in the area to dig much deeper wells.  Then the mine will pollute the water table.

Individual

7192 6 Impacts to water quantity, movement, and quality and are of grea concern.Organization

7193 2 Issue #1.  There is a sound indication that water drawn from the aquifer at that north 
end of the Santa Ritas will affect other aquifers.  One main concern is drawing water 
from this site may affect the aquifers servicing the water sources needed for the "wet 
caves" adjacent to the Colossal Caverns and most importantly Karchner Caverns.

Individual

7201 2 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity

Organization
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7222 11 Ground water will be pumped by this Canadian company from our Santa Cruz 
aquifer, depleting this aquifer and subjecting Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek 
to water contamination from toxic runoff and leaching of toxic materials into the 
aquifer.

Individual

7253 86 -How much would the aquifer be drawn down as a result of pit dewatering?
-How far from the pit would the effects of dewatering occur?

Organization

7253 114 Water is our most precious and valuable resource, and we cannot afford to risk 
degradation to its quality or quantity.

Hydrologic studies must be conducted for all watersheds and basins that would be 
affected by this mine plan, including the Cienega Basin, the Upper Santa Cruz 
Valley, Sahuarita and Green Valley. Currently the mine plan does not contain 
enough information on the impacts from planned or potential groundwater 
withdrawals. Although the pumping won't be on Forest Service land, the purpose of 
the groundwater would be to support a project that is on Forest Service land, so the 
impacts must be considered in the EIS. The necessary hydrologic studies should be 
paid for by the company.

Organization

7253 115 A. WATER SUPPLY
The company is currently proposing to pump about 6,000 to 8,000 acre-feet of 
ground water per year for 20 years, at a rate of 9,000 gallons per minute.
-Does the company have enough wells to supply this amount on a sustained, year 
around basis without causing serious problems to neighboring wells?
-What are the limits, if any, on how much water the company can withdraw or pump 
to the mine site?

Organization

7253 122 The Sahuarita/Green Valley area: Since Augusta proposes to pump ground water 
from this area the impact on the water resources of present and future residents of 
this region must be carefully evaluated. Both damage to current homes and 
businesses and the effect on planning efforts by local governments for future 
development must be carefully considered. Monetary remuneration for entities that 
are damaged by the pumping should be put in place.

Organization

7253 124 The ground water monitoring plan should include prevention of impacts to ground 
water:
-What is the ground water monitoring plan before, during and after mining?
-What are the current ground water levels in the vicinity of the project?
-How often have these levels been recorded?

Organization

7253 128 What are the locations of all wells owned by Augusta Resources, Rosemont Copper, 
or any of its associated companies?
What are their pumping rates, and how would they affect neighboring wells?
Which of the neighboring wells could potentially go dry due to pumping by 
Augusta/Rosemont?

Organization

7259 4 Decrease in the amounts of Surface Water

Mining activities may tax existing aquifers and divert surface flows in the area.  The 
perennial reach of Davidson canyon and Cienega creek are some of the rarest 
wetland in Arizona supporting a host of fully aquatic species.  Any reduction of 
water in this system will have detrimental affects on these species.

Individual
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7261 2 Her main concern was water quantity and quality, but she was also concerned about 
scenic values, airborne dust, and foreign involvement, especially the investment by 
Sumitomo.

Individual

7288 1 As a resident of the area where the mine will be developed if approved I would like 
to go on record to highlight a few items that need to be considered.  First, where is 
the water going to come from that will be used by the mine if approved.  If it is form 
wells in the area surrounding the mine what impact will that have on the water 
residents in the draw from wells in the same general area.  If a replacement  source of 
water is not brought in by the mine for the duration of the mining operation the 
approval should not occur.  Perhaps you are not aware but we do have a growing 
water shortage in the area and drawing out more water than what is replaced  is not a 
good idea.  Perhaps your home may suffer the consequences of either no water or a 
major reduction of water usage due to the mine using available water.  Think about 
that possibility for perhaps yourself and other residents in that area.

Individual

7293 3 In 1998 when Malcolm Pirnie Report was published, everyone knew (DWR, Pima 
County, copper mine, pecan grove) if we did not begin some type of groundwater 
recharge, the area was going to be in trouble.  The proposed CAP pipeline was 
presented that would extend from Pima Mine Road to the Canoa Ranch area.  Phelps 
Dodge and FICO (pecan grove) decided it was cheaper to pump groundwater , rather 
than do the right thing and they forfeited the offer of 23,000 AF of CAP water 
annually.  Also, they did not want to assist financially with the extension of the 
pipeline.  It is not up the taxpayers to pay this bill, as the copper mine and pecan 
grove pump 85% of our grandwater from this basin.  Everyone has gone along their 
merry way, hoping no one would find out the truth, just pumping and pumping our 
groundwater.  They had the wells and grandfathered rights and no one could touch 
them.  The politicians are afraid to do the right thing, as the lobbyist are very 
powerful and votes are more important than taking care of the people of Green 
Valley. 

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

Individual
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7293 5 Now, let's look at the area where the Rosemont mine will be pumping.  In that area, 
well owners are already facing declines in the water levels.  We personally met a 
gentleman that lives off of Sahuarita Road where his well has dropped 60 feet in the 
past five years.  In the next year, he will have to drill another well to the tune of over 
$14,000 to secure a water supply (and for how long).  You people must factor in the 
human consequences of what this new mine will create for all the well owners in that 
area.

Groundwater in this area flows from the Nogales area towards Marana.  We already 
have less water coming down the Santa Cruz River (helps to recharge the Canoa 
area).  Now if the new copper mine begins to draw down the groundwater in the 
Sahuarita area, it could possibly deplete the water in the Green Valley area even 
further.  As that water level goes down, the Green Valley water would begin to flow 
towards Sahuarita at a faster rate.  Groundwater knows no boundaries, there are no 
gates down there to tell it to stay here.  So as the Green Valley area is receiving less 
water from the south, so could we further lose our groundwater faster to the north if 
the Sahuarita table begins to decline.  And, it will.  The only thing we do not know is 
when, but it will be sooner, rather than later.

Individual

7296 1 As a resident of the area where the mine will be developed if approved I would like 
to go on record to highlight a few items that need to be considered.  First, where is 
the water going to come from that will be used by the mine if approved.  If it is form 
wells in the area surrounding the mine what impact will that have on the water 
residents in the draw from wells in the same general area.  If a replacement  source of 
water is not brought in by the mine for the duration of the mining operation the 
approval should not occur.  Perhaps you are not aware but we do have a growing 
water shortage in the area and drawing out more water than what is replaced  is not a 
good idea.  Perhaps your home may suffer the consequences of either no water or a 
major reduction of water usage due to the mine using available water.  Think about 
that possibility for perhaps yourself and other residents in that area.

Individual

7304 3 Depletion of the groundwater in the Santa Cruz River basin - taking from the green 
Valley area

Individual

7307 7 threat to water supply. What effect will mining have on ground water.  How will 
Augusta Resource Corporation mitigate the potential threat to harm to local private 
wells? to the water shed area of Pima  County included in the mine area?

Individual

7308 3 Additionally, we are extremely fearful that this proposed mine will adversely affect 
the flow / water quality of the adjacent Cienega  Basin; this water source provides 
the majority of the flow of the Sonoita Creek that runs year – round through Circle Z 
Ranch.

Business

7309 2 Eventually local pumping for the pit dewatering will equal 500 gallons per minute.  
That's 500 gallons per minute that they're going to pump out of the Cienega water 
site.  Cienega doesn't flow 500 gallons per minute.

7309 4 Augusta has a 1200 gallon per minute pump installed.  They call it a stock pump.  
Must have awful thirsty cattle.  If they want to put -- bring water in, build a lake, use 
it for recharge, use it for recreation.  Don't pump more water out of this site.
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7312 1 The Rosemont Project lies in the headwaters of the Davidson Canyon drainage in the 
Cienega Creek basin southeast of Tucson, Arizona. 
Question
What is going to keep the water flow to Davidson canyon as the headwaters will be 
blocked? Won't this reduce the water level on wells dependent on the Davidson 
canyon?

Individual

7312 2 Because of the recognized sensitivity of the Cienega basin, Rosemont determined at 
the beginning of its planning process to acquire a water supply for the Rosemont 
Project from the Santa Cruz basin to the west of the project site.
Question
Will the open pit mine drop the aquifer level to the Cienega basin and are plans in 
place to monitor the water?

Individual

7312 7 The right to extract and use groundwater from the Tucson AMA will be pursuant to a 
Mineral Extraction and Metallurgical Processing groundwater withdrawal permit 
(ME permit) issued by ADWR pursuant to A.R.S Section 45-514. This type of 
permit is a "shall issue" permit that must be granted unless reliable alternative water 
supplies (uncommitted municipal and industrial CAP water, surface water, or 
effluent) are available at comparable cost at the point where the mine's wellhead or 
distribution system would otherwise exist (A.R.S. Section 45-514[A]{2} and [3].
Question
The issue we have upmost in concern in the water. If the only way to stop the use of 
the ground water aquafier is by a decision of "no=action" then that action must be 
taken.

Individual

7312 10 Rosemont Copper began recharging CAP water in the Santa Cruz basin in 2007, 
with contracts in place to recharge 15,000 af at three state-permitted underground 
storage facilities, which include Pima Mine Road near the terminus of the CAP 
aqueduct, and the Lower Santa Cruz and Avra Valley sites near Marana. Rosemont 
Copper contracted to utilize all of the available capacity at Pima Mine Road (about 
600 af in 2007), with the balance to be stored at the Lower Santa Cruz and Avra 
Valley sites.
Question
How does 600af equate to the comment of "Commitment to offset 105% of total 
project pumping with recharge in the Santa Cruz basin". If the mine uses 5000 af per 
year and only recharges 600 af won't this draw down the water level in Sahuarita 
area?

Individual

7313 3  If the Forest Service cannot ensure that the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, 
Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green Valley] residents will have enough 
groundwater of the quality and quantity they enjoy today (7/14/08), and that a 
mechanism can be implemented to ensure that any unforseen negative impacts can be 
suitably corrected, then they need go no further in this process and the Rosemont 
Mine should be denied their request to use Forest Service land.

Individual

7316 3 b.�How will water quality and quantity be affected in surface watersOrganization

7327 13 The depletion of our limited water supplies and potential for ground water pollution.Individual

7336 18 Will Rosemont's wells and mine cause serious changes in the region's already 
straining water resources? How long will it take to determine this?

Individual
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7340 1 The EPA reports that in 2005, metal or hard rock mining in Arizona released over 
39.4 million pounds of toxins. Pima County commissiones and submitted a Hydro 
Geological Study to the Coronado FS that raised the threat of surrounding 
groundwater and surface water depletion from pumping out an open pit copper mine, 
as well as potential leaching of pullutants into groundwater.

Individual

7348 4 2) Impacts on water, air; loss of water and pollution of water supplies, air pollutionIndividual

7371 2 Liabilities:
1. Draining potable water supply, which is more precious than copper, to thousands 
of residents. Contaminating water supply with toxins, that will be there forever, that 
wildlife and plants need to survive..

Individual

7379 6 The noise of heavy mining equipment, the added danger on a two lane scenic 
highway of 88 roundtrips daily of mine related vehicles, including 56 twenty four ton 
ore trucks, daily blasting, (seven days a week) air pollution from windblown dust and 
sulfuric acid and diesel fumes, the unlimited pumping of groundwater, destruction of 
wildlife habitat on the West side, is totally incompatible with the Peace and Serenity 
and… Conservation of the East side of Highway 83!

Individual

7411 1 Water Usage- The plan to recharge of the Santa Cruz aquifer has too many 
uncertainties.  The EIS should require that the Rosemont plan provides a verifiable 
solution that ENSURES that the water table will not be diminished and that local 
wells will not be adversely impacted.

Individual

7415 6 On the cost side, local governments and residents have much more to lose because of 
the mine's presence. Who is to pay for depleted watersheds?

Individual

7419 1 If the surrounding wells run dry,…you will be responsible.Individual

7427 2 Water – Huge amounts of water will be used and the water will likely be polluted 
and tainted in the process. Sufficient studies have not been done to show that there 
will not be a negative impact to all other water users in the area. If (when) negative 
impacts do occur, how will other water usera be compensated?

Individual

7431 3 We do not have the water to support such mining activities.Individual

7434 2 When the excess CAP water no longer is available due to drought, etc., will 
Rosemont Copper Company stop mining until more CAP water becomes available so 
that our groundwater is not depleted? Is this something that they can promise and 
then legally be made to comply with by the US Forest Service, Pima County, or the 
State of Arizona?

Individual

7434 6 As the pit goes deeper, water will flow in from surrounding springs and aquifers. 
When this water is pumped out and used for dust control, what impact will this have 
on surrounding ranches, valleys, and springs? Will all nearby land become more arid 
by creating a pit lower than the surrounding water sources?How will this impact the 
amount of water going to Davidson Canyon and  Las Cienegas?

Individual
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7436 8 A study of Dr. Tom Myers assumed that the pit would capture all runoff from within 
and above the pit area. He says that most of this runoff would otherwise leave the 
study area without infiltrating and become mountain front recharge into alluvial 
basin north of the Davidson Spring area. Dr. Myers' analysis did not estimate the 
runoff to be captured, but he says it could be substantial considering the recharge 
estimate is 1.5 in/y in an area with approximately 20 in/y of precipitation. The 
mountain front recharge captured by the pit could be several times the diffuse 
recharge in mountain block. Dr. Myers says this could have a significant impact on 
downstream baseflow because Davidson Canyon provides approximately 20% of the 
baseflow in Cienega Creek. The study of Dr. Tom Myers makes it clear that there 
will profound long term and short term consequences on water table and water runoff 
from the mine. In short, Dr. Myers finds that impacts to springs and groundwater 
levels near the pit would occur quickly and would be profound. Water levels near 
Cienega Creek would decrease and the net effect would be to make this groundwater 
dependent ecosystem more susceptible to effects of drought and global warming. 
From the study of Dr. Tom Myers, disruption of surface water flows would have 
greater impact upon Davidson Canyon than the diversion of groundwater to the pit. 
Up to 4,415 acres of land would be filled, excavated or built upon. Understanding 
how these altertions would affect downstream runoff and recharge is critical. There 
needs to be a study by an independent group of scientists of this issue.

Individual

7437 1 My water is pumped from Well Number 55-634945
What will happen to my well if Rosemont Mine pumps 6,000 acre feet per year, (or 
8,000 acre feet or more) of water from the currently expected well field?

Individual

7437 4 If the Aquifer runs totally dry, who will pay for our Properties?Individual

7440 3 The water in the aquifer that serves Green Valley and Sahuarita is currently declining 
each year. What will be done to ensure that our communities will contine to have a 
sufficient supply of good clean water versus contaminated water from mine tailings?

Individual

7443 11 Water use for the mine would be 5,000-8,000 acre feet per year for approximately 20 
years. (One acre foot, or 3325,851 gallons, is typically what a family of four uses in a 
year.) At first, Augusta was proposing to pump water from the Santa Cruz sub-basin 
and recharge downstream in Marana (tough luck for Green Valley residents whose 
groundwater level is falling 2-4 feet annually). But in the mean time, Augusta has 
very generously (read, suspiciously) offered to foot the $9 to $15 million bill to build 
a seven-mile extension to the CAP pipeline so that Green Valley can get its alloted 
3,000 acre feet of water a year - whether or not the mine proposal goes through. Do 
you also hear the sound of favor being bought? But you know numbers, they change, 
and now they're talking 15 years of water not 20. Even so, pumping 7,000 acre feet 
per year into the Santa Cruz sub-basin, minus Green Valley's 3,000, equals 4,000 for 
Augusta. Not 5,000-8,000. Where's the rest of the water coming from? As Pima 
County Board of Supervisor Ray Carroll has warned the pipeline proponets, "There's 
no such thing as a free lunch."

Individual

7448 7 Will there really be enough water for Rosemont mining operations? They propose 
using water from wells in the local region, which will lower the already dangerously 
low water tables. Their water usuage estimates are suspiciously low when compared 
to other local mining operations. Their CAP water share might not be sufficient for 
operations and especially to replenish the water tables.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 108 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

Aquifer Quantity

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

7449 2 Tucson is in a seemingly perpetual state of drought at a time of global warming 
which almost certainly will lead to more drought. The proponents of the project are 
proposing an open mine at great depth that would drain the aquifer leaving untold 
wells in the surrounding area almost certainly nonfunctional while polluting the 
water. What right does any user have to put everyone else's water at risk in a growing 
desert area where water can only become more scarce in the future?

Individual

7451 13 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
21. IF the dry stack tailing techniques DOES NOT work then Rosemont Copper can 
go to ADWR and ask for a permit to drill for more water on the Cienega side. There 
is nothing to legally stop them. (As per ADWR). They DO NOT have to get water on 
the Sahuartia Side. The wells in Sahuarita are very close to the west boundary of the 
VUSD.

Individual

7452 4 Not only would the mine create an unsightly  eyesore in this beautiful mountian 
range, but would negatively impact water quality, deplete the water table and would 
generally degrade the area from an environmental standpoint.

Business

7453 13 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
21. IF the dry stack tailing techniques DOES NOT work then Rosemont Copper can 
go to ADWR and ask for a permit to drill for more water on the Cienega side. There 
is nothing to legally stop them. (As per ADWR). They DO NOT have to get water on 
the Sahuartia Side. The wells in Sahuarita are very close to the west boundary of the 
VUSD.

Individual

7454 1 I am writing to ask that the forest servcie not allow this mine to move forward 
without receiving the completed studies on water quantity issues for the US citizens 
residing in the area. Vail water, Tucson water, and private wells all rely on 
wells/water sources that are potentially impacted by allowing this commercial 
venture. Clean, adequate water seems like a basic right to me. Please do not be hasty 
in your decision.

Individual

7456 24 We understand that Rosemont Copper Company plans to drill for water in Sahuarita, 
near the junction of the Santa Rita Road and Sahuarita Road. We are concerned 
about the cone of depression that will result, both in the Santa Cruz Valley and in the 
Santa Rita Mountains.

Government

7456 33 We also are concerned about the impacts that will occur and could occur to the 
ground water on the east side of the proposed mine. Normal rainfall that will fall in 
Barrel Canyon will be diverted for 20+ years (or forever?). This will decrease the 
ground water that should flow down Barrel Canyon and into Davidson Canyon and 
Cienega Creek.

Government

7456 56 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
- Monitoring of impacts to ground and surface water (quality and quantity), and 
actions that will be taken if adverse impacts are shown

Government
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7458 1 In spite of the many claims that this mine would have an adverse impact on water 
availability, I have yet to see credible data. The mine plans to use approx 5000 acre-
feet annually. Yet, we have agricultural users and other mines, who are using much 
more in comparison. It is my understanding Augusta Resources plan to make 
contracts with area groundwater users to mitigate any water availibility issues caused 
by this operation. To ensure the mine has minimal impact on the local water shed, 
the mine plan includes design elements to contain runoff from waste rock piles and 
tailings piles to the mine site; and, to divert the watershed around the mine site. Also, 
aggressive recycling measures will be in place.

Individual

7458 2 When developers come to the Tucson-Pima County area for approval of residential 
development, how often do we nix these plans because of the volume of water to be 
consumed and additional effluent created from human activity? How often are their 
applications met with the same scrutiny by ADEQ and ADWR that this mine has 
generated? It appears to me, Augusta has met the requirements under their 
application to ADEQ/ADWR.

Individual

7461 2 I am very concerned that the Rosemont mining project will destroy the Coronado 
national forest area.Their low estimate use of precious natural resources like 
groundwater to the tune of 1,955,226,000 gallons equal to their reported and planed 
minimum consumption of 6,000 acre feet per year will devastate the local rural 
community's groundwater resources. Their own conservative estimates of 50 to 80 
gallons of water per second are difficult to comprehend when we are experiencing 
one of the longest droughts on record. We are in a desert climate and can't afford to 
waste water.

Individual

7463 4 Currently, the water and energy resources that would be consumed in mining are 
NOT based on renewable sources.  Water from our shrinking water table and water 
from the CAP are both threatened by the extended regional drought.

Individual

7473 1 Some areas in SE Arizona have had no rain - to date. One is the area just southwest 
of Fort Huachuca. I live three miles from the crossroads of 82 & 83. What do you 
estimate the future groundwater depth to be? Will any direct or indirect impact on 
my well be considered during this public dialoge phase with Rosemont Copper 
Project EIS,?

Individual

7481 1 Water is a great issue here in Arizona. I was born in Arizona 76 years ago and all I 
have heard about is the shortage of water in the State. The City of Tucson is in the 
process of trying to determine what water conservation efforts can be made to save 
water in the Tucson area. Now we have a mine that wants to operate in Pima County 
and use 5,000 acre feet of water a year. It doesn't seem that the goal of the City of 
Tucson and Augusta are working toward the same end.

Individual

7484 3 While there may be compelling "legal" precedents, in this particular case it should be 
decided upon PRACTICAL issues.

2. With the southwest ina growing condition of Climate Change, it is obvious that 
water will become less available in coming years. We are at the tail end of the CAP 
water delivery system, so it is extremely risky for Pima County to gamble on enough 
water to be available for a growing population, alone.

Individual
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7485 1 We are of the point of view that our water is scarce and needs to be protected from 
wasteful use in yet another mining operation. No promise of "replenishing the 
aquifer with CAP water" can make us feel secure that water won't supply our well, it 
isn't of good quality, or from a limitless source.

Individual

7487 11 Although the water supply for the mine is proposed to be taken from lower elevation 
aquifers (Sahuarita) with recharge and replacement to be performed with CAP water, 
I have serious concerns about the effects on the upper (Las Cienegas) aquifer levels.

Individual

7487 13 Given the uncertainties in CAP availability, combined with wells already drilled at 
the proposed mining site and the effect of the open pit, its depth and resultant water 
drainage into it, I question the true impact on the Sonoita community and my well.

Individual

7487 16 Please provide the statistical estimate of effects for a minimum of 25 years on my 
well.  The Arizona Department of Water Resources well registration number of my 
well is 55-210956 located on my property.  Provide the groundrules and assumptions 
for these calculations and the estimates of error on these inputs and the effect on the 
statistical results.  As a minimum, please include the effects of weather (recharge), 
CAP availability (and potential non-availability), growth projections for the 
surrounding communities which will create additional water demand, permeability  
of all relevant geology between the water recharge sources and the extraction or 
drainage locations, uncertainties in this geology and permeability, effects of seismic 
disturbances due to blasting on this permeability and all relevant data on the aquifer 
depth and flow rate data.  Please provide an uncertainty assessment in the analysis.

Individual

7493 1 My main concern regarding the prposed Rosemont mine is the tremendous amount 
of groundwater the mine will use. Area residents are rightly being encouraged to 
conserve water, with the possibility that within the next twenty years Pima County 
residents will need to drink treated reclaimed water. It seems really wrong to permit 
the mine to take this large amont of drinking water away from humans.

Individual

7494 2 I believe the impacts to the depletion of the aquifer due to water requirements needed 
for mining will collectively weigh against the benefits of the mine, primarily the 
finite period of new jobs created and the County taxes generated.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 111 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

Aquifer Quantity

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

7498 2 Augusta Resource Corporation plans to compensate for their withdrawl of 
groundwater from wells east of Sahuarita by purchasing excess CAP water, to be 
stored in the Pima Mind Road recharge basin. There is some uncertainty about the 
future availability of this excess CAP supply. At the recent Water Resources 
Research Center annual conference (in Phoenix, AZ, 6-24-08), Herb Guenther, 
director of the Arizona Deparmtent of Water Resources, gave a power-point 
presentation (see slide 9 at 
http://cals.arizona.edu/azwater/programs/conf2008/presentations/Herb_Guenther-
June-2008.pdf) that shoed the Arizona Water Bank adding very little to its storage 
after 2015 because excess CAP supply will have dwindled substantially by that date, 
more and more of the CAP supply having been allocated or contracted for or 
purchased by the Central Arizona Groundwater Replenishment District to meet its 
replenishment obligations, which continue to grow with suburban development. In 
addition, the prospect for the Tucson AMA to meet its safe yield goal by 2025 seems 
in doubt, as stated by Ken Seasholes; then of ADWR, now of CAP, at the Tucson 
Pima Water Study meeting of 4-18-08: "We are still in net overdraft in the AMA as a 
hole, about 110,000 acre-feet."

Moreover, replenishment at the Pima Mine Road facility either does not reach or 
does not mitigate drawdowns in the Sahuarita-Green Valley area, where the water 
table continues to drop by 4 feet per year. (See 
http://az.water.usgs.gov/projects/azgwconditions/index.html Zoom in on the 
Sahuarita area and select Trends in Recent Water Levels.) Add to these factors the 
ongoing drought and the wild card of climate change, with their potential effects on 
the oversubscribed Colorado River. Arizona, by agreement between the seven 
Colorado Basin states and the Secretary of the Interior in December, 2007, bears the 
brunt of any Colorado River shortage. (See slide 6 at 
http://cals.arizona.edu/azwater/programs/conf2008/presentations/Herb_Guenther-
June-2008.pdf). Within Arizona, the CAP is junior to other Colorado River water 
users, and within the CAP, TAMA is at the end of the line. There is already, and will 
continue increasingly to be, vigorous competition over the valley's potable water 
supply. Urban growth continues unabated, and there seems to be no political will to 
restrain it. In this shaky water supply context, is the commitment to a long-term 
mining project that is a major water demander not highly risky? It is probably not 
quantifiable, but a lowered water table cannot help but have a negative effect on the 
economy of the Santa Cruz valley. Will Augusta be able to buy their way out of this, 
as they are proposing to do with the Sahuarita well-owners whose wells are 
anticipated to be drawn down by Augusta's pumping in their vicinity? Drilling 
deeper wells is not an ideal solution - deeper water takes more energy to pump and 
water quality at depth is inferior.

Individual

7498 3 If the Sahuarita wells prove insufficient or the excess CAP water become 
unavailable, will Augusta be compelled to try to obtain their required water from 
their nearby properties (e.g. the Singing Valley Ranch) or other parts of the Cienega 
Creek/Davidson Canyon watershed? How well established is their estimated water 
need of 5000 acre-feet per year? Is the vacuum-filtration dry-stack method of 
stabilizing tailings a tested technology in arid lands on mined sites at the scale of the 
Rosemont project, or is it a product of engineering models and sampling and 
analytical tests only? Is the estimation of the degree to which process water can be 
recycled realistic?

Individual
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7499 4 The water supply to this area and all of Southern Arizona would be jeopardized by 
this project. There has never been a mine in the world that avoided ground water 
contamination!!!  The quantity

Individual

7500 7 In addition to the actual quality of the water, what will be done to protect nearby well 
owners from the deleterious impacts of daily blasting? Every time ground blasting 
occurs, shifts of the underground layers occur, potentially diverting the water from 
current wells, rendering them dry. According to their work plan, they will be 
working 24 hr shifts, year-round, blasting the area constantly. Who will compensate 
locals from damage to their property from the blasting, particularly potential impacts 
to their water sources?

Individual

7502 3 Questions remain regarding how this mine will affect:
2. the water supply

Individual

7504 50 TEP wants Nogales to pollute its air, use its limited natural gas or backup diesel fuel 
supplies and its local ground water for cooling its turbines as it makes electricity to 
support this mine.  The impacts on consumer prices for natural gas and/or diesel fuel 
must also be examined.

7508

7504 52 Also, as many forms of electrical energy production use large amounts of water, the 
impacts on the water supply of all the additional water used to generate the 
additional electricity for the mining operation must be examined and quantified.

7508

7504 54 The impacts of water use by the mining operation must be fully examined.  Sahuarita 
wall owners are facing a draw by the mine of 31,870 gpm.  The Rosemont Mine has 
secured permits for drawing 6000 AF of groundwater per year, but the EIS must 
examine what the total figure would be, the drawdown on nearby wells (There are 
about 400 private wells in the immediate area.) as well as the entire aquifer and the 
entire hydrological effects.

7508

7504 62 Even though the Tucson area is known for subsidence and earth fissures (south of 
Tucson), this practice is continued.  The potential of water depletion resulting in 
subsidence and earth fissures caused by methods of obtaining water for the 
Rosemont mining project must be fully examined, as well as the areas likely to be 
affected, and the potential for property devaluation and property damage to existing 
structures.

7508

7504 64 Historically, water levels have declined considerably in this general area due to 
mining.  Documents publicly available show lowering of groundwater in the area of 
mining, both at Twin Buttes and Sierrita.  The data is dated because this type of work 
was only done in the early 1980s after F.I.C.O. sued the mines because of their heavy 
use of water and contamination causing high salt/hardness content.  The report is 
"Ground-water Monitoring in the Tucson Copper Mining District," prepared by Pima 
Association of Governments and Upper Santa Cruz Basin Mines Task Force (created 
only for this study).  The report is available from Pima Association of Governments 
(792-1093).

7508
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7504 65 In Green Valley, there is an annual drawdown of 2 to 3 feet per year.  Water rights 
for mining for the local mining company were obtained by buying up agricultural 
land.  The result is that the community is sustaining a 31,000 acre feet annual deficit, 
and signs of subsidence are beginning to appear:  cracking in walls of homes, 
sidewalks and roads.  Map of the projected water levels in 2025 in Pima County, are 
at.  Www.g-a-l.info/Green Valley2025.htm

7508

7504 71 The northeastern Santa Rita Mountains receive approximately 18 to 22 inches of 
rainfall each year, almost twice that received by the adjacent valleys.  This rain, fresh 
and uncontaminated, flows from the mine area via two streams northeastward into 
Davidson Canyon and then into Cienega Creek and, finally, Pantano Wash, which 
drains westward toward Tucson.  The streams serve the following purposes:

1.  They create riparian zones that support healthy vegetation necessary for a diverse 
ecology and for control of erosion of stream banks.

2. They supply a number of springs and tinajas that are the source of water for 
countless birds and other animals, large and small, that inhabit the area.

3. They recharge small groundwater basins along their courses - the sources of water 
for a number of domestic wells.

4. They are a significant source of fresh, uncontaminated water for the Tucson 
groundwater basin, the source of most of Tucson's potable water.

5. They serve as treasured recreation sites for residents and visitors alike.

7508

7504 80 The Plan of Operations describes how the mine will need 6,000 to 8,000 acre-feet of 
fresh water per year (enough to supply as many as 32,000 people per year), primarily 
for the operation of the mill and concentrator.  Rosemont Copper plans to import this 
water via a pipeline from a well field located 15 miles away from the mine near the 
Town of Sahuarita.  The company has drilled and tested two wells at this well field.  
There are indications from these tests that they may not be able to pump the amount 
of water they need without seriously affecting many nearby domestic and agricultural 
wells because of the drawdown, or lowering, of the water table. The nearby wells 
could be left without enough water to supply the owners' needs and may have to be 
deepened.  Rosemont Copper has not perfomed a hydrogeological analysis of the 
groundwater system at the well field and vicinity.

The Santa Cruz River basin provides water for many users - two existing mines, six 
domestic water companies, large pecan groves, and eight golf courses.  To serve 
these users in 2006, approximately 76,500 acre-feet of water were pumped out of the 
basin.  Of this, about 40,000 acre-feet were not replaced by natural or artificial 
recharge.  The result of this continuing overdraught is that the basin's water table is 
declining at the rate of about four feet per year, a rate that will accelerate if 
additional large users, such as the Rosemont Mine, are added

7508

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 114 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

Aquifer Quantity

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

7504 82 If the decline does continue or accelerate, it could result in the curtailment of new 
housing and other economic development in the area, or water shortages and 
increased potable water costs.  If it becomes extreme, it may cause significant 
sinking of the land surface along the Santa Cruz River, a phenomenon already 
detected by the Arizona Department of Water Resources.

7508

7504 84 The Rosemont Mine could be an even larger contributor to the groundwater deficit in 
the Santa Cruz River basin if one crucial part of its plan does not work, as follows:

To minimize the amount of water the mine needs, the Plan of Operations calls for the 
concentrator to be equipped with a "state-of-the-art" waste filtering and water 
recovery system, called "dry stacking".  Presumably, this will enable the mine to 
recover 89 percent of the water it uses.

But dry stacking is so new that it has never been tested in the U.S. at mines of this 
nature and size or in the variable climatic conditions existing in the Santa Rita 
Mountains.  And Augusta, the operator of the proposed Rosemont mining operation, 
has never actually conducted any mining operations and has no experience.  The 
potential effect of the inexperience of Augusta, and the additional probability of error 
and/or non compliance caused by or aggravated by inexperience, must be analyzed 
and mitigation must be proposed for all potential and cumulative impacts.

Some engineers doubt that it will work to the degree hoped for by Rosemont.  If it 
does not work, the mine may require considerably more water from its well field at 
Sahuarita.  The Mission and Sierrita mines, for example, together use approximately 
34,500 acre-feet annually.  This seems like an intolterable amount to impose on the 
well owners of Sahuarita and the already stressed groundwater system of the Santa 
Cruz River Valley.  Furthermore, drinking water is becoming too precious 
commodity in  Arizona to allow its use for additional and unnecessary mining 
purposes.

7508

7507 2 It's sad to think that anyone or group would want to use water that Arizona does not 
have to build a new mine.

Individual

7513 2 First, I do not believe that there is enough water to sustain this area through a 
prolonged drought and this project will use way too much even if they bring CAP 
water in.

Individual

7514 4 The proposed mine will deplete our fragile water supply.Individual

7516 5 Water is another important consideration. Many new homes and developments are 
being built in that area and we must be certain we will have the water to provide for 
them. I would rather see our water resources be given to people rather than a mine.

Individual

7517 2 However, along with the vast majority of Forest Service Volunteers in Southern 
Arizona, I want to express my deep concern and negative feelings about a mne in 
that area.  Depletion of water table, diminished air quality due to both mining 
operation and increased traffic, negative implact on home values, depletion of flora 
and therefore fauna in the area are some of the concerns.

Individual

7518 2 Water - AZ is already short of water and this mine will use vast amounts (don't count 
on the CAP its running dry too)

Individual
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7519 1 We already have a large draw on water in this area with the current population and 
the pecan groves. We have developers still building all around the Santa Ritas who 
will also be using that water. We hear on a daily basis how important it is to 
conserve and restrict our usage. Using my most common sense, that means anyone 
coming in that might compromise this water supply is a problem.

Individual

7520 4 Water is currently at a crisis level in the Green Valley and Sahuarita area. It is critical 
enough that we are holding Town Hall meetings on the issue and we are trying to 
find out how we are going to be able to afford to bring in the water that we need to 
offset and current overdraft of our aquifer of between 30 and 40,000 acre feet of 
water each year. And that estimate is with the current ASARCO mine in operation 
only.

Individual

7520 6 Our aquifer is the only water source we have in this area and you are gambling with 
our future. If the water is depleted, or contaminated, this area will be a ghost town 
and every one of us will have lost our life savings by virtue of being unable to live in 
the homes we have invested our money in.

Individual

7520 8 Water is life itself. Without it our land reverts back to sand blowing across the desert 
and the Rosemont mine severely threatens our only source of it by overuse and 
contamination.

Individual

7522 5 Rosemont plans to pump groundwater from Sahuarita and pipe it over the Santa 
Ritas to the mine at Rosemont Ranch. This would therefore impact both the Santa 
Cruz aquifer and the Davidson/Cienega aquifer. The Santa Cruz aquifer would be 
depleted.

Individual

7525 2 We strongly oppose allowing Augusta Resource Corp to mine the land at Rosemont.  
After 20 years they will walk away  from Southern Arizona with a tidy profit and 
Southern Arizona will be left with a monumental scar on the land, a lower water 
table, contaminated water, contaminated public land, and abused road infrastructure.

7533 2 Water - Southern Az. Will someday run out of water - the mine will speed up the 
process thus affecting everyone.

Individual

7534 2 1. Water - at some point Southern Az. Will run out of water. This will only spped up 
the process.

Individual

7544 2 It will certainly jeopardize our water supply for one thing.Individual

7546 15 The FS, in cooperation with Arizona Game and Fish, should also study the impact of 
the mine and its operations on the Mearns quail and deer populations in the 
immediate area and the surrounding areas. This should include a study of increased 
road kill of deer along Highway 83 due to increased traffic, and altered migration, 
mating and other behavior of wildlife due to the noise, dust, and light of the 24 hour 
mining operations proposed. They should also study the impact on wildlife caused 
by the destruction or pollution of natural springs and depletion of groundwater. 
These studies should be completed prior to issuing any EIS.

Individual

7549 1 There is a real question about the amount of water that will have to be utilized and 
whether or not this is a wise use of an increasingly valuable resource.

Individual
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7552 1 The number one concern I have is water. Not whether the mine would have enough 
water for its operations, but rather the impact on the greater Tucson community. So 
far I have not seen anything from a truly independent source which would assure me 
that Tucson, Sahuarita and Green Valley would not see their source of water 
diminished and also be protected from contamination.Pima County is growing 
steadily and it is so far downstream from the Colorado River that the only other 
potential sources for its water supply are from the ground and the Santa Cruz 
watershed. The mine's use of this valuable and necessary resource would impact the 
residents, existing industry and the long term economic viability of the area. The 
mine is here for 20 years while the rest of the community is here for centuries. There 
is no justification to compromise the future for a single business that will only be 
around for a short time.

Individual

7552 3 The number one concern I have is water. Not whether the mine would have enough 
water for its operations, but rather the impact on the greater Tucson community. So 
far I have not seen anything from a truly independent source which would assure me 
that Tucson, Sahuarita and Green Valley would not see their source of water 
diminished and also be protected from contamination.Pima County is growing 
steadily and it is so far downstream from the Colorado River that the only other 
potential sources for its water supply are from the ground and the Santa Cruz 
watershed. The mine's use of this valuable and necessary resource would impact the 
residents, existing industry and the long term economic viability of the area. The 
mine is here for 20 years while the rest of the community is here for centuries. There 
is no justification to compromise the future for a single business that will only be 
around for a short time.

Individual

7556 5 Rosemont's plan of operations states it intends to use water from an area just west of 
Corona De Tucson, which I have to admit is a little closer to Green Valley than the 
rest of us, but still part of our Vail community

Individual

7558 1 Drinking Water
The plan seems to be to pump potable ater from wells for use by the mine. The water 
will be pumped both from the area of the mine and from wells in the Sahuarita 
highlands area. Water purchased from COA would be recharged in the Pima Mine 
area. Specific concerns
* Since the area that the water will be recharged in is quite a distance from where the 
water is being taken and is also "down hill" from the wells, how do we know the 
mine will not lower the ground water level in the well areas? I could not find a 
detailed hydrologic survey if one does exist

Individual

7562 5 The ground water recharge and water shed drainage from the Barrel Canyon basin 
will be lost and/or altered. The tailings pile covers the lower basin essentially from 
the lower Santa Rita Mountains to Sonoita Hwy. Our Rosemong guide during a 27 
June 2008 project tour said that it had not yet been determined where (Davidson 
Canyon or Barrel Canyon) or at what rate the upper Barrel Canyon water shed, 
project storm flow, excess ground water pumping to keep the pit dry and other waste 
discharges will be released.

Individual
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7562 12 The huge 5000 acre feet of ground water requirement for actual project use let alone 
the ground water pumping out near the pit to reduce flooding will have major impact 
on both side of the mountain range. This writer is unaware of any complete map of 
the Santa Cruz, San Pedro Valley or any southern Arizona aquifers that can predict 
protection for neighboring property owners from neighbors over pumping of ground 
water.

As property owners who are dependent on a well for the sole source of water and are 
required to cross the confluence of the Davidson and Barrel Canyon washes for 
access/egress to our property the impacts of the propose Rosemont Copper Mine 
Project are dangerous and unacceptable.

Individual

7564 1 I am strong opposed to open pit mining for its water use, and permanent scarring of 
irrplaceable resources of beauty and recreation.

Individual

7565 6 This entire concept of mining in the Santa Ritas, by a new and untested company 
using groundwater that is in short supply, with a reclamation plan that is 
underfunded and poorly planned should be outright rejected by the US Forest 
Service.

Individual

7568 1 During the scoping process of the PROPOSED Rosemont mine, one of the primary 
issues facing citizens of Southern Arizona is water or more important THE LACK 
OF IT. I would argue it's availability is important to all citizens and is more valuable 
than copper itself, in an arid landscape.This especially true of residents in relative 
close proximity to the PROPOSED rosemont mine, who provide their own water 
using their permitted wells for their very existence, not having option of govt or 
private water companies shouldering the responsibility of providing water. THE 
IMPACT OF MINE, will vary on different issues, but on water it will drop the 
aquifers on both sides of the SANTA RITAS. One side will be impacted by 
production well pumping from the SANTA CRUZ aquifer. ON THE EAST SIDE 
OF THE SANTA RITAS the OPEN PIT, as they excavate, will drain aquifers for 
miles as the DE-WATERING, occurs. IMPACTING domestic wells for miles 
around, including my neighbors and myself.

Individual

7569 2 Southern Arizona is a drought striken area. Why is Rosemont Mine allowed to draw 
5,000 gallons of water a minute from our water table and Tucsonans are being told to 
get used to the idea of drinking gray water in the next decade.

Individual

7571 28 August Resource/Rosemont Copper plans to pump groundwater from Sahuarita and 
pipe it over the Santa Ritas to the mine at Rosemont Ranch. This project would 
therefore impact both the Santa Cruz aquifer and the Davidson/Cienega aquifer. The 
Santa Cruz aquifer would be depleted, and the Davidson/Cienega aquifer would be 
subject to pollution from mine runoff and leaching. Impacts to both of these basins 
should be included in the EIS, and all surface and ground water impacts from 
activities related to the mine must be analyzed, including the pipeline route from 
Sahuarita to the mine site.

Individual

7573 2 WATER - was of no concern 100 years ago. None of the people making the laws 
then were far sighted enough to envision so many people living in a semi-arid area. 
With all of the statistics about the water level going down so much yearly, how long 
will those who follow us have an aquafir to supply their needs? It doesn't make sense 
to let this area run out of water.

Individual
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7576 2 Everyone should be concerned about the dwindling water supply in this area. It is 
well know that our water supply is being depleted and an increase in mining will 
only exacerbate this already critical problem.

Individual

7579 1 This is a great concern for me, not only the amount of (good ground water) they will 
pump out of the ground to be used for this project. But also the concern of what 
happens when it is gone. How will it be replaced and the impact on all of the people 
that are also using this same ground water, I have been told that they will be supplied 
with CAP water. This is not the same quality and should not be considered as an 
alternative. What about our wildlife habitat and future drinking water sources for 
residential use.

Individual

7579 3 This is a great concern for me, not only the amount of (good ground water) they will 
pump out of the ground to be used for this project. But also the concern of what 
happens when it is gone. How will it be replaced and the impact on all of the people 
that are also using this same ground water, I have been told that they will be supplied 
with CAP water. This is not the same quality and should not be considered as an 
alternative. What about our wildlife habitat and future drinking water sources for 
residential use.

Individual

7583 3 This proposed Rosemont mine will use an unbelievable amount of water daily. After 
using our ground water, they will then replenish the aquifers with CAP. Lovely. Who 
says there will be CAP available?

Individual

7585 4 Water demands for the mine need to be assessed with respect to initial start up 
demand versus operating demand. Mines need significantly more water during the 
early phases of operation. This change in demand overtime needs to be clearly 
defined to assess Rosemont's water demands over time.

Individual

7587 1 We are deeply concerned about prodigious water use by the mine in an area of water 
shortage.

Individual

7588 2 People do not want to live next to or near a mine. Excluding the probability that they 
will deplete our exceptional quality ground water, we will have to contend with their 
light, their dirt/dust, their noise and the unbelieveable amount of traffic on Hwy. 83.

Individual

7590 3 In a time of severe drought and extreme fire danger isn't the most important resource 
for us to invent in our ground water?

Individual

7590 4 The mineral copper can be recycled but water quality cannot be restored. We do live 
in the desert and this unwise use of a precious resource is quite simply put foolish.

Individual

7590 5 How would the water rights be preserved in both quantity and quality without a 
probably ineffective and unsustainble "recharge" effort?

Individual

7590 7 I am many others who live in the Rincon Valley need our well to continue to live in 
our home. What proven long term solutions are in place to guarantee our continued 
use of our mineral right to our water?

Individual

7592 43 Under certain circumstances, the transportation of water out of the Tucson AMA can 
lead to claims of damages from water users in the basin of origin.

Individual
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7592 48 Despite agreements that may be difficult to enforce after the fact involving water that 
may or may not be available, the crux of this issue is this: "Rosemont copper has no 
legal obligation to replace any of the water it will produce for the operation of the 
mine."
In light of this fact, this proposal should be evaluated on the basis that every drop of 
water Rosemont pumps across the Santa Ritas for their operation is lost to the 
Tucson AMA basin. Considering the cnosequences of this potential loss, it would 
represent a grave risk to pursue this proposal any further.

Individual

7594 4 What provisions will be made to assure that local wells will not be drawn down by 
the voracious need for production wells pumping 5,000gpm each?

Individual

7595 3 Just a few of the reasons that generate the most concensus include: The impact on the 
local roads/traffic, the tremendous waste of water and what that will mean for local 
residents, the destruction of the environment including plants, animals, forests, etc, 
the eyesore it will create, and the fact that this is an endeavor owned and operated 
primarily by foreign concerns.

Individual

7598 17 Although the water supply for the mine is proposed to be taken from lower elevation 
aquifers (Sahuarita) with recharge and replacement to be performed with CAP water, 
we have serious concerns about the effects on the upper (Las Cienegas) aquifer 
levels.

Individual

7598 20 Given the uncertainties in CAP availability, combined with wells already drilled at 
the proposed mining site and the effect of the open it, its depth and resultant water 
drainage into it, we question the true impact on the riparian habitat of the Las 
Cienegas Conservation Reserve, the Sonoita community and our well.

Individual

7598 23 Please provide the statistical estimate of effects for a minimum of 25 years on our 
well. The Arizona Department of Water Resources well registration number of our 
well is 55-210725 located on our property. Provide the groundrules and assumptions 
for these calculations and the estimates of error on these inputs and the effect on the 
statistical results. As a minimum, please include the effects of weather (recharge), 
CAP availability (and potential non-availability), growth projections for the 
surrounding communities which will create additional water demand, permeability of 
all relevant geology between the water recharge sources and the extraction or 
drainage locations, uncertainties in this geology and permeability, effects of seismic 
disturbances due to blasting on this permeability and all relevant data on the aquifer 
depth and flow rate data. Please provide an uncertainty assessment in the analysis.

Individual

7598 27 Should my well be affected in either quantity or quality, how will we be 
compensated and what is the certain of compensation?

Bottom line: Our well currently provides a potential of 40+ GPM for our household 
and a wildlife habitat improvement project constructed with the funding and 
cooperation of the Department of Agriculture and the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service for the local wildlife, specifically the Pronghorn Antelope. The 
mine would be responsible for any change to our current well status and quality.

Individual

7599 2 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?

Individual
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7603 3 The mine will violate our rights to enjoy the natural environment and beauty of the 
National Forest. to have a sustainable water supply. The ground water in the Santa 
Cruz Valley has been dropping which is evidence that we already do not have a 
sustainable water supply. The mine will make it worse. There should be a 
moratorium on allowing new water users until a sustainable supply is proven. SR 83 
is a treasured scenic highway for both autos and bikes. The mine traffic will take this 
away. The mine traffic, dust, noise, destruction of natural National Forest land  will 
lower our quality of life, property values, and tourist economy.  A total cost/benefit 
analysis conducted by an independent source must be developed to justify any 
decisions.

Individual

7614 2 First, I am concerned about the effect of that the mine will have on our water tables 
in the area. I worry about the water tables being contamintated by the mine. This has 
been addressed in the public meetings so enough said about that except, I will hold 
the Department of Agriculture, the Forest Service & the mining company responsible 
if the project is approved and I have water problems on any of my land because of it 
in the future.

Individual

7627 2 What happens when water runs out from California, AZ-Nevada and Rosemont is 
exsisting on underground water and Green Valley will have no water; Colorado will 
have no more to offer and Rosemont will still have underground water and who will 
suffer.  Green Valley and all surrounding areas .

Individual

7630 5 There will be the total disregard of our limited water supply.Individual

7631 3 Our water resources are too low, cannot support this operation and the influx of 
people too.

Individual

7632 3 Water will go into hole in ground, will change ground water table; remove recharge 
downstream

Individual

7638 1 The Rosemont Mine should be defeated by one issue alone-water. We are running 
out of water!! We cannot afford to waste it on a new copper mine.

Individual

7642 2 It will use too much water.Individual

7650 16 The existing Tucson Aquifer is losing its ground water at about 1-inch per week or 4-
feet every year.  Ground water took thousands of years to create.  Underground water 
resources are rapidly being depleted.  Water resource sustainments is not being 
maintained in the TAMA.

Individual

7651 3 Water- the amount of water needed by this mine would be astronomical, it would 
effect the underground supply also.

Individual

7652 1 May 6, 2008 a letter from Hugh Holub an Attorney representing the United Sahuarita 
Well Owners states that Rosemont mine (James A Sturgess) has agreed to do a 
Comprehensive hydrology study to identify any impacts to Rosemonts proposed 
pumping of ground water would have on the neighborhood wells in Sahuarita,

Individual

7684 1 What will happen to my well when the water drops below what it is drilled to?  The 
mine well is at 1200' - 1300' deep.  They are going to put in 30 wells.  Will this draw 
more water than is leftover from CAP water after everyone in Tucson gets their 
share?

Individual
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7813 3 Further, approval of the use of these resources for mining would contradict the 
Forest Service mission statement. The proposal to remove the copper ore, without 
paying royalties or fees, while consuming tremendous amounts of presious 
groundwater at no expense, consuming large qualities of electricity, polluting the air 
with dust, exhaust, and toxins, containing surface water, groundwater and the earth, 
and permanently destroying the scenic and recreational resources of the area, is not 
viable for approval

Individual

8595 1 it will use too much water at a time when conservation is being practiced.Individual

8604 5 I just wanted to oppose the Rosemont Mine for the environmental reasons as far a 
the animals, the pollution, air pollution, and noise pollution and, uh, draining the 
water table. Also for the health hazards it's going to cause for the people in the area.

Individual

8612 3 I'm worried about the use of ground water.Individual

8613 4 I don't think it's a good idea. Not to consider -- not to consider that the water usage is 
a very important thing to the people of this -- of this.

Individual

8614 2 The desert, we're living in a desert, a very fragile ecosystem we're looking at water. 
We're  looking at environmental qualities. The proposed mining would be a 
degradation to our water, which is depleting every year, especially with global 
warming -- warming, and also I do not believe that we need this copper.

Individual

8629 1 the company should not be allowed to use ground water because that lowers the 
water table for the whole area.

Individual

8633 1 I'm afraid when you build this proposed mine that it's going to suck up all the water 
out of our water table. And we all live in -- and have wells out here. And I think if 
that happens, your company, the mine, should have to supply us all with water tanks 
and bulk water every week, because we all run evap coolers so we don't die during 
the hot summer months. Also I have animals that need the water. I have horses. I 
don't know what to do about them.

Right now, my well is almost dry, and this never happened before. So I'm very 
suspicious that it had something to do with this mine.

Individual

8633 3 I just think this whole thing is going to suck up our water table on top of making the 
scenery just look terrible. So I am against having this mine up here because of that -- 
those facts.

Individual

8633 6 It's obviously going to take tons of water from the ground to do it because there is no 
public water up here.

Individual

8635 3 The main issue here is the water that they're going to take from the State of Arizona 
and all of the people surrounding the Tucson and Green Valley area.

Individual

8635 6 I am opposed to this mine, not only to destroy -- it is destroying the beauty of the 
mountains and the environment, but using our water that we do not have.

Individual

8638 2 I believe that the mines are using 85 percent of our water supply and we are in need 
of our water supply for ourselves.

Individual

8641 2 We're both against the Rosemont Copper Mine proposal. We feel that it uses water 
that we don't have.

Individual
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8643 2 Our water supply is limited.Individual

8643 6 The surrounding area would not support a mine. Our water is precious. That mine 
would suck up the water, the Patagonia area, Green Valley, all of that. Our water is 
precious. What, for a big hole, pollution, air, water, you name it.

Individual

8647 1 With the -- with the already low water pressures that we have in our home and access 
to the water, we feel that the water is going to be diminished and the water pressure 
will even be less.

Individual

8650 1 My major, major concern is this water issue.  From what I understand, the amount of 
water they're going to be pumping out of the ground is going to deal directly with the 
wells in this area, since we are very, very close to the mine.  That is my major issues.

Individual

8657 1 I went on the Rosemont tour last week I reviewed the mine plan of operations that 
Rosemont provided us at that time, and I think they've done several things very well. 
They have planned ahead in purchasing water necessary for the project. The hiring of 
direct employees and then the satellite employees will certainly help the economic 
conditions in southern Arizona. Thirdly -- which obviously then will help the local 
and state governments will benefit from that immensely. The domestic copper 
production is certainly needed. I'm glad to see us doing that in our own country. And 
lastly, because I'm a conservationalist, the physical area will be put back into a very, 
very usable condition.

Individual

8659 5 Knowing what I do about mining. And I don't know a great deal, but I do know some 
things. Certainly I've been though a number of different courses in regards to mining 
activities throughout the state and around the world. One thing that I do realize is 
that it's going to take an inordinate amount of water to sustain any operations that 
could get started down at the Rosemont area. And southern Arizona obviously, very 
obviously, needs to be much more proactive in regards to water conservation issues. 
I don't believe there's any other choice than to be extremely selective in the water 
usage we're going to be dealing with. And for that reason, this mine should also not 
come into existence.

Individual

8661 3 I'm calling about the article in the paper Sunday about the Rosemont Mine. I think 
it's a bad situation. It's going to pollute the water. They use millions of gallons of 
water, and I don't know where they're going to get it. Pollutes the air. And for them 
to have ruined that beautiful scenery in the Santa Rita Mountains, I think it's bad.

Individual

8663 4 Cienega Creek, which by the way Augusta wants to fill (unintelligible) Canyons, yet 
claims no impact to the Cienega Creek water shed. And Davidson Canyon and not 
only wildlife habitats as well as Rosemont are decreasing water tables, peace, beauty, 
solitude and scenic (unintelligible) for thousands of out of state tourists all in seeious 
peril of becoming a beautiful memory our children will only have heard of.

Individual

8671 4 And that water is no problem.  Green Valley has an artificial lake, the pecan people 
have the flood -- the type of grouping for their plants, you know, they have lots of 
water around.  You know, they could use the squirter type thing for their trees.  But 
no, they use the heavy way, the easy way of using a lot of water.  So I think 
everybody could work together and work togther and Rosemont should be able to -- 
be able to operate just like the rest --

Individual
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8673 1 I don't think that that mine should go in, because it's going to suck up all the water 
that's out there.  Look at what happened when the FICO, the pecan company came 
into Green Valley.   It sucked up all the water in that area, and now look what's going 
on north of Sahuarita, the Santa Cruz river and everything around is all dried up, and 
the same thing is going to happen over there.  The water used to run through the 
Santa Cruz River all year long, and now look at, nothing, nothing.  And the same 
thing is going to happen when that mine comes in.

Individual

8674 2 The amount of water that will be wasted on this operation is mind boggling.  
Considering the limited supply that we have in southeast Arizona and how precious 
that resource is, I can't thind of that being used for mining purposes.

Individual

8680 4 With so many people living in Southern Arizona now, water has become a precious 
commodity.  Far more valuable than copper or other minerals in the earth.  
Regardless of how many EIP's are conducted, the Rosemont Mine poses a potential 
threat to our water table, the wells, the wildlife and the scenic beauty of the Santa 
Rita Mountains.

Individual

8683 1 . . The reason why I'm calling is I have to oppose this mine for one reason and it's a 
water intensive development.  We live in a desert.  Water is very scarce.  Federal 
government took away our rights to our share of Colorado River water and gave it to 
California.  This strictly and dramatically limited our water resources.  Because our 
water resources have been limited, I oppose the Rosemont Mine on the basis it's a 
water intensive development, and we should not be allowing this kind of 
development in this area because of our water situation.
We are in the stage of climate change due to global warming, if not global warming, 
the southwest has had these long-term droughts that last for decades.  And with the 
loss of our rights to the Colorado River water if there's ever a shortage on the 
Colorado River, they take our water before they touch anybody else's, and that puts 
us at a great disadvantage.  And because of that we should not allow any kind of 
water intensive development mines that use lots of water like Rosemont mines, big 
housing developments, retirement communities that they've been rezoning here and 
there and everywhere a lot in recent years.
We're headed for disaster in Arizona unless we curb the growth, but the mine in 
particular uses a lot of water, and the same federal government that is considering 
allowing this took away our rights to our Colorado River water.  We only have 
conditional use.  And if the Colorado -- if there's ever a shortage, and it's very likely 
even without global warming we're going into a long-term drought that could last for 
many decades and these droughts have been documented in the past in the time of 
the Hohokam and Anasazi civilization died because of these droughts.  And if we 
have -- if we're going into another one, this is very serious because we could lose our 
tap water entirely because we only have conditional use.  And this is the reason why 
I'm opposed to this mine, any kind of water intensive development for this reason.

Individual

8687 1 . . .the issue here is water, and the big issue is the federal government took away our 
rights to our share of the Colorado River water.  We only have conditional use if 
there's a shortage.  They take our water before they take anybody else's.  And before 
they even think about proposing any kind of large scale development that's water 
intensive like this mine, we need to get our rights back, our share of Colorado River 
water.  I say again, we need to have our rights to our fair share of Colorado River 
water restored before they even think about considering proposing any kind of large 
scale water intensive development like Rosemont Mine.

Individual
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8688 1 My biggest concern about the proposed copper mine is the use of local water.  Our 
water is in a desperate situation as it is.  Our aquifers are less and less.  I don't know 
how we're going to sustain that kind of water use, because I don't see a real good 
plan to put it back.  I mean, if there's any excess Colorado, but they're saying that 
that's -- you, that's chancy.

Individual

8691 4 I'm a native Tucsonan.  And we have limited water and resources.  And we do not 
need a company coming in for another country, out of state, using up our resources, 
causing pollution, using our ground water.

Individual

8694 2 I've hiked in the area of the Rosemont, proposed Rosemont Mine for a number of 
years.  And outside of the fact that you'd ruin a beautiful area, the most serious 
problem, in my estimation, is the affect on the water.  With the development in 
southern Arizona if you have any brains at all you're going to know that ultimately 
water is going to be a serious problem.  And I think the water problem greatly 
outweighs the promise of the 500 jobs or whatever Rosemont is claiming to provide.  
It's just no comparison.

Individual

8701 2 they're making promises about being water efficient and this and that. Promises and 
talk don't get it. It's got to be in writing. They need to be held accountable. I mean 
water in this area is critical. We live in the desert. I'm extremely water conservative. I 
try to educate my friends and family and anybody that I come in contact about water 
conservation.

So that's my concern because if this mine soaks up the aquifer out here, my property 
is basically my retirement and if there's no water out here, then my property is going 
to be worth nothing.

Individual

8702 1 I'd like to voice my opinion that I am not in favor of the prposed mining mine 
opening up due to the lack of natural resources such aas water in Arizona that is 
available. And the growth of the population of humans in this area.

Individual

8706 2 My main concern is the issue of water. I don't think the issue of them drawing down 
the groundwater has been adequately addressed. And I'm very concerned that the 
mine, if operational, will deplete the ground water in the area and dramatically affect 
homeowners in the area.

Individual

8711 3 The Canadian mining company is proposing to use nearby public water aquifers, 
consuming an enormous amout of water. Keep in mind that the climate of this area is 
considered a desert and the amount of water is limited. If this mining operation 
proposal is appoved, it's highly likely that the water supply will decrease drastically 
to the point of complete depletion.

Individual

8717 4 There's no water issues. Whether you were using CAP water or whether you're using 
our ground water. It's still water that's going to come from one place or another. And 
since we are in a drought, and who knows how long that will last. It seems silly -- 
silly is not even the right word, is it -- to plan on using such vast amounts that -- that 
you will make -- oh, golly,

Individual

8722 2 We live in the desert and need our water supply and we need it to be clean and not 
contaminated by a mine operation.

Individual
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8736 2 I am very concerned about the water issue. The thought of using our precious and 
very limited ground water for the purpose of mining is very wrong. I think the CAP 
water that they promised is certainly an unknown entity and for an unknown period 
of time. We need to preserve and protect our ground water first, last and always. In 
addition, the Santa Rita mountains are the last of the pristine areas in the Tucson 
valley. And it should be firmly protected.

Individual

8740 1 I'm against the Rosemont Mine being approved by the US Forestry Service, 
primarily because of the excessive use of water, when our water table is going down 
rapidly.  Also, it has a negative affect on the local wells already, the drilling that has 
been done by the Rosemont Mine.

Individual

8746 3 . . . we have the problems of water withdrawals to make the mine work, . .Individual

8754 2 I want to register opposition to the Rosemont Mine.  I think it would be a bad idea.  
And use too much water and too much transportation problems.

Individual

8756 2 I feel that public land should be administered for the benefit of the largest good of 
the public.  And I don't feel that this mine would be in that interest.  I think it would 
benefit the shareholders in the mine, which as I understand is largely foreign.  It 
would benefit those who were employed there, but beyond that, the degradation to 
the environment would affect a far greater number through loss of water in the table 
and possible pollution of the water table and the affect on tourism and the affect of 
the pollution from the mine tailings and the disruption to the area of the traffic.

Individual

8757 2 The lack of water, we would destroy the beauty of the mountains which could never 
be replaced.  Look at the record of the mining companies.

Individual

8759 2 On the issue of water, we all know that water is becoming increasingly an alarming 
problem, particularly in this area of the country.  The amount is low.  The amount 
used by this mine project will be large.  And in the process of using the water, 
considerable damage will be incurred by the environment, the mine which is then 
hosed down at great velocity.

Individual

8761 3 I'm concerned about the mine people seem to be very cavalier about saying, oh, we'll 
get water from the Colorado River, not to worry, we won't draw down your water 
shed.  When in fact there's no guarantee they can get water from the Colorado River.  
Maybe somebody would say today they can, but that can change in a heart beat.  
That could change next week or next year.  And then they would draw down more on 
the water shed, and in the mean time how are we going to have water to drink and 
flush the toilets.  I think it's very, very optimistic and poor planning on their part.

Individual

8767 1 I think due to the fact that we are in a constant water shortage dilemma here in 
southern Arizona that this type of operation should definitely be discouraged.

Individual

8771 2 It will cause a rapid lowering of an already lowering water table, put toxins in 
already toxic water, damage eco-tourism, make a dump off now beautiful mountain 
area in a general cause a lower quality of life.

Individual

8772 2 It will use way too much of our limited water resources.Individual
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8775 2 Here in Green Valley we have drinking water -- diminishing amount of drinking 
water, and it's not projected to increase over the next few years, and we are way 
down on the list for any water from the CAP program.  And this is my number one 
objection because these mines use a lot of water.

Individual

8776 3 Water being the most important resource we have on the plant, we don’t have 
enough globally as it is now and we know what's going on with water.  People -- 
some people don't have it at all.  And this industry, as we know it, my husband used 
to work with Energy in DC -- I know a little bit about what goes on in mining.  And 
it's not healthy at all for those especially near the site of the mine.

Individual

8777 3 And it will take lots of water and water is something that's at a premium around here 
in southern Arizona.

Individual

8783 3 I am deeply concerned about the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine. And I -- on 
several levels, light pollution, air pollution, water removal. We are in a place that's 
limited with water desperately. We need all the recharge that we can get for human 
purposes.

This has nothing to do with survival. This has to do with part of being used as a 
colony and having the money carted away, and the water left, wasted and gone.

Individual

8784 7 In a time when we are runnnign out of water to bring in a mine which will consume 
far more water than a community of a much larger size, it is short-sighted thinking 
and it's not appropriate for the territory.

Individual

8787 2 I think government also has to weigh the balance of the advantages, in this case, of 
creating jobs with other concerns, such as the need to supply implements of water in 
a very dry area that's already lacking water. The congestion that will be created on 
the nearby highways and to increase traffic of very heavy equipment. And 
deterioration of recreation that the Santa Ritas currently offer.

Individual

8788 4 I sounds like they're going to provide for the water.Individual

8789 4 I believe that the mine will cause disastrous destruction of the beautiful, natural 
legacy, create pollution, and deplete the water supply.

Individual

8792 3 Plus you know were going to run out of water anyway, and that will just take more 
water and we'll run out of water even sooner.

Individual

8794 2 there is not enough water in the region where the mine is. That's the main impact.Individual

8795 1 what I've read and what I can find out and what I can look up on line it just does not 
seem to me to make  sense at all to work with that much water and all the other 
health hazards that would be involved with such a project, so.

Individual

8796 4 I wanted to have it be known the I am adamantly opposed to this copper mine. 
Primarily because of the possible environmental degradation, the pollution, the 
humongous water consumption, the waste rocks that will be pild on forest land, et 
cetera.

Individual
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8798 8 Will there really be enough water for those mining operations? They propose using 
water from the wells and local region, which will lower the already dangerously low 
water tables. Their water usage estimates are suspiciously low compares to other 
local mining operations. Their CAP water share might not be sufficient for 
operations and especially not enough to replenish the water tables.

Individual

8802 1 We cannot supply water to an industry that has this large a requirement for water.  
We have problems that are now serious to critical regarding the water table under 
ground in the area of the proposed mine.

Individual

8807 4 I do not think that Tucson, Arizona has the ability to support the water that's needed 
for that site.  We are dependent on water from the Colorado.  We are asking the 
people in the Tucson Valley to use water that has already been processed and then is 
drained into our ground water.  And now we're going to use precious water to use the 
mine.  I think the impact on the well being of the Tucson valley, the Santa Rita 
valley, the Rincon valley, and the Cienega Creek area, the amount of devastation that 
we can never recover from such an invasion into our natural resources is profound.

Individual

8807 8 The amount of light pollutionand air pollution, waste of water for a foreign country 
to make a profit is wrong.  And that's the only way I know how to say it.

Individual

8808 2 We do not have enough water to mine the copper.

Now if the federal governement wanted to reimburse the over one million people that 
live in southeastern Arizona for the water they're taking away from us or help to 
move or something, that would be a different matter, but we simply do not have 
enough water to mine this copper right now.

Individual

8809 1 I am very concerned about the Rosemont Augusta open pit copper mine.  Particularly 
the use of our potable ground water from our aquifer.  It makes absolutely no sense 
to allow a copper mine to wash rocks with the precious water that sustains life for 
thousands of people in this area.

What happens, for example, if they overdraw our drinking water.  Wells will go dry 
and subsidence of the ground would set in.  This could result in a devastating affect 
on the foundations cracking of homes and turning our entire area into a vast 
wasteland.

Individual

8809 5 If you gave this question to a group of average 12th graders around the country and 
said does it make any sense to take ground water that people need to sustain life, 
pump it up into a forest to wash rocks which are going to be sent to another country 
and,

Individual

8810 1 I would like to comment on the proposed Rosemont Mine.  First issue I have is the 
matter of water.  There's strong evidence to indicate looking at tree ring patterns that 
we are in a 40 year drought.  If this is the case and we go ahead and start using the 
vast quantities of water that Rosemont Mine will need, we put the entire Tucson 
community in jeopardy, and we could go the way of the Anasazi.  And I believe that 
it's totally irresponsible use of water.

Individual

8813 1 This is bad for our community, we don't have the water.  We're off of a well right 
now, and this could impact our wells, water

Individual
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8814 2 Our water supply here is going to be used for that mine.  They're going to draw water 
from our wells to use the mine up there.  And that's going to really dry up our water 
down here.

Individual

8821 1 My number one concern about the mine, the proposed mine is the use of the ground 
water out of the Santa Cruz aquifer, which is diminishing annually without the mine 
here.  We just can't afford to deplete this aquifer at a faster rate than it already is.  In 
fact, we need to  find a way to replenish the aquifer, but not with that CAP water 
which is an unreliable source in the future.

Individual

8825 3 The plant life in the Sonoran Desert and the Sky Islands are the only saving grace for 
combating the rising carbon dioxide levels in our atmosphere.  Couple that with the 
fact that we have been in a decade long drought with intermittent years of average 
rainfall and scientific data suggest a very real possibility that this trend could 
continue for decades to come, and the fact the mine could have a detrimental impact 
on the aquifer under the city leads me to believe the negative impacts of the 
Rosemont Copper Mine far outweigh the benefits of producing 500 jobs.

Individual

8832 3 I am also deeply concerned about the use of water in our community, and I think that 
the use of water by Rosemont Mine will be prohibitive and may -- and the discharge 
from that mine could also be problem.  So I would like to speak out against this mine 
and urge -- urge deep consideration by the Forest Service to prohibit the mine from 
these activities.

Individual

8835 2 My main concerns are water usage and the depletion of the area's water resources.  
Please make note I am also a property owner in Santa Cruz County and myself and I 
think other members of that whole community would be adversely affected by the 
great water consumption from the mine.

Individual

8836 1 I'm calling in regards to this project that I think is one of the most outrageous things 
I've ever heard of.  Water is a premium in the desert.   And we know about the facts 
of long ago.  Santa Cruz used to be a running river that people fished out of, 
grandparents, they actually fished out of it.  And all because of the mines now you 
know what it is, it's nothing, but just when the floods come.
So I would like to protest that these mines are not -- should not take a precedence 
over water, it's very needed it's more needed to live than food.

Individual

8836 2 Water is especially short supply, if the mines start using it and it will affect my 
family and well as many, many, many, many more.  And I hate to see it go through.  
Jobs can be found.  Not over -- it should not take precedence over the water supply, 
and it will be.

Individual

8838 1 I am calling about the concern of the water level with the Rosemont Mine.  We're 
currently nine of us sharing a well and I've been trying to get the well number, but 
I'm having trouble, so I couldn't go through a different route to give you the well 
number.  Anyway, I'm concerned that water level may drop our water table down 
below 420 feet, which is where our pump is.  And if that happens, of course, the 
community around here will be out of water.

Individual

8838 2 My concern is pumping water out of the ground and lowering the water table so we 
don't have any water here.

Individual

8841 2 I was calling to say that I am against the Rosemont Mine.  And the reason for this is 
quite simple.  We need the water to drink.  That's it.

Individual
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8846 2 I am opposed to the Rosemont Mine for several reasons.  One is water.  I think that 
we have a limited source and the fact that they're going to take ground water is 
extremely disturbing, if any water at that.  And the second is economic.  They say 
they're going to provide jobs, but in reality it's a country that's not our country 
coming in and taking our resources that will probably be shipped out of this country 
and made into something else, so the money doesn't say here.  It will provide a few 
amount of jobs for people who probably won't be taken care of as well as the 
regulated company.

Individual

8849 1 I'm concerned about the use of a large quantity of ground water in the -- in that 
particular area of Arizona.  We may need that ground water in the future should we 
have a serious drought.  And is this a good long-term use of the ground water to help 
the operations of the copper mine as opposed to saving that water for future needs.
Also, if the CAP water is used.  The CAP is known to be over allocated already, and 
in years of serious drought if the CAP water levels drop, what would -- how would 
the emerging conflict over CAP water be managed, who would get the water, would 
it be Sahuarita and Green Valley, would the mine get the water, how would such a 
demand on a diminished water supply be managed.

Individual

8853 3 I believe a mine would use way too much water, and I'm very concerned about that, 
not to mention the tourism lost from having to drive past tailings, tailings piles up to 
the natural landscape. And the road, the giant road, highways, freeways that they'll 
have to put in is not concordant with that area of nature.

Individual

8855 2 I have concerns about the water use for the mines since we are on independent wells 
for which we paid dearly to have (unintelligible). Where to put the well and have the 
well that's producing at this particular time.

Individual

8856 3 I believe it would ruin the area completely by not only one, destroying the beauty of 
those mountains, but also would hurt the city by depleting our ground water situation 
that we already have problems with now.

Individual

8859 4 And for Rosemont Copper to say that this will not -- their mining operations will not 
significantly affect the aquifer in the Santa Rita mountains is obviously ludicrous.

Individual

8862 4 My third concern with this project has to do with the water table, and as the prime 
example, look across the valley to Pima Mine and see how this has affected the water 
tables around Green Valley and such. I just hope that , you know, some 
consideration is taken into play here when the decision is made, because I strongly 
feel that this mine will affect our water table, and I don't think Tucson is ready to 
start drinking reclamation type water.

Individual

8864 5 This is a beautiful, natural area which is utilized for tourism and wine growing and 
farming and , in our case, horses. And it will be destroyed if there's blasting, if there 
is pollution, and if the aquifer is drained or polluted.

Individual

8865 2 I am against the mine for five reasons that pertain to the natural environment and its 
impact, the shortage of water in Arizona. The aesthetic value of the Santa Ritas that 
should be preserved,

Individual
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8865 7 I mean golly, guys don't you understand that we have a shortage of water in Arizona. 
I don't get it. I mean take a lesson from Florida. Read you Time magazine. There's a 
big shortage of water in Florida due to poor management and continuing to increase 
growth within the state. We need to learn by their lessons. Read their words, they 
talk about this. Everybody has to crash and burn, nobody learns.

Individual

8866 4 I'm concerned about the depletion of the aquifer and how it might ultimately affect 
the San Pedro riparian area.

Individual

8867 3 I'm calling to register my opposition to the Rosemont Mine project for the following 
reasons.  First reason being the importance to the environment of changing the 
landscaping and altering that and secondly the water situation in the Green Valley, 
Sahuarita area, where we already know that we've had a six inch decline in the water 
table as noted in the Ariz -- as noted in the Green Valley News and some newspaper.

Individual

8870 2 And one of my main concerns along the -- many of the disastrous environmental -- 
potential disastrous environmental impact of the mine is the usage of water, which is 
a precious resource to my community.  The amount of -- huge amount of water going 
to be used to operate the mine, so I feel like this is a huge issue of concern, 
immediate concern, immediate impact to the usage of ground water.

Individual

8874 2 I would like to go on record strongly objecting to the Rosemont Mine project.  The 
reasons are inadequate water, and water contamination, air pollution, destruction of 
habitat and other safety issues.

Individual

8882 2 we're afraid that too much of the water will be used and there won't be enough for 
people that live in the area.

Individual

8897 2 My property located in the Corona de Tucson area, approximately five miles north of 
the propsed Rosemont Mine site, has a domestic groundwater well with ADWR 
Registration Number 55-576685. What will be the impact of the mine operations on 
the water quality and guantity delivered from my well?

Individual

8904 1 The proposed Rosemont Mine pit dewatering pump-out from surrounding wells etc. 
is predicted to reach a maximum of 720,000 gallons per day (ref: Response to Item 
3, CNF letter to Rosemont, 10-19-07). By compasion, the Vail Water Company 
average daily sales are 978,000 gallons (ref: VWC 2007 annual report). The 
proposed pit dewatering operation can possibly supply nearly three-quarters of the 
Vail area water needs. The referenced M3 memnorandum depicts the dewatering 
product going into the mine process operation. Rosemont representaives have stated 
that process water does not need to be of groundwater quality; the Colorado River 
water or effluent is of adequate quality for mining purposes. This proposal to use 
groundwater in the mine process operations would be an extremely serious 
misallocation of precious and limited groundwater resources and therefore must be 
denied. The dewaterin groundwater must be returned to local aquifers or otherwise 
distributed to area water providers. The region's limited groundwater resources must 
be conserved for allocation to human consumption and only the very highest needs 
and purposes.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 131 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

Aquifer Quantity

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

03

8906 8 Have studies been done to compare "mine" vs. "no mine" and the impacts on the 
economy, tourism, recreation, the ecosystems, vegitation, wildlife, groundwater, 
surface water, water quality and availability, roadways and emergency services? If 
so, are the studies available for public scrutiny? If studies have not been done, what 
is the reason for this inaction?

Individual

8909 1 What will be the effect of the Rosemont pit dewatering plan on area groundwater 
well depths and water quality? What is the projected impact of pit dewatering 
operations on the natural springs in the area? What is the size of the groundwater 
area that will be affected by pit dewatering? What is being done to minimize the 
negative effects of pit dewatering on the area groundwater resources?

Individual

8964 3 When they can mine without destroying the environment, and cut down on the water 
consumption, then I may be in favor.

Organization

9265 2 It would also consume large amounts of water from the Tucson Baasin.Organization

9601 2 Not to mention the amount of water it would take to mine, it's just completely 
unnecessary.

Organization

9744 1 The water acquifer issues will not support a copper mine in this area.Organization

10092 3 Please consider carefully the cost to our  rapidly depleting water supplies.Organization

10101 2  Water is such a precious commodity in this region, it is ridiculous to consider 
wasting this resouce for a private endeavor that will benefit so few. Stop this project 
now.

Organization

10204 3 Approve this operation and you will be depleting our drinking water. And your name 
will be attached to it.

Organization

10314 2 This mine will deplete water supply of residents.Organization

10441 1 Rosemont will depleat my well if they are allowed to continue.Organization

10469 1 The mines come here for 20 years or so, -take the money, leave a mess, and more 
than that disgusting scenario-we don't have the water to play the game!

Organization

10500 1 We are already in a severe water crisis in and around the Santa Rita mountain. I can 
not for the life of me beleive that this project would be given any consideration. 
What will happen when the already in trouble underground water supplies dry up ?

Organization

10528 1 Let' save the water we have!Organization

10529 1 Let' save the water we have!Organization

10547 2 I oppose the development of the proposed Rosemont mine. It will use up our 
precious groundwater.

Organization

10597 3 These mines greatly undermine our well water quanOrganization

10623 2  just what are they thinking taking the good water that affect all of Tucson to waist 
on mining?

Organization

10651 1 Water withdrawl alone make it a very bad idea..Organization
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10687 1 Water is and will be a problem in Southern Arizona. We must not abuse it!!Organization

10700 1 The mine on the other side of the valley has already dried up/droped my families 
well water level. The mines arent doing anything to help them now.

Organization

10704 2 Save the Santa Ritas and our water quantity!!Organization

10706 2 Keep Our Desert & Keep Our Water. They Won't care about all of us who end up 
with NO water in the end,

Organization

10751 1 Not only am I opposed to the mine. I feel it should be said, the mining company has 
stated they will only draw a certain amount of water from the wells they are drilling. 
Here is what many people fail to recognize. These wells will only be utilized for a 
short period of time, That is until the mine excavates to a depth that is below the 
water table, which in the case of my home, is around 350 feet. Once the mine is 
below this depth, it will begin to backfill with the water that is within our water 
table. The mine will continually backfill with any available water that is abvove the 
mine's depth. As time moves along, the mining company will state they are 
minimizing their "draw" from the wells.While all along, using the water this is 
falling into th ehole they have created. If anyone needs an example, please refer to 
the marble quarry that resides on the southern side of sahuarita road at the southern 
end of Wentworth to see how even a hole at this depth has back filled with the water 
from our existing table.

Organization

10874 6 Davidson Canyon may be dry most of the year, EXCEPT during the rainy season, 
risking the health of our citizens for generations to come.

Organization

10901 2 Water is to precious to waste on a mine.Organization

10930 1 We are running out of water, how much does a mine of this caliber require?????Organization

11042 3 Rosemont's MPO indicates that the water requirements are approximately 5,000 acre-
feet per year. This number is used repeatedly in the media. However, Rosemont has 
permits with the Arizona Department of Water Resources to withdraw up to 6,000 
acre feet per year. An article in the Arizona Daily Star from 5/28/2008 titled "mine 
execs offer water assurances" said "a mine the size of the one proposed by Rosemont 
Copper normally would use enough water every year to supply 40,000 households. 
Officials with Rosemont Coppper say they will only use half that much, 5,000 to 
8,000 acre-feet per year, by using techniques developed for mining in extremely arid 
climates.". Rosemont claims they are purchasing 105,000 acre feet of cap water and 
will only use 95,000 acre feet, leaving the public an excess of 10,000 acre feet. 
However if they were to use 8,000 acre-feet per year they would draw 47,000 acre 
feet more that they intend to purchase. If their estimates could be 60% off, Shouldn't 
the public be aware of this? Shouldn't it be stated in the MPO?

Individual

11047 28 What guarantee do we have that Rosemont Copper or any future assignees will not 
use their Exempt wells on the east side for mining purposes? I propose that there is a 
neighborhood group (paid for by Rosemont Copper or any future assignees) who 
visit the site every six months and inspects all of the pumps to be asssured they have 
not been upgraded beyond a certain size, yet to be established. If the corporation is 
caught in violation of said size, then they will have to pay a fine, yet to be 
determined, to the local community, and the well will be closed.

Individual
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11048 1 Our water is pumped from well #55-517980 and we would like to know the impact 
that the Rosemont mine will have on our water table. Will our water table be lower 
as a result of this mine? If our well happens to run dry, who will pay to get water (of 
the same quality we currently have) to our home?

Individual

11068 43 Under certain circumstances, the transportation of water out of the Tucson AMA can 
lead to claims of damages from water users in the basin of origin.

Individual

11068 48 Despite agreements that may be difficult to enforce after the fact involving water that 
may or may not be available, the crux of this issue is this: "Rosemont copper has no 
legal obligation to replace any of the water it will produce for the operation of the 
mine."
In light of this fact, this proposal should be evaluated on the basis that every drop of 
water Rosemont pumps across the Santa Ritas for their operation is lost to the 
Tucson AMA basin.

Individual

11068 49 Considering the consequences of this potential loss, it would represent a grave risk to 
pursue this proposal any further.

Individual

11072 2 We don't have the water table to support it. Think about the future.Individual

11080 1 Our water is pumped from well #55-517980 and we would like to know the impact 
that the Rosemont mine will have on our water table. Will our water table be lower 
as a result of this mine? If our well happens to run dry, who will pay to get water (of 
the same quality we currently have) to our home?

Individual

CAP recharge
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2 13 There are already strains on the water supply coming from the Colorado River to the 
Central Arizona Project.  One look at lake levels along the damn system will verify 
this. If water allocations are reduced due to lack of water will Augusta Resources 
guarantee in writing that the reduction in water will be absorbed by them in their 
allocation and not the public of Green Valley and Sahurita even if that leads to the 
requirement of shutting down or slowing activity at the mine?

54 2 Newsweek recently reported that scientists at UC San Diego predict that Lake Mead 
could be dry in 13 years. Augusta Resources plans to recharge local aquifers using 
CAP water. Will Augusta Resources guarantee our wells? Not just viability, but 
quality as well?

Individual

55 2 Current issues/ Law suits over CAP & Marana's recent claim to Pima County 
effluent at the Marana WWTP point out the exteme importance of not only our water 
use but our water concervation.

Individual
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160 15 Despite an already stressed ground water supply and significant anticipated 
population growth in Pima and Santa Cruz counties, Augusta will have no legally 
enforceable obligation to replace, as it proposes, the ground water that it uses with 
water deliveries from the Central Arizona Project (CAP). Also, the recharge facility 
near the current terminus of CAP cannot, as Augusta proposes, replace the ground 
water lost to the Mine's production wells far to the east. And, even if it could, 6,000 
acre-feet per year represents 25 percent of the recharge facility's maximum net 
recharge capacity. Lastly, the ground water that Augusta will remove for use at the 
Mine is of very high quality, while the CAP water that Augusta proposes as a 
replacement for groundwater lost to the Mine is of very low quality. This is a bad 
trade for the people who will be drinking the replacement water. There is a growing 
number of increasingly competing municipal, tribal, and commercial interests vying 
for diminishing CAP water resources. Long-range forecasts are predicting continuing 
drought conditions and decreasing rainfall and snowmelt runoff in the upper 
Colorado River watersheds. When mandated Colorado River water allocations to 
California, Nevada, and pre-CAP Arizona cannot be met, Colorado River water 
diverted to CAP will be reduced under Federal law. Augusta, consequently, cannot 
guarantee that sufficient CAP water will be available to replace the ground water that 
it uses.

182 8 For how long can a sufficient supply of CAP water be guaranteed?

1505 6 [I]t should not be allowed for the Rosemont Copper Company to trade Central 
Arizona Project water that they have been recharging into 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.

Individual

1514 2 If they are willing to bring CAP water into the area, why will they not use it 
themselves instead of putting the residents on it? If they say it has "stuff" in it that 
would contaminate their samples & processes- what do you think it is going to do to 
our people & pipes & plumbing? Leave our wells & water alone. CAP can give you 
more than you need- learn to adapt & compensate for pollutants like you are asking 
us to do.

Individual

1532 3 The cap is lessening, and poor quality.Individual

1535 2 CAP water will not be enough. Without water there will be no commence, no life, no 
flora or fauna

Individual

1537 3 The Recharge is a iffy thing at best with the recharge being the first to be denied 
when CAP water dwindles so recharge will notbegin until the local water is gone or 
poluted.

Individual

1544 2 I'm afraid for our collective health if we are forced to drink recharded mine refuse.Individual

1552 5 The plan calls for us to drink cap water and Rosemont to use the quifer?!Individual

1566 5 we cannot allow them to pump out our aquifer and "replace" it with polluted waterIndividual

1582 4 There is no accurate estimate of how long the water in our aquifer will last - yet this 
mine would extract our pure water and put back poluted water.

Individual
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1589 2 CAP water is lessening in quantity.Individual

1593 8 how can they (augusta) guarantee Cap water and terminal Cap water will be 
available -river drying.

Individual

1657 3 Rosemont Copper has promised to "be a good neighbor" by doing something that 
they are not legally required to do: purchase CAP water and recharge the aquifers 
over in the Marana region. First of all, the best estimates on CAP water availability 
indicate that this will not ever happen, because there will not be enough water to 
allocate for their purchase. So essentially, this "good neighbor" promise means 
nothing. Valley aquifers are already dropping 2-4 feet PER YEAR; we cannot afford 
anything else to compound this issue (yes, including developments in Green Valley 
which should not be built, but we're talking specifically about Rosemont Mine). 
They also do not discuss the impacts associated with building a pipe over the tip of 
the Santa Rita from Sahuarita, which is not a small impact by any means.

Individual

1684 6 Rosemont has purchased water from the renewable supply of the Central Arizona 
Project (CAP) to protect the Cienega basin and has already stored 5% more than its 
anticipated use for the first 3 years of operation. Thus it will not be depleting the 
local aquifer; rather it will help replenish it. Further, Rosemont has signed a letter of 
intent with the Community Water Supply to pay for a pipeline to the area. They have 
also sent a letter to the United Sahuarita Well Owners that Rosemont will deepen any 
wells that are affected by their water withdrawl by the mine and/or will drill new 
wells. A comprehensive hydrological study of the area will be conducted to ascertain 
these impacts, if any.

Individual

1707 2 The purpose of this letter is to request your assistance on the following issues of vital 
importance to the citizens of Greater Green Valley.
The funding of a seven to nine-mile pipeline to bring Central Arizona Project (CAP) 
water to the Green Valley-Sahuarita area.

Organization

1707 6 The Rosemont mine plan is to replace the ground water it uses with CAP water 
recharged in Marana or possibly just south of Sahuarita Road, depending upon the 
outcome of negotiations between Augusta and the Community Water Company of 
Green Valley. (We will discuss these negotiations further in the second part of this 
letter concerning CAP pipeline funding.)

The proposed Marana recharging is 40 miles north of the wells that service Green 
Valley. Since the water flow is to the north, this is no real help to our citizens in 
Green Valley. Furthermore, while we understand the concept of recharging the entire 
aquifer, the drawing of water from the Green Valley area may result in a cone of 
depression that can lower the level of our community wells.

Augusta has purchased CAP water for storage in the aquifer of the Tucson Active 
Water Management District. However, we understand that Augusta has a 
commitment to use only surplus CAP water; thus. if there is no surplus, our local 
aquifer will be depleted. In addition, we understand that surplus CAP water is not 
always available 12 months of the year, possibly putting further strain on our aquifer.

Organization
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1707 11 On July 19, 2007, the Community Water Company of Green Valley informed the 
community that it had negotiated a letter of intent with Augusta Resource 
Corporation to construct a seven to nine mile extension of the existing CAP pipeline 
from Pima Mine Road into the company's service area. 

The two companies agreed on a 120-day time period to negotiate a final contract 
agreement, subject to the Arizona Corporation Commission'a approval, that would 
have Augusta pay for the entire cost of the pipeline extension and a water charge 
facility in Sahuarita/Green Valley- estimated to cost $9 to $15 million. Augusta also 
agreed to recharge its CAP water locally rather than in Marana.

The Community Water Company would make its unused CAP water allocation 
available to Augusta for recharge at the new facility. Both companies have stated that 
this agreement is not contingent upon Augusta obtaining federal and state approvals 
for the development of the mine.

On July 25, 2007, Community Water Company presented the proposal to 
approximately 400 people in a public meeting. Of the more than 50 speakers, only 
one supported the mine. Most speakers agreed upon the need for more water to meet 
Green Valley's projected growth, but many opposed using Augusta's money to build 
the pipeline on the basis that this would enhance Augusta's chances of obtaining the 
necessary federal and state permits to begin mining operations.

The arguments can be summarized in two well-worn phrases: those against Augusta's 
proposal said, "You’re giving aid and comfort to the enemy;" those in favor of the 
proposal said, "Take the money and run."

The GVCCC is a strong supporter of the need to bring CAP water to the Green 
Valley area. We have commended the Community Water Company for its efforts to 
bring CAP water to our community. However, we do not think using Augusta's 
money is prudent policy.

If the Community Water Company accepts Augusta's offer to fund the pipeline, it 
greatly improves Augusta's ability to promote itself as an environmentally and 
community friendly corporation during the next two years as it seeks federal and 
state approvals for its operations.

Organization

1723 2 Why not use only CAP water for the mine. If only clean CAP water was discharged 
there would not be so many problems.

Individual

1752 1 The NRDC report relesed last week projects a 30% reduction in Colorado River flow 
in the next 30 yeaars due to climate change that is already happening.  Arizona has 
only junior rights to CAP water.  If the water in the Colorado Basin Flow drops to 
70%, Tucson's CAP allocation will drop much more, possibly to zero.  Rosemont 
might not be able to accomplish its planned recharge of 105000 acre feet.

Individual

1758 4 What recourse will the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, 
Sahuarita and Green Valley) residents have in the event of any negative impacts 
caused by the Rosemont mining operations from lack of CAP water availability to 
replace the groundwater the mine proposes to use?

Individual
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1802 4 Provide new water source and ground water recharge benefit from the CAPIndividual

1805 3 Hydrologists believe the estimates for Colorado River flow were based on a 
historically high flow period and do not reflect the likely flow rate in the next 20 
years. Rosemont indicated it plans to replenish ground water with CAP water. What 
will you do when CAP water is not available?

Individual

1818 2 1. What is the water management plan that will prevent the continued depletion of 
viable drinking water in an arid desert envirionment that has been in drought 
condition for many years? Replacing a small percent of the planned usage with non-
potable CAP water is not viable or sustainable.

Individual

1879 8 Augusta's proposal to bring CAP water into the area to service the voracious thirst of 
the mine is nothing short of fantasy.

Individual

1892 11 The Rosemont operation threatens water quality in the area via use of CAP water, 
and via mining operations themselves (tailings piles, leach ponds, chemicals used on 
mining machinery, etc.).  CAP water is notorious for compiling the contaminants 
from agricultural and industrial processes throughout the Colorado River Basin, as 
well as for spreading invasive aquatic species and diseases.

Organization

1918 1 Water - no one knows the quanity of the water available in this area.  The mine plans 
to use CAP water - but this is a limited supply - as other states need this source of 
water - plus as they use the required water they will pump it into pits - which will 
leach in to the ground and further destroy the existing water - of Green Valley.

Individual

1921 3 CAP water replacement for the ground water Rosemont is pumping out is a travesty. 
CAP water is undrinkable and untreatable for human consumption.

Individual

1927 3 A CAP pipeline, though needed and welcome, is an insufficient contribution, by any 
entity, given suggestions about declining CAP water supply for the future.

Individual

1928 2 Rosemont says they will replace this ground water with water from the Colorado 
River. They can't be allowed to do this. My wife & I boated on Lake Powell in 1991 
when the lake level was down 60 ft. from normal pool. There are so many demands 
on this Colorado River Water. Today the lake level is 112 ft below pool, which is 
43% of capacity. There should be no question other than the water issue, but to deny 
Rosemont from mining copper in this project.

Individual

1935 2 They do not want to use CAP water for the mine because ethey know that it is not as 
pure as the ground water, therefore they would have to further filter and process it 
and because they know that there is no annual guarantee of how much CAP water 
will be available. Talk with the people at the existing mines near Green Valley about 
using CAP water, they have been trying to figure out how to make that economical 
for some time.

Individual

1939 3 Trade off of CAP water? Give us a break.Individual

1942 3 Replacing with CAP (dirtier + more mineral laden) is iffy that could be gone in a few 
years + Augusta will say "oh well, we tried".

Individual
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2078 1 I would like to understand how the Rosemont Mine project intends to use CAP water 
for recharge. Are they injecting it into a well or well field? Or, are they paying for 
water that is being recharged for them into the Santa Cruz recharge project? This has 
potential health consequences depending upon how recharge is done and the fact that 
CAP water is not potable without treatment. (see CAP water analysis 2006. I note 
Strontium present; analysis for Uranium is not included)

I've included a web link for the Santa Cruz recharge project
http://www.cap-az.com/static/index.cfm?contentID=69

Individual

2095 13 Water is the most precious resource Arizona has and should not be wasted for the 
profits of others, especially foreign companies. Also, it should not be allowed for the 
Rosemont Copper Company to trade Central Arizona Project water that they have 
been recharging into 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 taxpayer's money.

Individual

2106 4 Water quantity is already a major concern in this area. The offer by the Rosemont 
Corp. to bring a 20 inch pipeline into the area to provide C.A.P. water is 
inconsequential as it cannot begin to carry sufficient amount of water to offset the 
amounts that the mine will be drawing from our aquifer.
A minimum pipe size of 72 inches would be required and even that were that to be 
built, there is insufficient C.A.P. water to fill it.

Individual

2184 8 And if they need 5000 gallons of water a minute to run this mine make them use 
CAP water not our pure drinking water from Sahuarita heights. We may be poor 
people living in trailers but we were here first.

Individual

2196 7 Moreover, CAP water is not a sure thing (the mine proposes replenishing the ground 
water it uses with CAP water, but in an area not even near the mine). In fact, an 
article published February 13, 2008 in the Arizona Republic, said that scientists 
working at the Scripps Institution of Oceanography in San Diego, have estimated 
that there is a 50 percent chance Lake Mead will run dry by 2021.

Individual
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2211 2 Rosemont's Claim: 
(Quote: Rosemont Plan of Operations.pdf)
"Rosemont Copper has no legal obligations to replace any water it will produce for 
the operation of the mine. No other mining operation in the region has previously 
done so. However, Rosemont has made a commitment to the local community to 
utilize available CAP water to recharge 105 percent of the total water production 
over the life of the Project. The recharge will be within the Tucson AMA, and as 
close to the water production site as possible. The total life-of-mine usage is 
currently estimated to be 100,000 af, resulting in a recharge commitment of 105,000 
af.
Rosemont Copper began recharging CAP water in the Santa Cruz basin in 2007, 
with contracts in place to recharge 15,000 af at three state-permitted underground 
storage facilities, which include Pima Mine Road near the terminus of the CAP 
aqueduct, and the Lower Santa Cruz and Avra Valley sites near Marana. Rosemont 
Copper contracted to utilize all of the available capacity at Pima Mine Road (about 
600 af in 2007), with the balance to be stored at the Lower Santa Cruz and Avra 
Valley sites. Rosemont plans to continue this water storage program for the next 
several years. A volume of water equal to several years of mine water supply will 
likely have been stored by the time Rosemont mining operations begin.
Pima Mine Road is the state-permitted underground storage facility closest to Site 1. 
Because available capacity at this facility may remain limited for the forseeable 
fuure, Rosemont Copper has also begun evaluating construction of a new recharge 
facility in close proximity. Although construction and operation of a nearby recharge 
facility is not required by law, regulation, or any contractual obligation, Rosemont 
Copper is committed to recharge available CAP water at groundwater storage 
facilities close to its production wells to lessen impacts of mine water production on 
local water users."

Comments:
The recharge facility exists. Rosemont Copper intends to utilize "all available 
capacity" for their water needs and withdraw water from the well site as recovery 
water; that is banked water. It further states "Rosemont Copper started recharge in 
2007." (Is this a fact in evidence?)

Individual

2211 8 Will another CAP recharge facility be needed to off-set the loss of the Pima Road 
Road recharge facility from the public needed water? And, will the public have to 
subsidize the building of such an extension at a surcharge to residential customers; as 
suggested (Attatchment: Long-Term-Green-Valley-Supply.pdf).

Individual

2244 9 The mines contamination and waste of water is unconscionable when you consider 
the antispated reduced flow of CAP water and the lower and lower water table 
caused by human inhabitants and environmentally induced droughts. Water 
resources are a concern for everyone but the mine. They only care if the water is 
available for the 15 project timeframe. Make the mine prove the 100 year water 
supply litmus test. Without CAP subsidization. We paid dearly in the form of bonds 
to get CAP water to our community. The mine paid nothing!

Individual

2252 1 Augusta claims that the water they use will come from CAP. Isn't it true that they are 
only allowed to purchase and store EXCESS CAP water and there is no guarantee of 
it. What if there is no excess CAP water available?

Individual
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2256 3 CAP water, with its very high content of dissolved solids, is not the same fresh, 
potable water that Augusta would pump from the Santa Cruz River aquifers. The 
trade-off of CAP water for ground water is a bad deal.

Individual

2265 10 As the proposal includes the construction of a CAP water line from Avra Valley to 
Sahuarita as well pipe lines from the new wells to the Rosemont property why would 
Augusta not propose to connect these two projects and use the CAP water for their 
operation?

Individual

2284 2 There are already strains on the water supply coming from the Colorado River to the 
Central Arizona Project. One look at lake levels along the damn system will verify 
this. If water allocations are reduced due to lack of water will Augusta Resources 
guarantee in writing that the reduction in water will be absorbed by them in their 
allocation and not the public of Green Valley and Sahurita even if that leads to the 
requirement of shutting down or slowing activity at the mine?

Individual

2288 2 Despite the recharge effort, clearly there will be net consumption of 100,000 ac. ft. 
of water over 20 years. The fact that it comes from CAP does not make the 
consumption go away.

Individual

2288 4 I was advised by the consultant that Rosemont Copper would be purchasing "surplus 
water" from CAP. Given the fact that we live in the Sonoran Desert, with too many 
private interests already pursuing projects that will require large amounts of water, I 
find it hard to believe that there are not many large scale projects and developments 
that feel threatened by the prospect of unavailable water at a later date. The concept 
of purchasing CAP water and the overall impact is not well understood or explained.

Individual

2290 10 Reasons for opposing this mine:
The mine company says it will attempt to use or obtain CAP water to support the 1.5 
billion plus gallons of water usage per year. If the CAP isn't available it will tap the 
ground water and recharge the Green Valley water supply w/ CAP water. As we all 
know there were concerns with using CAP water for consumption years ago in AZ. 
The concern was contaminants. These concerns lead to a policy of not using it for 
consumption, only agriculture.

Individual

2293 2 A pipeline to Green Valley to capture CAP water is unrealistic given the fact that 
CAP water is also becoming scarce because of drought and increaded population 
along the Colorado River. Green Valley Water District already provides water to the 
mines in the area as well as the pecan groes, which are water guzzlers.

Individual

2303 7 Using CAP water seems unrealistic as this source of water from the Colorado River 
is also uncertain, given the demands of the growing populations in the areas that use 
it.

Individual

2379 10 There are numerous news reports of Rosemont extending a distribution pipeline to 
convey CAP surface water to a recharge site yet to be defined without specifics, 
contracts or financial commitments by Rosemont. This pipeline is of little or no 
benefit without recharge facilities that must be directly interrelated to the 
groundwater that is proposed to be withdrawn by Rosemont.

Government
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2379 17 Rosemont has initiated a slight-of hand solution to this program by recharging 
Central Arizona Project (CAP) surface water. However, they are recharging this 
water in the Avra hydrogeologic basin 36 miles away and 800 feet below the 
proposed well fields. The proposed well fields are located in a different 
hydrogeologic basin where the aquifer is shared by residents of the Town of 
Sahuarita, City of Tucson, San Xavier District of Tohono O'odham Nation, and 
unincorporated Pime County (Attachment 2). This replenishment is of no beneift to 
the affected area and would not in any way offset the groundwater depletion 
contemplated by Rosemont. It merely displaces CAP water that would otherwise be 
stored by the Arizona Water Bank in Marana.

Government

2381 5 When allocations of Colorado River water were made, (source of the CAP), the West 
was experiencing an anomalous wet period. Thus, these allocations and the CAP, are 
subject to change as the current drought and increased pressure for a diminishing 
supply of water is experienced. This brings into question a plus or minus twenty year 
sustainable water supply for a mine located outside of the Active Management Area. 
(AMA)

Individual

2381 20 WATER  This is a subject which most people reviewing the Rosemont project 
express the greatest concern, and rightfully so. We all live in the Sonoran Desert 
which is currently under going what could be a plus or minus thirty year drought 
period. In conjunction with that, there is a current ground water defecit in the upper 
Santa Cruz basin, the very area where the Rosemont Mine intends to obtain its water 
supply, via the CAP.

In the past, mining companies in the Santa Cruz Valley would buy up large tracts of 
land such as farms and ranches to obtain water rights. The farms would be retired 
and as such the water balance would be maintained within reason. This method 
seemed acceptable to the regulatory agencies and the public alike. In the future when 
the mines are exhausted, the land will be returned to farming, ranching or housing 
development and no harm has been done. 

Augusta, however, has opted to purchase small parcels of land to construct their well 
fields and to purchase water from the CAP. I would estimate that they are paying in 
the range of $100 dollars an acre foot for water. An expensive option for a mining 
operation that plans on using six to eight thousand acre feet a year, which I question 
as well.

Individual

2383 2 Second, after speaking with representatives of Rosemont Copper, it is clear that this 
project will not only be mining minerals, but also mining huge quantities of water. 
The proposals they have made to replace the water that they will pump from aquifer 
with CAP water are not based on science, but are purely a public relations ploy. They 
admit that there is no guarantee they will continue to get CAP water, and if they do 
not get it, they will pump the aquifer regardless. Further there is no guarantee that 
they will not pump more than the 6,000 acres feet per year that they are estimating 
they will need. Additionally, the CAP water that they already have procured and 
expect to procure is not recharging the aquifer from which they will be pumping. 
Water is an increasingly precious, scarce, and in many cases non-renewable resource 
in the southwest. We must not allow it to be exploited for personal gain.

Individual
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2396 12 Of equal concern is the ability to replace the water that will be inevitably be depleted 
by virtue of the mining operation. Augusta claims they would use groundwater from 
west of the mine and then buy Central Arizona Project water to replace it. With the 
current drought conditions that our southwestern states have been subject to, the 
ability to "buy" water in the future is certainly not guaranteed

Individual

2401 2 Water--Currently we are in an overdraft situation in the Santa Cruz Valley. The 
competition for CAP water from other states and the continuing drought make the 
availability of CAP water doubtful for replacement.

Individual

2404 13 Rosemont has made promises to deliver CAP water to the Santa Cruz Valley. To say 
that is a stretch of the facts. Rosemont is proposing to build a pipeline for the 
Community Water Company of Green Valley to bring both CWC and GVDWID 
contracted CAP water allocations to the point of use. Rosemont says to you, the 
Forest Service, and to the public, they are bringing water to cover their use.

Business

2404 19 The CAP contract clearly states that the contractor MUST reduce its pumping equal 
to the CAP water delivery. Ladies and gentleman, the CAP water contracts belong to 
the Community Water Company and the Green Valley Domestic Water Improvement 
District and their customers. We must understand the truth. The Rosemont proposal 
uses SCV groundwater, NOT your CAP water. We are damaged and we are the 
losers!

Business

2430 3 Will the EIS allow Rosemont to withdraw a drop more water than it can replace by 
CAP water? (which is not always available) If so, the EIS must be rejected by the 
public the State of AZ, and all other governmental bodies.

Individual

2462 7 What assurance do I have on the quality of the ater that is being brought in?Individual

2470 2 1] What are the long term consequences of exchanging potable water for recharged 
ditch water over the life of the mine, or it's needed for Tucson's growing populace?

Individual

2472 4 Rosemont claims that they have stored much of the water they project using. The 
replacement was into the Tucson basin with no mention of Sahuarita/Green Valley 
water replacement. They also say they will continue to replace the water they use 
with CAP water. Several weeks ago I questioned Mr. Jamie Sturgess, Vice President 
of Rosemont, about the diminishing flow in the Colorado River pointing out the 
drastically reduced levels in Lakes Meade and Powell. I questioned whether they 
could expect CAP to deliver the needed water. He promised to refer this question to 
his hydrologists who would bet back to me. To this date my question has not been 
answered.

Individual

2479 5 I am aware of plans to utilize CAP water to supplement the operational needs of this 
project; however, that is CAP water that could be used by both of our counties to 
support existing residents.

Government

2484 4 My opposition is based on the following objections:
Depletion and destruction of our most precioius resource - water.  Not only are large 
volumes of water required for the mining process, but the byproducts of mining will 
pollute and disturb the watershed.  Recently I read the most absurd plan - to use CAP 
water for the mine.  How completely outrageous that water would be pumped from 
the Colorado River so that a foreign corporation can strip the ore from mountains of 
southern Arizona.

Individual
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2503 5 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 the 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.

Individual

2504 2 I understand that a great deal of water is used during the mining process. It seems to 
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, I think, the first to be denied water when the demand 
exceeds the supply. I 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 seems to 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. Since they live upstream from most of the others who use 
the Colorado River, It seems only fair that they should share in the water rights.

Individual

2504 4 I do not think we should rely on long term use of the Colorado River water.Individual

2512 2 CONTINUING TO TAP THE COLORADO IS UNACCEPTABLE, SHORT 
SITED, AND FRANKLY DANGEROUS……AUGUSTA'S UNDERHANDED 
METHODS THUS FAR HAVE SPOKEN VOLUMES

Individual

2512 13 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.

Individual

2524 2 The Colorado River (CAP) water is quite limited and uncertain, also rather poor 
quality.

Individual

2565 6 1) The NEPA needs to make a serious investigation of water use and potential 
impacts.

The Project Mine Plan states that there are no reliable sources of water available and 
envisions using CAP water to offset environmental and community impacts. It has 
made an informal non binding commitment to do so. It is not clear whether the use 
of CAP water will be sustained either because the mining company elects not to do 
so or CAP water becomes unavailable. Recent studies of the Colorado river show 
that it may virtually dry up by 2015, resulting in no water for this project in a period 
of rationing or at a minimum water availability at a much higher cost than planned.

An alternative and more likely water use scenario which should be explored in full is 
the absence of CAP water.

Individual
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2570 1 The attached July 12, 2007 Letter of Intent between Community Water Company of 
Green Valley and Augusta Resource (Arizona) Corporation, together with its 
Appendix A, reflect preliminary concepts and alternatives being discussed by the 
parties at that time. The fact that an alternative is discussed or potential third party 
participant identified is not intended to imply that any determination has been made 
concerning any given alternative or that any understanding has been reached with 
any identified potential participant. 

The documents were designed and intended to identify an array of options and 
possible participants that warranted further inquiry and discussion. Efforts to date 
have determined that some identified options are not feasible and others require 
further investigation and refinement. An example of the former is that instream 
recharge has been eliminated for technical reasons. Examples of the latter include the 
possible use of State Lands, the method by which CSP water may be used by and 
among the participants, and the form of final agreements to construct and operate the 
project and the regulatory role of the Arizona Corporation Commission concerning 
those matters. All these issues, among others, remain the subject of ongoing 
discussion, investigation and review.

Accordingly, it must be recognized while reviewing the Letter and the Appendix that 
they reflect only the initial step in an ongoing process. That process continues to 
narrow available options and to clarify and specify relationships and regulatory 
frameworks that may be incorporated into any final project.

Government

2574 1 1.  Background on Community Water Company proposed CAP pipeline and 
recharge facility

Government

2574 2 4.  Analysis of impacts resulting from recharge of Rosemont-acquired CAP water at 
proposed Green Valley recharge site
-is this part of the proposed mine plan?
-will it be analyzed as part of the FS EIS?
-is it possible the FS will require recharge at the Green Valley location as a condition 
of approving the mine plan?

5.  Scope of analysis of the CWC EA
-construction of a pipeline and construction and operation of a recharge facility
-recharge includes the recharge of Rosemont-acquired water, as well as long term use 
by CWC; should EA assume the approval of the mine, and analyze impacts of 
recharge accordingly?

Government

2577 10 There are numerous news reports of Rosemont extending a distribution pipeline to 
convey CAP surface water to a recharge site yet to be defined without specifics, 
contracts or financial commitments by Rosemont. This pipeline is of little or no 
benefit without recharge facilities that must be directly interrelated to the 
groundwater that is proposed to be withdrawn by Rosemont.

Government
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2577 17 Rosemont has initiated a slight-of hand solution to this program by recharging 
Central Arizona Project (CAP) surface water. However, they are recharging this 
water in the Avra hydrogeologic basin 36 miles away and 800 feet below the 
proposed well fields. The proposed well fields are located in a different 
hydrogeologic basin where the aquifer is shared by residents of the Town of 
Sahuarita, City of Tucson, San Xavier District of Tohono O'odham Nation, and 
unincorporated Pime County (Attachment 2). This replenishment is of no beneift to 
the affected area and would not in any way offset the groundwater depletion 
contemplated by Rosemont. It merely displaces CAP water that would otherwise be 
stored by the Arizona Water Bank in Marana.

Government

2591 3 How much water would the average replenishment be for the aquifer in nature in an 
average year in our southwest semi-arid desert environment?

Individual

2591 16 Why would the mine be allowed to use vast quantities of ground water which is more 
pristine? If CAP water is available, should not CAP water be used for the mine and 
the better quality ground water be used by people?

Individual

2591 18 How can there be guarantee of adequate supply of CAP water? Who bears the 
responsibility for that assurance/insurance?

Individual

2592 45 The MPO indicated that CAP water will be used to recharge "more than its entire 
consumption" to result in a net positive impact. However, the MPO states that only a 
portion of their recharge (about 12 percent) will be in the upper Santa Cruz basin. 
The EIS needs to evaluate the potential impacts to water availability in the upper 
Santa Cruz basin if recharge occurs at locations other than near the proposed 
extraction sites. The EIS should consider alternatives such as direct use of CAP 
water at eh proposed project.

Individual

2593 118 If the company decides to use the CAP water they plant to purchase, what are the 
laws and requirements for using that water for mine processing, for transporting it 
out of the Santa Cruz Basin to the Cienega Basin, for transporting it across private, 
state and federal land, and for building and maintaining a water supply pipeline 
across the Santa Ritas?

Organization
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2593 134 C. CAP - PIPELINE AND RECHARGE
Augusta Resources has proposed to build a CAP pipeline to Green Valley. Although 
they are not required to do this, it would help them gain favor in the community, and 
possibly avoid damage lawsuits from withdrawing groundwater and transporting it 
out of the Tucson Active Management Area.
-How would the proposal to build a CAP pipeline to Green Valley by the company 
affect the feasibility of the mine?
-What is the current status of the availability of CAP water?
-What would happen if the local communities in the Santa Cruz basin need the CAP 
water that the company plans to get?
-Will the mine be able to use the CAP water if it is brought to Green Valley?
-How will they get the water over to the east side of the Santa Ritas to the mine site? 
What permits are required to get the water to the mine site?
-What would the pipeline route be to bring the water to the mine site?
-What are the land ownerships of the pipeline route?

Augusta is currently purchasing excess CAP water and recharging it in various 
locations, claiming that they will replace 105% of the groundwater they extract.
-How long will it take for this recharged water to actually become available to 
anyone whose wells are affected of the extraction wells?

Organization

2601 4 We are deeply concerned about putting in the Rosemont mine for the following 
reasons:
2. putting dirty water (CPA) back in Marana does not recharge the Santa Cruz River 
basin.

Individual

2604 3 Impact on quality and quantity on water - the proposed mine operation will be 
pumping high quality drinking water from the Santa Cruz River near Green Valley, 
Sahuarita and replacing it with low quality CAP water downstream of the current 
wells of these communites. The C.A.P. water are not guaranteed waters and could be 
none existant during drought cycles similar to the current one we are now 
experiencing.

Individual

2610 2 How will the infusion of CAP water in the aquifer effect the quality of the drinking 
water in the area? What will be done to ensure that the Area residents will have safe 
drinking water?

Individual

2610 4 What is planned in the event there is not enough CAP water to replace the 
groundwater the mine proposes to use?

Individual

2617 12 How will injecting CAP water into the aquifer affect the quality of the water in these 
wells?

Individual

2620 4 Fact: The water requirement stated as 5,000 acre ft/yr is ridiculous for that location. 
Bring in CAP from Green Valley/ Sahuarita? AZ population is ever expanding and 
will continue to grow for the next 20 years --- during which time the volume of water 
carried by the Colorado River is predicted to diminsh considerably.

Business

2623 5 will recharge aquifer with equal amounts of water used during mining processIndividual
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2625 18 Augusta has been allocated a given amount of CAP water in addition to the 
groundwater that lies beneath the proposed mine site. CAP water is known to be of a 
lower quality than groundwater, due to its higher alkalinity and surface 
contaminants. Augusta promises to recharge the aquifer with CAP water at the rate 
of 105% of what it pumps out. I would like to know the true rationale for this. A 
more desirable and ecologically sensitive approach would be to use CAP water for 
the mining operation and leave the groundwater for human consumption.

Individual

2626 3 It bothers me that it can never be repaid in kind but only with inferior CAP water if 
even that is available when the water is needed.

Individual

2634 21 Every one who has studied the matter acknowledges that CAP water is over 
committed and will be unable to continue delivering the amounts of water that are 
presently being sent by pipe lines to communites in California, Nevada, and Arizona.

Business

2644 16 The project's reliance on C.A.P. water, since there seems to be no other reliable 
source of water available, would appear to be a major challenge to an operation such 
as the Rosemont Mine

Individual

2650 6 In addition efforts to address water concerns by utilizing CAP water and processes 
that will use up to 50% less water than older mines suggests the project can provide 
environmental protections.

Individual

2664 3 There has been concern expressed that the Rosemont Copper Project will have a 
negative impact to the water table by pumping water from the area for the operation. 
Please take into consideration, during your investigation, that the Rosemont Copper 
Project will be charging Colorado River water via the Central AZ Project into the 
aquifer years before it is pumped for use by the operation. More water is being 
charged into the aquifer than extracted.

Individual

2668 26 3.  Arizona.
Water is necessary to keep this region going.  A change in the snow patterns in the 
Rockies, a lowering of the water table in Lake Mead and CAP water could be 
drastically reduced.  California's claims have priority.  If CAP water is curtailed there 
will be some serious competition for what water there is - from AZ farmers to small 
towns and large metropolitan areas all across Arizona.  Where else will Rosemont 
look for water if they're limited down the road?  Sonoita, the San Pedro, Sulfur 
Springs Valley maybe?  Can they continue to operate?

Individual

2672 4 Bringingin CAP water is the equivalent of "robbing Peter to pay Paul" in that the 
source of CAP water is not unlimited and is required in ever increasing quantity to 
support growing population over a wide area. CAP is not infinite.

Individual

2675 44 Colorado river water was awarded by a court decision to various states, including 
Arizona. The water was allocated in a specific amount, however, if water isn't 
available in a given year, those rights mean nothing. This is almost a certainty as the 
statutory amounts were decided based on a relatively abundant year.

Individual
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2675 45 In a stunning example of regulations gone awry, Rosemont "will have the option of 
modifying the ME permit wells to allow them to operate as recovery wells. This 
would allow some or all of the water pumped from the wells to be legally 
characterized as recovered CAP water, rather than as groundwater."  (pg. 43 of 
MPO) This means Rosemont can pump clean groundwater from the Tucson AMA, 
degrade it to CAP water through this process, and take credit for replacing 
groundwater as they pump it back into the aquifer.

Individual

2677 29 There is a concern that CAP water may not be available throughout the entire life of 
this mine, so replacement may not occur at all times.

Government

2682 6 This company will take the best quality drinking water for their industrial process 
(floatation process) and replace it with the low quality CAP water which is high in 
minerals and heavy metals.

Individual

2683 36 I know that at one point Augusta proposed building a pipeline and bringing in CAP 
water - an outrageous proposal. That water has already been allocated, and we'll be 
lucky even to get our share in this part of Arizona. The CAP project was never 
intended to serve enormous industrial needs; that water is for the public when, 
inevitably, Arizona runs too low on available ground water. And that day will come 
very quickly if we allow this company to come in and build this mine.

Individual

2686 5 The corporation has talked about bringing in CAP water - water which has been 
allocated already to maintain population growth in the area as our ground water 
becomes depleted - so that probably can't happen.

Individual

2688 3 They claim to be able to purchase 5,000 acre feet per year of CAP water to replenish 
the aquifer. That quanitity of water is available from the CAP is dubious, Lake Mead 
is in serious trouble already. Answers to questions directed to consultants on the 
availablity of CAP water and the amount returned to the aquifer were evasive at best.

Organization

2698 42 As long term drought intensifies and population increases, water allocation becomes 
a declining sum game. Do we really want to direct our limited CAP water to the 
Augusta mine?

Business

2700 3 If CAP water is not available, how will Augusta recharge the aquifer or compensate 
for our precious ground water?

Individual

2711 20 The plan for replenishment of the water extracted from the aquifer is problematic at 
best

Individual

2717 8 Approval should be predicated on Augusta using CAP water in lieu of ground water.Organization

2724 10 Recharging low quality CAP water in Green Valley would not only degrade high 
quality groundwater over time but could also drive the Phelps Dodge pollution 
plume into Green Valley at a faster rate.

Individual

2724 11 It is doubtful that the $9-15 million price Augusta is willing to pay to build the CAP 
pipeline to Green Valley is enough. Even if the pipeline is built, there is no guarantee 
that Green Valley will have a reliable source of water.

Individual

2724 12 CAP H2O is not guaranteed to last forever.Individual
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2726 42 As long term drought intensifies and population increases, water allocation becomes 
a declining sum game. Do we really want to direct our limited CAP water to the 
Augusta mine?

Business

2729 3  That quanitity of water is available from the CAP is dubious, Lake Mead is in 
serious trouble already. Answers to questions directed to consultants on the 
availablity of CAP water and the amount returned to the aquifer were evasive at best.

Organization

2733 6 Please take into consideration, during your investigation, that the Rosemont Copper 
Project will be charging Colorado River water via the Central AZ Project into the 
aquifer years before it is pumped for use by the operation.

Individual

2733 7 More water is being charged into the aquifer than extracted.Individual

2736 23 Where does Rosemont Copper plan to physically locate the CAP water line? Where 
will the infiltration basins be located?

Government

2736 24 What are the physical, chemical and biological criteria for acceptable CAP waters? 
How are these monitored? Do these criteria reflect the best water quality possible 
given basic environmental problems of nutrient enrichment (nitrates and phosphates 
in waste effluents from treatment plants), toxic chemicals of industrial origin 
(notably organics like TCE, and various pesticides like atrazine, which can pass 
through treatment plants unprocessed in spite of their theoretical biodegradability 
and amenability to chemical treatment)?

Government

2736 37 Is direct use of CAP water being considered?Government

2736 38 What are the configurations for recharge?Government

2754 1 The proposed Rosemont Copper Project would be located 78% on public land. It 
would draw 5,000 gallons of water PER MINUTE from the upper Santa Cruz aquifer 
and proposes replacing that with Colorado River water (which will likely not be 
available due to drought and competition from other areas)

Individual

2763 3 We are of the point of view that our water is scarce and needs to be protected from 
wasteful use in yet another mining operation. No promise of “replenishing the 
aquifer with CAP water” can make us feel secure since that water won’t supply our 
well, it isn’t of good quality, or from a limitless source.

Individual

2764 2 A project that has taken the step to alter the mine plan to minimize the impact to only 
one drainage system rather than three drainage systems demonstrates the value 
Augusta has placed on providing a mine that will have as minimal an impact to the 
environment as practically possible. This action combined with Augusta’s 
commitment to recharge the water into the aquifer, even when it is not a legal 
requirement, further demonstrates why the Rosemont project should be approved by 
the Forest Service.

Individual
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3931 5 Procedures in the CWC Bylaws provide for ratifying votes by the members at annual 
meetings, or by Special Meetings of the members that can be called by the President 
of the Board, or any three members of the Board, or by petition by 20% of the 
members.  The most accommodating method would be by the Board, with the issues 
framed fairly and acceptably before the meeting with input from concerned 
members.  No proxy voting should be allowed except by individual vote on specific 
issues.  If a petition becomes necessary, a petition committee will be formed and will 
work with CWC management to fairly frame the issues.  Our community should not 
be stampedede into actions that are irrelevant or damaging to our long range goal of 
sustainability

The Pima County Memorandum comments that the 20 inch pipeline proposed by 
CWC is only a partial solution and is counterproductive because past studies require 
at least a 72 inch diameter (Exclusive of Rosemont).  Spending money on such a 
limited solution would be a waste of money.

CWC should participate in this collaborative effort involving the entire community.  
CWC should not rush into a venture with ARC which is diversionary at best and 
severely damaging to our community at worst if the Rosemont mine is approved.

Organization

5012 16 WHAT WILL THE IMPACTS TO OUR WATER BE?
-It is doubtful that the $9-15 million price Augusta is willing to pay to build the CAP 
pipeline to Green Valley is enough.

Organization

5012 17 WHAT WILL THE IMPACTS TO OUR WATER BE?
-Even if the pipeline is built, there is no guarantee that Green Valley will have a 
reliable source of water.  CAP water is not guaranteed to last forever.

Organization

5283 2 As president of Rancho del Conejo Community Water  Co-op in Picture Rocks, I am 
concerned

abount 2) Adding 6000 acre feet of CAP water per year to the recharge basing in our 
Aura Valley Aquifer.

Organization

5283 3 Has the impact of adding that much CAP water (not nearly up to our standards for 
drinking) into the aquifer been studied?

What assumptions are being used?

What model is being used to predict results?

Organization

5284 3 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Water:

Where will our water come from when the ground water runs dry?

Individual

6713 3 Other things we're looking at include recharging the aquifer for the water we take 
out. Our plan -- we're committed to putting 100 percent of the water back into the 
aquifer that we take out of the aquifer.

Individual
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6725 2 Despite an already stressed groundwater supply, and significant anticipated 
population growth in Pima and Santa Cruz counties, Augusta will have no legally 
enforceable obligation to replace the groundwater that it uses with water deliveries 
from the Central Arizona Project.  Also, the recharge facility near the current 
terminus of CAP cannot, as Augusta proposes, replace the groundwater lost to the 
mine's production wells far to the east.

And even if it could, 5,000 acre-feet per year represents 20 percent of the recharge 
facility's maximum net recharge capacity.  Moreover, when mandated Colorado 
River water allocations to California, Nevada, and pre-CAP Arizona cannot be met, 
as in times of drought Colorado River water diverted to CAP will reduced under 
Federal law.  Augusta, therefore, cannot guarantee that sufficient CAP water will be 
available to replace the groundwater that it uses.

Individual

6726 13 How will water quality be affected at the lower levels, not only by the CAP water 
quality being pumped into the ground, but the effect of runoff and residual 
processing chemicals down the Davidson Canyon?

Individual

6742 5 Also, I'd like to add, since no one has mentioned it, we hear all about Augusta 
Resources' promises to replace our groundwater with CAP water.  There's a reason 
that they don't talk about actually using CAP water.  CAP water will ruin their 
equipment.  So they use our good groundwater and replace it with water even they 
won't use.

Individual

6752 7 Thorough modeling of the impact of ground water use should be required.  The 
studies should include the impact on potential use of all area water users, including 
the effects on water levels, energy costs, well equipment costs, well water quality, the 
effect on the sulphate plume, the effect on the proposed CAP recharge on ground 
water quality.

Business

6752 14 Rosemont has made promises to deliver CAP water.  This is a stretch of the facts.  
Rosemont is proposing to build a pipeline for community water and bring 
community and Green Valley Water District water to the valley.  The CAP contract 
clearly states that the contractor must reduce its pumping equal to the CAP delivery.  
Ladies and gentlemen, the CAP contracts belong to the community not to 
Rosemont.  We must understand the truth.

Business

6759 13 Of equal concern is the ability to replace the water that will inevitably be depleted by 
virtue of the mining process.  Augusta claims they would use groundwater from west 
of the mine, and then buy Central Arizona Project water to replace it.  With the 
current drought conditions that our Southwestern states have been subject to, the 
ability to buy water in the future is certainly not guaranteed.

Individual

6772 2 Augusta claims to be recharging CAP water, and claims that they will recharge it in 
the region if they build a pipeline.  The truth is they are using excess credit CAP 
water.  That water is only available on a yearly contract.  And everyone know that 
excess CAP water will not be available forever, certainly not for twenty years.  The 
prediction is until 2011.  So the water issue is also from the dewatering of the pit.

Organization
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6773 2 "Under the pressure of the drought the seven Colorado Basin states have agreed, for 
the first time, on hwo to share prospective shortages".  Nancy mentioned shortages.  
"Arizona will bear almost all of the pain at first because the Central Arizona Project, 
which came on line in 1993, Arizona has junior status rights.  Nevada will only lose 
a small percentage of its allotment.  Meanwhile California will give up nothing, at 
least until Lake Mead falls below 1,025 feet, nearly 200 feet below the full status".

Individual

6803 5 Rosemont claims they are purchasing 105 acre-feet of CAP water and will only use 
9,000 acre-feet, leaving the public in excess of 10,000 acre feet. However, if they 
were to use 8,000 acre-feet per year, they would draw 47,000 acre-feet more than 
they intend to purchase. If their estimates could be 60 percent off, shouldn't the 
public be aware of this? Shouldn't it be stated in the MPO?

Organization

6815 4 In a few years the copper will be gone, there will be a big ugly hole with nothing, 
and no water -- oh, speaking of water, where is this magicthing that's going to come 
from? They use 5,000 acre-feet a year, whatever their thing is, and they say they're 
going to replenish it with CAP water. All the water that comes from Avra Valley to 
Pima Mine Road is used. The pipe is X number -- X size. It's full. Part goes to the 
pecans, part goes to the city of Tucson. There's not left for the mines. They're going 
to have to build a new mine -- a new thing all the way from Avra Valley clear to 
Green Valley to put it in. You can't put it in Phoenix and Marana and say, "Oh, we'll 
replenish the water to Tucson."  That doesn't get it. That doesn't help. 

Modeer used to be the director. Today is his last day as water director, he said. He 
told me a couple ofyears ago when they brought this up, he said there's no way that 
there's CAP water going to come to Pima Mine unless they enlarge it.

CAP, they measured that in Lake Mead, the elevation today is 1,105 feet. A year ago, 
it was 1,130. If it gets to 1,175, we lose part of our water. When it gets to 1,125, we 
lose all of our water. We can't affort this.

Individual
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6824 5 The amount of water Rosemont plans on using is three -- 31,870 gallons a minute. 
They claim they can recycle 89 percent of that, and they only need the 6,000 acre-
feet a year. 6,000 acre-feet is 1,955,226,000 gallons of water a year for the next 20 
years. We cannot afford to waste that much water. 

Now, Jamie Sturgess stood up and spoke last time about a contract that they've 
negotiated with the Sahuarita well owners and that he was getting 50 people to sign 
that. Today I'm carrying a letter from a lawyer, Huge Hollup (phonetic), the attorney 
that represents the United Sahuarita Well Owners that states the Rosemont Mine, 
Jamie A. Sturgess, who it negotiated with, has agreed to do a comprehensive 
hydrological study to identify any impacts Rosemont's proposed puming of 
groundwater would have on the neighborhood wells in Sahuarita. Proposed impact? 
There will be an impact.

When they did their well testing, several wells went dry, and they were only testing. 
They weren't pumping this 5,000 gallons a minute of water they plan on pumping.It's 
ridiculous. Jamie A. Sturgess stated on that date at the Sahuarita High School Forest 
Service hearing about these 50 people who signed: I'd like to know if the Forest 
Service has those 50 signatures? Do you have a contract that states that they're going 
to take care of the Sahuarita well owners? Do you have a contract that they're going 
to bring CAP water and replenish the water that they're mining out of Sahuarita?

Individual

6829 2 Our back-up source of water is the Colorado River. How many states rely on the 
Colorado River? Seven states. Can anyone name them? Yeah, California, Nevada, 
Wyoming, New Mexico, Idaho, and the very bottom of the list is little Arizona. 
We're kind of right at the very bottom as far as Tucson goes. And Vail and Sahuarita, 
I mean, they're way down on the list.

Individual

6849 2 There is also the whole question of how much Colorado River water is actually 
going to come into this area into the future. So I'm hoping that, in the analysis that's 
done for the Environmental Impact Statement, one is the goals of the active 
management area are taken into account; and, second of all, that there is a risk 
analysis done of the problems of drought and climate change and what impact that's 
going to have on the amount of CAP water which is going to be available or might 
be available to the mine.

And also, if you look at the list of the hierarchy of who gets the Central Arizona 
Project or Colorado River water when it arrives in this area, industry is at the bottom 
of that list. So it willl come to the municipal people before industry.

Individual
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6858 2 Rosemont says it will provide a pipeline for CAP water to the Santa Cruz Valley to 
benefit two local water companies. The CAP water already belongs to the citizens of 
the Santa Cruz Valley, the customers of those water companies.

Also, Rosemont is not using CAP water, as Mr. Magruder pointed out, for its mine 
processes, it is using our clean groundwater. And, therefore, we are all the losers.

To correct the record again, our groves in Sahuarita receive no CAP water. 
Moreover, we think it's important that the pipeline deal between Rosemont and the 
community water companies should be reviewed under the NEPA process as an 
action connected to the mine. Now, we favor bringing CAP water eventually to our 
valley, but we favor it through an independent consortium not tied to a mine that will 
ultimately deplete our groundwater.

Individual

6860 3 So the thing that still bothers me is that I heard that the water they have already 
recharged is 30,000 acre-feet down in Marana, which doesn't do any good back up in 
Green Valley and maybe because of that pipe thing you heard about earlier, well, it's 
a hundred dollars an acre-foot Tucson pays for that water. So that's $3 million it 
would have invested in water down there.

Individual

6873 6 Proposed replacement of this groundwater with CAP water is certainly a 
questionable practice. What will the water quality differences be and why are you 
putting CAP water into our groundwater? I think this is an important question that 
needs to be looked at.

Organization

6879 8 Should the Northwest have warmer winters and "normal" snowfalls not materialize, 
the CAP allotment to the Tucson area, as well as to Rosemont, could be reduced in 
those years.

Individual

6880 6 The applicant has obtained access to Central Arizona Project water, but it plans to 
recharge it far from the mine site in, or near, Sahuarita while pumping fresh ground 
water from under and near the Rosemont mine site for use with the mine.

Government

6885 3 I also think Augusta Resources, and the Rosemont mine should not be allowed to 
pump our groundwater out to replace their purchased and stored CAP water.

Individual
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6895 6 The Augusta Mine Plan of Operations (MPO), filed July 11, 2007, states that the 
mine would be legally entitled to extract water from the Tucson AMA under a 
Mineral Extraction and Metallurgical Processing (ME) permit.  The MPO proposes 
to mitigate this extraction, though no required legally to do so, by recharging the 
Tucson AMA with water obtained as available from the CAP under an "excess water 
subcontract".

The Upper Santa Cruz Basin is already experiencing overdraft, so future availability 
of CAP water is an important factor, but it is also a big unknown.

Therefore EIS should consider the amount of excess water that would be available 
from the CAP under scenarios accounting for growth of municipalities or other CAP 
users having senior rights, along with predicted Colorado River flows.  For example, 
the 
US Bureau of Reclamation web site at http://www.usbr.gov/uc/feature/drought.html 
reports that although flows into Lake Powell for 2008 are expected to be greater than 
the long term average, the inflows over the past several years have been substantially 
below the long term average.

Individual

6897 2 The effort of the mine to pay for a pipe to bring Colorado River water to the area of 
mine is not a solution as Colorado river water is not adequate for all current needs 
now if all the entitled to the river water were to draw their share of the water.  In 
addition if the mine were to begin to use river water the supple will not be adequate 
in the future for not only the mine but local area residents who draw water from the 
surrounding aqueduct.

Individual

6918 6 Why can't the mine use CAP water instead of our high quality ground water?Individual

6923 5 What will the be the quality of CAP water that Augusta is buying to compensate for 
groundwater usage and how will that water be distributed?

Individual

6933 3 The idea that Augusta Resources could mitigate Santa Cruz Aquifer water drawdown 
by paying for the extension of the Central Arizona Project pipeline to Green Valley 
is ludicrous on several grounds.  (We don't necessarily need more water; we need 
more knowledge of what we have and how to best to conserve it).  This idea is 
unacceptable.

Individual

6937 3 Not satisfied that the plans to tie into CAP water will make up possible deficits, 
particularly since projected life of mining activity  is now 19 yrs.  Who knows where 
CAP allotments will be then, esp. if California drought continues, or recurs?.

Individual

6949 10 The only benefit, besides the huge potential export of profits for the Canadian 
corporation that owns the Rosemont Ranch property, would seem to me to be for 
Chinese manufacturing companies making products that the United States has to buy 
back instead of being manufactured here using our own natural resources, further 
enhancing the trade imbalance and furthr reducing the value of the U.S. Dollar.  This 
all seems to be somewhat reminiscent of why we fought the British for independence 
in the Revolutionary War.

Individual
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6969 2 A newspaper article recently came to my attention regarding the Water Leadership 
Forum which took place here in tucson in May.  The article outlined a priority 
system governing CAP water allocations in the event of a water shortage. There was 
however no specific mention of the "pecking order" of mining companies in the 
event of a water shortage which leads me to the purpose of my letter to you today. 
Where exactly do mining companies fit into this priority system governing CAP 
allocations?

Individual

6993 2 This company plans to work 24 hours a day for 20 years taking our ground water and 
hopes to replace it with CAP water.  They aren't even sure that they will be able to 
get enough CAP  water.  We are in a desert and the water is scarce.

Individual

7000 8 Recharge and the Trojan horse of a proposed pipeline to bring CAP water to Green 
Valley are mere publicity; they would fail to maintain water tables in the area.  
Tucson and nearby counties eventually will have to drink their own treated sewage, 
with the Colorado River running at its lowest in decadess, and lakes Mead and 
Powell emptying out.

Individual

7034 2 -The Rosemont mine needs a great deal of water to run it.  Even if the company will 
pay for an extension of CAP to run through Green Valley to supply the mine, that 
water is not meant to supply businesses.  CAP was built to supply the people of 
Southern Arizona with drinking water.

Individual

7038 5 I am glad to see that the use of CAP water will be considered since is is of poorer 
quality than the groundwater in the area.  I hope you will consider the comparitive 
energy consumption.

Individual

7048 8 Will the groundwater that the mine wants to take be replaced with the same quality 
water?  Why can't the mine use CAP water instead of our high quality ground water?  
One of the alternatives analyzed in the DEIS should require that the mine use CAP 
water instead of groundwater.  We are entereing a long term drought and the quantity 
of Arizona CAP water may well be reduced.

Individual

7083 5 why can't the mine use CAP water instead of our high quality ground water? One of 
the alternatives analyzed in the DEIS should require that the mine use CAP water 
instead of groundwater.

Individual

7088 30 There has been information suggesting the Rosemont mine operation would supply 
its needs with CAP water, ostensibly using water rights belonging to Native 
American tribes.  As Native American tribes are sovereign nations, any water 
agreenemts are not enforceable, and the realiability of such as water supply must be 
examined as well as what contingency plans and alternate water supplies could be 
available in the event the Native American tribe decided to back out of the 
agreement.  Also, as the CAP water supply is dependent on the Colorado River 
water, which was over allocated to begin with, the effects of prolonged drought and 
global warming's expected effects on the Colorado River water supply must be 
examined for all of its potential ramifications.

Organization

7088 32 Further, there must be an examination of whether there is any, or enough, water 
available from the CAP allotment anyway.

Organization
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7088 34 The current source of Central Arizona Project (CAP) water available for use by the 
Rosemont Project is approximately 18 miles northwest of the project, near Pima 
Mine Road and interstate-19.  Cost for transport of CAP water to the project would 
be large, requiring approximately 18 miles of pipeline and rights-of-way.  In 
addition, availability of CAP water is subject to interruption from planned 
maintenance outages and unplanned emergency outages along the CAP aqueduct.  
The project proponent has contracted to utilize CAP water as an indirect source of 
water.  By conracting for and purchasing CAP water in an amount equivalent to that 
used at the mine, the project proponent plans to recharge CAP water to the regional 
aquifer at other locations in the upper Santa Cruz basin.  Recharge of CAP water at 
an established groundwater recharge facility in the upper Santa Cruz basin will offset 
the potential impact of groundwater withdraw on a regional scale.  Originally, 
recharge was to be 10 miles away at the Pima Mine Road; however, the site has been 
changed to Marana, some 30 miles away.

Organization

7124 5 It will help bring new water resources to the area with the construction extension of 
the CAP pipeline.

Business

7133 2 2.  How will the infusion of CAP water (recharge) to the aquifer affect the quality of 
the drinking water in the area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, 
Sahuarita and Green Valely)?  What will be done to ensure that the area residents 
have safe and plentiful supply of drinking water?

Individual

7134 20 The only statement provided by Rosemont Copper Company 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 Rosemont Copper 
Company plans to extract the groundwater it plans to use  for its operations, nor how 
such recharge would affect groundwater water flow or quality. Furthermore, in its 
proposed MPO, Rosemont Copper Company  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.

Business
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7134 25 Rosemont Copper Company 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. Rosemont Copper Company has 
proposed that, short-term, it will utilize the allocations of Central Arizona Project 
(CAP) water currently held by two entities, Community Water Company (CWC) and 
the Green Valley Domestic Water Improvements District (GVDWID). These 
allocations of CAP water are held by both CWC and the GVDWID to replace each 
entity's current use of groundwater. Thus, the use of these entities' CAP allocations 
will not further the goal of reducing additional groundwater overdrafts in the Tucson 
AMA. See Arizona Revised Statute Section 45-562.A.

In exchange, Rosemont Copper Company would build a pipeline to convey CWC's 
CAP allocation to CWC's service area, subject to Rosemont's priority right to use the 
capacity in the pipeline for a fifteen-year period. Rosemont Copper Company's 
parent corporation, Augusta Resources Corporation, has stated publicly that the 
projected life of the Rosemont Copper Mine is twenty years. Obviously, this initial 
projection would be extended if additional reserves of ore are discovered or advances 
in technology make it profitable to mine lower grade ore. Other mines in the vicinity 
of Green Valley have been operating for 50-plus years, and there is no reason to 
think otherwise about the Rosemont Copper Mine. The LOI does not address where 
water for Rosemont Copper Mine will come from after the first fifteen years.

While the terms and conditions of any agreement between CWC, and GVDWID and 
Rosemont Copper Company are unclear, what is clear is that without the ability to 
withdraw and use groundwater from Tucson AMA, there will be no Rosemont 
Copper Mine. Thus, the terms and conditions of the LOI, the location and size of the 
proposed pipeline and locations at which Rosemont Copper Company might 
recharge the CAP allocations held by CWC and the GVSWID are all connected 
actions, the cumulative impacts of which should be included in the NEPA analysis.

Alternatives to the use of the CAP allocations held by CWC and the GVDWID 
should also be included. For example, Rosemont Copper Company 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 CNF may meet its environmental mandate 
pursuant to NEPA.

Business

7146 2 Augusta says that they will replenish the groundwater with CAP water, but that is 
like comparing apples and oranges since CAP water is non-potable. Therefore, 
residents like us will need expensive filtering and treatment systems.

Individual

7150 14 Water Supply and Delivery Pipeline
Rosemont has decided to obtain its water supply from the Santa Cruz basin to the 
west of project site. Rosemont has committed to the local community to use available 
CAP water to recharge the aquifer to offset the production withdrawals. The total life-
of-mine usage is estimated at 100,000 AF. Rosemont began recharging CAP water in 
state-permitted facilities the Santa Cruz basin in 2007. As available storage capacity 
may be limited for existing facilities, Rosemont is evaluating construction of a new 
recharge facility in close proximity to its production site.

Government
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7151 49 If the company decides to use the CAP water they plan to purchase, what are the 
laws and requirements for the using that water for mine processing, for transporting 
it out of the Santa Cruz Basin to the Cienega Basin, for transporting it across private, 
state and federal land, and for building and maintaining a water supply pipeline 
across the Santa Ritas?
What other laws apply to this use of water, and does the company have the required 
permits?

Organization

7163 26 Augusta/Rosemont proposes to use Central Arizona Project (CAP) water to "replace" 
water drawn from the aquifer water used in it's on-site operations. What are the 
differences in water quality between aquifer and CAP water? An alternative should 
be analyzed that considers the mine operations running off the proposed CAP 
"replacement" water instead of using clean, precious groundwater.
Are there reasonable guarantees CAP water, and the delivery system required, will be 
obtainable, in terms of water rights, rights of way, permitting, etc.?

Organization

7166 5 If recharged CAP water is allocated to the Rosemont mine, how will this impact the 
quality of water consumed and used by customers in the area? The CAP is known to 
be over allocated currently and what will happen in the years ahead if mountain 
snowfalls are below average, thus reducing the amount of CAP water available? Has 
this issue been studied with regard to how the mine and Green Valley residents 
would be affected in such a scenario? If a water shortage occurred, who would have 
first priority to receive the water?

Individual

7181 6 5. Augusta claims that the water they will use will come from CAP. Isn't it true that 
they are only allowed to purchase and store EXCESS CAP water and there is no 
guarantee of it. What if there is no excess CAP water available?

Individual

7192 11 The Rosemont operation threatens water quality in the area via use of CAP water, 
and via mining operations themselves (tailings piles, leach ponds, chemicals used on 
mining machinery, etc.).  CAP water is notorious for compiling the contaminants 
from agricultural and industrial processes throughout the Colorado River Basin, as 
well as for spreading invasive aquatic species and diseases.

Organization

7211 3 Projections involving climate change predict that this region will become even more 
arid that it already is - and historical/prehistorical records show that the region has 
been already undergoing a very long desertification process. Snowpack that feeds the 
Colorado River is projected to decrease significantly - meaning that the CAP will be 
impacted. Since the CAP is being considered as a major water source for the 
Rosemont project, diminishing reserves need to be taken into consideration in the 
planning process. There should be a "plan B" in place for diminished water supply 
for the "just in case" scenario BEFORE the project starts - global and localized 
climate changes can sometimes happen faster than predicted.

Individual
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7211 4 Another aspect of water use is in the potential gap between the location where 
ground water is pumped for mine use and where CAP recharge is done. While it may 
be possible to replace pumped water with equal qualities of CAP within the 
watershed - if the recharge lo0cation is not immediately upstream from pumping 
location, localized damage can be cause by severely depressed water tables at the 
pumping locations. An example of something like this happening was when City of 
Tucson overpumped a section of the Tanque Verde drainage some years ago. By the 
time the damage was noticed, it was not correctable. Old growth riparian trees had 
been killed, and cessation of pumping was not able to bring them back. Private 
landowners in the area had wells go dry on them - and this could happen in the 
Rosemont area to ranchers and others.

Individual

7212 3 Projections involving climate change predict that this region will become even more 
arid that it already is - and historical/prehistorical records show that the region has 
been already undergoing a very long desertification process. Snowpack that feeds the 
Colorado River is projected to decrease significantly - meaning that the CAP will be 
impacted. Since the CAP is being considered as a major water source for the 
Rosemont project, diminishing reserves need to be taken into consideration in the 
planning process. There should be a "plan B" in place for diminished water supply 
for the "just in case" scenario BEFORE the project starts - global and localized 
climate changes can sometimes happen faster than predicted.

Individual

7212 4 Another aspect of water use is in the potential gap between the location where 
ground water is pumped for mine use and where CAP recharge is done. While it may 
be possible to replace pumped water with equal qualities of CAP within the 
watershed - if the recharge lo0cation is not immediately upstream from pumping 
location, localized damage can be cause by severely depressed water tables at the 
pumping locations. An example of something like this happening was when City of 
Tucson overpumped a section of the Tanque Verde drainage some years ago. By the 
time the damage was noticed, it was not correctable. Old growth riparian trees had 
been killed, and cessation of pumping was not able to bring them back. Private 
landowners in the area had wells go dry on them - and this could happen in the 
Rosemont area to ranchers and others.

Individual

7219 2 I strongly oppose the development of an open pit copper mine on the Rosemont 
Ranch and adjoining National Forest land.

Regardless of assurances from Augusta the destruction of a substantial portion of the 
Santa Rita Mountains will be irreparable. Promises to import CAP water to make up 
for depletion of the aquifer are equally hollow. When the highly respected Scripps 
Institute predicts that Lake Mead may go dry as early as 2021 the water may not be 
available at any price.

Individual

7253 118 If the company decides to use the CAP water they plant to purchase, what are the 
laws and requirements for using that water for mine processing, for transporting it 
out of the Santa Cruz Basin to the Cienega Basin, for transporting it across private, 
state and federal land, and for building and maintaining a water supply pipeline 
across the Santa Ritas?

Organization
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7253 134 C. CAP - PIPELINE AND RECHARGE
Augusta Resources has proposed to build a CAP pipeline to Green Valley. Although 
they are not required to do this, it would help them gain favor in the community, and 
possibly avoid damage lawsuits from withdrawing groundwater and transporting it 
out of the Tucson Active Management Area.
-How would the proposal to build a CAP pipeline to Green Valley by the company 
affect the feasibility of the mine?
-What is the current status of the availability of CAP water?
-What would happen if the local communities in the Santa Cruz basin need the CAP 
water that the company plans to get?
-Will the mine be able to use the CAP water if it is brought to Green Valley?
-How will they get the water over to the east side of the Santa Ritas to the mine site? 
What permits are required to get the water to the mine site?
-What would the pipeline route be to bring the water to the mine site?
-What are the land ownerships of the pipeline route?

Augusta is currently purchasing excess CAP water and recharging it in various 
locations, claiming that they will replace 105% of the groundwater they extract.
-How long will it take for this recharged water to actually become available to 
anyone whose wells are affected of the extraction wells?

Organization

7304 4 putting dirty water (CPA) back in Marana does not recharge the Santa Cruz River 
basin.

Individual

7306 3 1.� IMPACT ON QUALITY + QUANTITY ON WATER – THE PROPOSED 
MINE OPERATION WILL BE PUMPING HIGH QUALITY DRINKING WATER 
FROM THE SANTA CRUZ RIVER NEAR GREEN VALLEY/SAHUARITA AND 
REPLACING IT WITH LOW QUALITY C.A.P. WATER DOWNSTREAM OF 
THE CURRENT WELLS OF THESE COMMUNITIES. THE C.A.P. WATER ARE 
NOT GUARANTEED WATERS AND COULD BE NONE EXISTANT DURING 
DROUGHT CYCLES SIMILAR TO THE CURRENT ONE WE ARE NOW 
EXPERIENCING.

Individual

7312 5 Rosemont Copper has begun its recharge program in calendar year 2007, well in 
advance of actual usage.
Question
The water rights from CAP are "excess water contracts" which mean it is not a 
guaranteed source. What is Rosemont going to do if they lose their CAP allocation? 
Excess water is a specifically defined category of Project Water that can only be 
made available for delivery one year at a time. It is also the most junior priority 
within the CAP water priority hierarchy and, as such, it will be the first supply to be 
reduced if a shortage is declared. Having a CAP Excess Water contract and an 
approved delivery schedule does not constitute an assured water supply.

Individual

7316 9 g. What are the risks associated with introduction of water from other sources, i.e. 
CAP?

Organization
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7348 13 D) The proposal to pay for a pipeline to bring CAP water to the Green 
Valley/Sahuarita area is pointless and will do nothing to solve future water 
shortages. Colorado River water is already increadibly over-extended should the 
current drought continue, highly likely, and other states should start drawing their 
entire allotments. When that happens Arizona automatically falls to the back of the 
line fro water re the agreement the state made with the federal government over 
financing the CAP project. In addition areas that have been using their allotments for 
the longest periods of time and the Indian Nations have first rights to this water 
source.

Individual

7411 3 Water Usage- The plan to recharge of the Santa Cruz aquifer has too many 
uncertainties.  CAP water is not of equal quality to ground water. All concentrated 
salts and minerals in the CAP water will be left in the recharge basin.  This is NOT 
the equivalent of recharge by precipitation.  All the potential consequences of this 
recharge plan need to be thoroughly evaluated and potential risks identified.  This 
mine should be required to use CAP water only. If it is not a reliable source of water, 
then that resource should be considered "unavailable".  The EIS needs to show how 
water usage will affect other future development in the area.

Individual

7419 3 If there is no CAP water,…you will be responsible.Individual

7428 1 Augusta Resources MPO calls for replacing aquifer water with CAP water. When 
Cap water has been used at a high concentration in the past the results where less 
than ideal. Please forward your study and analysis of the detrimental effects of CAP 
water on commercial and residential water systems over the long term in Tucson, 
Green Valley, Sahuarita, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita and Santa Cruz regions to me.

Individual

7434 1 Numerous studies have shown that water quality and quantity is, and will continue to 
be, a major concern for the desert southwest. Global warming, drought and 
population increases are depleting our aquifer. Our groundwater levels drop every 
year, our streams and rivers dry up, and huge areas of forest succumb to insect 
infestation and then are destroyed by fire. Desalination plants and CAP water will be 
our legacy to future generations, although CAP water is so over-allocated that it may 
become just a fleeting pipe dream for us at the bottom of the flow.

I am deeply concerned about opening another copper mine in this community. I have 
heard the placating promises being made by Augusta Resources to replace the huge 
amount of water they will use by buying CAP water for the next 20 years. I also 
know that a mining company has no legal obligation to replace any water and that 
the original permit to pump 6000 acre feet per year can be increased simply by 
submitting the necessary paperwork to Arizona Department of Water Resources.

Individual
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7443 12 Water use for the mine would be 5,000-8,000 acre feet per year for approximately 20 
years. (One acre foot, or 3325,851 gallons, is typically what a family of four uses in a 
year.) At first, Augusta was proposing to pump water from the Santa Cruz sub-basin 
and recharge downstream in Marana (tough luck for Green Valley residents whose 
groundwater level is falling 2-4 feet annually). But in the mean time, Augusta has 
very generously (read, suspiciously) offered to foot the $9 to $15 million bill to build 
a seven-mile extension to the CAP pipeline so that Green Valley can get its alloted 
3,000 acre feet of water a year - whether or not the mine proposal goes through. Do 
you also hear the sound of favor being bought? But you know numbers, they change, 
and now they're talking 15 years of water not 20. Even so, pumping 7,000 acre feet 
per year into the Santa Cruz sub-basin, minus Green Valley's 3,000, equals 4,000 for 
Augusta. Not 5,000-8,000. Where's the rest of the water coming from? As Pima 
County Board of Supervisor Ray Carroll has warned the pipeline proponets, "There's 
no such thing as a free lunch."

Individual

7456 29 There is a concern that CAP water may not be available throughout the entire life of 
this mine, so replacement may not occur at all times.

Government

7463 5 Water from our shrinking water table and water from the CAP are both threatened by 
the extended regional drought.

Individual

7473 2 How could a new source of water occur within the Mountain Empire of Elgin, 
Patagonia, Sonoita? There would be miles and miles of pipeline that would be an 
enormous cost to Rosemont Copper, or the counties affected.

Individual

7481 4 Augusta promises to extend the CAP water pipeline from Marana, Arizona to 
Sahurita, Arizona and to build a facility to recharge the underground water supply. 
This is a very expensive promise with no legal document to insure the promise is 
kept.

Individual

7481 5 Before the mine is approved and before the mine can begin operation Augusta 
should have to fulfill its promise to extend the CAP water pipeline. Then the mine 
can utilize CAP water for the operation of the mine.

Individual

7485 2 We are of the point of view that our water is scarce and needs to be protected from 
wasteful use in yet another mining operation. No promise of "replenishing the 
aquifer with CAP water" can make us feel secure that water won't supply our well, it 
isn't of good quality, or from a limitless source.

Individual

7494 7 Rosemont Mine's proposal of utilizing CAP water may not play out since this water 
may not be available to them in the future. If water is pumped from wells west of the 
Santa Ritas, won't any reintroduction of water (wherever that may be) change the 
overall integrity of the aquifer?

Individual
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7498 1 Augusta Resource Corporation plans to compensate for their withdrawl of 
groundwater from wells east of Sahuarita by purchasing excess CAP water, to be 
stored in the Pima Mine Road recharge basin. There is some uncertainty about the 
future availability of this excess CAP supply. At the recent Water Resources 
Research Center annual conference (in Phoenix, AZ, 6-24-08), Herb Guenther, 
director of the Arizona Deparmtent of Water Resources, gave a power-point 
presentation (see slide 9 at 
http://cals.arizona.edu/azwater/programs/conf2008/presentations/Herb_Guenther-
June-2008.pdf) that showed the Arizona Water Bank adding very little to its storage 
after 2015 because excess CAP supply will have dwindled substantially by that date, 
more and more of the CAP supply having been allocated or contracted for or 
purchased by the Central Arizona Groundwater Replenishment District to meet its 
replenishment obligations, which continue to grow with suburban development. In 
addition, the prospect for the Tucson AMA to meet its safe yield goal by 2025 seems 
in doubt, as stated by Ken Seasholes; then of ADWR, now of CAP, at the Tucson 
Pima Water Study meeting of 4-18-08: "We are still in net overdraft in the AMA as a 
hole, about 110,000 acre-feet."

Moreover, replenishment at the Pima Mine Road facility either does not reach or 
does not mitigate drawdowns in the Sahuarita-Green Valley area, where the water 
table continues to drop by 4 feet per year. (See 
http://az.water.usgs.gov/projects/azgwconditions/index.html Zoom in on the 
Sahuarita area and select Trends in Recent Water Levels.) Add to these factors the 
ongoing drought and the wild card of climate change, with their potential effects on 
the oversubscribed Colorado River. Arizona, by agreement between the seven 
Colorado Basin states and the Secretary of the Interior in December, 2007, bears the 
brunt of any Colorado River shortage. (See slide 6 at 
http://cals.arizona.edu/azwater/programs/conf2008/presentations/Herb_Guenther-
June-2008.pdf). Within Arizona, the CAP is junior to other Colorado River water 
users, and within the CAP, TAMA is at the end of the line. There is already, and will 
continue increasingly to be, vigorous competition over the valley's potable water 
supply. Urban growth continues unabated, and there seems to be no political will to 
restrain it. In this shaky water supply context, is the commitment to a long-term 
mining project that is a major water demander not highly risky? It is probably not 
quantifiable, but a lowered water table cannot help but have a negative effect on the 
economy of the Santa Cruz valley. Will Augusta be able to buy their way out of this, 
as they are proposing to do with the Sahuarita well-owners whose wells are 
anticipated to be drawn down by Augusta's pumping in their vicinity? Drilling 
deeper wells is not an ideal solution - deeper water takes more energy to pump and 
water quality at depth is inferior.

Individual

7504 57 There has been information suggesting the Rosemont mine operation would supply 
its needs with CAP water, ostensibly using water rights belonging to Native 
American tribes.  As Native American tribes are sovereign nations, any water 
agreements are not enforceable, and the reliability of such as water supply must be 
examined as well as what contingency plans and alternate water supplies could be 
available in th event the Native American tribe decided to back out of the 
agreement.  Also, as the CAP water supply is dependent on the Colorado River 
water, which was over allocated to begin with, the effects of prolonged drought and 
global warming's expected effects on the Colorado River water supply must be 
examined for all of its potential ramifications.

7508
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7504 60 Further, there must be an examination of whether there is any, or enough, water 
available from the CAP allotment anyway.

Further, the additional of a pipeline or canal for the delivery of this CAP would have 
impacts in terms of its route, and all of those impacts, individual and cumulative, 
must be examined.

The current source of Central Arizona Project (CAP) water available for use by the 
Rosemont Project is approximately 18 miles northwest of the project, near Pima 
Mine Road and Interstate-19.  Cost for transport of CAP water to the Project would 
be large, requiring approximately 18 miles of pipeline and rights-of-way.  In 
addition, availability of CAP water is subject to interruption from planned 
maintenance outages and unplanned emergency outages along the CAP aqueduct.  
The project proponent has contracted to utilize CAP water as an indirect source of 
water.  By contracting for and purchasing CAP water in an amount equivalent to that 
used at the mine, the project proponent plans to recharge CAP water to the regioal 
aquifer at other locations in the upper Santa Cruz basin.  Recharge of CAP water at 
an established groundwater recharge facility in the upper Santa Cruz basin will offset 
the potential impact of groundwater withdrawl on a regional scale.  Originally, 
recharge was to be 10 miles away at Pima Mine Road; however, the site has been 
changed to Marana, some 30 miles away.

The official name is "Groundwater Replenishment District."  It was meant to allow 
building in certain cases when water was deficient, but has been expanded and used 
in a myriad of approaches that was not the original intent.  The crux of the matter is 
that Assured Safe Yield by 2025 for an Active Management Area (AMA) is the 
overall average for region - so one area can be up and another can be down - it's the 
overall water balance.

7508

7506 3 They also secured CAP water and will be piping it in!!Individual

7513 3 First, I do not believe that there is enough water to sustain this area through a 
prolonged drought and this project will use way too much even if they bring CAP 
water in.

Individual

7518 3 Water - AZ is already short of water and this mine will use vast amounts (don't count 
on the CAP its running dry too)

Individual

7558 3 Drinking Water
The plan seems to be to pump potable ater from wells for use by the mine. The water 
will be pumped both from the area of the mine and from wells in the Sahuarita 
highlands area. Water purchased from COA would be recharged in the Pima Mine 
area. Specific concerns
*Since there is currently concern with over allocation of COA water, what are the 
forecasts for availability of the water that Augusta plans to purchase for recharge?

Individual
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7579 2 This is a great concern for me, not only the amount of (good ground water) they will 
pump out of the ground to be used for this project. But also the concern of what 
happens when it is gone. How will it be replaced and the impact on all of the people 
that are also using this same ground water, I have been told that they will be supplied 
with CAP water. This is not the same quality and should not be considered as an 
alternative. What about our wildlife habitat and future drinking water sources for 
residential use.

Individual

7583 4 This proposed Rosemont mine will use an unbelievable amount of water daily. After 
using our ground water, they will then replenish the aquifers with CAP. Lovely. Who 
says there will be CAP available?

Individual

7583 9 Our property is adjacent to this proposed mine. I want to keep our ground water. I do 
NOT want CAP unless it is absolutely necessary. The mine does NOT make it 
absolutely necessary. We had CAP water in Tucson for awhile when it was being 
tested. It ruined our brand new cooler in no time. We want our ground water.

Individual

7592 45 Colorado river water was awarded by a court decision to various states, including 
Arizona. The water was allocated in a specific amount, however, if water isn't 
available in a given year, those rights mean nothing. This is almost a certainty as the 
statutory amounts were decided based on a relatively abundant year.

Individual

7592 46 In a stunning example of regulations gone awry, Rosemont "will have the option of 
modifying the ME permit wells to allow them to operate as recovery wells. This 
would allow some or all of the water pumped from the wells to be legally 
characterized as recovered CAP water, rather than as groundwater."  (pg. 43 of 
MPO) This means Rosemont can pump clean groundwater from the Tucson AMA, 
degrade it to CAP water through this process, and take credit for replacing 
groundwater as they pump it back into the aquifer.

Individual

7593 2 I have lived in Tucson for 48 years and have heard many claims that "we have a new 
method which minimizes enviromental impacts" only to have them fail. Augusta 
offers no alternative to its "dry-stack tailings" method and what they will do should it 
fail. 
They refer to CAP, but Arizona gave up its water rights in order to get CAP so it is 
the first in line to be cut off in time of shortage. Newspapers in CA, NV, and UT 
have run stories on well-regarded projections that due to climate change the 
Colorado River reservoirs will likely continue to empty, thereby making CAP an 
even less reliable water source. 
In this likely scenario, groundwater would have to be used and the valley is already 
seeing more and more subdivisions which are demanding more and more water.

Individual

7594 1 I request that the Forest Service give a VERY HARD LOOK at the scheme to pump 
ground water to supply production needs and then recharge an equal volume of CAP 
water as mitigation. In my view this smacks of sleight of hand.

Individual

7594 2 Why not use CAP water directly for production? Is the quality inadequate? And, if 
so, why would it benefit the communities affected to have poorer quality CAP water 
replace good quality ground water?

Individual

7594 3 What assurance is there the the appropriate volume of CAP water will be available 
now and in the future?

Individual
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7594 6 Where will CAP water be recharged and how will it be transmitted to the recharge 
sites? What will be the requirements for mitigation of land disturbance along 
transmission lines and at the recharge sites?

Individual

7617 6 The mine will use and store CAP water that is not presently being used for human 
consumption to recharge the aquifer

Individual

7627 1 Having gone to Lake Powell for years and years I am aware of the many years the 
drought  conditions and we could actually walk on rocks at the bottom of the lake.  
Water there is iffy- From year to year it changes.  What happens when water runs out 
from California, AZ-Nevada and Rosemont is exsisting on underground water and 
Green Valley will have no water; Colorado will have no more to offer and Rosemont 
will still have underground water and who will suffer.  Green Valley and all 
surrounding areas .

Individual

7650 5 The Forest Service must compare the proposed MOP water resource solution with a 
reasonable Alternative where Rosemont Copper procures, manages, and transports 
only CAP water to meet all its needs.

Individual

7650 18 The MOP proposes to "deep mine" groundwater below 1,000 feet in at least 3 sites 
near Sahuarita, pump it over the Santa Rita Mountains to its mine while creating a 
recharge area with Green Valley Community Water and Avra Valley to "recharge" 
this mined water.  Recharge of depleted ground water is always less than 100% 
(~70%).

Individual

7652 4 The letter also states that Rosemont will mitigate the impacts of its pumping in the 
neighborhood wells and replenish the local aquifers with CAP water.

Individual

7652 6 To Date Does the Forest Service have any documents or contracts that the Rosemont 
mine will replenish the local aquifers with CAP water in Sahuarita or Green Valley?

Individual

7654 11 ROSEMONT SAYS IT WILL PROVIDE A PIPELINE FOR CAP WATER TO 
THE SANTA CRUZ VALLEY TO BENEFIT TWO LOCAL WATER 
COMPANIES, COMMUNITY WATER COMPANY (CWC) AND THE GREEN 
VALLEY DOMESTIC WATER IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT (GVDWID).

THE CAP WATER ALREADY BELONGS TO THE CITIZENS, THE 
CUSTOMERS OF CWC AND GVDWID.

ROSEMONT IS NOT USING CAP WATER FOR THE MINE PROCESSES, IT IS 
USING OUR CLEAN GROUNDWATER, AND WE ARE ALL THE LOSERS!

ALSO, THE PIPELING DEAL BETWEEN ROSEMONT AND THE CWC 
SHOULD BE REVIEWED UNDER THE NEPA PROCESS AS AN ACTION 
CONNECTED TO THE MINE.

WE FAVOR BRINGING CAP WATER TO OUR VALLEYS THROUGH AN 
INDEPENDENT CONSORTIUM-NOT TIED TO A MINE THAT WILL 
DEPLETE OUR GROUNDWATER.

Business
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7809 10 ROSEMONT SAYS IT WILL PROVIDE A PIPELINE FOR CAP WATER TO 
THE SANTA CRUZ VALLEY TO BENEFIT TWO LOCAL WATER 
COMPANIES, COMMUNITY WATER COMPANY (CWC) AND THE GREEN 
VALLEY DOMESTIC WATER IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT (GVDWID).

THE CAP WATER ALREADY BELONGS TO THE CITIZENZ, THE 
CUSTOMERS OF CWC AND GVDWID.

ROSEMONT IS NOT USING CAP WATER FOR THE MINE PROCESSES, IT IS 
USING OUR CLEAN GROUNDWATER, AND WE ARE ALL THE LOSERS!

ALSO, THE PIPELINE DEAL BETWEEN ROSEMONT AND THE CWC 
SHOULD BE REVIEWED UNDER THE NEPA PROCESS AS AN ACTION 
CONNECTED TO THE MINE.

WE FAVOR BRINGING CAP WATER TO OUR VALLEYS THROUGH AN 
INDEPENDENT CONSORTIUM--NOT TIED TO A MINE THAT WILL 
DEPLETE OUR GROUNDWATER.

Business

8755 4 Green Valley needs the CAP water it will provide.Individual

8809 3 They say they'll provide CAP water, but there's no guarantee that CAP water will be 
made available.  There is a shortage of CAP water.

I cite the National Geographic February 2008 journal, for example, the article on the 
flaming gorge Colorado/Arizona River Project.  Arizona is way down the list for any 
future water.  And the drought cycle we're in, it's likely to lead to no water at all in 
terms of thinking there will be extra water.  So this is pie in the sky.

Individual

8908 1 Rosemont Mine must be required to use CAP (Central Arizona Project) water for all 
mining operations. The proposed use of groundwater would be a serious 
misallocation of these precious and limited groundwater resources and therefore 
must not be allowed. Rosemont representatives have stated that CAP water is of 
adequate quality for mining purposes. A small fraction of the annual CAP allotment 
coming into the Tucson area would be enough to meet the needs of the proposed 
mine. The mine should be required to purchase the CAP water and pipe it directly to 
the mine site at its own expense. The region's limited groundwater resources must be 
conserved for allocation to the highest purposes and needs only.

Individual

11064 3 Rosemont Copper has promised to "be a good neighbor" by doing something that 
they are not legally required to do: purchase CAP water and recharge the aquifers 
over in the Marana region. First of all, the best estimates on CAP water availability 
indicate that this will not ever happen, because there will not be enough water to 
allocate for their purchase. So essentially, this "good neighbor" promise means 
nothing. Valley aquifers are already dropping 2-4 feet PER YEAR; we cannot afford 
anything else to compound this issue (yes, including developments in Green Valley 
which should not be built, but we're talking specifically about Rosemont Mine). 
They also do not discuss the impacts associated with building a pipe over the tip of 
the Santa Rita from Sahuarita, which is not a samll impact by any means.

Individual
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11068 45 Colorado river water was awarded by a court decision to various states, including 
Arizona. The water was allocated in a specific amount, however, if water isn't 
available in a given year, those rights mean nothing. This is almost a certainty as the 
statutory amounts were decided based on a relatively abundant year.

Individual

11068 46 In a stunning example of regulations gone awry, Rosemont "will have the option of 
modifying the ME permit wells to allow them to operate as recovery wells. This 
would allow some or all of the water pumped from the wells to be legally 
characterized as recovered CAP water, rather than as groundwater."  (pg. 43 of 
MPO) This means Rosemont can pump clean groundwater from the Tucson AMA, 
degrade it to CAP water through this process, and take credit for replacing 
groundwater as they pump it back into the aquifer.

Individual
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1 4 I am primarily concerned about the design and implementation of a suitable 
monitoring plan which addresses potential groundwater and landscape 
contamination--especially related to arsenic, lead, thorium, and uranium.

Individual

2 14 If the groundwater in our area becomes polluted like the Green Valley water where, 
will the water for all of us living in the Sonoita/Patagonia corridor come from and 
will Augusta Resources guarantee they will pay all related expenses to get it piped 
directly to our homes?

2 17 Is the Cumulative effect of all of the area mines water contamination problems being 
considered in the approval of these mines?

24 8 Pima County commissioned and submitted a hydrogeological study to the Coronado 
that raised the threat of potential leaching of pollutants into groundwater.

24 15 Although efforts are made to contain tailings piles and other sources of runoff, 
leaching of exposing tailings surfaces or waste dumps, and unintended leaks from 
other facilities are common occurrences at mine sites.  This could result in the 
release of poentially toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into ground and surface 
waters draining into Tucson area water supplies.

33 3 The surrounding ecosystem and water resources will surely be poisoned.Individual

43 3 The mine tailing will cause the aquifer to become poisoned with minerals leaching 
from the tailings. The mining process will alter the geography of the land and allow 
water to leach quickly through rock that it would normally go thru slowly or not at 
all. This will add additional minerals which could significantly reduce our water 
quality or become poisonous. We will have to be testing our water continously to 
detect this, who will bare the cost of this continous testing? What will be done when 
this contamination is detected?

Individual

43 6 How does Rosemont Copper propose to prevent toxics from leaching out of the 
waste dumps and into the groundwater?

46 1 How can the public be assured that the water supply in the region will not be 
polluted by the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine?

Individual
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52 2 Contamination of the cienega creek watershed needs to be considered.Individual

52 6 Outwash of sediment and heavy metals, poisonous compounds into local washes and 
streams needs to be considered.

Individual

159 12 Copper mining elsewhere has historically been associated with water pollution, both 
surface and sub-surface.

160 5 There is also a potential for the Cienega Creek to be polluted from the Mine 
operations during heavy rains.

160 22 SOIL AND WATER POLLUTION BY THE MINE ARE MORE LIKELY THAN 
NOT DURING THE LIFETIME OF THE MINE AND FOR AN UNKNOWN 
NUMBER OF DECADES AFTER CLOSURE OF THE MINE.

160 30 COMMENT 2A: SOIL AND WATER POLLUTION ARE MORE LIKELY THAN 
NOT AND ARE THE MOST PERSISTENT AND EXPENSIVE TO REMEDY.

181 4 Will my groundwater be monitored for any potential contamination from the mine?

777 4 Even is the NEPA process concludes (incredibly) that an open pit mine more than a 
mile wide, together with its thousands of acres of tailings and maintenance facilities, 
will not destroy wildlife habitat, pollute ground water, and poison air quality, put an 
intolerable burden upon existing water supplies and destroy the natural beauty of that 
area of the Santa Ritas, it is a foregone conculsion that its steady stream of ore trucks 
will make Scenic Highway 83, a hellish obstacle course.

Individual

1509 4 Reasons why Rosemont Mine shold NOT be allowed: Pollution- the watershed on 
the eastern side of the Santa Ritas will be polluted.

Individual

1510 2 We already have contaminated water from the other mines. Several of our wells have 
already been shut down. It is unclear how our current water will be protected.

Individual

1537 2 Water- a sulfur plume already exists under the waste piles on the west of I-19- as 
water is extracted on the East Side it will draw the plume to the East and contaminate 
the present supply of water for Green Valley- Sahuarita

Individual

1538 1 It is inevitable that the mine will contaminate the  ground water.Individual

1554 3 How will the pool of wawter mixed with sulphuric acid be processed and relaimed 
without polluting groundwater?

Individual

1554 5 and with sulphite plumes contaminating public water supplies. How will Rosemont 
prevent these problems?

Individual

1558 7 We have already been threatened with the sulfate plume that is from Phelp-Dodge 
that is percolating toward the Santa Cruz aquifer and our public water supply. We 
don't need more threats to our resources!

Individual

1559 3 2. Deprive Forest Lands of good water by using our aquifer for its commercial 
purpose thereby making it poisonous

Individual

1572 8 L.T. Concerns:
Pollution- ground water supply

Individual
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1577 2 We are concerned about the impact ta our water supply as well as pollution to the 
ground water.

Individual

1581 2 The current Serrita Mine's sulphate plume is poluting the acquifer and now they want 
to build another mine to make all of these matter much worse.

Individual

1586 2 The waste water (toxic) will percolate into the ground & water supply.Individual

1588 4 Don't go forward to allow a foreign country to contaminate the water.Individual

1589 4 The settling lake well contiminate our future water supply.Individual

1592 4 and water.Individual

1600 2 I am concerned about water pollution.  We are also dealing with a sulfate plume 
caused by the local mine!

Individual

1604 11 and that "this additional drawdown may cause a migration of a sulfate plume from 
mining operations located to the west of FICO"

Individual

1612 4 Water: The claim that four canyons can be filled with no damage to the watershed is 
ludicrous at best. Studies show the near certainty of dewatering of existing wells and 
contamination of others and the water table.

Individual

1614 2 My biggest concern is water contamiment.Individual

1614 8 Then after 20 years when all the stuff they dig up sedal and filters down to the water 
table and polluted the water then what.

Individual

1621 3 We are in the middle of a 15 yr drought. Even with CAP water I am very concerned 
that the wells in the area will be adversley affected either be a lowering of the water 
table or pollutants leaching into the aquifer.

Individual

1623 3 This is all in addition to H20 contamination.Individual

1625 2 (1) the potential impact of an open pit mine on aquifers, both from contamination 
from leaks represents an enormous threat to water supplies in the immediate vicinity 
of the mine and to watersheds key to supplying Tucson and its surrounding areas;

Organization

1628 2 I did not move to a rural area to see our water poisonedIndividual

1629 1 People will get very sick from the putrid water you will cause here.Individual

1633 2 The most critical issues here is the contamination of water resources in the area.Individual

1633 6 This mine will ruin the area. Contamination of the ground water supplies are all real 
scenarios.

Individual

1642 4 The Rosemont mine will pollute precious ground water.Individual

1656 1 The Rosemont mine must not be approved because:
Tailing piles would leach toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into the ground 
waters which drain into Tucson area water supplies. How will the CNF guarantee 
this won't take place?

Individual
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1658 14 Nitrates can pass through the soil and sand strata untouched.  Salinity will depend on 
the ability of the soil strata to act as a kind of ion-exchange resin to remove its excess 
levels, and pesticides are their special problems for groundwater.

Individual

1684 12 The heap leach pas will be fully lined. After completion of the mining operations, the 
pad and associated ponds will be covered by 50 feet of waste rock.

Individual

1687 2 we don't want the poison in water or the water gone.Individual

1690 1 How will the contamination from mining/leaching process be contained? Will it be 
monitored by an indepenedent entity or do we just trust the mine to monitor their 
contamination levels.

Individual

1696 3 The ensuing air + water pollution will make the quality of life unbearable.Individual

1703 6 Deleterious and dangerous reasults to grownd water, traffic safety, and travel times, 
wild life habitat, soil and water pollution and permanent damage to the tourism-
based economy of South Pima and Santa Cruz counties.

Individual

1707 9 Request that the U.S. Forest Service, before making a decision on Augustas MPO, 
study carefully with federal experts the potentials for dust as well as surface and 
groundwater contamination.

Organization

1708 7 "Our primary objection is the negative impact this operation could have on our 
residents and local tourist economy," Bee said. "Specifically, we are concerned about 
the water pollution."

Organization

1708 9 Processing ore greatly impacts aquatic resources and it is not uncommon in our state 
to have leaks. "This could result in the release of potentially toxic chemicals into 
ground and surface waters that drain into Tucson area water supplies," Paton said. 
"This is unacceptable."

Organization

1738 3 We have great concerns as follows:
Ground water contamination

Individual

1741 6 Mines are rarely pollutant-free and often leach toxins into the water table our time.Individual

1746 2 The Board of the Cienega Watershed  Partnership (CWP) is deeply concerned about 
the potential devastating environmental impacts of the open pit mine proposed for 
Rosemont Ranch. In particular, the Board believes that: 
the potential impact of an open pit mine on aquifers, from 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

Organization

1759 2 I am concerned about toxins released into the air and into the drinking supply of Vail 
and Tucson.

Individual

1765 2 if there is any chemical contamination that gets into soil, this will leach into our 
water system also.

Individual

1766 1 If any chemicals leached through to the aquifer it would run down to our well and 
contaminate our water.

Individual
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1770 3 I am concerned about the impact of heavy truck Traffic widening of Hwy 83, the 
toxic leaching from the tailings into our groundwater supplies, the pumping of 
Groundwater from the Sahuarita area, the noise pollution, effect on the wildlife, the 
scenic beauty of our Forest.

Individual

1776 5 Downstream toxins and heavy metals.Individual

1805 10 8 When the mine plays out and Rosemont Copper leaves how will continued 
prevention of ground water contamination be enforced? Who will pay for it?

Individual

1810 3 If the groundwater in our area becomes polluted like green valley water where, will 
the water for us living in the Sonoita/patagonia/vail corridor come from and will 
Augusta Resources guarantee in writing they will pay for all related expenses to get 
it piped directly to our homes

Individual

1818 3 What is the plan to prevent water pollution from the mining process that we know 
will happen based on the mines that are already present in the valley?

Individual

1831 4 The water pollution would be extremely disturbing.Individual

1837 2 A non porous lining should be placed under the Rosemont Mine tailings.
Many mines have not done this-- as a result there is a sulfate plume moving towards 
Green Valley in my area. Phelps Dodge is now digging five wells to diffuse the 
plume.

Individual

1842 3 Furthermore, the mine owners should be required to return that material in a manner 
that will not result in additional water pollution or in any other harm to the land.

Individual

1843 2 I really care about having sufficient non contaminated water.Individual

1845 4 but  our and neighbors having the toxic waste of mining seeping into the water we 
drink and bathe in.

Individual

1864 4 They have poisoned the water, just ask the residents of Bisbee.Individual

1872 2 Mining should not be allowed where there is so little water. It would add chemical 
waste to an area that should be protected.

Individual

1876 2 Concerns: Pollution of ground water- long term environmental impact to watershed 
area/Davidson Canyon

Individual

1885 8 In addition to that the dumping would be toxic to the ground + perhaps the ground 
water as well.

Individual

1891 9 The plan submitted by Augusta is for an open pit mine in an area of frequent high 
winds and a watershed that will drain into the Tucson water supply. The impact on 
environment, air quality, water supply, and most importantly the health of a large 
population over the hill in Tucson and its surrounding area must be very carefully 
evaluated.

Individual

1891 19 Allowing this inevitable toxic waste into the drinking water of Tucson and the 
surrounding area is unconscionable.

Individual
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1891 25 As taxpayers and residents of the area, we do not want to be stuck with the clean-up 
bill or suffer the loss of groundwater essential to living in this beautiful area. 
Reassurances and predictions are no longer good enough. To quote Kuipers:

"Our present means of predicting acid mine drainage and other anomalies are just so 
woefully inadequate. Just about every time we go to close down a mine, we're 
finding that the predictions were worthless." And the EPA: " I hope we at EPA, and 
every other federal and state agency that has anything to do with permitting mining, 
learn from the disastrous mistakes we've made" Yellowtail said. "We've screwed up, 
plain and simple, because we've largely rushed to economic development without 
thinking ahead to what the inevitable consequences would be."

Individual

1892 6 Impacts to water quantity, movement, and quality and are of grea concern.Organization

1894 3 What happens if the aquifer is polluted with sulfates or other chemicals as has 
happened with Phelps Dodge mines west of us? What are the plans for avoiding this?

Individual

1895 3 The copper company will make money and leave and the rest of us will be stuck with 
the scars on the land, the pollution of the air and water, the ruined water shed, the 
vanishing wild life and the loss of one more wild and beautiful place in Southern 
Arizona.

Individual

1899 4 Consider impacts of major flooding events.Individual

1900 4 Millions of tons of waste rock and tailings from the Rosemont Mine will f… Barrel 
Canyon, one of the main tributaries to Davidson Canyon, mercury, arsenic… other 
solvents will be the risk for unintended leaks and spills, on surface and gro… water 
and our aquifers will be at risk from contamination.  What will be done to pro… 
water aquifers from contamination?

Individual

1904 6 Although efforts are made to contain tailings piles and other sources of runoff, 
leaching of exposing tailings surfaces or waste dumps, and unintended leaks from 
other facilities are common occurences at mine sites.

Individual

1911 6 Contamination of our water table is possible.Individual

1911 13 They are talking about CAP water, but that is in danger of depletion also.Individual

1915 2 Contaminating water.Individual

1917 5 I am concerned about the following environmental & health issues:  Water 
contamination.

Individual

1919 2 So many ways this mine will impact this entire area.  Water is a huge concern, our 
water is pumped from the local aquifer & this mine will doubtless contaminate the 
water.  Never mind dropping the water level of our well.

Individual

1922 2 Tailing piles would leach toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into the ground 
waters which drain into Tucson area water supplies

Individual

1924 3 Pollution- water contaminationIndividual

1927 2 There is a risk of contamination of the water supply, (such as the sulphate pume that 
already exists, despite effors to 'divert' it, from another mining operation).

Individual
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1930 3 Pollution- water contaminationIndividual

1942 4 Their spills + leaks from the Barrel Canyon [illegible] will take years for the 
pollution to show up.

Individual

1944 2 I own property + dwell about five miles from proposed mine and am concerned 
about polution to our water source from mining.

Individual

1948 9 I am also concerned about possible/probable contamination of ground waterIndividual

1956 8 as well as potential leaching of pollutants into groundwater.Individual

1956 18 Noise pollution, air pollution, and water contaminationIndividual

1963 4 Consider impacts of major flooding events.Individual

1967 7 and what water is used will never be anything but a polluted toxic brew that will 
travel well beyond any man-made containment in the centuries ahead.

Individual

1972 2 and poisoning of the water table.Individual

1975 4 Daily we live with many miles of growing tailings just west of G.V. on once valuable 
land, which pollute our drinking water

Individual

1976 4 The mine would send polluted water into the aquifer.Individual

1978 1 The Rosemont Copper Project should be rejected because: 1. it poses a serious threat 
to the area's (already diminishing) water supply by its source of wastes that could 
manifest themselves not only now but in years to come. (Cf. Rocketdyne's Santa 
Susana (Chatsworth, California) site, which is still being cleaned up after decades of 
use.)

Individual

2066 2 No toxins - water pollution.Individual

2067 3 Where is the H2O coming from when these mines pollute?Individual

2076 3 I am very oppose to the existence of an open-pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains 
for these reasons:
Possible release of potentially toxic heavy metals and chemicals into ground and 
surface waters draining into Tucson area water supplies.

Individual

2076 7 I am very oppose to the existence of an open-pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains 
for these reasons:
There is every likelihood that the mine at Rosemont Ranch that is being proposed 
would imperil future drinking water sources for residential use.

Individual

2084 7 Water contamination would quite likely be the consequence of this project.Individual

2091 14 Pima County commissioned and submitted a hydrogeological study to the Coronado 
that raised the threat of potential leaching of pollutants into groundwater.

Individual

2091 18 Water contamination.Individual

2102 3 For those who live here, that scenic desecration is compounded by polluted water. 
Arsenic groundwater contamination has ruined much of our already scarce aquifers.

Individual
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2106 3 Water quality has already been seriously degraded by sulphates and other 
contaminants entering the ground water sources from which this area draws it's 
drinking water. These contaminants emanate from the mine settling ponds to the west 
of us. Since the Rosemont mine will be drawing water from this same source,it 
stands to reason that contaminants from that mining operation will also leach down 
into our water supply and cause even further degradation.

Individual

2117 2 We are concerned about the problems of water pollution.Individual

2119 3 Clean water should be our highest priority ( some are talking of having to use recycle 
waste water for Drinking UGH!) Mines DO NOT CONTRIBUTE TO CLEAN 
WATER THEY ONLY CONTANMINATE IT. LOOK TO THE STATE OF 
MONTANA FOR THE FACTS.

Individual

2121 5 Toxins will leach out of this mine into Davidson and Cienega Creeks for decades in 
spite of best technology and Augusta's promises. You must resolve the above water 
issues before approving the Rosemont mine.

Individual

2143 4 Augusta Mining plans to fill in at least four canyons, yet states that this will have no 
effect on the Cienega watershed. Leaching of toxic materials from tailings and 
pumping water from the pit will result in contamination of both surface and 
undergrouns water sources.

Individual

2143 6 Water quality will deteriorate due to dust, exhaust fumes and other toxic 
contaminants.

Individual

2144 11 I oppose the Rosemont Mine because the Rosemont Copper Project would put toxics 
in the water.

Individual

2147 4 Even if the NEPA process concludes (incredibly) that an open pit mine more than a 
mile wide, together with its thousands of acres of tailings and maintenance facilities, 
will not pollute ground water, it is a foregone conclusion that its steady stream of ore 
trucks will make Scenic Highway 83 a hellish obstacle course.

Individual

2148 7 Pima County commissioned and submitted a hydrogeological study to the Coronado 
that raised the threat of potential leaching of pollutants into groundwater.

Individual

2148 17 Water contaminationIndividual

2149 9 They should not be allowed to operate a mine that has the potential to leave us all 
worse off as we suffer the consequences of polluted water.

Individual

2156 9 Pima County commissioned and submitted a hydrogeological study to the Coronado 
that raised the threat of potential leaching of pollutants into groundwater.

Individual

2156 18 Water contaminationIndividual

2170 4 Pima County commissioned and submitted a hydrogeological study to the Coronado 
that raised the threat of potential leaching of pollutants into groundwater.

Individual

2170 14 There will be water contaminationIndividual

2171 2 Not only the substantial likelihood of water pollution DIRECTLY DUE TO THE 
MINE!

Individual
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2174 8 Pima County commissioned and submitted a hydrogeological study to the Coronado 
that raised the threat of potential leaching of pollutants into groundwater.

Individual

2174 18 Water contaminationIndividual

2177 3 We are concerned about the toxic discharges leaching into the watershed.Individual

2182 8 My main concern deals with the contamination of our precious, ever disappearing 
groundwater.

Individual

2198 7 Water pollution will come from breaching or leakages of the tailings and leach pads. 
The leach pads will have sulfuric acid as a bi-product of the leaching process and 
will leak over time even when using liners and monitoring wells This is very 
troubling since the mine site is upstream to my residence and the population of 
Tucson. Even recent history of leaking leach pads and the follwing devastation has 
happened in THIS century.

Individual

2199 2 How will nearby water wells be protected from pollutants in groundwater and 
drawdown within the underground reservoir?

Individual

2199 5 EPA reported for Arizona that water releases increase from 6,300 pounds to 688,000 
pounds and off-site releases rose by 122% for the same period.

Individual

2199 7 How will toxic leached from waste dumps or treatment facilities be prevented from 
entering ground and surface waters?

Individual

2199 18 How will surface water downstream of the site in Cienega Creek and Davidson 
Canyon be protected in quantity of flow?

Individual

2200 4 Besides destroying habitat it poisons the air, and water.Individual

2209 10 The quality of human and other life in the area is threatened by water contamination.Individual

2213 6 Historically, open pit mining causes water (surface and subsurface) pollution.Individual

2214 8 How does Rosemont Copper propose to prevent toxics from leaching out of the 
waste dumps and into the groundwater?

Individual

2221 9 Another aspect is the heavy metal contamination of the area on the ground water that 
will occur  that will occur. For many years we lived in Spokane, WA and saw what 
the mines did and do in norhern Idaho. And those were not even open-pit mines!

Individual

2232 2 How will the company prevent the toxic chemicals used in this mine from getting 
into our groundwater and surface water? What will they do if the TOXIC 
CHEMICALS get into the ground water or surface water?

Individual

2234 1 TOXIC CHEMICALS ARE USED IN THE PROCESS OF MINING. These TOXIC 
CHEMICALS end up in OUR AQUIFERS, WATERSHEDS AND GROUND 
SURFACE WATER. These TOXIC CHEMICALS such as MURCURY, LEAD, 
ARSENIC, IRON, ALUMINUM, CADMIUM, COPPER, AND ZINC.

Individual
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2239 2 I am concerned that the Rosemont Mine meetings I have attended so far and the 
research I have done suggest that Rosemont is not concerned with the water shed and 
has not done adequate planning regards protecting its operation from flash-flood 
runoff. The location of the mine at the base of a mountain and the creation of an 
artificial flood channel which they will have if they place the over-burden rock as 
they plan to do seems to me to pose a hazard for toxic release and acid release into 
the environment.

Individual

2239 7 Lack of adequate water channels would surely result in releases of toxic acids, and 
Tenorm, if present.

Individual

2239 11 The contamination of aquifer test wells in our area with radiologicals is well known 
to ADEQ and the EPA. (see attachments)

Individual

2255 8 A compounding a toxic spill, when a tanker truck overturns dumping its load it the 
drainage,Davidson Canyon, which is a major Tributiary in the Ceinegia Creek Water 
Shed TUCSON, VAIL AND OUR NEIGHBORS depend on this source. for Portable 
water!! It should be noted tha Davidson Canyon wash runs adjacent to SR83 by only 
"FEET".

Individual

2256 1 The mine would have an impact on the hydrology and water quality of the Davidson 
Canyon drainage system, important to the City of Tucson. If Augusta mines or 
dumps waste onto the northern tier of un-patened mining claims, this probably would 
alter the hydrology and water quality of the Sycamore Canyon drainage system too, 
thus affecting Corona de Tucson also.

Individual

2262 3 The arguments against it are endless and effective, major ones are particularly air, 
water, and noise pollution. All of which are enormous factors that contribute to the 
devastation of the amazing South West.

Individual

2265 3 Mining and removal of natural features has started at their property. Signs leading 
into the site state "access prohibited work area 24/7". A retaining pond was dug and 
a dam erected clearly containing mineral oxide polluted water. Already now 
threatening the Cienega Creek watershed. What was done to prevent this toxic water 
from draining into the groundwater?

Individual

2265 23 Water usage and water pollution are a great concern. So far there has been no mine 
on record that did not pollute the ground water. What will the Forest Service do to 
ascertain that this will be the first one that will not pollute?  Will a report be 
published that details any and all actions and will this report be subject to public 
comment?

Individual

2272 1 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,

Individual

2277 5 I am in fear of the contaminants (tailings) that the Rosemont Mine and other mines 
planning to locate in SE Arizona, will adversely affect my drinking water in the same 
way that Hughes Aircraft (Raytheon) did in the past. This same contaminated water 
will enter Tucson's water table in the coming years. I am not a Geophysist or a 
Hydrogeologist, but I do recognize that this would be a travesty.

Individual

2283 3 WATER CONTAMINATION: Where are you going to get water from for the 
people? How will you get the water to the people?

Individual
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2284 3 If the groundwater in our area becomes polluted like the Green Valley water where, 
will the water for all of us living in the Sonoita/Patagonia corridor come from and 
will Augusta Resources guarantee they will pay all related expenses to get it piped 
directly to our homes?

Individual

2291 1 WATER: There is a great potentiality that toxic heavy metals and other chemicals 
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.  
More health issues here also…for us all!

Individual

2291 37 The Davidson Canyon is widely recognized as a major contributor to the continued 
health of the water aquifer in the Tucson Basin. With the proposed mining 
operations sitting directly on top of water fault lines and leaching minerals, many 
have them toxic going into our water. Wells used by local home owners have a high 
probability of being impacted.

Individual

2292 2 I would like to restate the concerns of my neighbors and friends, such as: water its 
toxicity.

Individual

2296 7 I am an avid hiker, and do not wish to have water contamination that the mine would 
create.

Individual

2306 6 The mine would pollute.It would cause water pollution.Individual

2331 3 The proposed Rosemont Copper Proejct should be stopped for many reasons that 
include but are not limited to:
water contamination impact.

Individual

2333 2 The mine could also leach pollutants into the water table.Individual

2335 4 Over 100 miles of streams in Arizona are considered impaired by excessive copper, 
which can be toxic to aquatic organisms. Arizona's mines are the largest known 
sources of impairments for rivers and streams. Processing methods for copper can 
enhance the concentration of naturally occurring radioactive materials coming from 
the mines. EPA has compiled data regarding the concentration of radioactive 
aubstances in the Arizona copper belt. The results show that certain common mining 
practices can concentrate soluble pollutants such as uranium and thorium in 
groundwater. Elevated levels of uranium have been detected in groundwater at Phelp-
Dodge's mines near Green Valley. EPA and ADEQ are looking into the issue and 
have requested that Phelps-Dodge respond.

Individual

2337 6 The Forest Service should deny the Rosemont Mine, because of potential water 
pollution. The release of toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into ground and 
surface waters draining into local and Tucson area water supplies. Rosemont Copper 
Project should not be allowed to contaminate the water supply of local citizens.

Individual

2338 6 The Forest Service should deny the Rosemont Mine, because of potential water 
pollution. The release of toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into ground and 
surface waters draining into local and Tucson area water supplies.

Individual
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2346 1 I am particularly concerned about the effect on the groundwater around Davidson 
Canyon and Cienega Creek. The sulfer dioxide resulting from the process has filed 
the Queen Mine and, of course leaches into the ground water. Water is and will be a 
shortage in this state. Please don't let them contaminate it.

Individual

2348 1 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.

Individual

2354 6 We can't afford to ruin any more of our land with mines or any other venture that 
polluted the water that is left.

Individual

2359 1 I have attended quite a few scoping meetings and was advised by Rosemont 
representatives that concentrated efforts would be made on behalf of the project to 
prevent any toxins from leaching out beyond the project area by means of walls 
erected around the project. I have since however learned that Rosemont will not be 
lining the tailing ponds which I find reprehensible as while the leachings will 
allegedly be prevented from all above ground areas - there will be no preventative 
measures implemented to prevent contamination of the ground water.
Please address this in your EIS statement as a major cause for concern.

Individual

2359 2 IT SHOULD BE A MANDATORY REQUIREMENT THAT THE TAILING 
PONDS BE LINED AS A PREVENTATIVE MEASURE TO ENSURE THAT THE 
GROUND WATER IS NOT CONTAMINATED BY TOXINS.

Individual

2360 10 The contamination of underground water is another source of great concern. 
Everyone in that mountainous community depends on private wells for their water. 
The mine could drain the aquifer and could possibly contaminate the water there. 
This would not be known for many years just as the wells around the Tucson aquifer 
were poisoned years ago and only when cases of cancer and other illnesses became 
so prevalent that they finally could make the connection back to the wells, did the 
Federal Govt. finally get involved. Are we willing to risk this with our citizens? Do 
you want future lawsuits?

Individual

2368 7 My research indicates that Augusta is untried in the mining industry. But the record 
of mining in Arizona and elsewhere should guide our expectations:  we can expect 
water pollution.

Individual

2383 6 Third, in addition to depleting existing ground water, there is a significant likelihood 
that mine operations will pollute both surface and groundwater downstream from the 
mine. The record of the mining industry in this area is one of repeated episodes of 
toxic contamination of surface and groundwater. Rosemont Copper has no record of 
adequately protecting the environment at all. What guarantees do we have that 
surface and ground water contamination will not occur?

Individual

2384 1 Can Rosemont Copper absolutely guarantee that toxic metals and materials will not 
leach out of the waste dumps and into the groundwater?

Individual

2386 3 If the CAP and mine discharge water are injected directly into the aquifer, we run the 
risk of contamination from untreated CAP water.  Most of us using well water may 
use water softeners, but do not treat our water beyond that.  There is no plan to 
compensate us to upgrade our water treatment facilities to handle the degraded water 
supply.

Individual
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2387 3 There are many reasons to oppose the proposed Rosemont Copper Project including 
possible ground water pollution issues

Individual

2396 3 My main concern is the negative impact this operation would have on our local 
residents and tourist economy due to water pollution

Individual

2396 11 Although efforts are made to contain tailings piles and other sources of runoff, 
leaching of exposed tailings surfaces or waste dumps, and unintended leaks from 
other facilities are common occurrences at mine sites. This could result in the release 
of potentially toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into ground and surface waters 
draining into local water supplies.

Individual

2400 9 Responsibilities:
Guarantee non-polluted surface and ground water.

Individual

2404 9 The effect of Rosemont's water use on the Phelps Dodge sulfate plume is of special 
concern. If that plume is not contained, it could pollute the entire Upper Santa Cruz 
Valley water supply. WHAT A SHAME. SHAME ON US FOR ALLOWING IT TO 
HAPPEN.

Business

2412 5 Full review of possible leaks of toxic heavy metals + other chemicals contaminating 
key aquifers

Individual

2427 5 It would: contaminate groundwater supplies with heavy metals, sulfuric acid, fuel, 
etc.

Individual

2429 3 My concerns are:
2. ground water pollution in an area where water is precious

Individual

2431 7 Do not allow R.C. Mine Project because:
4. water recycled will pout back pollutant into ground water.

Individual

2434 3 The water pollution alone make it unacceptable for our citizens.Individual

2440 18 5) Other factors, as the impact on the Cienega watershed both from extraction and 
toxic pollution and the proposed water extraction from the northern side of the Santa 
Ritas on Tucson( Department of Hydrology University of Arizona), the further 
impact of road building though the Santa Ritas, the road safety issues and expense 
for road improvement that will be created on highway 83 from the heavy truck traffic 
and increase traffic in general( Arizona Department of Transportation), and the 
decrease attractiveness of the area to recreational users and these economic losses 
must be factored into the impact statement.

Individual

2446 1 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,

Individual

2460 6 Comtaminated soil usually occurs hand in hand with contaminated water.Individual

2461 5 It will only lead to further water pollution.Individual
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2468 13 With water conservation on everyone's mind, I cannot even imagine the effect of 
these mining proposals on our future water availability and quality! Here is Green 
Valley, one water company in particular has had polluted supply from the local 
copper mine ... these proposals almost ASSURE that toxic chemicals and heavy 
metals would leach into the ground and impact our water supplies. When canyons 
are filled in and land surfaces changed, watershed is dramatically impacted - this is a 
serious consideration! AND the fact that the mine's entire supply will come from the 
aquifers here is the Sahuarita area almost assures deprivation in the future!

Individual

2469 4 The proposed mine would obliterate much ancient history and contribute more than a 
billion pounds of sulfuric acid, H2SO4 and as much ammonia nitrate (blasting) to 
the detriment of the area, with willow canyon (mudstone etc 2200 to 2500 meters 
thick across most of the eastern section of Rosemont and Mt Fagan Rhyolite 1000 
meters thick at the eastern edge of the disturbed area. Hence flows of contamination 
would continue towards the Davidson Canyon, polluting the area for centuries into 
the future, as tailings weather.

Individual

2470 5 What guarantees do we have that Rosemont's leach pads and tailings ponds won't 
eventually leak? History has shown that all mines leak toxins and heavy metals, in 
this case destroying the upper aquifer on the N. E. side of the Santa Rita Mts.

Individual

2471 4 Also, any mine water replaced is full of chemicals & not fit to drink.Individual

2472 7 We know about the pollution of Green Valley's groundwater from existing mining 
operations. Rosemont cannot explain how replacing our potable ground water with 
highly corrosive CAP water will benefit us. Tucson has spent millions to make CAP 
water acceptable to their customers. Who will pay to clean up our groundwater?

Individual

2473 2 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:
Water Pollution- Leach ponds leak & overflow from rain polluting ground water. 
Rain on crushed rock causes water pollution.

Individual

2475 14 Nitrates can pass through the soil and sand strata untouched.  Salinity will depend on 
the ability of the soil strata to act as a kind of ion-exchange resin to remove its excess 
levels, and pesticides are their special problems for groundwater.

Individual

2479 6 Mining in Arizona has a legacy of not protecting groundwater. Although there are 
currently operations in our region following federal regulations related to 
environmental protection, the record of past project have made many of us skeptical, 
at best, of what may lie ahead of us if this operation were to come to fruition. 
Groundwater contamination, once it occurs, takes many years to clean up.

Government

2481 1 How will this affect my well and what contamination will our water table?Individual

2484 3 My opposition is based on the following objections:
Depletion and destruction of our most precioius resource - water.  Not only are large 
volumes of water required for the mining process, but the byproducts of mining will 
pollute and disturb the watershed.

Individual

2484 14 My opposition is based on the following objections:
Water pollution will be increased in the area surrounding the mine as well as for a 
huge swath of southern Arizona.

Individual
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2493 3 By going through with this project Business and the scenic Mountain Empire as we 
know it will be destroyed.  Pollution will take over our water, our life

Individual

2510 2 Why I am opposed to mining in the Santa Ritas 1. Water-- lack of & contaminationIndividual

2512 4 FURTHER CONTAMINATION OF OUR WATER  WILL ONLY ADD TO THE 
CONTINUING DEGRADATION OF OUR IMMUNE SYSTEMS….

Individual

2512 18 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.

Individual

2513 1 Water- Arizona's most precious & vital resource the U.S.F.S. MUST do exhaustive 
& thoroughly comprehensive studies to ASSURE that the water supply will not be 
contaminated

Individual

2520 1 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.

Individual

2523 1 Is this what we have to look forward to? (See Attachment)Individual

2526 2 PhelpsDodge recently had to provide two new water wells--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.

Individual

2527 14 Nitrates can pass through the soil and sand strata untouched.  Salinity will depend on 
the ability of the soil strata to act as a kind of ion-exchange resin to remove its excess 
levels, and pesticides are their special problems for groundwater.

Individual

2530 6 The plans to contain waste toxins and other debris is no different than other mining 
operations and we will have the same run-off and death of streams and land we 
always get with mining.

Individual

2531 4 Not to mention the tailings contamination in the area.Individual

2532 5 The damage to the area for such a short mining period (app 20+ yrs) leave the 
community with tailings.  NO please.

Individual

2544 2 dranage of drinking water from wellsIndividual

2554 5 Further, the Rosemont operations will be using sulfuric acid for leaching. 
[Attachment Seven] Again, the impact of open leach solution ponds on our animal 
life is perilous. If a critter or bird were to test the waters, the evidence of their demise 
would be dissolved in the acidic solutions within seconds. How will a mining 
company prevent this danger to our animal friends who have been habituated to 
living in this forest for hundreds of years? Furthermore, these solutions are regularly 
released to the environment, including groundwater, due to breakage of pipes and 
malfunctioning of equipment. This has been a regular occurrence at Sierrita mine 
[Attachment Eight] Data indicates that these spills reached two public supply wells 
causing spikes in the sulfate levels. [Attachment Nine] Further, in 2002, a pond at 
Silverbell mine near Marana overflowed releasing 242,000 gallons of Sulfuric Acid 
into the environment. [Attachment Ten]

Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 184 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

Contamination / Pollution

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

06

2565 2 I believe that the mine would destroy a valuable natural resource and may directly 
damage water sources in the area through water use and contamination.

Individual

2565 7 2) It s not clear in the Project Mine Report what the risks are of contaminating the 
Cinega Basin water and this should be examined in detail by experts in this area.

The report talks to "minimizing downstream disturbances" and "minimizing 
environmental impacts? without a clear idea of risk.

Individual

2584 8 We are also concerned with groundwater contamination and spills. We would expect 
to see an analysis of risk to groundwater contamination and spills. What impacts 
would spills have downstream? We believe the risks and high likelihood of impact to 
water quality to be significantly high (based on numerous other water quality 
violations at patented mine claims throughout southern Arizona) that the proposed 
Rosemont mine plan of operations should not be approved.

Organization

2589 2 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others: 
Potential for groundwater contamination/ containment dam/ etc,

Individual

2591 14 Have the considerations of contamination factors for water been adequately and fully 
researched regarding the full reach and extent of potential negative impacts from 
every chemical used.

Individual

2591 19 To what extent would contamination of water from the mine waste seepage and 
drainage affect plant life, wildlife health, soil vitality and health, human health and 
safety? Are these questions being studied?

Individual

2591 39 Could there be contamination of soils, grass, residues on surface water in dirt stock 
tanks, in drinkers, in open water storage tanks? Could these affect livestock, 
domestic animals, & wildlife that utilize waters and forage on the ranch?

Individual

2592 39 The EIS should consider alternative to eliminate drainage from waste rock and 
tailings impoundment to the maximum degree feasible through use of an 
impermeable liner systems similar to that used for the leach pad. There is currently 
no plan for a liner beneath the tailing impoundment despite this being a BADCT 
element for new facilities (ADEQ Publication Number TB 04-01). Even though the 
tailing is called dry, there is no data provided in the MPO regarding how much free 
draining solution will be in the tailing, seepage due to rainfall infiltration, the 
chemistry of tailing water that will be released as drainage, of the mass loads to the 
environment. The same is true for waste rock. The threat to ground and surface water 
of waste rock and tailing seepage is well documented in other Arizona mining 
districts (Pima and Bisbee Mining Districts have giant sulfate plumes. The Globe-
Miami Mining District has a plume of acid, metals, and sulfate. In these instances the 
plumes have impacted private and public water supplies and degraded significant 
quantities of groundwater resources).

Individual
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2592 50 The EIS should consider alternative that increase the discharge controls for the leach 
pad. If the solution collection ponds servicing the leach pad are double lined with 
leak detection, the leach pad should also be double lined with leak detection. The 
protection is needed because the aquifer beneath the proposed site is a drinking water 
aquifer in close proximity to a major metropolitan area. The MPO lacks data on the 
solution circulation rate through the leach pad and the water balance for the 
proposed operation. Assuming a PLS circulation rate of 10,000 gpm, leakage of only 
half of one percent of the total PLS circulation would result in 50 gpm of PLS 
released to the subsurface, and amount that would not be noticed by the operation 
due to the insensitivity of a water balance for the leach pad. Given that metal 
concentrations in PLS are often thousands of ties greater than drinking water 
standards, a 50 gpm leak could impact 50,000 gpm of water based on simple mixing.

Individual

2592 58 The MPO states that in response to releases to groundwater contingency plans and 
corrective actions will be developed with ADEQ.  USFS, as the agency responsible 
for the public land requested by August, should be involved in developing response 
actions to environmental releases.  The EIS should conduct a risk assessment to 
evaluate potential groundwater release mechanisms, migration pathways, and 
receptors at the proposed project.  The risk information should be used for scoping 
contingency plans referred to in the MPO in advance of a release and to evaluate the 
type and probably of releases based on existing information at Arizona mining 
districts

Individual

2593 103 How would the company prevent these chemicals from getting into our ground water 
and surface water in the even of a spill?
What would the company do if the toxic chemicals get into the ground water or 
surface water?

Organization

2593 116 What is the legal responsibility of the mining company if they contaminate or 
degrade neighboring private wells and water resources?

Organization

2593 120 B. GROUNDWATER - PROTECTION, IMPACTS, MONITORING
Groundwater moves very slowly and it could take years or decades for pollutants 
from the mine to show up in the groundwater outside of the mine boundary. The 
company should be required to post a large enough bond to guarantee long term 
monitoring and ensure clean up of any contamination into the foreseeable future, 
perhaps for 100 years. Protection of our groundwater from potential contamination 
from the mine is the most serious concern,

Organization

2593 127 What would the company do if groundwater contamination that was the result of the 
mine is discovered years after mine closure?

Organization

2597 8 There is no way the mine can ensure the containment of the toxic materials inherent 
in the mine tailings. This has been shown time and again at all other mines, and there 
is no reason to believe the promises of Augusta on this issue. It is simply impossible 
to protect the surrounding watershed from being impacted by these poisons. The 
Davidson canyon watershed, for one example, can not help but be affected by these 
tailings.

Individual

2610 3 Please address the impact of water runoff from tailings and mining operations on the 
quality of the remaining groundwater available to the Area now and in the future.

Individual
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2610 6 Will the resulting ease of discharge of waste increase the amount of groundwater 
contaimination by Rosemont by Davidson Canyon?

Individual

2610 46 What is the impact on the water flow and quality regarding water in the Cienega 
creek area due to the infill of mine waste in the Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, and 
Scholefield canyons?

Individual

2617 18 We are very concerned about toxic cheimical run-off or seepageIndividual

2619 3  When my well becomes toxic on the East side of the Santa Ritas - Who Will be 
paying for my delivery of water? My family - All Law abiding American citizens or 
the Canadian owned Mining Company.

Individual

2624 5 If Rosemont was limited to their 995 acres for their entire project, there would be 
little we could do about it. But to let them contamination of our limited water supply.

Individual

2625 20 What about possible leakage of the pond and leach-pad liners? If they do leak, then 
groundwater contaimination could result.

Individual

2629 4 We want to express our opposition to the Rosemont Mine based on the following 
considerations:  There is a high probability of pollution of our water supply systems. 
(Phelps-Dodge et al)

Individual

2633 6 Even when painted at its best, so far as I can see, this project seems like a loser for 
Arizona. hazardous tailings that could seemingly leach poisonous substances into our 
limited supply of water

Individual

2634 10 There is not a single copper mine in the world that has not polluted the local waters 
in it's wake.

Business

2638 3 I do want to convey, as strongly as possible my concerns about this project. These 
include pollution

Individual

2639 2 How will groundwater in the region be absolutely protected from contamination by 
mining processes?

Individual

2641 2 Most important, ground water pollution is guarateed with sulfites. Overflow will 
always occur. They cannot design for monsoons, rainy seasons, the leach pond liners 
will leak and the ponds will overflow and tailing piles will definetly pollute the 
ground water

Individual

2641 10 Please no water pollution, no raping our beautiful Coronado National ForestIndividual

2660 2 Also, I am concerned for the water quality and the poisons that will enter my 
drinking water.

Individual

2664 4 There have been concerns expressed that the Rosemont Copper Project will have a 
negative environmental impact on the area due to water pollution

Individual

2670 8 Our concerns are the same for the contamination of the water supply.Individual
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2673 17 The tailings pile covers the lower basin essentially from the lower Sanita Rita 
Mountains to the Sonoita Hwy. Our Rosemont guide during a 27 June 2008 project 
tour said that it had not yet been determined where (Davidson Canyon or lower 
Barrel Canyon) or at what rate the upper Barrel Canyon water shed, project storm 
flow, excess ground water pumping to keep the pit dry and other waste discharges 
will be released.

Individual

2673 19 Our guide went on to statethat the tailings area would not be lined nor would there 
be any physical barriers to prevent excess tailings water or pit waste pumping from 
leaching into the ground water table.

Individual

2675 22  The compliance point dam at the end of this drainage is the final point to monitor 
ground and surface water before release, however, "larger flows will overtop the dam 
and continue downstream" (Pg 49 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Contaminants carried by these larger flows will neither be contained nor 
monitored and will be released into the environment.

Individual

2677 36 There is a great concern about spills from the mine polluting the ground water and 
surface water down-canyon from the mine. Although Rosemont Copper Company 
states that they will use state-of-the-art technologies to prevents spills and 
contamination, virtually all mines have had spills. The Forest should identify how 
you will insure that water is not polluted from the Rosemont Mine. Any pollution of 
waters into Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek will have significant adverse 
impacts to wildlife, including federally listed and sensitive species.

Government

2682 3 Water pollution of the aquifer for long term. The aquifer is already being 
contaminated

Individual

2682 5 There is no question that this operation will result in the same contaminations of our 
ONLY drinking water, it just is a matter of time.

Individual

2688 9 Many of the homes to the South of Corona de Tucson are on wells, these homes 
could be in more eminent danger of contaminated water.

Organization

2698 40  A mine devours vast amounts of water, and pollutes that water more severely than 
other processes.

Business

2708 2 We need to protect our limited water supply in this desert and reduce pollution, not 
add to it

Individual

2711 14 Arizona has been preaching the doctrine of clean, non-polluting,  water use industry 
for many years. Why is the mining industry suddenly an exception?

Individual

2711 19 its toxic leeching sludge holds the potential to contaminate crtical underground 
aquifers

Individual

2717 3 Hydrologists advise that 20% of the City of Tucson’s groundwater supply comes 
from the Cienega Creek area which is also in the Mine area. Mine water pumping 
will be responsible for  pollution as mine waste percolates into the ground.

Organization

2720 3 The harmful effects cannot be overcome:  the pollution of our waterIndividual
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2724 9 Mines have unexpected leaks and spills. These is no guarantee that the groundwater 
beneath the mine site or surface water downstream would not be impacted during the 
mine life or at any time in the future. It can take decades for groundwater or surface 
water pollution to show up even after a mine closes.

Individual

2724 29 The ridge to reduce visibility will consist of material from the mine and not required 
to be lined to protect the aquifer.

Individual

2726 40  A mine devours vast amounts of water, and pollutes that water more severely than 
other processes.

Business

2727 5 The proponents of the project are proposing an open mine at great depth that would 
drain the aquifer while polluting the water.

Individual

2729 9 Many of the homes to the South of Corona de Tucson are on wells, these homes 
could be in more eminent danger of contaminated water.

Organization

2733 8 There have been concerns expressed that the Rosemont Copper Project will have a 
negative environmental impact on the area due to water pollution, air pollution, noise 
pollution, light pollution, and visual pollution. The Rosemont Copper Project has 
taken the concerns very seriously and has addressed them all in their Plan of 
Operation. Rosemont is compared to mining operations in the area that are 50 years 
old or older. Please give due consideration to the measures taken by Rosemont 
Copper to mitigate the concerns and evaluate the new technology being implemented 
for tailings disposal, air pollution, water discharges, the dark sky initiative, and 
reclamation.

Individual

2736 30 Sulfate plumes can originate in several ways.  The sulfate content of minerals in the 
aquifer can leach or dissolve.  The level of sulfate in waters is an important quality 
parameter.  The mining operation involves sulfur-based minerals, which under 
appropriate conditions of either oxygen or anaerobic microorganism activity can 
generate sulfate.  How will these processes be measured and quantified?

Government

2738 6 Leaving untold wells in the surrounding area almost certainly nonfunctional while 
polluting the water.

Individual

2741 2 waterway contamination is always a concern with the excavation and processing of 
heavy metals, like copper.

Individual

2750 3 I am extremely concerned about the unlimited amount of our precious groundwater 
that Rosemont Mining Corporation would be guaranteed to use for years and year 
saying nothing about the toxic metals and other chemicals from the tailings which 
would eventally pollute our ground and surface water.

Individual

2752 9 There is not enough water  & the pollution would be awfulIndividual

2753 5 I was told, but can’t confirm, that the acid leach process will be used. This is totally 
unacceptable from an environmental standpoint!
Acid or not, pollution of water downstream from the mine (Vail, Tucson, etc) is 
inevitable.

Individual

2756 6 Polluted streams from the mining operation will further take its toll on the wildlife.Individual
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2760 24 Discuss the potential for contamination of surface flows (perennial, intermittent, or 
ephemeral) and meteoric water that pass through waste rock dumps, ore stockpiles, 
tailings pit high walls, or other mine facilities.

Government

2760 27 Discuss how accidental releases of hazardous materials, including overflow from 
ponds would be handled. Identify the potential impacts resulting from failure of 
components of the solution containment systems, methods for discovering such 
failures, and the degreee to which impacts would be reversible.

Government

2760 47 The potential for and effects of movement of any contaminated surface water to the 
subsurface should also be discussed, as well as means to prevent it.

Government

2763 6 Our water got very cloudy and full of silt. It was so bad that we couldn’t drink or 
bathe in it and had to get a filter for the inlet water to our house in order to save all 
our faucets and fixtures from getting clogged. Our shared well manager also 
informed us that we had to have extensive work done on our well pump when this 
happened.

Individual

2766 2 There are drainages from the Sierrita Mountains that do flow into the Tucson  and St. 
Cruz Valley Waterhseds and could contaminate the water supplies of the whole 
region.

Individual

2768 6 which certainly will cause contamination of the eastern slopes of proposed project 
area and ground water contamination.

Individual

2768 8 The Gila Conglomerate is broken up with pebbly sandstone sandstone etc. and is 
another candidate for ground water contaminate flow; and is of extensive size.

Individual

2768 9 Tucson's groundwater would face contamination especially during Augusta's 
proposed 6 year blitz vis a vis oxide ore and sulphuric acid,

Individual

4474 3 water pollution,Individual

5012 14 WHAT WILL THE IMPACTS TO OUR WATER BE?
-Mines have unexpected leaks and spills.  There is no GUARANTEE that the 
groundwater beneath the mine site or surface water downstream would NOT be 
impacted during the mine life or at any time in the future.  It can take decades for 
groundwater or surface water pollution to show up even after a mine closes.

Organization

5284 2 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Water:

How will Augusta Resource Corporation assure us of clean drinking water without 
harmful chemicals leaching into the ground water from the mine?

Individual

5286 7 Milllions of tons of sulfuric acid-soaked rock, millions of gallons of heavy-metal-
laden water, as much as 20 tons of blasting caps and ANFO, plus 10,000 gallons 
each of both diesel fuel and gasoline, not to mention the large quantities of other 
hazardous mateials and reagents which are to be stored on site, per the MPO, will all 
be carried east across Route 83, from where that very hazardous cocktail will later 
enter Davidson Canyon and  the federally-protected Cienega Creek watershed.

Individual
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6717 4 We will submit the letter for the record, but among other things, there are a number 
of studies, water studies, that need to be completed, including the impact of the 
drawdown on the Phelps Dodge sulfate plume.

Individual

6734 4 Furthermore, the solutions are regularly released to the environment, including 
groundwater, due to breakage of pipes and malfunctioning of equipment.  This has 
been a regular occurrence at Sierrita Mine.  Data indicates that these fields reached 
two public supplies wells, causing spikes in sulfate levels.  Further, in 2002 pond at 
Silverbell Mine overflowed, releasing 242,00 gallons of sulfuric acid into the 
environment.

Individual

6735 7 The survey should start and stop with the issue of water.  There is not enough for 
mining and what water is used will never be anything but a polluted toxic brew that 
will travel well beyond any manmade containment in the centuries ahead.

Individual

6743 2 The other side of that is what happens to that water after it's been used and full of 
toxic chemicals? Who will assess that?  Why it turns out, a company paid for by 
Mining Company.  Is that a conflict of interest? It is.

Individual

6744 3 First, on the grounds that water -- both usage of water and potential contamination 
was a serious and unquantified issue.  And we felt that it had the potential -- the 
mining had the potential of despoiling key aquifers.

Individual

6749 1 There is no amount of money that can pay me to sell that land to live on polluted, 
raped land and drink polluted water.

Individual

6749 3 I know the mine does bring a few good jobs, in general they pay well.  But what they 
leave behind is pollution, a dead land, and a raped landscape, and I do not want to 
see that happen to my home.

Individual

6749 5 I don't want to see my grandchildren die from drinking water that has arsenic in it.Individual

6752 6 Thorough modeling of the impact of ground water use should be required.  The 
studies should include the impact on potential use of all area water users, including 
the effects on water levels, energy costs, well equipment costs, well water quality, the 
effect on the sulphate plume,

Business

6759 4 My main concern is the negative impact that this operation would have on our local 
residents and tourist economy due to noise and water pollution and

Individual

6759 7 It is widely known that the processing of ore impacts aquatic resources.  Currently 
most of the mining in Pima County is performed using open pit mines which process 
the ore via a flotation process using water.  The rejected materials from this process 
are then discarded into tailings ponds where the water evaporates leavign a large pile 
of mineralized materials.

Individual

6759 12 Although efforts are made to contain tailings piles and other sources of runoff, 
leaching of exposed tailings surfaces or waste dumps and unintended leaks from 
other facilities are common occurrences at mine sites.  This could result in the 
release of potentially toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into ground and surface 
waters draining into local water supplies.

Individual
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6793 4 I'm a health professional, and I cringe when I think about the mercury, and the lead, 
and the arsinic and everything else that is going into the water.  I have seen where 
they put TCE in the soil and all the people that have cancer and are dying.  Families 
that live in certain areas in Tucson are dying.

Individual

6795 1 I would like to encourage the Forest Service, and I'm sure they are, consider the 
really big picture when we're talking about this.  We're really talking about a few 
jobs for a few years.  At what price?  History has proven the very long lasting effects, 
devastating effects from tailings, leaching, contaminations into our groundwater long 
after the mining is gone.

Individual

6799 2 All of us in our family have major concerns about the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project.  Concerns about water, which is the most important natural resource in 
Arizona, on wells, on watershed, on surface water, on groundwater, in volume and in 
contamination, impurity,

Individual

6801 5 We plan on digging in this pristine national forest setting. We plan on leaving 
debris -- we call it tailings now. We plan on leaving debris in piles for some other 
generation to clean up. We plan on blasting and digging day and night, causing noise 
pollution, light pollution, air pollution, water pollution, creating environmental chaos 
throughout the region that have unknown health consequences. 

And we think this is a good idea because? The price of copper went up. And 
somebody will make a lot of money.

Individual

6826 3 The only -- actually, the only thing that I really studied to try to, you know, inform 
myself a little bit, it was a -- was a study done on avian consumption and use of 
contaminated water sources, toxicological and susceptibility mostly to birds, 
wildflower. The study was done at the Institute of Environmental Health at Texas 
Tech University. 

And basically it went -- it was a very comprehensive study that they did with the 
mallard ducks and basically when you read the whole thing, it kills them. And it's a 
painful death. And it's not just the ducks.

Individual

6840 2 I'm a toxicologist. I have a doctorate in hydrology, but it doesn't take, I think, a 
rocket scientist to understand that water flows downhill and what's downhill? It's our 
aquifers. And so, as the tailings build up, as the chemicals that are used to leach the 
copper from the minerals accumulate, we have a large rain like last week, where's the 
water going to go? It's going to go down through the tailings and go do into aquifers 
to a city that is dependent upon groundwater.

Individual
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6866 1 The Phelps Dodge mine, Twin Buttes, has polluted my water, taken away two wells, 
encroached on Farmers Investment Company, and it violates the permitting law 
precisely in the following phrase: The mine pit should create a passive containment 
that is sufficient to capture the pollutants discharged and that is hydrologically 
isolated to the extent that it does not allow pollutant migration from the capture zone.

The Phelps Dodge mine is a thousand feet below the water table so naturally 
whenever it rains, it pollutes the waer.

Now, the Rosemont mine is planned also to be under the local water table, which 
means it will undergo the same phenomena. The question is, are we ever going to 
clean up these mines? There's a lot of jobs that could be gotten there. There's no 
hurry on this mine.

Individual

6867 4 The quantity with depletion and lowering of water table and all the existing wells 
that could be directly or indirectly affected should be cataloged. Contamination chain 
link from Barrel Canyon dumping to Davidson Canyon to Cienega Creek to Pantano 
to Rillito. Clearly the Tucson watershed is not a rural consideration, it's a 
metropolitan consideration as well.

Individual

6869 14 This state-of-the-art plan, they're planning not to line their tailing ponds. Now, the 
Phelps Dodge didn't line their tailing ponds either, but that was many years ago 
before they were state-of-the-art and, as a result, we have this pollution stream 
coming down to infect all our stuff. And will this mine start a new pollution stream 
coming down he east side of the Santa Ritas? If that's what's happening, then the 
water and the land will be absolutely devastated.

Individual

6873 13 Pollution, air pollution from operations, increased particulate matter into the air we 
breathe, as well as fossil fuel emissions all need to be fully analyzed. Noise 
pollution; light pollution, impacting astronomical observatories; potential for water 
pollution, both surface and groundwater pollution; recreation and aesthetics, impacts 
to quality recreational opportunities on our public lands, hiking, camping, hang 
gliding, hunting, et cetera; impacts to scenic view shed along the scenic highway; 
and the economic -- we've seen the boom and bust cycle here in Arizona many times 
before, and any economic benefit will inevitably be short-term, not long-term. The 
EIS should also analyze the loss of jobs upon the closure of the mine after 20 years 
or so.

Organization

6874 3 How are the tailing dams designed and contructed to prevent overflow of metals and 
chemicals because of severe storms that we have here and contaminate our 
groundwater?

Individual

6879 11 In the Green Valley area, a number of their water wells were shut down because of 
contamination from the mining operations located west of Green Valley.  A 
contaminating plume had formed and is heading toward the aquifer.  Wth another 
such mine now being proposed to the eash of Green Valley, it appears that there will 
be another assault of contaminated water on the aquifer that the area depends on for 
potable water.

Individual
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6879 12 It is known, in the mining industry, that there are real problem of acids and heavy 
metal contamination within the process of wast water.  With the annual monsoons 
occurring, monsoon run-off waters from the tailings will become contaminated and 
eventually find their way into our aquifer.  Since heavy metal contaminants (copper, 
arsenic, lead, zinc, etc) are harmful to living organisms in higher than trace amounts, 
what assurance can be provided that this will not occur?

Individual

6879 15 Another problem with this dust is that it possesses contaminates from the mining 
process and is, by the winds, strewn about the desert floor.  Then, when the rains 
come, these pollutants are carried, by the water, to the San Pedro and the Santa Cruz 
Rivers, where they eventually enter one of the aquifer systems.

Individual

6880 10 Mines use several toxic chemicals and expose heavy metals in their processes.  
Under the conditions of active mining and natural storm events over several decades 
it would defy sound science to assume these substances would not enter underground 
and surface waters in the region of the proposed Rosemont mine and move down-
gradient.

Government

6892 3 Experience with Tenorm in Arizona has been these minerals have contaminated the 
aquifer; and, have been potentially dangerous to man and wildlife.

Individual

6907 2 What would be the effect on the water in Davidson Canyon from Rosemont mine 
pumping wate for their proposed mine and also from their wastes blocking the flow 
of water here?

Individual

6918 5 Millions of tons of waste rock and tailings from the Rosemont Mine will fill Barrel 
Canyon, one of the main tributaries to Davidson Canyon; mercury, aresenic and 
other solvents will be the risk for unintended leaks and spills on surface and ground 
water and our aquifers will be at risk for contamination.  What will be done to 
protect our aquifers?

Individual

6920 2 With that being said, what is to prevent another pollution plume from polluting the 
surrounding ground water supply, as happened with Phelps Dodge and other mines 
north of Green Valley?

Individual

6921 1 Millions of tons of waste rock and tailings from the Rosemont Mine will fill Barrel 
Canyon, one of the main tributaries to Davidson Canyon, mercury, arsenic and other 
solvents will be the risk for unintended leaks and spills, on surface and ground water 
and our aquifers will be at risk for contamination.  What will be done to protect our 
aquifers?

Individual

6923 4 What is the possibility of toxic substances leaching into nearby groundwater 
aquifers?  What compensation funds will be set up to address any future health issues 
created by toxic substances in ground water?

Individual

6925 1 Two words: Butte, Montana.  Just take a look at what the copper mines have done to 
that town.  Ever heard of the Berkley Pit?  It's filled with water pumped from the 
mines.  A flock of Canadian geese landed there, and they all died.  Do we want this 
type of pollution in our neighborhood?

Individual
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6930 6 The area they want is near where our favorite mts canyon and hiking area where they 
are luring people with the offer of 500 mining jobs. Kids where I taught thought that 
was great, but they don't live near one mine where the trees don't grow as before and 
dust is abounded and arsenic and other chemicals from mining operation is in the 
soil and water. They had to get new drinking wells in our area because of the 
polution.

Individual

6933 6 Of course groundwater contamination will occur secondary to run-off and deeper, 
seep drainage from the mine tailings as has occurred from the mines in the Green 
Valley and Sahuarita areas.  This has caused millions of dollars to be spent in local 
mitigation efforts that has been in part paid for by the mines only after considerable 
time and pressure has been applied by state watchdog organizations.

Individual

6937 4 My objections are as follows:

2. Related to water usage is my concern that the huge amount of toxic chemicals 
projected for mine use and clean-up will eventually contaminate ground water in the 
Sahuarita-Green Valley area.

Individual

6940 2 My primary concern is that insufficient attention has been paid to controlling and 
limiting the movement of impacted waters off the mine site.  In particular, leachate 
from the dry-stack tailings is expected to move down and mingle with the existing 
groundwater system,  Monsoon rains will provide seasonal water inputs to the 
tailings impoundments.  Flood routing deals with a hypothetical 15-inch rainfall 
event.

Individual

6950 4 Arizonan's on the other had have gotten:

2) Contaminated ground and groundwater with who knows what chemicals including 
cancer causing agents;

Individual

6952 3 I am opposed to allowing Rosemont to mine in the Santa Rita Mountains for the 
following reasons:

2. Green Valley has already experienced pollution of its drinking water by sulfate 
plumes from existing mines in the area.  We do not need another mine contributing 
to this problem.

Individual

6954 3 I am opposed to allowing Rosemont to mine in the Santa Rita Mountains for the 
following reasons:

2. Green Valley has already experienced pollution of its drinking water by sulfate 
plumes from existing mines in the area.  We do not need another mine polluting 
potable water -- and it will.

Individual

6962 10 7.  They say that  they will not pollute the ground water.  Yea sure I am to believe 
that their mine will not pollute the ground or the water!

Individual

6964 3 What will the Rosemont mine hazards contain and how will dispersal through the air 
and water be contained and monitored?

Individual
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6968 3 Non of the reviewing agencies care one bit about the depletion and contamination of 
the aquifer, the environmental scenic as well as tourist impact, scenic route 83 
destruction and traffic disruption and the noise and air pollution generated by this 
proposed mine.

Individual

6972 2 Will you require the Rosemont Mine to line its ponds?

If not, why not?

In Green Valley, we are living with the dangers of the plumes of pollution in our 
drinking water from mines existing here which did not line their ponds. Some of our 
wells had to be closed due to this pollution.

Individual

6975 8 If the PROPOSED Rosemont mine does use the intercepted water for their mining 
operation it will Impact all our wells to the point of PUMPING ONLY DUST. It is 
speculated by some mining professionals that THE TOXIC PLUME HEADING 
FOR THE SANTA CRUZ AQUIFER  is derived from "THE NEW 
TECHNOLOGY" tried in the eighties on LEACHING OF OXIDE ORE ,GONE 
AWRY.

Individual

6979 3 This PROPOSAL is to requires the mining operation to relocate the Dry stacking 
from Drainages The Present Location will put and leakages on a head on collision 
course impacting aquifers. A short distance [ approx.five miles] down Stream on the 
Davidson which is classified as OUTSTANDING WATERS. No  matter where the 
STACKING  is located  it needs to lined with a rubber liner which additionally 
should have thick layer [five feet] of a impermeable clay {Benoite].This area  is 
subject to possible seismic activity.

Individual

6984 3 Why take the chance of exposing us to unknown, possible dangerous, substances 
leached into our underground water sources?

Individual

6990 2 While the proposed Rosemont mine may offer economic benefits, our Southern 
Arizona region has a long history of mining companies detroying the landscape, as 
well as polluting the environment sowing toxins into our water supplies, etc.

Individual

6992 4 3) It would put 4 sq. miles of mine waste at the headwaters of 3 streams.Individual

6997 4 Our family is strongly opposed to the Rosemont Mine for the following reasons:

3. Increased Water Pollution to all surrounding areas. Southern Arizona's residents' 
health (including young children) will be greatly affected by an increase in mining 
pollution.

Individual

6997 8 Our family is strongly opposed to the Rosemont Mine for the following reasons:

7. Contamination of soil and to the underground water table. Look at Leadville, 
Colorado.  The problems with mining have ruined the region's water supply, people's 
health, and significantly damaged their property values - it's horrible.

Individual
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7000 6 The history of mining, in spite of progress in techniques, shows that at the level of 
proposed operations at Rosemont, contamination of water tables with toxic 
chemicals such as mercury is inevitable.  These are well-founded assertations, as 
echoed by The Economist magazine of June 6th 2008: "Although new outfits are 
supposed to show that they can afford to clean up after themselves, various federal 
agencies have had to spend at  least  $2.6 billion cleaning up abandoned mine sites 
over the past 11 years…"  and: "Metal mining releases more toxic chemicals than 
any other industry in the US…"

Individual

7008 7 there WILL be contamination of the ground water which will affect the water quality 
of the wells of nearby residents and towns.

Individual

7023 5 2. YOU PLAN ON ALLOWING THEM TO. POLLUTE OUR WELL WATER 
AND STREAMS, CREATE AN ENVIRONMENTAL DISASTER THAT WOULD 
COST MILLIONS OF DOLLARS TO CLEAN UP..

Individual

7036 2 The toxins released will threaten contamination of the groundwater, and the water 
needed to operate this facility will deplete our already compromised water supply.

Individual

7038 3 I am concerned about Cienega creek since it is so unique and BLM went to great 
effort to save it.  What effect will the mine's pollution have on the surface water 
there?

Individual

7045 4 The Sierrita mine is contaminating our ground water with, not only  relatively benign 
sulfate and carbonate cations, but also accompanying anions whose presence is 
largely ignored by the press; e.g., arsenic, mercury, chromium, silver, copper, etc.

Individual

7047 3 Increase in water contamination from tailing's is guaranteed from chemical residue.  
Dangerous chemical contamination from broken hoses on hydraulic lines pours 
gallons of contaminate fluid onto the earth to leach into the water tables.

Individual

7048 7 What is the likelihood that the surface water and ground water in the area will be 
contaminated from the mine?

Individual

7048 11 How does Rosemont Copper propose to prevent toxic materials and heavy metals 
from leaching out of the waste dumps and into the groundwater?

Individual

7078 4 Both my wife and I are COMPLETELY AGAINST the Rosemont Copper Mine due 
to significant negative environmental impacts, mine truck traffic on highways, 
excessive water caonsumption and (potential) pollution.

Individual

7079 3 Will the water seep over the years, despite the layer of plastic that will be laid down 
to prevent leeching, into the ground and spoil the wells or the aquifers???

Individual

7083 4 what is the likelihood that the surface water and ground water in the area will be 
contaminated from the mine? How will it be mitigated?

Individual

7083 8 How does Rosemont Copper propose to prevent toxic materials and heavy metals 
from leaching out of the waste dumps and into the groundwater?

Individual
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7088 42 The Rosemont Mine Plan of Operations shows that the mine, during its 20-year life, 
will create approximately 4 square miles of mill waste dumps at the heawaters of 
these mountain streams.

As rain falls throughout the year onto the surfaces of these dumps, it will infiltrate 
the uncovered surfaces, then percolate downward, slowly becoming acidic as it does 
so and probably dissolving one or more different types of possibly toxic metals and 
other substances.  Because the bases of the dumps will not be lined with impervious 
materials (as the leach pads at the mine and municipal solid waste landfill are 
required to be), this now-contaminated water will find its way into the bedrock and 
bedrock fractures underlying the dumps and ultimately emerge in the springs and 
stream beds below the mine.

The nature and amount of this contamination cannot be predicted precisely, but its 
effect will be to degrade, possibly very seriously, the ecology and water quality of 
the streams.  In addition, major storm events could rupture surface-contaminent 
berms and other protective structures, possibly allowing large amounts of very fine-
grained mill waste from the leach pads or the waste dumps to enter the streams' 
drainage systems, thus causing additional contamination.  The readings in the mill 
area of Sierrita mine show other heavy metals that are toxic, including cadmium, 
selenium and arsenic.  All the public wells in Green Valley are in the process of 
installing arsenic treatment because of naturally occurring arsenic in the Santa Cruz 
aquifer.  These heavy metals are more or less inert and harmless in conglomerates 
buried under the ground.  However, in the same way as uranium, when the metals are 
ground to face powder consistency and added into water with other chemicals, they 
become liable to enter the environment through the soil, air or water.  How will these 
impacts be mitigated, and what are the cumulative effects of this?

Organization

7088 48 All liners eventually leak, so the pollution of the groundwater is inevitable.  What is 
the flow of groundwater in the area, and how long before the seepage/leakage ruins 
the adjacent water wells?

Organization

7091 3 Potential water contamination:  Mines around the world are notorious for 
contaminating surface and ground water, often irretrievably.  The environmental 
damage resulting from this would certainly cost more, just in dollar terms, than any 
money that Pima County, or a few of its residents, could receive from this enterprise.

Individual

7100 3 What are the possibilities and consequences of contamination of surface and 
groundwater?

Individual

7102 3 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others:
1) Use of groundwater,
2) Potential for groundwater contamination / containment dam / etc,

Individual

7110 6 Water pollution: How can Rosemont guarantee that the Cienega/ Davidson Canyon 
watershed will not be polluted, ever? How do they plan to contain the mountain 
stream runoff from torrential summer monsoon rains? Will this containment deny 
flow to streams and washes downstream impacting  wildlife and plants and wells 
downstream and thereby negatively impacting the Cienega Watershed, which flows 
to the Tucson Aquifer? Will toxic waste in these container basis be released by 
overflow during summer rains? The rain is totally unpredictable, and water will seek 
its own path. Control is doubtful, in my opinion.

Individual
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7115 2 (Remember that water always runs downhill, and sooner or later the toxins will leach 
into the water supplying the Tucson metropolitan area, not to mention the wells of 
many property owners who are much closer and will be impacted much sooner.

Individual

7115 4 The cost of road repairs and water aquifer decontamination must be calculated when 
deciding whether this agreement makes economic sense, as the law requires.

Individual

7117 16 As this mine contains some sulfide ore, there is a substantial concern about acid 
mine leaching from the wasterock and tailings, including from nearly 3,000 acres of 
wasterock, tailings, and acid leach fields. The Forest Service must examine these 
impacts, including the potentially significant impacts on the Davidson Canyon 
Watershed and Cienega Creek.

Organization

7125 1 WATER: There is a great potentiality that toxic heavy metals and other chemicals 
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.  
More health issues here also…for us all!

Individual

7125 37 The Davidson Canyon is widely recognized as a major contributor to the continued 
health of the water aquifer in the Tucson Basin. With the proposed mining 
operations sitting directly on top of water fault lines and leaching minerals, many 
have them toxic going into our water. Wells used by local home owners have a high 
probability of being impacted.

Individual

7129 9 Pollution of water drainig from the mine into Tucson's watershed and air pollution 
drifting to populated areas will have at least a small impact on health.

Individual

7141 1 The EPA announced that mining was the number one source of toxic water pollution 
in the US for the 9th year in a row.

How can the USFS consider allowing an open pit copper mine that could potentially 
threaten Davidson Canyon Wash, one of the largest drainages in the Cienega 
Corridor and to Cienega Creek, which is an Outstanding Water Way and an 
important contributor to greater Tucson's water supply?

Individual
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7142 1 Fact: Referencing and copied from the USFS Coronado National Forest Fact Sheet 
of March 2008 Flux Mine:
The site is one of several abandoned mine sites located in Alum Gulch/Flux Canyon 
Watershed. The last known operator of the mine was ASARCO and thay performed 
reclamation in the early 1990s due to mining activities that left waste rock containing 
elevated levels of arsenic, lead, copper, and zinc exposed on the surface, posing a 
potential threat to human health and the evironment. This site is stable but there are 
problems to reclamation. Precipitation from heavy storms has created significant rill 
erosion at four locations on the waste rock soil caps. This erosion has exposed the 
buried waste rock where surface runoff leaches arsenic, lead, copper and zinc from 
the waste rock material into the adjacent drainage, possibly contributing to 
degradation of downstream waters. The drainage at this site is an ephemeral reach 
that extends approximately 3 miles until it joins Alum Gulch. Alum Gulch continues 
approximately another mile to its confluence with perennial reaches of Sonoita 
Creek, which eventually discharges to Patagonia Lake. This site occupies 
approximately 10 acres on National Forest System Land.

The recommended removal action for the Flux Mine Site is Improved Drainage. As 
stated, this alternative is the most viable alternative that protects human health and 
the environment.

Fact: Draining of Pena Blanca Lake is considered: Referencing and copied from the 
Bulletin paper of April 30, 2008:  An engineering valuation cost anaysis (EECA) on 
how to clean up mercury, lead, and arsenic in the sediment of Pena Blanca Lake that 
is the result of mining. The 57-acre lake, a popular fishing spot for 50 years, was 
sampled for mercury in largemouth bass in1994 where levels averaged 1.44 ppm, 
nearly five times the EPA and ADEQ standard. A recommendation has been made to 
completely drain the lake, dredge and excavate sediment, euthanizing the fish and 
later restocking over a 6.5 month period. The cost is estimated at more than $11 
million.

Question:
How can the USFS consider placing an even greater potential threat to the 
environment by allowing an open pit copper mine that could potentially threaten 
Davidson Canyon Wash, one of the largest drainages in the Cienega Corridor and to 
Cienega Creek, which is an Outstanding Water Way and an important contributor to 
greater Tucson's water supply?

Individual

7146 3 Also, how will Augusta mitigate the toxic pollutants that will end up in the 
groundwater as a result of the extraction process?

Individual
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7150 15 ADEQ has issued a Mitigation Order on Consent (Mitigation Order) to Freeport-
McMoRan Sierrita Inc. (formerly Phelps Dodge Sierrita Inc.) to address sulfate 
contamination in groundwater in the vicinity of the Sierrita mine in Green Valley, 
Arizona. The Mitigation Order requires Freeport-McMoRan Sierrita Inc., among 
other things, to characterize the full extent of the sulfate contamination, conduct 
studies regarding the fate, transport, and containment of the sulfate contamination, 
and ultimately, ensure that drinking water in private and public water system wells 
impacted by sulfate meets the secondary Maximum Contaminant Level of 250 mg/L 
for sulfate. Freeport-McMoRan Sierrita Inc. presently is studying the feasibility of 
options to mitigate the sulfate contamination. Any groundwater withdrawal or 
recharge associated with the Rosemont mine project must not adversely impact 
current and planned activities related to the study and mitigation of the sulfate 
contamination and the provision of drinking water from private and public water 
system wells in compliance with the Mitigation Order. For questions regarding the 
Mitigation Order, please contact Cynthis Campbell at 602-771-2209 or by email at 
csc@azdeq.gov.

Government

7151 11 Water Quality
Most open pit mines have caused contamination of the surface and ground water in 
the vicinity. For example, the report by Kuipers and Maest studied how well the EIS 
process predicted water quality impacts. They determined that 100 percent of mines 
predicted compliance with water quality standards before operations began 
(assuming pre-operations water quality was in compliance). They also determined 
that after the mines were built, 76 percent of the mines studied in detail exceeded 
water quality standards due to mining activity, and that mitigation measures 
predicted to prevent water quality exceedances failed at 64 percent of the mines 
studied in detail (Predicting Water Quality Problems at Hardrock Mines -- an 
EARTHWORKS white paper, A Failure of Science, Oversight, and Good Practice, 
Alan Septoff, Earthworks, 12/8/2006). The entire report and the white paper can be 
found on our website at: 
http://www.earthworksaction.org/publications.cfm?pubID=213

Organization

7151 25 Other concerns that should be addressed include:

How would the design of the retention ponds at waste rock piles prevent any leakage 
or drainage into surface or groundwater in the area?
Would the waste rock facility be lined like the leach pads?
How would the groundwater and surface water be protected from the inevitable 
leaching of metals and other chemicals if this facility is not lined?

Organization

7151 47 What is the legal responsibility of the mining company if they contaminate or 
degrade neighboring private wells and water resources?

Organization

7153 5 (5) How does Rosemont Copper propose to prevent toxins from leaching out of the 
waste dumps and into groundwater?

Individual

7161 5 I own land and have built a home located 5 miles as the crow flies from the proposed 
tailingd dump area.. My well because it is not as deep as the mine's (already drilled) 
wells and will most likely will be pumped dry. The chemical run off from the 
leeching area will contaminate my land and the placement of the proposed mine will 
negatively reduce the value of my house and property.

Individual
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7162 10 As the table below indicates, given the pit dimensions outlined in the MPO, the 
Rosemont Mine has the potential for a toxic lake that is more than twice as deep as 
that of the Berkeley pit.

                                                              Berkeley Pit                       The Proposed 
Rosemont Mine
Pit depth                                                 1,245ft                                              1,800 to 
2,900 ft
Rim width (N/S Axis)                            3,589ft                                                       
6,500 ft
Rim width (E/W Axis)                           5,638 ft                                                      
6,000 ft
Elevation of Pit bottom (msl)              4,263 ft                                                      
3,150 ft
Depth of groundwater                          5,265 ft                                                      
5,100 ft avg
Depth of toxic lake created in pit.       1,002 ft                                                      
1,950 ft avg

Clearly, the potential for a superfund site in the Coronado National Forest that is this 
much larger than what was one of the nation's largest is an issue that the EIS must 
specifically address.

Individual

7163 10 If the mines are developed, they have the potential to destroy extensive areas of 
habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the endangered jaguar; degrade 
air quality; contaminate ground and surface water supplies; negatively impact scenic 
views; and eliminate current recreational use by a broad cross-section of local 
residents and visitors alike.

Organization

7163 32 Mines of the type and scale proposed have the potential to generate extensive 
pollution, in the forms of water pollution, light pollution, noise pollution and air 
pollution. Such pollution can have local, regional and even global implications.

Organization

7163 39 Water pollution

Questions to be answered in the EIS:
What are the potential risks of surface and groundwater pollution from mining 
operations?
What water contamination prevention measures are proposed, and are they sufficient 
to safeguard sources of water vital to the health of human and natural communities?

Organization

7166 8 HEALTH: The environmental hazards of open pit mining are well documented. How 
will the Augusta Corporation protect the public, wildlife and any threatened animal 
species, and surrounding natural ecosystem from potential water and air pollution?

Individual

7167 5 Pollution of water from sediment/spoil runoff and from spills of chemical leachates 
and construction runoff will affect surface and groundwaters, again to include areas 
well outside the mine's boundaries. The environmental economic impacts of all 
potential pollution on ecosystems, wildlife, and communities must be part of the 
final EIS.

Individual
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7171 5 Pollution of water from sediment/spoil runoff and from spills of chemical leachates 
and construction runoff will affect surface and groundwaters, again to include areas 
well outside the mine's boundaries. The environmental economic impacts of all 
potential pollution on ecosystems, wildlife, and communities must be part of the 
final EIS.

Individual

7175 15 The effects on bats of changes in water quantity and quality, light and noise, and 
heavy metals in the soil, water, and air caused by the proposed action should be 
investigated.

Individual

7178 4 3. THE POLLUTING AND OVERUSE OF OUR PRECIOUS GROUND WATER 
EVEN THOUGH ROSEMONT PROMISES THIS WILL NOT BE THE CASE.

Individual

7183 5 The amount of water needed for such a mine simply is not available in this desert 
region.  We are already in the grips of what scientists are calling a "100 year 
drought" and such a strain on an already fragile water table will force people who 
live in the area to dig much deeper wells.  Then the mine will pollute the water table.

Individual

7184 7 The oxide ore processing requires a lined leach pad for recovery of the sulfuric 
acid/copper solution that is leached from the ore body. This is stated in the MPO 
submitted by Rosemont. The waste rock from the oxide ore processing will be 
deposited in the waste rock/tailings area along with waste rock from the sulfide ore 
processing. This is where the problems of pollution of our ground water manifests.

Individual

7184 9 Waste rock is a significant source of pollution. Waste rock piles, like the ones 
planned for Rosemont, which are generally unlined, are very often a source of 
leachate. Tailings dams have a long history of leaking and spilling toxic materials 
into the surrounding watershed.

Individual

7184 13 There is no mention of, or plans for any type of liner for the tailings storage area. 
The tailings and waste rock area is described as "dry" which in fact ends up being a 
minimum of 15% water content at time of placement. The only attempt to stem 
groundwater pollution is with the "experimental layering of limestone within the 
tailings stack and the "minimizing" of moisture content at the time of processiing and 
placement. This is unacceptable.

Individual

7188 1 I live just north of the site of the proposed Rosemont Mine. My comment on the 
mine is that it would do irreparable environmental damage that would be alter the 
character of Southern Arizona by polluting the water, the land, and the air. Humans 
and wildlife would suffer illness and death.

Individual

7193 5 Issue #4. Leaching of minerals and toxins from the tailings of this mine by rain water 
will eventually contaminate the water sources surrounding the Santa Ritas and 
Tucson. Who will be responsible for decontamination of the water sources

Individual

7200 15 Impacts to Water Resources
The EIS must fully evaluate the direct and indirect impacts of this project on the 
water resources in the area. It is well-known that this type of project could result in 
the release of potentially toxic heavy metals and other chemicals into ground and 
surface waters draining into Tucson area water supplies

Organization
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7202 10 6. Regarding Davidson Canyon; what is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers to suspend the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its 
tributaries as a navigable river? Will the resulting ease of the discharge of waste 
increase the amount of groundwater contamination by Rosemont via Davidson 
Canyon? How will this decision impact the Davidson Canyon? How will 
contamination be controlled and who will be responsible for such control?

Individual

7202 21 12. What is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to 
suspend the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its tributaries as a navigable 
river? Will the resulting easing of discharge waste rules increase the amount of 
groundwater contamination by the Rosemont Mine via Davidson Canyon? How will 
this decision impact Davidson Canyon? How will the groundwater contamination be 
controlled and who will be responsible for such control? To whom will this person 
or entity be accountable?

Individual

7222 10 There is such a high risk of surface water and ground-water contamination that this 
alone should cause the Forest Service to deny this project altogether. It is incredible 
that such a project could be permitted in our region.

Individual

7222 12 Ground water will be pumped by this Canadian company from our Santa Cruz 
aquifer, depleting this aquifer and subjecting Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek 
to water contamination from toxic runoff and leaching of toxic materials into the 
aquifer.

Individual

7228 7 Another concern for me is the air and water pollution that would be a result of such 
an operation.

Individual

7234 3 Are we again going to be left with a view of an abandoned mine, compromised and 
polluted water,

Individual

7253 103 How would the company prevent these chemicals from getting into our ground water 
and surface water in the even of a spill?
What would the company do if the toxic chemicals get into the ground water or 
surface water?

Organization

7253 116 What is the legal responsibility of the mining company if they contaminate or 
degrade neighboring private wells and water resources?

Organization

7253 120 B. GROUNDWATER - PROTECTION, IMPACTS, MONITORING
Groundwater moves very slowly and it could take years or decades for pollutants 
from the mine to show up in the groundwater outside of the mine boundary. The 
company should be required to post a large enough bond to guarantee long term 
monitoring and ensure clean up of any contamination into the foreseeable future, 
perhaps for 100 years. Protection of our groundwater from potential contamination 
from the mine is the most serious concern,

Organization

7253 127 What would the company do if groundwater contamination that was the result of the 
mine is discovered years after mine closure?

Organization
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7258 2 I will be forced against my will to experience this mine every day with views from 
my home.  I won't need to go anywhere to be devastated by the destruction of our 
lands.  I will hear it, smell it, taste and breathe the dust and fumes cause by the mines 
activity. Not to mention, I worry about contamination of my well or if I am going to 
be told about it in a timely manner.  Will I be left to discover the contamination years 
after it was covered up by the mine supervisors.  Will I find out only  after the health 
damages are already done?  If my well shows new contamination I will be forced to 
prove that the mine caused the contamination and were the source of it in a court of 
law or I will be SOL won't I?  Can I afford to do this as well as find a new source for 
water?

Individual

7275 6 Due to downward percolating rainwater, this dump will ultimately produce leachate 
containing undesirable metallic contaminants. Unless the base of the dump is solidly 
lined with impervious material, the leachate will enter the local groundwater system 
causing contamination. The contamination will flow downgradient toward the 
northwest and eventually impact the Santa Cruz River aquifer at Sahuarita. 
Eventually, it will end up in Tucson't groundwater.

Individual

7310 1 How will Rosemont Mines prevent toxic contamination from flowing into to Tucson 
aquifer?

Individual

7312 19 What happens if the tailings dam fails? What will restrict contamination into the 
local aquaifer?

Individual

7322 1 The Twin Buttes mine, on the western side of the Santa Cruz Valley has been 
abandoned for more than a dozen years. The depth of the pit is roughly 1000 ft. 
below the static water level of the proximate valley, and thus, the pit lake is 
contiguous with the aquifer. With rain, the funnel effect of the surrounding 
excavation accumulates the pollutions and forces its spread into the aquifer, by virtue 
of the pit water level being momentarily above that of the static water level.
The manifested consequence is the contamination and elimination of drinking water 
wells, pertaining to Community Water Company. Phelps-dodge, the custodian of the 
mine, has placed interceptor wells to withdraw the contaminated water from the 
aquifer to thereafter be used in its Sierrita mining operation. It is naïve to believe that 
they can with this technique achieve complete cessation of the spreading of 
pollution. Nor is the question answered as to what will become of the remaining 
drinking water when the Sierrita mine no longer functions, for mine pits do not erode 
themselves back into the natural state without the passage of many thousands of 
years. 
The source point of pollution will only be completely removed by filling in the pit 
such that the evapotranspiration equals the total rainfall over the pit area of 
accumulation. And Phelps-dodge will only do that if it is ordered by the Court to 
perform closure in accordance with sustainable mining practice.
The relevance to the planned Rosemont mine is twofold.

Individual

7327 14 The depletion of our limited water supplies and potential for ground water pollution.Individual

7329 3 Imagine run-off leaching into the groundwater and poisoning the eco-system for 
more than a hundered years, ruining it for the coming generations!

Individual

7336 20 What will the very long term effects of the release of subterranean toxins into the 
surface environment, soil, water, and air be in the Santa Ritas?

Individual
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7340 2 The EPA reports that in 2005, metal or hard rock mining in Arizona released over 
39.4 million pounds of toxins. Pima County commissiones and submitted a Hydro 
Geological Study to the Coronado FS that raised the threat of surrounding 
groundwater and surface water depletion from pumping out an open pit copper mine, 
as well as potential leaching of pullutants into groundwater.

Individual

7340 11 Noise pollution, air pollution and water (surface and underground) pollution.Individual

7343 1 As described in a summary provided by Augusta Resource Corporation, major 
components of the company's proposed mining operation include an open pit mine, 
ore processing, waste rock storage, tailings storage, and ancillary facilities. An open 
pit will be created covering approximately 700 acres or 1.2 square miles.

The Rosemont cooper deposit contains both sulfide and oxide ore types, and the 
Augusta Resources Corporation mining plan includes a heap leaching process and 
solvent extraction electrowinning. Oxide ore would be trucked from the mine, placed 
on a lined leach pad, and irrigated with an acidic solution (approximately 0.5 
percent). The acid solution would then be collected and sent to a plant where copper 
in the solution would be plated onto high-purity copper sheets.

Not described in the Augusta Resouce Corporation's documents are points I wish to 
raise that are published and acknowleged as accurate b y the Arizona Geological 
Survey (Open-File Report 95-13, 1995). The most damaging and persistent 
environmental problem associated with mines is drainage from mines and mine 
tailings entering surface and groundwater. Water may become contaminated by acid 
and toxic metals which precipitate out when the pH increases, usually as aresults of 
dilution from other streams. The proposed Rosemont Mine will use an acidic 
solution on an irrigated, lined leach pad. Leakage will most likely occur.

The Augusta Resource Corporation plans to contain the open pit, the heap leach 
facility, and the plant site in "closed systems", with all direct rainfall and local run 
off contained on site. This proposal is simply not realistic. Again, leakage will most 
likely occur.

Individual

7343 5 Sulfide minerals are present in the Rosemont deposit, and will be responsible for the 
formation of the large portion of mine drainage pollution that are typically and 
commonly associated with ore and mineral bodies. 

Acid mine drainage is extremely difficult to mitigate. Treatment of contaminated 
water at the discharge site isa common control strategy, but the high expense of this 
method generally makes it cost prohibitive.

Mining operations expose vast quantites of previously undisturbed land and material 
in the process of exploration, extraction, processing, and transportation. In the U.S 
Clean Water Act, States have identified mining activities as being the second largest 
source of non-point pollution to surface waters.

As a recreational user of thisarea, and citizen of Southern Arizona, Ibelieve the 
proposed Rosemont Mine pollution and toxic contamination to surfaceand 
groundwater risks are unacceptable. I urge the National Forest Service to DENY 
approval for this mining plan.

Individual
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7348 5 2) Impacts on water, air; loss of water and pollution of water supplies, air pollutionIndividual

7348 9 A) Impacts on Las Cienegas and Davidson Canyon riparian habitats; even though the 
mining company is going to be taking water from the aquifer west of the mountains 
the tailings piles will effectively eliminate several important drainages the bring 
water from Santa Rita to  these priceless, endangered habitats. What water does seep 
from the tailings will be polluted with sulfates and heavy metals.

Individual

7348 14 E) The mine will be extracting water from the Santa Cruz aquifer in which the water 
level is already dropping significantly. Their pumping will only worcen the problem 
and, by creating a cone of depression on the northeastern edge of the aquifer they 
will hasten movement of the existing sulfate plume such  that wells across the valley 
will become polluted.

Individual

7349 3 Please reference the Berkleley Pit of Butte, Montanta. As a long-time Montanan, I 
would like to share the consequences of our open pit mine in Butte, Montana - one 
of the larg4est Superfund sites on the Earth. We are not proud of this unhealthy, 
poisonous source of drinking water nor the permanent scar it is on the local 
landscape.

Individual

7350 1 Groundwater and surface water are likely to be compromised by the leachate fro the 
tailing pile.

Individual

7371 3 Liabilities:
1. Draining potable water supply, which is more precious than copper, to thousands 
of residents. Contaminating water supply with toxins, that will be there forever, that 
wildlife and plants need to survive..

Individual

7381 4 The noise of the mine blasts, the dirt and chemicals in the dust, the polution of the 
water wells, the terribly unsafe condition of Scenic Highway, State Route 83 are all 
going to impact us in a very negative way. Along with the wide loads that have to 
come and go on SR83 from I-10, your ore trucks, your transportation of employess 
vans, your ore reps, our own cattle trucks, horse trailers and private vehicles will 
surely all lead to a tragic scene.

Individual

7419 2 If the groundwater is polluted,…you will be responsible.Individual

7427 3 Water – Huge amounts of water will be used and the water will likely be polluted 
and tainted in the process. Sufficient studies have not been done to show that there 
will not be a negative impact to all other water users in the area. If (when) negative 
impacts do occur, how will other water usera be compensated?

Individual

7434 3 How will Rosemont Copper Company protect our groundwater, Davidson Canyon 
and Cienega Creek from contaminated run-off? Will contamination never occur, 
even years after the mine closes? Contamination of the Tucson aquifer has happened 
before with smaller projects and the resulting cancer clusters have taken many lives. 
With an average rainfall of 22 inches/year in Rosemont Canyon, and snow and rain 
run-off from the Santa Rita peaks, where will the water go that falls on the mine 
tailins? Will it eventually overflow and start new cancer clusters in our community? 
How will Augusta Resources be held responsible for loss of human lives?

Individual
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7439 3 Right at the Base of the Santa Rita Mountains on the West Side is the location of the 
Santa Rita Fault Zone which traverses along the complete mountain range. 

Number 934   Santa Rita Fault Zone
USGS  Quarternary Fault and Fold Database for the United States

Please evaluate The Santa Rita Fault Zone.
 What effect will continual blasting with explosives during mining have on this fault?
When getting deeper in the mountain and getting closer to the fault cause an 
earthquake?
Will an Earthquake cause the AQUIFER to cave in?
Will an Earthquake pollute our Water?
What kind of damage will an Earthquake do to our property?
Who will pay for the damages?

Individual

7443 6 Blasting (daily) an open pit into the east side of the Santa Ritas is objectionable for 
aesthetic reasons alone. But aside from my bias (I love that drive down "Scenic" 
Highway 83), there are pressing environmental concerns. Although efforts are made 
to contain tailings piles and other sources of runoff, the risks of unintended leaks or 
spills, or surface and groundwater contamination -in our Tucson basin- is high.

Individual

7448 3 Can the Augusta mine management really prevent the toxic metals from the mining 
itself and the heap-leaching processing of the ore from contaminating our streams 
and water table? Mine managers are notorious for over-optimistic views of their 
safeguards. Will all the surrounding communities' water be safe? There are many old 
mines in the Western United States that have been polluting watersheds for the last 
hundred plus years.

Individual

7456 36 There is a great concern about spills from the mine polluting the ground water and 
surface water down-canyon from the mine. Although Rosemont Copper Company 
states that they will use state-of-the-art technologies to prevents spills and 
contamination, virtually all mines have had spills. The Forest should identify how 
you will insure that water is not polluted from the Rosemont Mine.

Government

7461 3 I am very concerned that the Rosemont mining project will destroy the Coronado 
national forest area. The mining activity will place the remaining resources of ground 
water at great risk of contamination since the mining industry has effectively never 
been able to operate without contaminating all that it touches. The water under the 
mine feeds the protected Cienega creek.

Individual

7466 5 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-How will the mine ensure there is no pollution of the water table?

Individual

7484 2 While there may be compelling "legal" precedents, in this particular case it should be 
decided upon PRACTICAL issues.

By practical I mean WATER.
1. It is IMPRACTICAL to divert the huge amount of water for a use that will result 
in certain contamination of ground water.

Individual

7499 3 The water supply to this area and all of Southern Arizona would be jeopardized by 
this project. There has never been a mine in the world that avoided ground water 
contamination!!!

Individual
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7504 86 The Rosemont Mine could be an even larger contributor to the groundwater deficit in 
the Santa Cruz River basin if one crucial part of its plan does not work, as follows:

To minimize the amount of water the mine needs, the Plan of Operations calls for the 
concentrator to be equipped with a "state-of-the-art" waste filtering and water 
recovery system, called "dry stacking".  Presumably, this will enable the mine to 
recover 89 percent of the water it uses.

But dry stacking is so new that it has never been tested in the U.S. at mines of this 
nature and size or in the variable climatic conditions existing in the Santa Rita 
Mountains.  And Augusta, the operator of the proposed Rosemont mining operation, 
has never actually conducted any mining operations and has no experience.  The 
potential effect of the inexperience of Augusta, and the additional probability of error 
and/or non compliance caused by or aggravated by inexperience, must be analyzed 
and mitigation must be proposed for all potential and cumulative impacts.

Some engineers doubt that it will work to the degree hoped for by Rosemont.  If it 
does not work, the mine may require considerably more water from its well field at 
Sahuarita.  The Mission and Sierrita mines, for example, together use approximately 
34,500 acre-feet annually.  This seems like an intolterable amount to impose on the 
well owners of Sahuarita and the already stressed groundwater system of the Santa 
Cruz River Valley.  Furthermore, drinking water is becoming too precious 
commodity in  Arizona to allow its use for additional and unnecessary mining 
purposes.

7508

7509 5 Those of us who live here and will be directly impacted by the environmental 
damage to our landscape, water, wildlife - and perhaps even our abiltiy to remain in 
our homes- have no voice in this matter.

Individual

7513 7 Obviously, toxic waste will work its way into our water supply and pollute this area 
for many years to come.

Individual

7514 2 The proposed mine will pollute the waters of Las Cienegas, Cienegas Creek and 
Davidson Canyon.

Individual

7514 3 The propped mine will pollute our ground water.Individual

7519 2 Even if Rosemont brings their own water, they won't be removing that same water, 
but they will run the risk of contaminating our current supply.

Individual

7520 2 There are many reasons that the mine is not the best use of these public lands but I 
will only address two. Water pollution and the cleanup of a toxic mess at the 
taxpayers expense.

Individual

7520 7 Our aquifer is the only water source we have in this area and you are gambling with 
our future. If the water is depleted, or contaminated, this area will be a ghost town 
and every one of us will have lost our life savings by virtue of being unable to live in 
the homes we have invested our money in.

Individual

7520 9 Water is life itself. Without it our land reverts back to sand blowing across the desert 
and the Rosemont mine severely threatens our only source of it by overuse and 
contamination.

Individual
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7522 6 Rosemont plans to pump groundwater from Sahuarita and pipe it over the Santa 
Ritas to the mine at Rosemont Ranch. This would therefore impact both the Santa 
Cruz aquifer and the Davidson/Cienega aquifer. The Davidson/Cienega aquifer 
would be subject to pollution from mine runoff and leaching.

Individual

7525 3 We strongly oppose allowing Augusta Resource Corp to mine the land at Rosemont.  
After 20 years they will walk away  from Southern Arizona with a tidy profit and 
Southern Arizona will be left with a monumental scar on the land, a lower water 
table, contaminated water, contaminated public land, and abused road infrastructure.

7552 2 The number one concern I have is water. Not whether the mine would have enough 
water for its operations, but rather the impact on the greater Tucson community. So 
far I have not seen anything from a truly independent source which would assure me 
that Tucson, Sahuarita and Green Valley would not see their source of water 
diminished and also be protected from contamination.Pima County is growing 
steadily and it is so far downstream from the Colorado River that the only other 
potential sources for its water supply are from the ground and the Santa Cruz 
watershed. The mine's use of this valuable and necessary resource would impact the 
residents, existing industry and the long term economic viability of the area. The 
mine is here for 20 years while the rest of the community is here for centuries. There 
is no justification to compromise the future for a single business that will only be 
around for a short time.

Individual

7558 2 Drinking Water
The plan seems to be to pump potable ater from wells for use by the mine. The water 
will be pumped both from the area of the mine and from wells in the Sahuarita 
highlands area. Water purchased from COA would be recharged in the Pima Mine 
area. Specific concerns
*What are the forecast of this water redistribution on the sulfur plumes from other 
mines threatening Sahuarita now?

Individual

7558 5 Surface water - pollution
Any mining operation with tailings and sulfur can be a threat for pollution. Has a 
detailed hydrologic survey of the mine area been done to address these issues?

Individual

7562 6 Our guide went on to state that the tailings area would not be lined nor would there 
be any physical barriers to prevent excess tailings water or pit waste pumping from 
leaching into the ground water table.

Individual

7568 2 The impact the mine will have on the water shed by creating dams and stopping 
water flow from various tributary's and potential POLLUTION/and FLOODING.

Individual

7569 1 My number one concern is for Tucson's water safety and the water safety for all who 
depend on well water that the Rosemont Mine will pollute. The EPA standards do 
not allow our rivers to be polluted, are our wells and water tables allow to be 
polluted?

Individual
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7571 21 One of the major concerns is protection of the water resources from leaks and spills 
from the mine, due to malfunctioning facilities or stormwater runoff. The mine 
facilities are currently designed for the 100-year 24-hours flood event, which is the 
current standard. However, given the very sensitive nature of the Cienega watershed, 
the mine should be designed to a higher level of protection. This would prove to the 
public that the mining company really is committed to protecting this basin. Other 
advanced countries use up to the 1,000 year flood event in their designs, and some 
use the 10,000 year flood. The floods of July 21, 2006 in Tucson were the result of 
five consecutive days of large storms that together represented somewhere near a 
1,000 year flood event. Global warming is changing our climate regime, and we must 
plan accordingly. The preferred alternative should require that the mine be designed 
to at least the 1,000 year flood event.

Individual

7571 23 Most open pit mines have caused contamination of the surface and ground water in 
the vicinity. For example, the report by Kuipers and Maest studied how well the EIS 
process predicted water quality impacts. They determined that 100 percent of mines 
predicted compliance with water quality standards before operations began 
(assuming pre-operations water quality was in compliance). They also determined 
that after the mines were built, 76 percent of the mines studied in detail exceeded 
water quality standards due to mining activity, and that mitigation measures 
predicted to prevent water quality exceedances failed at 64 percent of the mines 
studied in deatil (Predicting Water Quality Problems at Hardrock Mines -- an 
EARTHWORKS white paper, A Failure of Science, Oversight, and Good Practice, 
Alan Septoff, Earthworks 12/8/2006). The entire report and the white paper by 
Earthworks can be found online at 
http://www.earthworksaction.org/publications.cfm?publID=213

Given these results, it is especially critical that the Rosemont Mine not be allowed to 
proceed since the protection of our water resources clearly cannot be guaranteed.

Individual

7571 29 August Resource/Rosemont Copper plans to pump groundwater from Sahuarita and 
pipe it over the Santa Ritas to the mine at Rosemont Ranch. This project would 
therefore impact both the Santa Cruz aquifer and the Davidson/Cienega aquifer. The 
Santa Cruz aquifer would be depleted, and the Davidson/Cienega aquifer would be 
subject to pollution from mine runoff and leaching. Impacts to both of these basins 
should be included in the EIS, and all surface and ground water impacts from 
activities related to the mine must be analyzed, including the pipeline route from 
Sahuarita to the mine site.

Individual

7579 4 It is a great concern of the potentail of toxic heavy metals and other chemicals 
leaching into and running off into other water sources. I would like you to test my 
well so that we can keep track of any pollutants getting into our water source.

Individual
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7586 3 In the Augusta Mine Plan of Operations appear some bold assumptions and promises 
and I urge the Forest Service to scrutinize carefully. The most concerning involve a 
breezy-sounding assurance that state-of-the-art heap-leaching, handling of tailings 
including their re-vegeatation, and pit-lake management will prevent any 
contamination of air or water during mining or indefinitely into the future after the 
mine closes. Examination of the record of latter-day hard-rock mining projects 
proves confusing and inconclusive to the layperson. The mining industry calims that 
due to more stringent regulation and improved technology, the bad old days when 
today's abandoned mine site became tomorrow's superfun site are gone forever. 
Mining watchdog groups, on the other hand, counterclaim that mines commissioned 
and operated since stricter regulating and permitting processes became law in the late 
1970s continue to contaminate air, water, and soil, and don't leave behind unpolluted 
mine sites even with best-practice methods, and in spite of having been approve 
through the NEPA process. A case in point of these contradictory contentions is the 
Kuipers and Maest water-quality study of 25 recent mines pre and post-operation 
(http://www.swhydro.arizona.edu/archive/V6_N3/dept-ontheground.pdf) which 
provoked predictable reactions from the mining industry 
(http://www.nwma.org/pdf/07APRBulletin.pdf) see page 9) and regulators 
(http://www.petroleumnews.com/pntruncate/910395370.shtml).

Individual

7587 2 We are deeply concerned about water, air, and noise pollution caused by the mine's 
activities. If the Rosemont Copper Project become an actuality, we and our 
children,as neighbors, will directly bear the brunt of this pollution.

Individual

7589 3 throughout the memoranda, even where predictions of the mine's impacts are made, 
they are couched with modifiers such as: "probably," "possibly," "is believed to," and 
"it is expected." This is hardly reassuring given that what they are referring to is the 
chance that this could become a Superfund site that depletes and pollutes the aquifer 
and watershed on which the surrounding communities are dependent. We are also 
told that the pit lake could discharge into the aquifer, and if that happens, further 
modeing will be required. If there is a possibility that the pit lake will discharge into 
the aquifer, what protections are in place to protect the health and viability of the 
surrounding communities? What can be done to remediate this after that fact?

Individual

7592 22 For the purposes of surface water management "…the open pit, the heap leach 
facility and the plant site are considered closed systems, with all direct rainfall and 
local runoff contained on site." (pg. 46 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Considering the complexity of the terrain, the extremes of weather 
occurring in this area, the level of proposed mining activity and feasible unforseen 
circumstances, this assumption is a fiction. In fact, the dam containing the Process 
Water Temporary Storage pond has a spillway capable of passing the half probable 
maximum flood into a diversion that empties into Barrel Canyon drainage. The 
compliance point dam at the end of this drainage is the final point to monitor ground 
and surface water before release, however, "larger flows will overtop the dam and 
continue downstream" (Pg 49 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Contaminants carried by these larger flows will neither be contained nor 
monitored and will be released into the environment.

Individual

7597 5 STABILIZATION OF AQUIFER    WHAT STEPS WILL THEY TAKE TO 
PREVENT THE TOXIC WATER FROM LEAVING THE PIT AND POLLUTING 
DEEPER AQUIFERS, FURTHER MAPPING AND MODELING WILL BE 
NECESSARY. THROUGH OUT THE AREA ,INCLUDING THE EMPIRE MTNS.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 212 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

Contamination / Pollution

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

06

7599 5 Will my groundwater be monitored for any potential contamination from the mine?Individual

7614 3 First, I am concerned about the effect of that the mine will have on our water tables 
in the area. I worry about the water tables being contamintated by the mine. This has 
been addressed in the public meetings so enough said about that except, I will hold 
the Department of Agriculture, the Forest Service & the mining company responsible 
if the project is approved and I have water problems on any of my land because of it 
in the future.

Individual

7619 1 How will Rosemont Mine prevent toxic contaminants from flowing into the tucson 
aquifer?

Individual

7648 4 This is NOT a "not in my backyard" situation. To say this is to be little potential 
health impact from chemical contamination of water supply of Vail and Tucson.

Individual

7651 4 Water- the amount of water needed by this mine would be astronomical, it would 
effect the underground supply also and possibly pollute the water in the whole basin.

Individual

7654 13 SOME OF YOU IN TUCSON MAY NOT KNOW, BUT THERE IS A SULFATE 
PLUME FROM THE EXISTING PHELPS DODGE MINE THAT IS UNDER 
CLOSE MONITORING AND A CONSENT DECREE FROM THE AZ DEPT. OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY.  WE BELIEVE THAT PHELPS DODGE IS 
ACTING RESPONSIBLY TO CONTAIN THE PLUME.

HOWEVER, THE NEW AND ADDITIONAL PUMPING BY ROSEMONT 
COULD CAUSE THE PLUME TO MIGRATE INTO THE VALLEY'S DRINKING 
WATER SUPPLIES.

Business

7655 4 The excess rock that has no value to the mine is tossed into a pile called "tailings." In 
these tailings harmful minerals, such as asbestos, even radioactive minerals, such as 
uraninite, thorianite and autunite can be found. When rain falls on the tailings the 
water reacts with the waste material from this copper sulfide mineral, chalcopyrite, to 
produce sulfuric acid, which then runs into the streams, contaminating the water and 
harming the fish, wildlife and Humans. (This information is from the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency).

Individual

7655 8 How will you keep Mercury from getting into our Water?Individual

7790 6 We also worry that the aquifer will be polluted so that life will be destroyed 
downstream for hundreds of years.

Individual

7809 12 SOME OF YOU IN TUCSON MAY NOT KNOW, BUT THERE IS A SULFATE 
PLUME FROM THE EXISTING PHELPS DODGE MINE THAT IS UNDER 
CLOSE MONITORING AND A CONSENT DECREE FROM THE AZ DEPT. OF 
ENVIRONEMNTAL QUALITY. WE BELIEVE THAT PHELPS DODGE IS 
ACTING RESPONSIBLY TO CONTAIN THE PLUME.

HOWEVER, THE NEW AND ADDITIONAL PUMPING BY ROSEMONT 
COULD CAUSE THE PLUME TO MIGRATE INTO THE VALLEY'S DRINKING 
WATER SUPPLIES.

Business
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7813 7 Further, approval of the use of these resources for mining would contradict the 
Forest Service mission statement. The proposal to remove the copper ore, without 
paying royalties or fees, while consuming tremendous amounts of presious 
groundwater at no expense, consuming large qualities of electricity, polluting the air 
with dust, exhaust, and toxins, containing surface water, groundwater and the earth, 
and permanently destroying the scenic and recreational resources of the area, is not 
viable for approval

Individual

8612 1 I am very worried about the pollution from the Rosemont Mining Project. I'm 
worried about the water pollution, I'm worried about the sight pollution, in other 
words looking at the mine tailings.

Individual

8623 4 the mine will destroy the ecosystem, the distribution and contamination and pollution 
of water, air and earth.

Individual

8661 2 I'm calling about the article in the paper Sunday about the Rosemont Mine. I think 
it's a bad situation. It's going to pollute the water. They use millions of gallons of 
water, and I don't know where they're going to get it. Pollutes the air. And for them 
to have ruined that beautiful scenery in the Santa Rita Mountains, I think it's bad.

Individual

8678 2 Two, there would be a great deal of pollution of the ground water because the 
leaching ponds would be using sulphuric acids.

Individual

8703 2 We feel that, number one, the water issues in southern Arizona are simply too fragile 
to take a chance on having them polluted by a copper mine.

Individual

8704 2 We feel that, number one, the water issues in southern Arizona are simply too fragile 
to take a chance on having them polluted by a copper mine.

Individual

8711 4 This company is also in nearby national forest land, which will affect the water 
pollution level.

Individual

8724 1 I'm very concerned about this because of all the pollution it's going to cause. The 
water is already bad. Our air is bad. Our earth is bad. There's no reason -- there's just 
no reason. There's no reason to keep doing this. We need to start fixing the earth. We 
can't keep doing this.

Individual

8771 3 It will cause a rapid lowering of an already lowering water table, put toxins in 
already toxic water, damage eco-tourism, make a dump off now beautiful mountain 
area in a general cause a lower quality of life.

Individual

8790 5 You would not want some stranger from Canada coming into your back yard and 
digging up your plants, blasting your subsoil, pouring toxic chemicals into your well, 
dirtying your air with dust and diesel fumes. And those millions of Arizonans and 
Americans who use the national forest as their backyard for enjoying nature on 
weekends and days off don't want to have some company from canada come into 
their backyard in order to destroy it.

Individual

8798 2 Can the Augusta mine management really prevent the toxic metals from mining itself 
and the heat leaching processing of the ore form contamination our streams and 
water table?

Individual

8798 3 Mine managers are notorious for over optimistic views of their safeguards. Will all 
the surrounding communities waters be safe? There are many old mines in the 
western United States that have been polluting water sheds for the last 100 plus years.

Individual
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8813 2 This is bad for our community, we don't have the water.  We're off of a well right 
now, and this could impact our wells, water as well as pollution to the area.

Individual

8826 3 It will pollute the waterIndividual

8849 2 I'm concerned and would ask that the Forest Service study seriously, and I know that 
you are, the affect of the degradation, degradation of the water, not only the drop in 
the wells, the water levels in the wells of surrounding homeowners in the area, but 
also the impact downstream of pollutants from the mines, from this particular mine, 
as that kind of ground water pollution from open pit mines is well known and well 
documented.

Individual

8864 6 This is a beautiful, natural area which is utilized for tourism and wine growing and 
farming and , in our case, horses. And it will be destroyed if there's blasting, if there 
is pollution, and if the aquifer is drained or polluted.

Individual

8866 3 I'm concerned about heavy metal contamination of the aquifer.Individual

8874 3 I would like to go on record strongly objecting to the Rosemont Mine project.  The 
reasons are inadequate water, and water contamination, air pollution, destruction of 
habitat and other safety issues.

Individual

8875 4 It would significantly impact negatively the access for recreation and potentially 
significantly pollute the environment, including the water shed, the air quality, the 
truck traffic, et cetera.

Individual

8879 2 This is against the Rosemont Mine.  One, it will pollute the air; two, it will pollute 
the water.  It will contaminate the well waters in the area.

Individual

8880 7 It's going to pollute the air, pollute the other water.Individual

8882 1 I would just like to state that I am opposed to the mining in the Santa Rita mountains 
on the eastern slopes because we're concerned that it will affect the quality of our 
water by chemicals and things that will eventually seep into the water system, the 
aquifers.

Individual

8903 2 Regarding Davidson Canyon; what is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers to suspend the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its 
tributaries as a navigatable river? Will the resulting ease of the discharge of waste 
increase the amount of groundwater contamination by Rosemont via Davidson 
Canyon? How will this decision impact the Davidson Canyon? How will the 
contamination be controlled and who will be responsible for such a control?

Individual

8910 2 What is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to suspend 
the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its tributaries as a navigable river? Will 
the resulting easing of discharge waste rules increase the amount of groundwater 
contamination by the Rosemont Mine via Davidson Canyon? How will this decision 
impact Davidson Canyon? How will the groundwater contamination be controlled 
and who will be responsible for such control? To whom will this person or entity be 
accountable?

Individual

8986 2 Does every mtn. around here have to have a telescope, mine, ORV trails, or some 
other abomination scarring it?? The FS does not have to authorize yet another hole in 
the ground and a license to contaminate water.

Organization
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9051 3 The health hazards from a mining operation including water pollution are well 
known and should be recognized by the decsion-makers who should reject the 
proposed mining operation.

Organization

10204 2 Approve this operation and you will be polluting our drinking water. And your name 
will be attached to it

Organization

10358 2  I have lived in the Santa Rita foothills for ten years and do not want to have our 
water source contaminated because of other peoples greed. Let them ruin their own 
country, not ours!

Organization

10508 3 The proposed mine will take our riches and leave us with nothing but  polluted 
water. No! This is a terrible location for a mine.

Organization

10665 2 copper mining in this area and elsewhere has historically been associated with water 
pollution (both surface and sub-surface)

Organization

10874 5 Moreover, mine dischanrge into Davidson Canyon will potentially pollute every 
waterway that intersects the Tucson Basin.

Organization

11048 3 Living adjacent to the Colorado forest, wherein the tailings/overburden will be used 
for this proposed mine, we also have an extreme concern about water pollution. Will 
someone be monitoring our ground water, on a regular basis, for contamination and 
giving us a report of same on a regular basis?

Individual

11067 1 As detailed in the Response to Item 3, CNF letter to Rosemont, dated 10-19-07, the 
pit dewatering pump-out from surrounding wells, etc. is predicted to reach a 
maximum of 720, 000 gallons per day. When this pumping occurs, the air that is 
pulled into the evacuated pore spaces will oxidize the sulfide-rich host rock, 
generating reaction products on the exposed surfaces. For every acre-foot of water 
that is replaced with air, sufficient oxygen is introduced to generate concentrations of 
514 mg/ L of sulfate, initially as sulfuric acid (ref: Dr. G. C. Miller, UN-R, 2002). 
The low pH (acidic) water increases solubility of problematic metals such as 
cadmium, nickel, zinc, copper, etc. that can render poor, if not toxic, water quality as 
a result. Once mining ceases, it will be necessary to block the oxidation reactions on 
the pit walls and evacuated pore spaces. It is possible to accomplish this by 
completely filling the pit with water from both groundwater inflow, and additional 
pumping. When the reactive surfaces become covered with groundwater, the 
oxidation rates will be very slow because the oxygen transfer rate is lower through 
water. However, Arizona DEQ requires pit lake water to meet aquifer quality 
standards, essentially that of drinking water, so the water-fill approach will create a 
long-term (in perpetuity) pit lake toxicity management problem. The preferable 
alternative is to seal the pit by fully backfilling it with inert (non-reactive), or 
neutralizing (calcareous), waste rock. This will prevent catastrophic groundwater 
contamination and once again make the area available for recreation, hunting, 
camping, hiking and wildlife habitats after mining operations cease.

Individual
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11068 22 For the purposes of surface water management "…the open pit, the heap leach 
facility and the plant site are considered closed systems, with all direct rainfall and 
local runoff contained on site." (pg. 46 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Considering the complexity of the terrain, the extremes of weather 
occurring in this area, the level of proposed mining activity and feasible unforseen 
circumstances, this assumption is a fiction. In fact, the dam containing the Process 
Water Temporary Storage pond has a spillway capable of passing the half probable 
maximum flood into a diversion that empties into Barrel Canyon drainage. The 
compliance point dam at the end of this drainage is the final point to monitor ground 
and surface water before release, however, "larger flows will overtop the dam and 
continue downstream" (Pg 49 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Contaminants carried by these larger flows will neither be contained nor 
monitored and will be released into the environment.

Individual

11073 3 There is some truth to the reasons given for not opening the mine. First of all, the 
scenery will be changed forever. This is unavoidable, but the disturbed area will be 
contained and regulated with some of the most strict environmental laws around. 
There is going to be a forced relocation of of the animals that live in the area along 
with water that becomes polluted. However, the animals will be able to adapt as they 
have for millions of years (this time they will have human help to care for any that 
are sick and wounded before the mine opens so some will actually live longer) and 
the water contaminants must be below the guidelines set by our government.

Individual

11080 3 Living adjacent to the Colorado forest, wherein the tailings/overburden will be used 
for this proposed mine, we also have an extreme concern about water pollution. Will 
someone be monitoring our ground water, on a regular basis, for contamination and 
giving us a report of same on a regular basis?

Individual

11082 17 "Barrel Canyon Comprises 16% of the downstream Davidson Canyon Watershed. In 
order to limit the overall physical exposure of the project, mine facilities are planned 
to be contained within the Barrel Canyon drainage system. The waste Rock Storage 
System, dry stack tailings storage facility and heap leach facility are all located 
within the Barrel Canyon drainiage system, with associated access roads leading into 
Barrel Canyon". "The Davidson contributes 8% to 24% base flow of the 
Cienega…"   
My questions- being that this dry stack tailing is new and there will be a heap leach 
facility and access road, how can anyone say that there is 100% certainty that our 
water is not going to be polluted? That the compliance point dam is not going to 
break and hurt someone? That the blockage won't cause wells to run dry? That there 
won't be increased sedimentation in the Davidson and Cienega Creek from runoff 
from tailings and waste rock? Is the testing point self regulated? Who regulates?

Individual
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2 16 Is the Cumulative effect of all of the area mines water use being considered in the 
approval of these mines?

43 14 What will the cumulative impacts be of this mine and other proposed mining 
operations in the vicinity on water quality?
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43 15 What will the cumulative impacts be of this mine and other proposed mining 
operations in the vicinity on water quantity?

43 17 Additionally, how does the Forest Service intend to have Rosemont mitigate the 
impact of these reasonably foreseeable events and cumulative impacts on the many 
residential wells? (We need to get a count of how many residential wells there are in 
our area downstream) As these wells are not in a Santa Cruz aquifer, the actions by 
Rosemont to recharge in the Santa Cruz will not have an impact.

Individual

43 19 Economic Impacts: Cumulative economic property value loss if three mines are in 
the area. Who will re-drill the wells if they run dry?

Individual

183 4 What will the cumulative impacts be from this mine and the other proposed mining 
operations in the vicinity on water quality, water quantity

1542 4 and the current mining operations use too much alreadyIndividual

1560 2 We already have Pecan farm, 45% golf courses 5% and a copper mine 45% we get 
5% it does not sound like there is any left.

Individual

1610 3 In the West, water is a dominate natural resource and must be cosidered 
comprehensively for all decisions. When performing the NEPA Cumulative Effects 
analyses, it is critical that the impact on the whole water cycle be considered for the 
project. A natural gas pipeline or transmission line has very little direct impact on 
water resources; however, each may have significant indicted impacts. A 100 MW 
transmission line that will support another 50,000 families needs to consider the 
water resource impacts that the line will for these new families using this energy. At 
200 gallons per day per capita, over 250,000,000 gallons are required. 

Q-201. If the end users do not have that water available, where will it come from?
Q-202. How much water is required to generate that 100 MW, based on the logical 
generation anticipated for this community?

Individual

1681 1 I am deeply concerned with the potential cummulative Impacts that this mine (along 
with several current mines that already exist in the Cienega Creek area) will have on 
the water levels of such an imporatant and critical watershed/ riparian system.

Individual

1715 3 Living in a desert water is key to life here - Will there be water fer future generations?Individual

1731 13 We need to be assured that long-term and cumulative impacts to our area be studied. 
There are several more mines being proposed in our area, in Davidson Canyon, for 
instance, that will impact the water flow, higway traffic, and the environment. Will 
multiple mining enterprises near our homes compound the effects on our lives and 
well-being and those of future generations?

Organization

1834 2 There is way to much building and using out water supply now-Individual

1839 3 Will the Santa Cruz aquifer and water supply be adequate to serve current and future 
residents in 20 years?  Is Rosemont mine potentially a major impact on water supply 
or a major impact?

Individual

1848 3 Our resources are already stretched thin. Many remarks have been made stating that 
water will be recycled. This statement will not be the final outcome. If Rosemont has 
its way, we will all suffer in the end.

Individual
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1863 5 The area continues to grow, and inevitably we must determine if we have sufficient 
water for these people to meet the normal need for drinking water, as well as bathing 
and water for toilet usage.

Individual

1886 4 As demanded increases due to explosive population growth and the River declines, 
they will drain the vast resavoirs. Already Lake Mead and Lake Panell due down by 
50%. It won't take long to drain these resorvoirs. When this happens this will create 
a major water shortage to all water usses. Because Arizona only has conditional use 
at this water share the Federal Government will take away our share. When this 
happens we will probabilly have 20 million people in Arizona, and have wtten 
disaster.

Individual

2098 2 Water in this area is too precious to waste on mining projects because they have no 
way to replenish what they take, no matter what they say they can do! It seems that 
all the hydrologists agree on this point.

Individual

2106 5 There are many ranches/residences in the area of the proposed mine which depend of 
private wells for their water supply. Their wells are,in many cases,only one or two 
hundred feet deep. The Rosemont Corp. has already drilled wells well beyond this 
depth which can only have far reaching negative effects of these existing private 
wells.

Individual

2107 2 Water: As you know, and as has been demonstrated by numerous studies, mines 
pollute local water supploes. Not only is our drinking water at risk, but also the water 
which serves our wildlife and plant life. Please err on the side of caution as you 
evaluate the impacts of this Mine Project on our limited and precious water supply.

Individual

2122 4 Augusta Mining's short term economic boom can not possibly offset the disastrous 
long term impact on ground water resources that this proposed encroachment would 
have.

Individual

2125 4 The "benefits" of this proposal must be weighed against the long term cost of a 
depleted aquifer that will remain long after the copper is gone.

Individual

2164 2 We have too many problems with water in this area already.Individual

2197 9 Ever scarcer water resources will be lost.Individual

2203 8 Hydrologists model the water table, inputs to the water table, withdrawals from the 
water table, and proposed additions (CAP to Green Valley), and proposed 
withdrawals (Rosemont Mine for the projected 20-year mine life) to determine the 
'100-year water supply'. All these modeling efforts are 'scientific guestimates', since 
no one knows for sure what the long term impacts of the Rosemont Mine will be (on 
the water table and on other environmental factors).

Individual

2229 3 WHAT WILL BE THE CUMULATIVE EFFECTS ON THE WATER with TWO 
MINES operating SIMULTANIOUSLY along with the Pecan Grove, and all the 
Residents using water from the SAME AQUIFER? How many Gallons of water per 
minute will all the above be using?

Individual

2231 3 What effect on the groundwater table will digging a mile wide 2500 foot deep pit 
have on the groundwater on the East side of the Santa Ritas. Many residents have 
wells that are 3 to 4 hundred feet deep. Will they require deeper wells, or will city 
water have to be provided? Who will pay for this?

Individual
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2257 1 Arizona is going to have enough problems with water and this mine would 
potentially be disastrous to the AZ residents

Individual

2277 2 I have lived in and around Tucson since 1951, and in that timeframe I watched 
Southern Arizona go through some frightening water experiences. Things like water 
shortages, chemical contamination, and storm drainage problems. I moved to Vail in 
2005 because I felt that Tucson's water problems would only get worse. I am now 
faced with having to move once again because of the prospect of a couple of major 
mining companies coming to SE Tucson to devour the precious water supply that 
hundreds of thousands of Southern Arizona residents depend on for their very 
livelihood. Is it fair to have an outside company come into our community and rob us 
of millions of gallons of our fresh drinking water for profit without consideration of 
the lives of people who plan to live and retire here?

Individual

2284 6 Is the Cumulative effect of all of the area mines water use and contamination 
problems being considered in the approval of these mines?

Individual

2311 2 The expected population growth in Arizona is going to have a big impact on all 
resources, and they will demand more water.

Individual

2332 1 Knowing that Water runs South to North in Southern Arizona. I am concerned that 
TAKING GOOD WATER FROM SAHUARITA HEIGHTS, WILL NOT ONLY 
IMPACT SAHUARITA AND GREEN VALLEY,. BUT WILL TUCSON WATER 
BE AFFECTED IN ANY WAY DYE TO MINING IN THE SANTA RITA 
MOUNTAINS? PLEASE EVALUATE THIS CONCERN in YOUR 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT!?...

Individual

2383 3 The Rosemont Copper plans for water use will clearly have adverse impacts on the 
environment.

Individual

2389 3 Will this deplete MY water resources?Individual

2389 4 Will Rosemont finance damage, redrilling, or drilling a new well?Individual

2402 1 Rosemont's activities of transporting groundwater away from Sahuarita would 
interfere with the natural balance of the emvironments ability to maintain critical 
water levels for the overall development and welfare of the community.

Individual

2402 6 Rosemont should be made to pay for a hydrologic study for the environmental 
impact of transporting of groundwater away from Sahuarita heights And how this 
will affect the land subsidence, and How will this affect my personal well 55-602901 
(well reg. number From ADWR).

Individual

2404 2 A thorough modeling of the impact of groundwater use by the mine should be 
required. The study area should be broad enough to include the impact of such 
potential use on all area water users, including the effect on water levels, energy 
costs, well equipment costs, water quality, effect on the sulfate plume, and the effect 
of the proposed CAP recharge on water quality.

Business

2404 11 How much damage will that water use do to existing water rights holders?Business

2412 2 Full analysis of all direct + indirect effects of Rosemont project on surface + 
subsurface water resources and the rights of others there to.

Individual
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2419 2 Am very concerned about the groundwater situation- don't want my well 
compromised. Southwest Arizona already has water problems- this mine will just 
add to that.

Individual

2430 1 Surely the EIS will report FULLY on the impact of the water that will be allowed to 
be pumped from the Rosemont-owned wells. These wells are located in the upper 
Santa Cruz sub-basin of the Tucson Active Manage Area groundwater basin.

Individual

2430 2 These are many "grandfathered" users of water drawing from this same area:
1. the existing mines west of I-19
2. the ________
3. the residents of Green Valley
4. the residents of Sahuarita
5. the existing commercial properties in Green Valley and Sahuarita
Rosemont does NOT HAVE THE RIGHT to exchange the supply of water to the 
above users.

Individual

2450 4 While we recognize that the mining industry may be good for the economy of the 
state, it will do no good in more than the short term if there is not enough water to go 
around.

Individual

2462 12 When Rosemont mine is no longer a viable mine, who will be responsible for my 
water problems.

Individual

2467 4 I have been reading the articles in the Arizona Daily Star and feel very strongly that 
additional drain on or water resources cannot be tolerated in a time of drought.

Individual

2554 6 This danger to human, bird and animal health from radioactive chemicals, heavy 
metals, sulfuric acid, and other processing chemicals, such as cyanide and 
xanathates, must be thoroughly investigated and any and all impacts must be avoided 
The bottom line is that we already have three Superfund sites in Pima County that 
pollute the water with.

Organization

2572 2 The model suggests that draw down of the water table at Upper Cienega Creek in the 
Las Cienegas National Conservation Area would be small at first, taking thousands 
of years to fully expand into these areas. After 8000 years, the lowered water table 
created by open pit mining would extend through much of the Davidson Canyon 
area. Water levels near Cienega Creek would decrease less than a foot in several 
thousand years; the net effect would be to make this groundwater -dependent 
ecosystem slightly more susceptible to effects of drought and global warming.

Government

2589 26 I hereby request a 'No Action' decision by the Forest Service for this project due to 
the cumulative effects that this action would have on the Davidson Canyon/ Cienega 
Creek, and Watershed

Individual

2591 13 To what extent could cumulative, chain-link cumulative contamination/pollution of 
surface and ground water consideration have effect on the Tucson watershed and the 
Tucson larger metropolitan area? Could the possibility and likelihood of chain-link 
cumulative contamination/pollution of surface and ground water from toxins and 
chemicals be the single most important significant impact which could cause the 
most problems for the largest number of people, and animals?

Individual

2591 17 What would be the cumulative impact of the high volume of water required for all 
the proposed mines?

Individual
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2592 56 3.1.2.3 Monitoring Plan

This section implies that the approved MPO shall have conditions for environmental 
monitoring and discusses determination of ambient groundwater quality through 
monitoring the RP, HC, and PC wells.  Inasmuch as groundwater in Arizona is 
protected as drinking water, the USFS has a duty to ensure that activities it permits 
on land under its jurisdiction are not likely to contaminate groundwater.  USFS 
should evaluate mining activities on its other operations in Arizona and the 
southwest and ask whether, based on the environmental data gathered at those sites, 
it's more likely than not that groundwater and surface water will be impacted by this 
project.  USFS should be review ADEQ records for mining districts in Arizona and 
determine whether there is even one ADEQ-permitted operation that does not have 
groundwater impacts associated with its operations.  Regardless of the controls 
implemented, open pit mining is inherently susceptible to groundwater 
contamination due to the large areas of disturbance, the large volumes of material 
processed, and the large volumes of solutions used for processing.

Individual

2599 18 Exactly what will be the impact of mining activities---particularly of the dewatering 
of the pit that will have to occur if the mine is to operate successfully---on the 
amount of water currently available in the aquifers underlying and adjacent to the 
proposed mine? What will the effects of continued severe drought, global warming 
and climate change have on these adverse impacts?

Individual

2604 5 We do not need another sulfate plume like the one that is closing down wells in the 
Green Valley area.

Individual

2617 11 Our three sources of survival water are:
Our own well water (Well # 55-634449), Helmet Peak Deliveries, Hauling water 
from Del Lago's water tank on Rinconado and Andrada roads.

 How do you plan to guarantee that the well water from all three of these water 
sources will not be affected by this project either concurrently with operations or any 
time in the future after Augusta is long gone?

Individual

2624 1 We are all relying on the same water supply. In 1992, I was told that we have over 
100 years of water supply. After being told that the residential water consumption 
was less than 20% of the annual use, and the pecan orchards and copper mines 
consume the other 80%. With one more mine I think it would put us in deep doo-doo.

Individual

2637 3 Now the aspect of another mining project in the area will not only disturb the 
landscape but also the supply and quality of supply of water will be probably be the 
greatest for not allowing the project to continue.

Individual

2644 17 The project's reliance on C.A.P. water, since there seems to be no other reliable 
source of water available, would appear to be a major challenge to an operation such 
as the Rosemont Mine if the C.A.P. water were to become restriced/unavialable due 
to use farther North along it's path for the likes of expanding residential 
development, and farming due to increased production of food and energy crops.

Individual

2682 2 Water pollution of the aquifer for long term. The aquifer is already being 
contaminated on the west side of the valley by mining operations and diversion wells 
will not solve the problem but defer it to a later date.

Individual
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2688 6 The water in the nearaby unicorporated town of Green Valley has been seriously 
degraded by the mines that surround it.

Organization

2698 43 Do we want to jeopardize the gentle development in progress in the region with deep 
wells that cannibalize the shallower, lower capacity wells already supporting small 
communities, ranches, and tourist facilities?

Business

2708 3 Green Valley has suffered enough from local mines.Individual

2721 3  The mine will use less water than the proposed Mission Peak development and this 
is not the only proposed development in the area. CAP water will not solve their 
problems since the area doesn’t have sufficient allotments. Why are houses alright 
and the mine is not?

Individual

2726 43 Do we want to jeopardize the gentle development in progress in the region with deep 
wells that cannibalize the shallower, lower capacity wells already supporting small 
communities, ranches, and tourist facilities?

Business

2729 6 The water in the nearaby unicorporated town of Green Valley has been seriously 
degraded by the mines that surround it.

Organization

2736 27 Currently, there is a sulfate plume in the aquifer related to other unrelated mining 
mining operations.

Government

2736 33 If Rosemont directly used CAP water, where would the pipeline be located?  What if 
Rosemont used CAP water directly and pumped groundwater when CAP water is not 
available.  What would the cumulative effect be?

Government

2760 14 The EIS should describe the potential effects of all project discharges on surface 
water quality, such as thermal changes, increased suspended solids, toxicity, salinity, 
and pH, including cumulative impacts over time.

Government

2760 30 The EIS should identify all sources of water needed for the project, and describe the 
potential environmental impacts associated with using these sources. If dewatering 
will be necessary, the EIS should describe the dewatering system and the potential 
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts on groundwater and surface water, estimated 
rates of dewatering and water use by the proposed project, as well as all other water 
use in the vicinity.

Government

2760 37 Identify direct, indirect and cumulative impacts to surface water flow, water supply 
wells, wetlands, springs and seeps, and other grounwater-dependent resources as a 
result of groundwater pumping assoicated with the proposed project.

Government

6734 6 We already have three Superfund sites in Pima County -- that pollute the water, air, 
and soil, and we don't need another one.

Individual

6752 2 Thorough modeling of the impact of ground water use should be required.  The 
studies should include the impact on potential use of all area water users,

Business

6752 12 The effects of Rosemont's water use on the Phelps Dodge sulphate plume is of 
special concern.  If that plume is not contained it will pollute the entire upper Santa 
Cruz Valley water supply.  What a shame.  Shame on us for allowing it to happen.

Business
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6880 21 Finally, all of these and other legitimate concerns that have been raised about this 
mine proposal should be analyzed for their cumulative impacts on surrounding 
communities, wildlife, water quality, water quantity, and air pollution.

Government

6919 4 water quality, water quantity,Individual

6939 9 Please consider carefully all current and future demands and supplies of water when 
considering the impacts of the proposed mine.

Individual

7083 10 Please take into consideration the cumulative impacts from this mine and the other 
proposed mining operations in the vicinity on wildlife, water quality, water quantity, 
and air quality.

Individual

7088 22 This will cover several springs and streams, causing water diversion right through 
the ore processing area should there be flooding.  Drains will be engineered for this 
somehow but it is unclear if they were to be concrete lined of just earthen graded 
paths.  The impacts of all of this must be considered, especially for cumulative 
effects.

Organization

7088 31 The loss of water resources from the Colorado River coupled with the Rosemont 
mine's water demands could have other cumulative impacts on all of southern 
Arizona as the lack of available water would have impacts on economic development 
and population growth and demand.

Organization

7088 33 Further, the additional of a pipeline or canal for the delivery of this CAP would have 
imacts in terms of its route, and all of those impacts, individual and cumulative, must 
be examined.

Organization

7102 27 I hereby request a 'No Action' decision by the Forest Service for this Project due to 
the (1) Points made by the document made in the June 23, 2008 handout at the 
Augusta Shareholders meeting, it seems that they have no confidence in the project, 
(2) the incompatibility of this Project on FS land vs. the FS mission, (3) the 
cumulative effects that this action would have on the Davidson Canyon / Cienega 
Creek, and Watershed, (4) Safety Issues, (5) cumulative effects due to three other 
mines Proposals in the general area (Cal - Portland, Andrada, and Seel on BLM/ 
AZSLD), (6) Scoping flaws, and (7) the lack of a Public Hearing in the Vail / 
Corona areas.

Individual

7134 24 6. The proposed Community Water Company pipeline is "a connected action" for the 
Rosemont mining operations; the impacts of the CWC pipeline must be fully 
analyzed from the standpoint of "cumulative impacts" of the Rosemont mining 
operations.

Business
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7150 18 Surface Water Protection
Surface water quality standards are based on the state-adopted beneficial uses of the 
surface water. These are defined and classified in the Arizona Administrative Code 
(A.A.C.) Title 18, Chapter 11, Article 1. Most of the surface waters directly impacted 
by the proposed project are ephemeral waters that carry aquatic & wildlife ephemeral 
water and partial body contact designed uses and associated standards. However, 
discharges to surface waters flowing north and east may result in impacts to both 
Cienega Creek and to 
Davidson Canyon Creek. Cienega Creek is protected under the Clean Water Act and 
Arizona law as an outstanding resource water. Additionally, Davidson Canyon Creek 
is expected to receive an outstanding resource water designation under the Clean 
Water Act and Arizona law by this Fall. As outstanding resource waters, these 
surface waters are protected from any degradation of existing water quality. Both 
Cienega and Davidson Canyon Creeks are perennial surface waters and carry the 
following designated uses and associated standard found in AAC Title 18, Chapter 
11, Article 1:

Cienega Creek                            aquatic & wildlife, warm water; full body contact; 
fish
                                                       consumption; agricultural livestock watering

Davidson Canyon Creek           aquatic & wildlife, warm water; full body contact; fish
                                                       consumption; agricultural livestock watering

In order to facilitate our review of the EIS, it should identify potential impacts 
caused directly, indirectly and cumulatively to Arizona surface waters and what steps 
will be taken by the project proponent and the Forest Service to ensure the applicable 
and appropriate water quality standards will be met and maintained if the project 
goes forward.

Government

7163 71 In addition to the economic and social concerns discussed above, these proposals 
raise significant environmental concerns. If the mines are developed, they would 
destroy extensive areas of habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the 
endangered jaguar; degrade air quality; produce significant amounts of greenhouse 
gas emissions; drawdown aquifers, contaminate ground and surface water supplies; 
negatively impact scenic views; increase traffic on scenic and commuter highways; 
and eliminate current recreational use by a broad-cross section of local residents and 
visitors alike.

Organization

7163 81 We suggest the environmental impacts of the proposed Rosemont Mine should not 
be analyzed in isolation. As noted above, numerous proposed hardrock mining 
proposals are on the table on the Colorado National Forest, all of which collectively 
impact wildlife habitat on a landscape to regional scale and potentially connected 
groundwater resources. Given the Forest Service's inclination to authorize numerous 
mining CEs within the span of only 1-2 years, this constitutes linked actions that 
have cumulative and synergistic environmental effects. As such, these consequences 
must be considered in an EIS.

Organization
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7169 1 I think that the US Forest Service needs to look at Augusta's future proposed mines. 
That is, beyond the Rosemont mine. If they obtain permitting for Rosemont, there is 
no doubt that they will begin the process on the additional 3 mines. How would 
those mines affect the water issue? This would place a huge burden on the water 
supply and could create a disaster for Arizona. The Rosemont mine, in itself, will 
probably do the same.

Individual

7293 4 First, we will address the Sierrita Mine (Phelps Dodge).  From 1987 to 2006, this 
mine has pumped over 505, 000 AF of groundwater from the old Canoa Ranch area.  
That equates to 23 million gallons per day.  As we all know, there has been no means 
of recharge in the area except what small amount flows down the Santa Cruz River 
and rainfall.  You just cannot pump that much groundwater, and not replenish it, 
without there being serious subsidence.  Well guess what, that has started to happen.  
In the Canoa Verde and Canoa Azul are of Canoa Ranch, there are approximately 
eight homes, plus one swimming pool, that has faced serious foundation problems.  
It is only a matter of time before that whole area sinks maybe 4 to 9 feet.  Further, 
that area has many golf courses, and they pump 600,000 gallons per day / per golf 
course.

Individual

7498 4 Even should the imported water supply prove sufficient and the 5000 af/yr figure be 
adequate during the years of mine operation, will there not be a long-term negative 
effect on the local and downstream watershed after mine closure? Won't the 
compliance dam and the pit lake featured in the MPO intercept the natural 
groundwater flow? Won't the area occupied by the perimeter berm and the tailings 
prevent infiltration of storm runoff and snowmelt into the watershed? What effect 
will this have on the local springs and on Cienega/Davidson Canyon? Are there not 
significant potential hydrological effects far beyond the Rosemont property itself, 
even far beyond the portion of Forest Service land included in the mine site? Add to 
this the synergistic and cumulative effects of other existing or proposed water-
depleting and industries on both sides of the Santa Ritas: two open pit limestone 
quarries proposed in Davidson Canyon, and the Mission and Sierrita mines in the 
Santa Cruz valley.

Individual

7499 8 Water is the most important element we have and due to the population growth it is 
already rapidly dwindling

Individual

7504 30 The Rosemont mining operation proposes for the rock to be dispersed, or built up on 
Forest Service land, in some places 600 ft high, in and oblong circle 3.5 miles long 
and 1 mile wide.  This will cover several springs and streams, causing water 
diversion right through the ore processing area should there be flooding.  Drains will 
be engineered for this somehow but it is unclear if they were to be concrete lined of 
just earthen graded paths.  The impacts of all of this must be considered, especially 
for cumulative effects.

7508

7504 58 The loss of water resources from the Colorado River coupled with the Rosemont 
mine's water demands could have other cumulative impacts on all of southern 
Arizona as the lack of available water would have impacts on economic development 
and population growth and demand.

7508
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7504 79 The Rosemont Mine Plan of operations shows that the mine, during its 20-year life, 
will create approximately 4 square miles of mine and mill waste dumps at the 
headwaters of these mountain streams.

As rain falls throughout the year onto the surfaces of these dumps, it will infiltrate 
the uncovered surfaces, then percolate downward, slowly becoming acidic as it does 
so and probably dissolving one or more different types of possibly toxic metals and 
other substances.  Because the bases of the dumps will not be lined with impervious 
materials (as the leach pads at the mine and municipal solid waste landfills are 
required to be), this now-contaminated water will find its way into the bedrock and 
bedrock fractures underlying the dumps and ultimately emerge in the springs and 
stream beds below the mine.

The nature and amount of this contamination cannot be predicted precisely, but its 
effect will be to degrade, possibly very seriously, the ecology and water quality of 
the streams.  In addition, major storm events could rupture surface-containment 
berms and other protective structures, possibly allowing large amounts of very fine-
grained mill waste from the leach pads or the waste dumps to enter the streams' 
drainage systems, thus causing additional contamination.  The readings in the mill 
area of Sierrita mine show other heavy metals that are toxic, including cadmium, 
selenium and arsenic.  All the public wells in Green Valley are in the process of 
installing arsenic treatment because of naturally occuring arsenic in the Santa Cruz 
aquifer.  These heavy metals are more or less inert and harmless in conglomerates 
buried under the ground.  However, in the same way as uranium, when the metals are 
ground to face powder consistency and added into water with other chemicals, they 
become liable to enter the environment through the soil, aire or water.  How will 
these impacts be mitigated, and what are the cumulative effects of this?

7508
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7504 101 Toxic chemicals are used in the Flotation Process to separate the copper and out of 
the milled powder.  Link to a complete explanation of processing copper:  
http://electrochem.cwru.edu/ed/encycl/art-m02-metals.htm

This Flotation Process is the major extraction method where there is poor quality of 
the ore.  Xanthate chemicals produce bubbles that the copper adheres to and the "bad 
stuff" falls to the bottom. These chemicals used for flotation are hydrocarbons with 
complex configurations, but some are as simple as kerosene.  It is claimed that the 
volatile organics used in the Flotation Process do not go into the slurry that goes into 
the tailings impoundment because they are filtered out before the slurry goes to the 
impoundment.  This is not a sound analysis.

1) Filtration is not a treament technology for volatile organics.  Treatment is pushing 
air through the solution, which releases the volatile chemicals into the air, the 
equivalent of landfilling the waste chemicals in the air.

2) Some are amine compounds that break down into nitrates, so the presence of 
nitrates in the groundwater is an indicator of travel of these compounds, which can 
be very mobile in an oxygen solution (H2O).  

Some of the Chemicals Used in Flotatino Process and in the Thickening Process that 
takes the water out of the used slurry:

Alky Aryl Oxime
Petroleum Distillate
Sulfosuccinate surfactant
Alkyl Xanthate salt
Nalco 7873 - no chemical formula given
Alcohol/hydrocarbon blend

Pits become toxic lakes that are harmful to wild life and not consistent with a 
recreational area:  The operation plans to remediate the tailings and waste rock as it 
goes along, which means there will be no back-filling of the pit because there will be 
nothing to fill it with. When the operations cease, the pit will no longer be 
dewatered.  Therefore, the pit will fill with water from the ground and storms.  A 
natural lake has mud and clay lining, whereas the pit will be exposed minerals which 
will create a significant potential for acid water in the pits once the mining has 
stopped.  What will be the long term and cumulative impacts?  How will this be 
prevented and mitigated?

7508

7593 3 I have lived in Tucson for 48 years and have heard many claims that "we have a new 
method which minimizes enviromental impacts" only to have them fail. Augusta 
offers no alternative to its "dry-stack tailings" method and what they will do should it 
fail. 
They refer to CAP, but Arizona gave up its water rights in order to get CAP so it is 
the first in line to be cut off in time of shortage. Newspapers in CA, NV, and UT 
have run stories on well-regarded projections that due to climate change the 
Colorado River reservoirs will likely continue to empty, thereby making CAP an 
even less reliable water source. 
In this likely scenario, groundwater would have to be used and the valley is already 
seeing more and more subdivisions which are demanding more and more water.

Individual
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7598 22 we are concerned about water quality in these aquifers. Although chemical 
processing is proposed to be done in lined leach areas, there is always potential for 
escape of chemicals and metal from these areas and associated waste ponds. 
Furthermore, waste rock will always contain some amount of residual chemical and 
metal oxides subject to runoff down Davidson Canyon and subsequent migration 
into the groundwater. This asssessment should be analyzed for long term impacts, 
not 25, 50 or 100 years, but 200 years or more.

Individual

7598 24 Please provide the statistical estimate of effects for a minimum of 25 years on our 
well. The Arizona Department of Water Resources well registration number of our 
well is 55-210725 located on our property. Provide the groundrules and assumptions 
for these calculations and the estimates of error on these inputs and the effect on the 
statistical results. As a minimum, please include the effects of weather (recharge), 
CAP availability (and potential non-availability), growth projections for the 
surrounding communities which will create additional water demand, permeability of 
all relevant geology between the water recharge sources and the extraction or 
drainage locations, uncertainties in this geology and permeability, effects of seismic 
disturbances due to blasting on this permeability and all relevant data on the aquifer 
depth and flow rate data. Please provide an uncertainty assessment in the analysis.

Individual

7598 25 Please estimate the effect on quality of water in the aquifers as a function of time. 
Please estimate for long term (>200 years) effects. Analysis variables should include 
as a minimum all natural and un-natural contaminants being processed and placed at 
or near the surface, the probabilities of weather and rain rates, reliability of leach 
field containment, variability of the tailings soil capping depth and permeability, 
wind and rain erosion of the soil capping, Davidson Canyon geology and substrate 
permeability between the surface and the local water table, and migration of these 
local watershed contaminants to the surrounding aquifers. Consideration should also 
be given the effect of dust contaminants and eventual migration from the operations 
site (item 5 below). Please provide an uncertainty analysis on these predicted effects.

Individual

7655 11 Liberty Star Uranium & Metals Corporation has in Sonora Mexico a project known 
as El Papago Project which is located 45 miles directly South of the Proposed 
Rosemont Copper Mine. 
Will they be using water from the same Santa Cruz Aquifer? 
Please evaluate the Cumulative Effects of all Mines that will be using Water from the 
Santa Cruz Aquifer including all mines in Mexico.

Individual

7810 7 Is the Cumulative effect of all of the area mines water use and contamination 
problems being considered in the approval of these mines?

Organization
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7812 10 Potential cumulative effects of the proposed project include, but are not limited to 
the following:

Reduction and/or contamination of groundwater resources;

Reduction and/or contamination of surface water resources;

Incremental loss of seasonal and ephemeral streams, seeps, and wetlands (note that 
the MPO text states that several springs occur on the property (p. 7) but the map of 
water features appears to be limited to one spring);

Decrease in and adverse effects on agricultural operations due to overstressed water 
supplies;

Individual

7812 22 The cumulative impacts on water resources could extend through the entire 
downstream portion of the Cienega Creek watershed, to the Pantano Wash in Tucson 
and hence to the Santa Cruz River. Cumulative groundwater impacts are likely to 
occur at Green Valley, 
Sahuarita, Corona de Tucson, and to the east of the proposed mine site. At a 
minimum, the cumulative impact boundary should encompass all these areas, and 
extend well into the City of Tucson, a "crow-flies' distance of 30 miles.

Individual

8725 2 I just want to say that I'm against the open mining here in sahuarita because you guys 
have ruined Tucson as it is. And when is this going to stop. This just is getting 
bigger and bigger and the water, environment -- and the animals have no place to go. 
So I'm against open mining for copper in Sahuarita. That is ridiculous. So I am 
against it.

Individual

8775 6 . . .the quality of our life has suffered because of the mines that are already in this 
area, with leakage into the water systems that they have undertaken to correct, but 
they still occur occasionally.  And then we have dust that has blown over the area 
from time to time even through they're supposed to be controlling such problems.

Individual

8806 8 I have great concerns about the change in the water table with the gross usage of 
water in the mines, destroying things like Kartchner Caverns, the Cienega Creek, the 
entire natural balance of the Santa Rita Mountains and all of southeastern Arizona 
because it will have a cascading effect.

Individual
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2 12 In Augusta's water plan dated 5/2007 they claim that in 2007 they would recharge 
15,000 acre feet in the Santa Cruz Basin. What is the status of this claim?

22 3 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?

23 2 This mine poses a potential environmental diaster to the ground water in this area of 
the Sahuarita Heights area, and the whole Scenic Santa Rita Range.

32 3 I want to hear people talk to us about water rights.Individual
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50 1 Are there going to be any monitoring wells maintained continually even after the 
mine closes?

Individual

55 1 How does this mine's use of water if into Pima County's Regional Optimazation 
Master Plan

Individual

160 1 COMMENT 1: ADVERSE IMPACTS OF THE MINE ON THE REGION’S 
FRAGILE WATERSHEDS AND INCREASINGLY STRESSED 
GROUNDWATER RESOURCES ARE CERTAIN, ARE UNDERESTIMATED BY 
AUGUSTA, AND MUST BE FURTHER AND INDEPENDENTLY STUDIED TO 
BE SUFFICIENTLY UNDERSTOOD AND AVOIDED OR FULLY MITIGATED.
Independent hydrological studies estimate that the Mine will intercept substantial 
surface water that flows to the Davidson Canyon Wash.

160 3 There are substantial remaining uncertainties pertaining to water runoff, recharge, 
evapotranspiration, and storage properties in the region east of the Santa Rita 
Mountains.

160 8 COMMENT 1A: THE EXTENT THAT THE MINE’S WASTE ROCK, TAILINGS, 
AND ACID LEACH FIELDS DEPOSITED BEHIND CONTAINMENT 
BUTTRESSES IN BARREL AND OTHER NEARBY CANYONS WILL 
DISRUPT SURFACE WATER CHANNELS FLOWING INTO THE DAVIDSON 
CANYON WASH REMAINS UNDETERMINED. 
Discussion: The Coronado National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan 
states the following:
“Much of the water used in Southern Arizona and New Mexico originates on the 
mountain Watersheds of the Coronado. Competition for available water is rapidly 
increasing, and concern is growing about quantity, and quality. The issue can be 
stated as follows:
Management of forest resources to protect or enhance watershed condition from both 
a hydrologic function and soil productivity standpoint.”
An independent hydrological study commissioned by Pima County (see Attachment 
A which is incorporated herein by reference) estimates that the Mine will intercept 
approximately 650 acre-feet per year of water flow to the Davidson Canyon Wash 
which in turn flows to the Cienega Creek- and important contributor to greater 
Tucson’s water supply. The amount that will be intercepted is approximately the 
same as the current flow that reaches the lower Cienega Creek from Davidson 
Canyon. The nearly 3,000 acres of waste rock, tailings, and acid leach fields will 
forever alter the Davidson Canyon Watershed and Cienega Creek.
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160 9 Mitigation:
Explicit Performance Standards must be established and continuously monitored by 
an independent entity at the ongoing expense of Augusta to ensure that the existing 
water quantity and quality is met during and following reclamation and closure. Such 
monitoring shall continue indefinitely until an independent entity can scientifically 
confirm that no long-term adverse effects exist.
The proposed “Central Drain” does not address the adverse impacts of “upstream” 
surface runoff containing toxic materials entering the Davidson Canyon Watershed, 
Cienega Creek, and Pantano Creek. Mitigation of such adverse impacts must be 
provided and conclusively demonstrated via stringent performance standards and on-
going monitoring (see above). A National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) permit will be required under the federal Clean Water Act (CWA). This 
will apply to liquid waste applied to land or released into waters of the nation, and to 
runoff from the site. In fact a permit would be required to re-inject the waste water 
into the groundwater basin.

160 13 Mitigation: As a condition of Forest Service approval of Augusta's MPO, Augusta 
and any successors in ownership of the Mine must be required to enter into a well 
protection agreement with the owner(s) of each existing well that could be adversely 
affected by the Mine. Moreover, as a condition of Forest Service approval of 
Augusta's MPO, Augusta and any successors in ownership of the Mine must be 
required to qgree in writing to pay all expenses necessary to restore fresh water 
service to all affected homes and businesses in the even the Mine pollutes the 
groundwater in the region east of the Santa Rita Mountains.

160 16 According to the MPO, Augusta does not plan to develop high-volume production 
water wells east of the Santa Rita Mountains. If such production wells were to be 
developed, however, they would have an adverse impact on existing residential and 
other wells nearby. Protection of Arizona's diminishing high quality water resources 
must be given priority over protection of hard rock mining interests in Arizona. 
Mitigation: Augusta's proposed mitigation through groundwater recharge is flawed 
due to the unreliability of water sources for such recharge. Chronic drought 
conditions in the arid Southwest in combination, with the projected population 
growth of the Phoenix/Tucson region severely reduce the long-term unreliability of 
CAP water. This situation is exacerbated by the legal limitations of CAP's Junior 
Water Rights.  As a condition of Forest Service approval of Augusta's MPO, 
Augusta and any successors in ownership of the Mine must be required to agree in 
writing that it will voluntarily replace the ground water that the Mine uses or reduce 
the amount of ground water that the Mine uses to amounts that can be replaced by 
Augusta.        As a condition of Forest Service approval of Augusta's MPO, Augusta 
and any successors in ownership of the Mine must be required to enter into a well 
protection agreement with owner(s) of each existing welss that could be adversely 
affected by the Mine's production wells wherever they may be.      As a condition of 
Forest Service approval of Augusta's MPO, Augusta and any successors in 
ownership of the Mine must agree in writing that should CAP allocations be 
reduced, the Mine's reduction in CAP water will not be replaced at the expense of 
the citizens of greater Tucson, Green Valley, Sahuarita, or rural Pima County east of 
the Santa Rita Mountains, even if that will require slowing or stopping activity at the 
Mine.
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160 35 Despite being constructed to standards acceptable in the mining industry, such 
containment buttresses and surface water management facilities can and do fail due 
to unanticipated events. And, when toxic chemical releases do occur, the most 
persistent and expensive to remedy are those impacting soil and water. The Mine's 
containment and water management facilities must be engineered to a higher 
standard.      Mitigation:    In the event of failure to comply with all applicable water 
quality standards, Augusta must be compelled to cease operations and pay all 
expenses for remediation.       Require that mitigation measures be subjected to 
greater scientific rigor; that predictions of impacts be based in part on performance in 
past predictions and experience at other mines;         Require that mitigation 
measures be designed by persons with the requisite technical expertise and 
experience, and that all proposed mitigation measures be subjected to independent 
review and determination of the risk of failure and the likelihood of success.      All 
mitigation measures should be subjected to a "worst-plausible case scenario" so that 
the adverse effects of plausible worst-case scenarios are explicitly studied and 
considered. For example, when the very safety of the domestic water supply for the 
City of Tucson could be at risk, it is not unreasonable to require the determination of 
the probably adverse impacts of a 200-year flood event on the proposed project.

160 92 In preparing a Mine Plan of Operation, it is in the mine owner's best self-interest to 
understate the risk the mine poses to the region's water resources

160 96 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause water pollution.

182 7 Will a surface and ground water study be completed describing impacts of the 
Rosemont Mine on the East side of the Santa Ritas?

183 1 What guarantees can the FS and mining company give us that our water resources 
won't be degraded from this project?

183 7 How can you justify the use of 2 billion gallons of water a year being used by a mine 
from a desert aquifer?

184 3 What guarantees do we have, if My wells go dry or is polluted as an indirect impact 
of the mine?

184 8 Where will the water come from if they agree to supply me.

1505 5 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.

Individual

1529 4 Also, where does Augusta plan to get  water?Individual

1538 5 A mine should not be allowed to destroy thousands of acres of  pure water drainage 
belonging to the public (Coronado Nat. forest, State trust land, BLM land) unless the 
public surrounding the area is in agreement.

Individual

1547 2 will my water costs be reduced?Individual

1551 1 my main concern is water.Individual
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1551 3 The proposed mine is located on the other side of the mountains. Why not take 
wawter from the ??? Valley?

Individual

1552 3 very concerned with the water protection of Cienega Creek and Davidson Canyon.Individual

1557 1 Water! More prcious than gold etc. Please consider future generations.Individual

1558 2 and its water resources. As a homeowner in Green Valley I want to protect its unique 
environment from further degradation.

Individual

1558 3 I am particularly concerned about the water resourcesIndividual

1564 2 water is critical for both also. The mine seems destined to destroy both!Individual

1576 1 Water is much far valuable + essential to life.Individual

1580 5 Will the mine pay for the water it uses?Individual

1581 3 Isn't drinking water for the people who live here more of a concern than more 
copper?  Until someone does a study to prove we have sustainable water for the 
current mine, the pecan groves, and the pEople living here now, I think its fool hardy 
to approve another huge draw on our acquifer PROVE THE WATER EXISTS 
FIRST!

Individual

1585 1 The negative impact on water resources are reasons enough to prevent 
implementation and the invasion of a pristine natural environment.

Individual

1596 3 the using of 5000-8000 acre feet of water is undoubtable a potential for disaster too.Individual

1606 2 Apparently it is ok to give the mine all the clean water it wants and get dirty water in 
return.

Individual

1616 5 I live within 1 mile of the proposed mine. As such the following will severely affect 
me:
Water resources: we rely on well water from an aquifer that the pit will intersect.

Individual

1627 4 Where will water source come from?Individual

1631 6 Water are also high concerns.Individual

1632 4 I am also concerned about potential degradation of the town water supply.Government

1641 3 As a nearby resident, I do not want the water pollution.Individual

1658 15 In the discussion of groundwater, there is a comment about a "flow and solute 
model" that will delineate DIA for the mine and demonstrate environmental 
compliance at selected POCs.  How?  Beyond the meaningless alphabet soup of 
acronyms, I never trust a computer model without a ground truth component.  
Computer models can generate artifacts and go unstable if the computer codes do not 
consider the effects of certain ranges and sensitivities of certain critical parameters in 
the model.  There is no ground truth component, and by the time one realizes that 
non-compliance has occurred, it may be too late.

Individual

1665 2 Please think about these things. We have a right to have water and that it remain 
good and safe.

Individual
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1665 8 If the mine goes through what will happen to our water.Individual

1672 2 We need all the water we have in the area of the Rosemont mine.Individual

1677 1 Will Augusta Resources guarantee in writing any reduction in available water will be 
absorbed by them?

Individual

1677 2 Will Augusta Resources pay for well improvements in the area in the event wells run 
dry?

Individual

1700 1 My concerns are centered around Drinking water, Life safety and my love of our 
Desert we, 
(Citizens of Tucson area) are told not to waste water because our water tables are 
critically low

Individual

1702 2 I am concerned about air quality, water use and quality, environmental degradation 
loss of our pristine wilderness, and our future quality of life.

Individual

1709 8 In general I do not see any commitment to maintain the view, water, and water 
quality, air quality, might sky darkness and the quiet of my property.

Individual

1723 1 The waste from the mine should not be allowed to affect the habitat and groundwater.Individual

1723 3 Draw water only from area of recharge.Individual

1729 3 Open Pit Mining = Destructioin of mountains and all vegetation and total desregard 
of our national Water Source.

Individual

1739 1 Rosemont will come in, put our water at risk + leave us with all the cleanup.Individual

1832 3 What is the risk of wells that support mine having a negative impact on the aquifer 
thus impacting wildlife in the Coronado National Forsest?

Individual

1836 3 We are land owners, pay our taxes, and this will take away our water.Individual

1839 2 What % of current water supply is used by residents, FICO orchards, existing mines 
in west Santa Cruz Valley, golf courses.

Individual

1840 4 How will this affect our rates?Individual

1841 2 However this is a mammoth proposal which will tap water resources in a state that is 
already pumping water from another state.

Individual

1854 2 Our main concern is the WATER issue; water is becoming the number one concern 
in this area of Arizona.

Individual

1875 1 A mine of that size would be terribly destructive to not only the ground that would 
be removed but the whole eco system of the mountains and the valleys below it. Just 
the impact on the water along would be huge. The grand canyon that the water would 
flow into from above would not allow the water to enter streams below the impacted 
area.

Individual
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1875 2 The grand canyon that the water would flow into from above would not allow the 
water to enter streams below the impacted area. This would be detrimental to habitats 
downstream of this area. And as the mine got deeper the ground water would quite 
possibly drop deep into the ground robbing the land around it of water and causing 
die out or back of habitat.

Individual

1875 3 Then there is the questions of the ground water pumping and how that would effect 
the aquifer in that area and Green Valley.

Individual

1879 2 The projected open pit mine will have negative, in some cases disastrous impacts in 
critical areas of the Coronado National Forest, upon water.

Individual

1885 5 The impact on the Canyon watershed would be impacted negatively.Individual

1886 2 There is no way they should ask us in southern Arizona to accommodate a water 
intensive development like this when they took away our water rights to our share of 
Colorado River Water.

Individual

1890 3 The existance of the mine will do almost nothing to protect the water and air. The 
construction of the proposed pipeline will do nothing to prevent or very little to defer 
the looming water problem in this area.

Individual

1891 4 It is a tremendous concern to me that a mine is being proposed in the Rosemont area. 
There are multiple reasons form my concern including environmental impact, health 
concerns, wear on roads, inevitable water impact, among others.

Individual

1892 2 Impacts to Water Resources: The project as proposed will impact water resources 
and riparian areas both within and outside the project area.

Organization

1892 8 Firstly, Augusta's own studies show that the proposed mine pit would be so deep that 
it would capture mountain-front recharge from a significant portion of the eastern 
Santa Rita Mountains. Mountain-front recharge of groundwater is the main source 
for persistent surface water in valley-bottom streams across this region, including 
Cienega Creek. Studies have not yet been able to predict how far south this pit would 
draw water from; at the least it would impact the recharge that serves Davidson 
Canyon and Pima County's Cienega Creek Natural Preserve. By changing water 
movement along the mountain-from and creating a cone of depression in foothills 
alluvium, it may well also draw water away from creeks and springs of the Las 
Cienegas National Conservation Area farther to the south.

Organization

1892 15 Augusta claims that by not pumping water from the Cienega basin it will not impact 
waters in this area of nationally-recognized natural resources. This claim simply does 
not hold water, for all of the reasons outlined above. This mine cannot be operated 
without significant impact to these important water and riparian resources and the 
imperiled species that depend in thme. This project should be denied based on these 
impacts alone.

Organization

1893 1 The Rosemont Mine will impact residents of the northern San Cruz river valley.Individual

1893 2 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 
continuously pump 6,000 acre-feet of groundwater (our drinking water) each year for 
the next 20 years. They will transport this water 15 miles up to and over the crest of 
the beautiful Santa Rita Mountains to it's mine for processing copper ore.

Individual
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1893 6 National Environmental Policy Act Section 101 paragraph B pertains to Rosemont'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.

Individual

1893 10 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. I hope 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 communities. 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.

Individual

1894 2 How will residents who depend on their own wells be recompensed when/ if their 
wells run dry?

Individual

1901 3 I am particularly concerned about the impact of mining on water.Individual

1908 3 The activities of previous (and existing) mines have demonstrated a "devil may care" 
attitude as to waste water.

Individual

1917 6 I am concerned about the following environmental & health issues:  Wastewater 
quality & disposal

Individual

1927 4 There is a lack of an existing local/regional authority to plan, coordinate, monitor, 
regulate the water supply; maybe developing slowly.

Individual

1929 4 Water is vitalIndividual

1950 3 This mining process will waste large amounts of water and should be prohibitedIndividual

1951 2 water,Individual

1951 5 If water is piped over from Green Valley, there's another large area that will be 
destroyed or damaged,

Individual

1956 4 and its water for our future generations.Individual

1957 14 and the Colorado River water flows, to stabilize, if indeed they do, so that all can be 
more assured of this mine's future.

Individual

1960 10 If you want proof of our groundwater overdraft in this basin, contact the Department 
of Water Resources, Pima County Flood Control and the Pima County Board of 
Supervisors.

Individual

1967 3 water,Individual

1969 7 Some of the issues that need to be considered:
The impact on existing water resources

Individual

1977 8 air,  water,etc.Individual

2062 2 Where is the H20 coming from. You won't be happy until the local wells dry up.Individual

2065 3 Water rights must be considered. Our natural habitat need protecting consider future 
generations.

Individual
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2095 5 National Environmental Policy Act Section 101 paragraph B pertains to Rosemont'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 to the community and Rosemont's transportation of 
our groundwater could dramatically affect future growth in our communities.

Individual

2095 8 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 hydrological study for the environmental 
impact of the transporting of groundwater away from Sahuarita Heights and how 
their activities could affect the land subsidence.

Individual

2095 12 Water is the most precious resource Arizona has and should not be wasted for the 
profits of others, especially foreign companies.

Individual

2095 14 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. I hope 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 communities. 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.

Individual

2095 22 Rosemont should be made to pay for a hydrologic study for the environmental 
impact of transporting of groundwater away from Sahuarita heights and how this will 
affect the land subsidence.

Individual

2109 2 The water question has been a concern for all in Green Valley because of declining 
availability. My technical question is the purity of water necessary to carry out 
effective flotation from concentration of the sulfide ore on a continuing basis. Since 
this process depends on surface activity, and is sensitive to trace elements, it would 
help answer the question of how much "new" water is necessary from the aquifer, 
and how much could be recycled.

Individual

2115 2 It will destroy the water table and the unique eco-system that the Santa Rita 
Mountains encompass.

Individual

2118 4 The great water use should stop this travesty in OUR National Forest.Individual

2121 3 Water is a huge issue. Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek are incredibly important 
riparian areas for the Tucson water supply. I know of no way this resource can be 
protected in perprtuity.

Individual

2121 7 The Tucson Basin is already face with severe air pollution problems. Rosemont 
would add another significant pollution load to Tucson's air. Any efforts to mitigate 
that would require heavy applications of water which impact the Tucson AMA and 
Cienega and Davidson Creeks. An unsolvable "catch22".  You must resolve the air 
quality issue before approving the Rosemont mine.

Individual
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2123 3 Beyond the esthetics the risks to water supply is huge.Individual

2126 10 If you want proof of our groundwater overdraft in this basin, contact the Department 
of Water Resources, Pima County Flood Control and the Pima County Board of 
Supervisors.

Individual

2131 5 Under no circumstances should a large water consumer such as Rosemont Mine be 
approved while Our Green Valley Aquifer is in a state of crisis.

Individual

2144 9 I oppose the Rosemont Mine because the Rosemont Copper Project would affect the 
water tables in the entire area.

Individual

2153 5 A mine such as the one planned for Rosemont by Augusta Resources will have a 
detrimental effect upon local watersheds.

Individual

2175 5 Please don't let this mining ruin the ground water of the Tucson Valley. Haven't we 
given enough land to big business?

Individual

2188 3 The water of the area belong to all of us as citizens, not to a foreign company.Individual

2190 2 I live 12 miles from the proposed site and am concerned about several problems with 
water with the mine.

Individual

2195 7 What about water? In case you hadn't heard we live in a desert and do not have an 
infinite supply of water. I guess with the right amount of money you can buy 
whatever outcome you desire from a water resource study.

Individual

2197 4 Once again we are being asked to sell our birthright of precious water for the mess of 
potage being offered by Augusta.

Individual

2198 3 My wife and I (Neal) live approx.2.5 miles from the proposed Rosemont Mine site. 
We live on Hilton Ranch Road, adjacent to the Davidson Canyon drainage, 
downstream from the proposed mine site. We have owned approx. 29 acres since 
1979 and have a domestic well located on said property. We have built our DREAM 
home several years ago, after living in a single wide trailer for over 30 years. The 
approval of proposed mine will jeopardize the water we drink.

Individual

2202 3 Please SAVE OUR WATER!!!Individual

2203 2 The watershed from which the Rosemont Mine intends to draw its water is the basin 
that drains into the Santa Cruz aquifer. The other big draws on this aquifer are FICO, 
Sierrita Mine, and golf courses. Residential draws are small in comparison to the 
aforementioned draws. Add the Rosemont Mine, and Rosemont will become one of 
the four leading aquifer draws, with residential draws being last.

Individual

2203 3  As a new resident of Arizona (March 2007), having moved here from Wisconsin, I 
can say that there are other potential negative effects of the aquifer drawdowns. 
Believe it or not, Wisconsin has declining underground water tables in the Town of 
Algoma adjacent to the City of Oshkosh, and the aquifer has subsequently become 
contaminated by the chemical arsenic (Please refer to web link 
http://www.wnrmag.com/stories/2000/dec00/arsenic.htm) which is being leached out 
of the substrate rok in that aquifer, making drinking water in the town unsuitable for 
drinking per federal drinking water stanards.

Individual
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2211 6 Is there that much extra water that we have it available and will sell it to just anybody 
with money?

Individual

2216 5 The 2000 foor depth and 1000 acre size of the main pit concerned me also. Will they 
be close to ground water?

Individual

2223 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-568492.Individual

2225 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-560423.Individual

2230 2 The Cienega Creek is designated an Outstanding Waters of the State of Arizona also.Individual

2235 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-460423.Individual

2235 5 Will there be ahydrological study done by impartial specialists to determine 
irreparable damage that would occur should the mine go in?

Individual

2239 3 I have examined the maps and talked to both the mine civil engineer and the 
Rosemont water experts and from those discussions at the Vail and Sahuarita 
Rosemont Mine Scoping meerings, it appears that neither adequate water diversions 
or water channels are to be provided by the Rosemont Mine plan.

Individual

2239 6 I asked the engineering personnel if channels for water would be provided to protect 
the mine operation and was told they would be provided. I asked if they would be 
lined with concrete or some impermeable material and was told they wouldn't be. 
This further confused me as it is well known in AZ that flash flooding scours banks, 
destroying bridges and roads, and is a hazard to people and buildings.

Individual

2241 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-519879Individual

2248 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-519879.Individual

2250 1 I am very concerned about the proposed mining projects impact on my well.Individual

2250 3 My water is pumped from well number 55-211822.Individual

2251 1 I am very concerned about the proposed mining projects impact on my well.Individual

2251 3 My water is pumped from well number 55-211822.Individual

2260 3 The Rosemont mine will be bad for water.Individual

2264 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-211142.Individual

2266 6 Don't let our precious Santa Rita Mountains and desert be destroyed: Save our 
ground water.

Individual

2267 1 I have spoken to homeowners, ranchers, farmers, and small business owners, all of 
whom are concerned about the Cumulative Effects negatively impacting the source 
of water supply to not only said homeowners, ranchers, farmers, and small business 
owners but also to the wildlife that so graciously also inhabit the lands in question.

Individual

2268 2 The water should not be destroyed just because a FORIEGN country wants to mine 
copper.

Individual
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2272 4  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 
wildlife habitat and future drinking water sources for residential  use.

Individual

2276 5 Most importantly, we do not want to have the water tainted by this mine.Individual

2277 6 Speaking on behalf of my family, I am totally against any kind of mining in 
Southeast arizona in which our water supply is affected. It would be putting a burden 
on the good citizens of this community.

Individual

2284 7 In Augusta's water plan dated 5/2007 they claim tht in 2007 they would recharge 
15,000 acre feet in the Santa Cruz Basin. What is the status of this claim

Individual

2286 2 Pima County and other entities have been buying up land in the area to preserve the 
San Pedro Cienega Creek environment, not just so we have a pretty area ser aside for 
future generations, but to help protect a valuable water source. The mine is very 
close to this fragile area.

Individual

2291 17 In the past three years, our community has fought for the protection of biologically 
sensitive Davidson Canyon, under threat from mining interests that would deplete 
water and replace our canyon with a 700x400x200 foot pit. Protecting Davidson 
Canyon, which feeds Las Cienegas preserve, has been the focus of numerous 
unanimous resolutions by our Pima County supervisors, led by our own Ray Carroll, 
and most recently championed by Supervisor Sharon Bronson.

Individual

2291 21 [3] Water: Outstanding and Otherwise
Tailings from this ridiculous project would eventually pollute Davidson Canyon and 
Las Cienegas, both of which qualify or are currently registered with ADEQ as 
"Outstanding Waters" of Arizona. Any activity which threatens the quality of these 
perennial desert streams is categorically illegal. Therefore Rosemont is Illegal. We 
and or the state will sue the EPA and other jurisdictional bodies under these 
provisions if this project goes forward.

Individual

2291 27 We moved back to Arizona to retire here. Took our hard earned money and paid cash 
to buy land and build a home.
--What happens to my home values when I have NO WATER?
--Our permit fees alone were about $9,000. to build here.
--We have performance horses, who will pay four our horses when it go's through 
the fence, from the blasting?
--Even more important, when my daughter get hurt working her horses and they get 
spook from blasting!!!
--What will this do to our water and the water that runs down the Davidson Canyon 
to feed the Vail area?

Individual

2302 2 Water in this area of Green Valley is a precious resource and finite.Individual

2305 1 Rosemont Mining mentions the Cienega creek watershed and basin, the Santa Cruz 
Basin and Central Arizona Project water in the mining plan report. Water is a 
resource in great demand.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 241 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2305 2 Nancy Freeman of the groundwater Awareness League, Inc. has commented as 
follows:
Impacts on Water:
Maintaining supplies of clean water and protecting watersheds were major reasons 
why public domain forests and rangelands were reserved. As regions have become 
more populated and States have failed to protect the valuable resource of water, the 
imperative for the Federal Government through the Forest Service and other agencies 
to protect these watersheds for their original intended use. The public can no longer 
dole out large quantities of water to industry, especially heavy water users such as 
mining and electro-power plants.

Individual

2305 3 Nancy Freeman of the groundwater Awareness League, Inc. has commented as 
follows:
Impacts on Water:
Maintaining supplies of clean water and protecting watersheds were major reasons 
why public domain forests and rangelands were reserved. As regions have become 
more populated and States have failed to protect the valuable resource of water, the 
imperative for the Federal Government through the Forest Service and other agencies 
to protect these watersheds for their original intended use. The public can no longer 
dole out large quantities of water to industry, especially heavy water users such as 
mining and electro-power plants. If we are going to save our watersheds that Federal 
Government has to take on this project to protect the water in the national forests, 
wildlife refuges, and designated conservation areas.

Individual

2305 6 There is no doubt that the quantity and quality of our water is diminishing year by 
year. U.S. Geological Survey continues to do extensive measuring and reporting on 
the water issue.

Individual

2305 8 Important reports compiles by Ann Maest and Jim Kuipers show that the 
Environment Impact Statements of mining corporations consistently underestimate 
the ultimate impact on water by mining operations. Predicted and Actual Water 
Quality at Hardrock Mines

Individual

2323 3 The water situation is another whole set of problems. Drill for water and sucking the 
Santa Ritas water table down to levels never again to return to the already low levels 
would be a disgrace, and a misuse of our environment.

Individual

2331 6 The proposed Rosemont Copper Proejct should be stopped for many reasons that 
include but are not limited to:
Augusta wants to fill in Barrel, Wasp, McCleary and Scholefield Canyons, yet claims 
to have no impact on the Cienega Creek Watershed.

Individual

2338 8 Augusta wants to fill in Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, and Scholefield Canyons, YET 
CLAIMS NO IMPACT TO CIENEGA CREEK WATERSHED!!  Any heavy rains 
during the monsoons, which occur yearly in that area, are potential disasters here.

Individual

2339 13 Is there a detailed and reliable analysis of the effects on the water availability for the 
general area once the mine is in operation?

Individual
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2352 3 I became concerned when I was told that a huge mining project had been proposed 
for this area. I have seen other mining operations in Arizona over the years that I 
have been out there. I even worked for Magma Copper when I lived out there in the 
70's. I know that these large operations have large impcts on everything in the area 
where they are placed. Not just impacts on wildlife, but also roads, water tables, air 
quality, increased noise levels from operations, and light pollution. All of these 
things have direct impacts on quality of life for all creatures both human and 
otherwise.

Individual

2356 2 The negative consequences of this operation are many and the one that I am 
addressing is the OPEN PIT dewatering process. In order to continue, the mining 
operation water must be removed as it arrives from the water table into the pit the 
once usuable water becomes useless and toxic!. It is NECESSARY that the Augusta 
Corp be REQUIRED to Dewater by using bore holes around the pit into sources of 
underground water, intercepting the clean water, BEFORE its arrial into open pit. 
The pumping from these site wells would require continual monitoring for quality. 
This intercepted water is used to recharge into suitable areas in order to stabilize the 
static level of our ground water. The technology has been in existence for some time 
in China, Germany, Czech., Russia AND THE U.S.. The recharge has been 
accomplished in ALL TYPES of aquifers,but only after extensive ground water 
mapping and flow modeling.

Individual

2357 2 We live near the mining area and ask you to please stop this project that will ruin the 
water of our home.

Individual

2362 6 I don't believe that Augusta Resources have complied with information on how 
mining would affect critical ground water reserves.

Individual

2366 3 Is there any way to shut down the mine if this should start to occur?  In California 
the oldest user of water has water rights. Is that so here?

If not, then I am adamantly opposed to the mine.

Individual

2371 10 If you want proof of our groundwater overdraft in this basin, contact the Department 
of Water Resources, Pima County Flood Control and the Pima County Board of 
Supervisors.

Individual

2379 12 Water impacts to urban and agricultural users are a major adverse environmental 
impact of the Rosemont proposal, consisting of an irreversible and irretrievable 
commitment of resources, which would not be necessary except for the action of 
Rosemont. What specific studies will the Forest Service commission to evaluate 
water resource needs, impacts, and alternatives?

Government

2381 4 There is no appreciable water supply for a mine in the immediate area of the project, 
either East or West of the project.The nearest water supply is either Cieniga creek 
basin to the East, a conservation area owned by the BLM, or the Santa Cruz basin to 
the West, a rapidly developing area that is experiencing pressure on water supply 
already.

Individual
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2381 22 Their ability to pump water from out of the AMA (Active Management Area) is 
being made on an escape clause which holds harmless the ADWR (Arizona 
Department of Water Resources) from any lawsuits for damage incurred by Augusta 
from their action which is a very risky proposition for Augusta. I would suspect that 
FICO and other large water users in the Santa Cruz basin are preparing their lawyers 
as we speak.

Individual

2381 24 The sulphide flow sheet appears to be standard for the industry. Augusta states that it 
will use "innovations" in water conservation. Recycling water, drip systems and lined 
ponds have been used for years by the mining industry. Where is the "innovations?" 
My suspicion is that they plan on getting the mine permitted and ready for operation, 
and then "discover" that they "underestimated" their water needs!

Individual

2381 25 As a foot note to water supply, I would like to make a comment about the delivery 
system which was not fully addressed in the operating plan. The pipeline for water 
delivery for the project will traverse plus or minus 15 miles and have a vertical lift of 
plus or minus twenty eight hundred feat. The amount of power needed, and the 
strength factor of the pipe to accomplish this feat is going to be staggering, in 
addition to the initial cost of the water.
I would suggest that the parties involved talk to the City of Prescott. The City of 
Prescott is currently engaged in a similar project. They are attempting to build a plus 
or minus thirty mile water pipeline from Chino Valley south to the city of Prescott. 
They are estimating plus or minus ten years to acquire right of way, permitting and 
constructiobn with a cost of nearly two hundred million dollars. It has been three or 
four years since the program was conceived and as of today, not one joint of pipe has 
been laid in the ground. There is nothing in Augustas operating plan addressing this 
risk.

Individual

2385 4 The drainage and aquifer of Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek are also 
threatened. The results of a thorough hydrology study of all the affected aquifers 
must be considered in the permitting.

Individual

2388 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-205652. The legal description of my 
property is: 21S Township 17E S-Range 15 E-Section Santa Cruz County 108 Book 
03 Map 003 Parcel.

Individual

2389 9 I have had a base test done on flow rate and a water quality test by a national testing 
company. I also keep a well performance logbook as reference. We will cooperate 
with any NFS represented consultants on this issue.

Individual

2390 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-573276.Individual

2395 2 We believe that your October 19, 2007 letter to Jamie Sturgess needs to be 
supplemented to request sufficient information to determine the impact of water 
withdrawal on our Upper Santa Cruz Aquifer. We believe that the guidelines in 36 
CFR 228A Part C are sufficiently clear to require a comprehensive hydrological 
study of our USC aquifer.

Organization
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2395 4 We request our previously submitted letters of November 12, 2007 and December 
30, 2007 be carefully considered. These letters establish the crises nature of USC 
aquifer and the efforts of the Upper Santa Cruz/ Providers and Users Group 
(USC/PUG) that has been formed with a mission of creating broad-based, long-term 
solutions to achieve sustainability in our aquifer. Pima County Supervisors offer to 
facilitate and support this group in their efforts. The Green Valley Community 
Coordinating Council also supports this group and have notified by letter both Pima 
County and USC/PUG of their support. (GVCCC is a de facto governance entity 
with 60 Homeowners Association members and 20 local Institutional members. See 
http://www.gvccc.org)

Organization

2396 10 Although Augusta claims that the open pit mine would not use water from the water 
shed, I urge a legal and binding written agreement to be made.

Individual

2401 6 Clean water is the most important resources that the National Forest can offer.Individual

2404 1 My name is Dick Walden. I am President of Farmers Investment Co. known as 
FICO. I have lived in the Santa Cruz Valley for almost 60 years. My father moved 
FICO here in 1948 when he purchased the Continental Farm. Today, FICO owns 
approximately 7,000  acres in the Sahuarita-Green Valley area, which is irrigated and 
cultivated by FICO and its wonderful employees. 
The use of irrigation water for agriculture in these lands dates back hundreds of years 
to the Hohokam era of approximately 800-1100 A.D. Irrigation and agriculture 
continued through the time of Spanish occupation and Mexican Territorial days prior 
to acquisition by the U.S. with the Gadsden Purchase in 1853.
As farmers and stewards of the land in this region, we know that the value of land 
and the value of water are inseparable . We all can relate to the fact that water is an 
essential item for all of us to survive. We are very blessed in th Santa Cruz Valley 
with high quality ground water. 
FICO has grave concerns about Rosemont Copper Company proposal to establish a 
mine. In our opinion, to consider using high quality ground water displays poor 
judgement and bad leadership and would be a bad political decision.

Business

2404 3 The Upper Santa Cruz aquifer sustains approximately 5,000 acres of orchards, the 
Freeport-McMoRan Sierrita Copper Mine and, until recently, the Asarco Mine.

Business

2404 8 What will be the impact on our groundwater when this mine operates well beyond its 
purported 20 years?

Business

2408 3 In my letter of November 12, I requested that Rosemont be requested to make a 
comprehensive hydrological study of our aquifer to determine the exact impact that 
Rosemont pumping will have on our community. Has Rosemont been requested to 
do this?

2417 1 My water is pumped from well 55-460423.Individual

2418 1 How will the mine effect my well #55594443, and if it goes dry or gets contaminated 
what will Agusta Co do about it?

Individual

2424 4 I'm against this mining situation. I'm concerned about the pollution (water). Just say 
no! They can go mine their own land.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 245 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2428 2 Additionally, a detailed groundwater model of the augusta pumping site (near 
Sahuarita) needs to be completed to determine the impact of their water use on local 
well owners.

Individual

2429 2 My concerns are:
1. interference with natural watersheds in an area with reduced water- a desert

Individual

2433 2 It's bad enough all the development- but we certainly don't need reckless mining- 
which uses our precious water

Individual

2440 12 Many environmentally immune compromised individuals can live nowhere else. 
They are the members of our species that are endangered and we have a 
responsibility to protect them as well. Development of the proposed mine will drive 
them out of the area not only through the destruction of the scenic view, but with the 
attendant degradation of the air quality, water shed and increase noise and pressure 
from the infrastructure of the operation and employee people traffic that the project 
will bring. One only has to look at the nearby changes that have occurred in Bisbee 
and Green Valley to have a realistic appreciation of what will occur in the 
Rosemont/Sonoita area from this project. The cost to those of us who are 
compromised and the value to the rest of us who can utilize them as critical 
indicators of what will happen to the rest of our species if we degrade our habitat 
must be factored in to the costs of the Rosemont project.

Individual

2442 1 This project clearly jeopardizes water in the area, water that is essential for humans, 
wildlife and flora.

Individual

2446 4  and future drinking water sources for residential  use.  More health issues here 
also…for us all!

Individual

2449 5 Damage To: would be devastating
b. cienega watersheds

Individual

2462 1 My name is Larry Eaglen; my water is pumped from well number 55-503332. This is 
a commercial well that was dug in 1982 that was geared for growing gourds as a 
small business for our retirement in one year. My concerns are in connection with the 
Rosemont mine and their massive water needs.

Individual

2462 2 What is the direct impact the mine will have on my well?Individual

2462 5 What measures will be taken to assure me that I will have water?Individual

2462 6 Will water be trucked in, or how will I get water?Individual

2462 9 Will Rosemont mine have my well dug deeper?Individual

2462 10 Can someone tell me what the future ground water table depth will be?Individual

2462 13 Who will pay for all the water problems?Individual

2464 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-519879Individual

2465 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-513895. The legal description for the 
property is: E2 NE4 NE4 NW4 5.00 AC Township 18S-Range 16E-Sec13 Pima 
County Book 305 Map 89 Parcel 003C

Individual
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2468 14 With water conservation on everyone's mind, I cannot even imagine the effect of 
these mining proposals on our future water availability and quality! Here is Green 
Valley, one water company in particular has had polluted supply from the local 
copper mine ... these proposals almost ASSURE that toxic chemicals and heavy 
metals would leach into the ground and impact our water supplies. When canyons 
are filled in and land surfaces changed, watershed is dramatically impacted - this is a 
serious consideration! AND the fact that the mine's entire supply will come from the 
aquifers here is the Sahuarita area almost assures deprivation in the future!

Individual

2470 4 What happens if they exceed their water use goals?Individual

2472 3 Rosemont claims that they have stored much of the water they project using. The 
replacement was into the Tucson basin with no mention of Sahuarita/Green Valley 
water replacement. They also say they will continue to replace the water they use 
with CAP water. Several weeks ago I questioned Mr. Jamie Sturgess, Vice President 
of Rosemont, about the diminishing flow in the Colorado River pointing out the 
drastically reduced levels in Lakes Meade and Powell. I questioned whether they 
could expect CAP to deliver the needed water. He promised to refer this question to 
his hydrologists who would bet back to me. To this date my question has not been 
answered.

Individual

2472 5 We cannot afford to allow Rosemont to pump our ground water for their benefit.Individual

2473 12 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:
there will be new grand water pipes

Individual

2475 15 In the discussion of groundwater, there is a comment about a "flow and solute 
model" that will delineate DIA for the mine and demonstrate environmental 
compliance at selected POCs.  How?  Beyond the meaningless alphabet soup of 
acronyms, I never trust a computer model without a ground truth component.  
Computer models can generate artifacts and go unstable if the computer codes do not 
consider the effects of certain ranges and sensitivities of certain critical parameters in 
the model.  There is no ground truth component, and by the time one realizes that 
non-compliance has occurred, it may be too late.

Individual

2477 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-801882-L. The legal description for the 
property is: S1/4 NW1/4 NE1/4 Township 17 S-Range 14 E-Sec 17 Parcel 64F.

Individual

2478 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-519879.Individual

2481 7 Who will take care of our water problems long after the mine closes???Individual

2482 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-531221. The legal description for the 
property is: Township 19 S-Range 17 E-Sec 32 Pima County Book 307 Map 30 
Parcel 0670.

Individual

2483 6 There is the major issue of water impact which is still being debated.Individual

2492 6 There is the major issue of water impact which is still being debated.Individual

2497 1 How will the mine impact my water table?Individual
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2501 1 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 understood) elements of RCC's proposed 
Mine Plan of Operations ("MPO") is the project's potential impact to groundwater 
and surface water resources.  See October19, 2007 Letter from Ms. Jeanine A. Derby 
Sturgess, at 2-3.

Business
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2501 3 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 1/2 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 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 other 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 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.
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 
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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 attached 
hereto.  The sulfate plume is question exists in the aquifer as a result of Phelps 
Dodge's nearby mining operations.  Id., at2.  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.  
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 Meyers.  As concluded by Dr. Meyers 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 entercepts 
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 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 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 specifi 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. Meyers 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 
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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 shortt, consistent with Dr. Meyers' 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.
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 in its MPO, it 
plans to utilize its permit without doing any well spacing or well interference 
analysis to actually determine how the withdrawl of groundwater for its proposed 
mining 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 development of like 
information or data in order to satisfy federal environmental requirements.
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 corrspondence, please do not hesitate to contact 
me at (520) 882-1220 or to contact Carlos Ronstadt of our office at (602) 382-6355.

2502 2 I am also very concerned about the wildlife in those mountains as well. I recall 
specifically one trip we were camping in gandner canyon- the moon was bright all 
four of us were in sleeping bags- In the still of the moon lit night I heard then saw a 
heard of 4 deer run just a few yards in front of our heads- This I want my 
grandchildren to experience as well. Mining will drive wild life away from their 
natural habitat.

Individual

2503 2 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.

Individual

2506 1 My water is pumped from well number 565705. The legal description of my property 
is: 19S Township 16E S-Range 21 E-Section Pima County 307 Book 20 Map 002G 
Parcel.

Individual

2507 1 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.

Individual

2510 11 Water is far more important than copper, silver, etc to the people of Arizona-Individual
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2511 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-598408. The legal description for the 
property is: S1/2 of the SE1/4 of the NW1/4 of the SW1/4 Township 19 S-Range 18 
E-Sec 18 Pima County Book 306 Map 34 Parcel 0097

Individual

2515 2 I strongly feel that my water supply will be negatively impacted by mining activity 
nearby.

Individual

2527 15 In the discussion of groundwater, there is a comment about a "flow and solute 
model" that will delineate DIA for the mine and demonstrate environmental 
compliance at selected POCs.  How?  Beyond the meaningless alphabet soup of 
acronyms, I never trust a computer model without a ground truth component.  
Computer models can generate artifacts and go unstable if the computer codes do not 
consider the effects of certain ranges and sensitivities of certain critical parameters in 
the model.  There is no ground truth component, and by the time one realizes that 
non-compliance has occurred, it may be too late.

Individual

2528 1 Attached is a description and diagram of the well numbering system used by ADWR, 
BLM, USGS, and other agencies. I think this will explain the system better than I 
could do it over the telephone. Please look it over and let me know if you have any 
questions.

Organization

2533 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-519879.Individual

2534 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-519879Individual

2542 7 (groundwater in this area is precious/not unlimited- must be protected)Individual

2550 2 Although I agree with most that the water is the number one concern,Individual

2563 1 My water is pumped from well number 535724. The legal description of my property 
is 20 Township 18 S-Range Santa Cruz County 2Book pg.529Map J-4 J-5 Parcel.

Individual

2566 3 How will my well # 55-535724 be protected?Individual

2572 3 As I requested in my letter to the Forest Service dated September 7, 2007, there are 
still substantial uncertainties about groundwater movements which should be 
reduced by further investigations. Uncertainties in how much and how connected the 
water is within the bedrock must be reduced through data collection, not just 
modeling.

Government

2572 5 As I requested in my letter to the Forest Service dated September 7, 2007, there are 
still substantial uncertainties about groundwater movements which should be 
reduced by further investigations. Uncertainties in how much and how connected the 
water is within the bedrock must be reduced through data collection, not just 
modeling.  Other key uncertainties revolve around understanding a fault northeast of 
the pit and being sure that there are no other features missing from the model that 
might alter groundwater movements. It is also essential to determine the extent of the 
high transmissivity fracture zone encountered by Montgomery.

Government

2572 9 In addition, effects of mine-related pumping and recharge in the Tucson basin also 
need to be explored and

Government

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 252 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2576 5 We second concerns raised by Pima County officials, in their letter to you of May 
19, 2008, about the need for exhaustive studies on the water demands, impacts and 
alternatives associated with this project due to the lifeblood link of water to the 
fragile nature of this region of the Sonoran Desert.

Government

2577 12 Water impacts to urban and agricultural users are a major adverse environmental 
impact of the Rosemont proposal, consisting of an irreversible and irretrievable 
commitment of resources, which would not be necessary except for the action of 
Rosemont. What specific studies will the Forest Service commission to evaluate 
water resource needs, impacts, and alternatives?

Government

2589 20 Reasons for a 'No Action' Based on Attachment #2.
(A2, P5, L42-43) 'Widespread problems with private and commercial wells in the 
area.' This is in direct contradiction that Rosemont officials have portrayed to the 
media, public at large, and the POO.

Individual

2590 8 Unlike many permanent allocations, the water required for mining operations will be 
available for other uses after mining is complete.

Individual

2591 5 Over how large an area is the aquifer?Individual

2591 11 Are studies in progress at this time regarding ground water impacts, surface water 
impacts, chain-link impacts, direct and indirect impacts regarding water? These 
considerations must be thoroughly researched and studied by objective, expert 
scientists, hydrologists, and consultants. All hydrological studies should be 
completed before any decisions are made.

Individual

2591 21 Do considerations regarding water pass the test of FIRST DO NO HARM.  Do 
considerations regarding water pass the test of STEWARDSHIP OF THE LAND 
FOR FUTURE GENERATIONS.

Individual

2591 43 My water is pumped from well number 55-646556. The legal description for the 
property is Townshop 19S Range16E Section 15 NW1/4 NE1/4 of section.

Individual

2591 44 My water is pumped from well number 55-646558. The legal description for the 
property is Township 19S Range 16E Secion 3 SW1/4 NE1/4 Section 3.

Individual

2592 17 Because the hydrology section is cursory at best, the public should be provided a 
thorough description of the project area hydrology and water resource impacts of the 
project.

Individual

2592 20 Given the water use projections of the project and the significance of groundwater 
within the project area as a recharge sources to the Tucson groundwater basin and to 
the sustenance of perennial and intermittent surface water flow in the area (e.g., 
Cienega Creek, Davidson Canyon, and the springs in the immediate vicinity of the 
proposed project area), factors that need to be described to understand the hydrology 
include:

the hydraulic properties of materials in the project area
estimates of annual mountain front recharge,
estimates of groundwater flow volumes in the area,
groundwater flow paths, and 
the interrelationship between groundwater flow from the project area and surface 
water in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek.

Individual
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2592 30 The pit bottom is 2,000 feet below the current water table. How will the dewatering 
of the pit impact local residents dependent on private wells for drinking water 
supply?

Individual

2592 31 How will the dewatering of the pit impact groundwater recharge to the eastern 
Tucson basin?

Individual

2592 48 Groundwater should be monitored at the various facilities in the proposed operation, 
including the toe of the tailings impoundments, around the heap leach facility, 
around and within the plant site. Further, solution levels in the heap leach, waste 
rock, and tailing impoundment should be monitored to determine the hydraulic head 
in those facilities.

Individual

2593 10 The headwaters of Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek begin within the area of the 
proposed mine; these drainages provide a substantial contribution to the Tucson 
water supply. Water is our most precious and limited resource in Southern Arizona, 
and is also the most likely resource to be degraded from this proposal. All potential 
Impacts to surface water and ground water should be thoroughly examined in the EIS.

Organization

2593 59 GEOLOGY/HYDROLOGY
Letters and reports already transmitted to the Forest Service by Pima County speak 
eloquently to this issue. We strongly support the idea that a complete hydrologic 
model of the area must be completed before any decision can be made about the 
mine. As long as there is any doubt about the impact of mining operations on both 
surface and underground flow of water, this project should not be approved.

Organization

2593 78 MINE DESIGN/FEASIBILITY STUDY
The mine plan proposes various new techniques that are claimed to be 
environmentally sensitive, such as a "dry stack tailings" method. This method has 
been used in Chile. However, the concern is that this method had not been 
thoroughly tested in this climate regime.
-What were the results of the application?
-How much water was actually used?
-What are the climate characteristics of that site and how does it compare with the 
climate conditions at the Rosemont Mine site?
-Where else besides Chile has this dry stack tailings technique been used?
-What were the results at those locations?
-Has this technique been successful on a scale as large as the proposed mine?
-How much additional water would be required if dry stacking does not work?
-Where would the additional water come from?

Organization

2593 83 It is possible that the mine may not operate continuously.
-What would happen to the mine facilities in the event of a temporary shut down in 
operations?
-How would environment and water resources be protected during this time?

Organization

2593 87 -How much would the aquifer be drawn down as a result of pit dewatering?
-How far from the pit would the effects of dewatering occur?
-How would this impact Davidson Canyon and the springs in the area?
-How would the dewatering of these local resources be mitigated by Augusta?

Organization

2593 104 How long would it take for the groundwater beneath the mine site to move into 
Davidson and Cienega Canyons?

Organization
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2593 113 WATER
The impact of the mine on ground and surface water is our greatest concern. Letters 
and reports already transmitted to the Forest Service by Pima County, in particular, 
the work of Dr. Tom Myers speaks eloquently to this issue. We strongly agree that 
complete hydrologic model of the area must be completed before and decision can be 
made about the mine. An improved model may require additional field investigations 
and these are also absolutely necessary. As long as there are any doubts about the 
impacts of mining operations on both surface and ground water flow, this project 
should not be approved.

Organization

2593 117 How would the mine impact nearby wells? How far from the mineral extraction wells 
would impacts be experienced?
How would the existing water rights of current well owners in the affected areas be 
protected?
If the proposed mine techniques are unworkable in this climate and more water is 
required, where would this water come from?

Organization

2593 119 What other laws apply to this use of water, and does the company have the requested 
permits?
How would the mine impact surface water resources in the Cienega Basin?
What are the characteristics of the existing stream channels and banks in the area?
What are the general characteristics of the watershed of the project area?
What are the characteristics of the existing springs, ephemeral, intermittent and 
perennial streams?
How would these surface water resources be impacted from the project, including 
flow volumes and water quality?
What is the potential for springs upwelling under project features such as the leach 
pad liner?
How would this affect the integrity of the leach pad and liner? Would this increase 
the potential for leaching into the aquifer?
What is the drought preparedness plan?

Organization

2593 121 At least two areas are of major concern and the effects from the mine must be 
carefully evaluated for both of these areas: the Cienega Basin/Davidson Canyon, and 
the Upper Santa Cruz Basin (Sahuarita/Green Valley). The effect of the mine must 
be carefully qualified and calculations showing how the ground water would be 
impacted for at least a 20 mile radius around the mine site and the mineral extraction 
wells should be included  in the EIS. This would require completion of the modeling 
referred to above which in turn would require field research and monitoring to 
validate the model.

Davidson Canyon/Cienega Creek: According to the Pima County hydrologists, flow 
in the Davidson Canyon aquifer provides as much as 20 percent of the water to 
Cienega Creek, a significant source of drinking water for the Tucson metropolitan 
area as well as for plant and animal life in the Cienega Creek preserve.

Organization
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2593 123 Other concerns that should be addressed in the EIS are:
The groundwater models should clearly define the groundwater regime in the 
watershed, including the depth to groundwater, direction of flow, rate of flow, soil 
and aquifer characteristics (hydraulic conductivity, infiltration capacity, porosity, 
etc.).
-Has the groundwater model been completed that quantifies potential water 
production and pit dewatering requirements?
-If not, when will it be completed?
-Will this information be available for public review and comment?
-What were the assumptions and input parameters used in the model?
-Was this model calibrated with local data.
-Which data were used to calibrate the model?
-What were the model results?
-Will the model be run annually and would the results be made public?
-Will all model assumptions, inputs and outputs should be made available to the 
public so an objective review can be preformed.
-How will this information be distributed to the public?
-Will review by a competent independent hydrologist be completed as part of the EIS 
process

Organization

2593 126 How far from the mine or downstream would groundwater information be collected?
Will it be possible to determine impacts to Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek 
from these data?

Organization

2593 129 - What are the locations of any dewatering wells at the mine site?
- How would the local geology affect dewatering?
- Will there be opportunities for an independent hydrologist to monitor the project?
-How can we be certain that the company will do everything they can to protect the 
groundwater if they are not monitored by and independent company or person?
-What would the impacts be to the Santa Cruz River from each of the wells in the 
Santa Cruz basin?
-How would the sections of the river designated as Navigable Waters of the US, and 
protected under the Clean Waters Act, be impacted? [We realize that there is 
uncertainty a present regarding the applicability of the Clean Water Act to the Santa 
Cruz River. However, if and when this situation is resolved, the requirements of the 
Clean Water Act will be important considerations.]

Organization

2593 132 An additional water consideration should be the effect on plant and animal life of 
any pipelines that are built to transmit water from well sites to the mine site. The 
impact from the pipe line construction must also be evaluated and a mitigation plan 
should be in place.

Organization

2601 1 We are deeply concerned about putting in the Rosemont mine for the following 
reasons:
1. Destruction of the headwaters into Davidson Canyon which would affect water to 
Cienega Creek and the Patana Wash

Individual

2610 5 What is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to suspend 
the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its tributaries as a navigable river?

Individual

2610 37 Employees of the mine and their families: What is the impact of these additional 
people on water?

Individual
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2611 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-519820. The legal description for the 
property is Township 19 S Range 16 E Section 27 County Pima Book 307 Map 13 
Parcel 015L5.

Individual

2613 1 My water is pumped from well number 65-600092. The legal description for the 
property is NW4 of Section 4 T20S R17E, Santa Cruz Book 109 Map 03 Parcel 
002B

Individual

2615 6 Your letter failed to respond to our request for studies on water use and impacts on 
local water supplies.  Are any provisions being made to conduct such studies

Individual

2617 13 What are the contingency plans for periods of drought when both CAP water as well 
as ground water will be at record low levels.

Individual

2620 13 The Most important mineral in Arizona is water - not copper.Business

2621 3 The implementation of the Rosemont proposal, based on incomplete, if not faulty, 
geological and hydrological studies would do untold damage to the Santa Ritas and 
that range's watershed.

Individual

2622 6 We do not have enough water to go around. PERIOD!Individual

2623 6 use of latest technologies with the development of dry stack process to minimize 
water use by 50%

Individual

2624 4 If Rosemont was limited to their 995 acres for their entire project, there would be 
little we could do about it. But to let them mess up consumption of our limited water 
supply.

Individual

2625 13 Other concerns I have are those affecting the waterIndividual

2640 5 My personal concerns encompass land that is dear to my heart, and the numerous  
water  gifts that is has given to those of us who live here

Individual

2640 12 The issue of water is the wost consequential and concerns all who inhabit the 
threatened area and its surroundings.

Individual

2641 3 Green Valley Water already has sulfates from a "non polluting mine".Individual

2646 8 Bad planning for the health of our waterIndividual

2651 8 We believe that it would adversely impact: 1. downstream water quality,Individual

2655 4 However, I also realize that an open pit mine couses desecration of the landscape by 
totally destroying the natural  watercourses, thus permanently altering the ecology in 
the vicinity of the mine.

Individual

2655 7 Mines and smelters use enormous amounts of water--very little of which can be 
successfully recycled.

Individual

2655 12 In addition, southern Arizona has limited water resources, which are rapidly 
diminishing.  The additional demands placed on the water supply by this mine would 
exacerbate that problem.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 257 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2668 27 Boy, they seem to need a lot of water.  7.2 million gallons a day.  Can't they recycle?  
Is it too dirty to be reused.  What are they going to do with all that used water.  And 
what will be in it?  Store it?  That IS  a lot of water.  Inadvertently or not, flush it 
down Davidson Canyon with the storm water, over the Tucson water works or into 
the many Tucson washes eventually into the Santa Cruz?  Tucson will again have the 
perenjial streams.  That should change the ecology of the Tucson basin and 
complicate a few commutes.  Maybe pipe it towards the San Pedro?  Give it back to 
Green Valley?  Maybe just a slow leak down the canyon, increase the velocity a bit 
in the monsoon.  Infiltrate a few downstream wells in Vail.

Individual

2670 2 We have many concerns regarding the proposed mine and the obvious one is of 
course the water.

Individual

2672 3 As more than one speaker pointed out, water is a resource even more precious to the 
residents who live there than copper. You can live there if you have water and don't 
mine copper, but you can't live there at all if the water runs out.

Individual

2673 2 The bulk of the concerns are summarized as water and the failure of Rosemont to 
utilize an alternative mining approach that would have a smaller footprint and be less 
invasive on all concerned.

Individual

2673 14 The ground water recharge and water shed discharge from the Barrel Canyon basin 
will be lost and/or altered.

Individual

2673 15 The tailings pile covers the lower basin essentially from the lower Sanita Rita 
Mountains to the Sonoita Hwy. Our Rosemont guide during a 27 June 2008 project 
tour said that it had not yet been determined where (Davidson Canyon or lower 
Barrel Canyon) or at what rate the upper Barrel Canyon water shed, project storm 
flow, excess ground water pumping to keep the pit dry and other waste discharges 
will be released.

Individual

2673 28 The huge 5000 acre feet of ground water requirement for actual project use let alone 
the ground water pumping out near the pit to reduce flooding will have major impact 
on both side of the mountain range.

Individual

2673 29 This writer is unaware of any complete map of the Santa Cruz, San Pedro Valley or 
any southern Arizona aquifers that can predict protection for neighboring property 
owners from neighbors over pumping of ground water.

Individual

2677 30 The only way to insure that the mine does not impact water resources in the Santa 
Cruz basin is for the mine to use only CAP water and be prohibited from using 
ground water.

Government

2683 32 Water is too precious in this dry coutry to waste on an uncessary mineIndividual

2684 1 Our water is pumped from well number 55-213314.Individual

2688 4 We have been told the amount of water required could exceed a billion gallons over 
the lifetime of the mine, projected to be 20 years. Please note, most of the mines in 
Arizona have had a lifetime far exceeding that mine period.

Organization

2689 5 All the major local and regional political entities (including Pima County, Santa 
Cruz County, City of Tucson, Patagoina, Vail, Sahuarita and congress people 
Grijalwa and Giffords) oppose the mine due to negative impacts on water table

Individual
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2700 2 Everyone's grand children's future is at stake when we allow mines to draw ground 
water for their operation. Regardless of old mining laws, it is our obligation to 
protect our grandchildren's ground water, our most critical and precious resource.

Individual

2703 3 WATER is the the big issue! In a state where the desert rules and increased 
construction and popluation are Clotting up our water tables that aren't too constant 
anyway - why can't we be foresighted enough to look ahead - a week or two - and 
know that a pipe line from the Colorado River to this area is a pipe dream. The 
[illegible] colorado river is drying up right now.

Individual

2703 4 No one can live without water! We can live without copper!Individual

2711 17 It generates dust (which must be abated with water)Individual

2713 4 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
* A complete inventory of hydrologic systems of the entire area (including any areas 
to be used in any fashion, i.e. roads, storage, parking areas, etc), and an inventory 
and map of all edaphic plant assemblages

Organization

2713 19 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
An analysis of all of the hydrologic and geological formations in the area, entailing a 
thorough evaluation of how the proposed project/s will impact the entire region, 
including a detailed analysis of the projected water use, waste water disposal, 
chemical use and disposal, evaporation ponds, and the exposure of wildlife 
(including pollinators such as bats, insects) to these impacts and potential hazards.

Organization

2713 21 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
An analysis of all of the hydrologic and geological formations in the area, entailing a 
thorough evaluation of how the proposed project/s will impact the entire region, 
including a detailed analysis of the projected water use to these impacts and potential 
hazards.

Organization

2713 22 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
An analysis of all of the hydrologic and geological formations in the area, entailing a 
thorough evaluation of how the proposed project/s will impact the entire region, 
including a detailed analysis of the waste water disposal to these impacts and 
potential hazards.

Organization

2719 4  All water quality and quantity issues should be addressed including why CAP water 
can’t be used.

Individual
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2722 1 First of all, there is not enough water to allow such a development.Individual

2724 20 Augusta wants to fill in Barrel, Wasp, McCleary and Scholefield Canyons, yet claim 
no impact to the Cienega Creek Watershed.

Individual

2724 41 The effect of Rosemont's water use on the Phelps Dodge sulfar plume is of special 
concern.  If that plume is not contained, it could pollute the entire upper Santa Cruz 
Valley water supply.

Individual

2724 57 I have 14 acres in Vali, 4 1/2 miles South from I-10 and Sonoita Hwy 83. I have a 
vwell, however there is every liklihood that a mine at Rosemont Ranch as is being 
proposed would dewater wells currently in use (as has already been done by Augusta 
Resource Corporation tet wells) and imperil important wildlife habitat and future 
drinking water for residential use.

Individual

2724 67 Arizona will make very little if any, especially when taxpayers are left with "clean 
up" bill, no water and no tourists

Individual

2725 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-637-237.Individual

2725 2 Our water is pumped from well# 55-517-130.Individual

2727 2 Tucson is in a seemingly perpetual state of droughtIndividual

2729 4 We have been told the amount of water required could exceed a billion gallons over 
the lifetime of the mine, projected to be 20 years. Please note, most of the mines in 
Arizona have had a lifetime far exceeding that mine period.

Organization

2732 4 I am also extremely concerned about water use by the proposed mine. Their planned 
use of groundwater raises serious questions about the impacts on water quality 
downstream in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek

Individual

2735 4 There is not enough water for this mine.Individual

2736 14 How many well heads (now and in the future) are in the scope of the Mining 
Operations Plan?  Where will the well heads be located?

Government

2736 22 In examining the structure of the aquifer, what are the geophysical characteristics 
like karst formation, lens aquifer layers, channeling and underground basin 
interconnections, which can enhance subsidence? Has the aquifer been mapped?

Government

2736 36 What other well field locations are being explored?Government

2737 1 Our water is pumped from well number 55-213314.Individual

2738 7 What right does any user have to put everyone elses water at risk a growing desert 
area where water can only become more scarce in the future?

Individual

2741 1 Groundwater is always a concern with the excavation and processing of heavy 
metals, like copper.

Individual

2741 4 As much information as possible should be provided to the public. Specifically:
*the hydrologic maps and data should be made available to the public in a timely 
manner

Individual
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2742 1 My husband and I have read the pros and cons of the project. We came to the 
conclusion that water needsare serious concerns and we don’t have the answers to 
these problems. Just because copper is at an all-time high should not make us 
nervous and antsy to jump into un-researched other potential problems for the sake 
of jobs or revenue. These decisions have long-term ramifications in themselves… 
some of which there is no turning back.

Individual

2743 2 My water is pumped from well number 544137. The legal description for the 
property is Township 19S S Range 16E E Section 21, Pima County, Book 307 Map 
20 Parcel 002F.

Individual

2745 3 Modern mines require significant amounts of water . It is essential. The water 
resources  requirements can be objectively compared using various alternatives.

Individual

2745 9 Water is the lifeline in these communities, and without water, none would exist.Individual

2749 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-532576. The legal description of my 
property is: 020 Township 016 S Range 0036 E Section; Santa Cruz County 110 
Book, 04 Map, 027 Parcel.

Individual

2749 2 My water is pumped from well number 55-538270. The legal description of my 
property is: 020 Township 016 S Range 0036 E Section; Santa Cruz County 110 
Book, 04 Map, 027 Parcel.

Individual

2749 3 My water is pumped from well number 55-804821. The legal description of my 
property is: 020 Township 016 S Range 0036 E Section; Santa Cruz County 110 
Book, 04 Map, 027 Parcel.

Individual

2752 5  lack of water have been hard enough for the canyon.Individual

2753 1 My concern is for the water  usage.Individual

2753 7 What will be the impact on Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek?Individual

2760 20 The EIS should completely describe the pre-mining drainage patterns in the project 
area, as well as the drainage patters of the area during project operations and 
following reclamation. Include hydrologic and topographic maps of the areas. This 
discussion should encompass effects fo the project on erosion potential and 
sedimentation.

Government

2760 21 Identify any components of the proposed project that would fall within 25- or 100-
year flood plains.

Government

2760 23 Describe the designs of the heap leach facilities, tailings dams, seepage collection 
systems, and pumpback systems under the proposed project.

Government

2760 34 Identify direct, indirect  impacts to surface water flow, water supply wells, wetlands, 
springs and seeps, vegetation, wildlife, and other grounwater-dependent resources as 
a result of groundwater pumping assoicated with the proposed project.

Government

2761 3 Damage to water resources each of these injuries is sufficient ground to reject the 
proposed Rosemont Copper Project

Individual

2766 1 Water is very scares in the area proposed as well as the Tucson Basin. Affect on 
supplies should be studied before approval.

Individual
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3931 2 The fact that the Upper Santa Cruz Basin is in a state of crisis, and that citizens, 
stakeholders, governmental and water experts are in the process of planning for a 
comprehensive solution to mitigate the crisis, must and will prevail over over 
existing  and traditional water management practices that are not effective and are 
blocking necessary changes.  For example - 

Pima County Memorandum dated October 2, 2007 (enclosed)

In the near future, the current water activities must be folder into a comprehensive 
plan to achieve a sustainable water supply.  Our community should not be stampeded 
by actions that are irrelevant or damaging to our future sustainability plans.

Pima County Supervisors are scheduling a Hearing in November 2007 in Green 
Valley on a Memorandum regarding "Long Term Green Valley Water Supply", 
submitted by County Adminstrator C.H. Huckelberry on October 2, 2007.  This is a 
comprehensive assessment of the water crises in the Green Valley/ Sahuarita area 
and provides conclusions and recommendations that can lead to a sustainable water 
supply in the future.

The Memorandum recommends that Pima County "Facillitate and assist Green 
Valley municipal water providers, as well as existing mine and agricultural water 
users, to cooperate  in the extension and financing of a CAP pipeline to provide both 
direct use of CAP renewable water supplies, as well as recharge of the same."

Re: File Code 2810, your October 19, 2007 letter to Jamie Sturgess, Rosemont 
Copper 
Subject: Rosemont Plan of Operations
This letter recognizes a need for more groundwater information, and on Page 2 is the 
statement: "There is sufficient information providedfor the west side of of the project 
area for the CAP water, pipeline routes, production wells, etc., but very little 
groundwater information is included on the mine itself."  However, the lack of a 
sustainable water supply constitutes crises for our community and needs to be 
addressed in a comprehensive manner to avoid knowingly making a decision that 
will harm our community.  Pumping water from our Green Valley Aquifer provides 
the water supply for the Rosemont Mine.  The ability of the mine to replace it with 
CAP water is not established in view of current efforts to achieve sustainability.

Community Water Company (CWC) of Green Valley Pipeline
In all liklehood, USDA has been made aware of contractual negotiations between 
Augusta Resource Corporation (ARC) and CWC.  This may be profffered as 
mitigating action to gain community approval and to overcome because it is simply 
irrelevant to the permanent solution of securing the long-term water future of the 
Upper Santa Cruz Valley Basin within Pima County.
A new mine, without question, should be prohibited from using groundwater, 
particularly when other, lower quality water sources are available.  In fact, all mine 
water consumption, whether new or existing, should be from a lower water quality or 
non-potable water source.  The proposal by Rosemont to pay for a 20-inch pipeline 
extension to convey Central Arizona Project water to a recharge facility within the 
Community Water service area does more harm than good, particularly when studies 
sponsored by the Arizona Department of Water Resources indicate that such a 

Organization
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pipeline would only serve one small segment of the Upper Santa Cruz Valley water 
users.  Past studies indicate that the size of a pipeline that would convey Central 
Arizona Project water for direct use or recharge for the entire Upper Basin would 
need to be at least 72 inches in diameter.   Hence, discussion of only a partial 
solution, a 20-inch pipeline, is counterproductive, and spending money for such a 
limited solution would be a waste of resouces."

5012 5 WHY MINE HERE?  
-These lands have greater value as watershed protection than as an open pit mine,

Organization

5277 1 Rosemont simply thinks it can take our water & to hell with domestic needs.Individual

5277 2 The Colorado River cant support another gov. mess.Individual

5284 1 We are writing to voice our concerns about the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine 
that is planned by Augusta Resouces Corporation for the Santa Rita Mountains.  As 
a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Water:

1.  With Arizona being in a 20 year drought, with less than 10 inches of water a year 
how can our watershed afford to loose 5,000 gallons of water a minute, or 5,000 acre 
feet of water a year?

Individual

5284 5 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Water:

How will this mine affect my water, well #55-538896?

Individual

5284 6 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Water:

Please see enclosed newspaper article.

Individual

5286 10 The extra time required for underground mining would be very useful:

b.  It would allow time for the record-high price of copper, and the record-low 
Colorado River streamflows, to stabilize, if indeed they do, so that all  can be more 
asssured of this mine's future.

Individual

6712 8 I have a list of questions that I'm going to leave here ranging from water, air 
pollution, noise pollution, safety, energy needs, roads, economic impacts, 
restoration. I'm sure you're going to hear a lot about this from the public tonight.

Government

6725 7 That a large open-pit copper mine a Rosemont in the scenic Santa Rita Moutains 
might be good idea, that is if society places no value on Arizona's scarce water 
resources, the beauty, calm, and enjoyment of unspoiled natural places, or on the 
lives and livelihoods of the many people who depend upon them.

Individual

6735 3 This proposed open-pit mine would do irreparable damage in a beautiful mountain, 
and it would do irreparable damage to its clean air, water, and abundant plant and 
animal life.

Individual
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6741 3 I read in the Rosemont Mine Plan of Operation, dated July 11, 2007, prepared by 
Westland Resources.  One of their means to mitigate this runoff is to restrict the 
natural runoff of the water.  So what's the mitigation to their mitigation plan?  
Because we restrict the natural runoff of the water, that's going to impact as well.  
Because our society, the wildlife, depends on this runoff.

Individual

6744 12 Obviously our greatest concern is about water, not of the state issues, but also 
potential catastrophic issues, for example, serious side effects.

Individual

6748 3 I am here to address my concerns regarding cultural degradation.  Everyone has 
spoken about air, water, light, noise pollution, all these things contribute to cultural 
degradation.

Individual

6752 4 Thorough modeling of the impact of ground water use should be required.  The 
studies should include the impact on potential use of all area water users, including 
the effects on water levels, energy costs, well equipment costs,

Business

6752 11 What will be the effect on our groundwater when this mine operates well beyond it's 
purported 20 years?

Business

6755 3 We believe that the guidelines in 36-CRF-22-A, part C are sufficiently clear to 
require a comprehensive hydrological study of USC--our Upper Santa Cruz aquifer.  
We do not believe sufficient information is available to proceed with the preliminary 
draft of an Environmental Impact Statement.  Since Rosemont is all ready to drill 
wells in the USC aquifer, we believe a comprehensive study is fully justified without 
any further delays.  We also request Rosemont desist from drilling further wells until 
the Environmental Impact Statement is made and the impact on our aquifer is fully 
understood.

Organization

6757 4 I signed an agreement yesterday with an attorney representing over 50 well owners in 
the Sahuarita Heights area to promise that we would replace their well, replace their 
pumps before we would take water out and leave any people stranded.  That's going 
to be secured with third party funding.  We are serious about doing this.

Business

6759 11 Although Augusta claims that the open pit mine would not use water from the 
watershed, I urge a legal and binding written agreement be made.

Individual

6762 1 We have water associations and companies making agreements with Augusta 
Corporation and leaving their neighbors to deal with it individually.  Divide and 
conquer.  We will only succeed if we band together.

Individual

6765 3 We're in the wrong place; sticking another mine on this valley. We have got water 
issues.

Individual

6773 3 This is credible scientific information.  The promise, dare I say the slick promise that 
we'll just take care of this water concern with CAP water --I swear, if you took a 
group of average citizens who didn't know about this issue here, and put them in a 
room and say, what do you think about the idea of a foreign national company, with 
not very much of a track record, coming in and taking drinking potable water to 
wash some rocks to produce some copper, which is going to be shipped to China, 
and replace it with CAP water, which is questionable at best, and not guaranteeable, 
what would you think about that?  Does that make any business sense?  I'm pretty 
sure the answer is no.

Individual
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6790 1 Rosemont mine being proposed in the Santa Ritas, they have no access to water 
where they are at in their watershed on the other side.  Our water on this side over 
here is a different watershed.  The two are not suppose to be transferred from one to 
the other.

Individual

6790 3 The Rosemont president spoke here a little earlier, and he stated that they had just 
signed an agreement with the Sahuarita well owners that any damage that they do 
when they start pumping -- when they turn on their switch their wells are at 2,000 
feet, mine's at 280.  When they turn on the switch and they start pumping water, any 
damage that they do to my well they will take care of.  I have lived here for 35 years, 
maintained my water, protected my well, and done evening that I can possibly do.  
My well ain't broken.

Individual

6792 7 They're going to be impacting the future growth of Sahuarita, our infrastructure, our 
water.

Individual

6792 9 Rosemont should be made to pay for an independent hydrological impact study for 
the environmental impact of transporting groundwater away from Sahuarita Heights, 
and how this will affect the land subsidence, the infrastructure, our community, and 
how this will affect my personal well, 55-602901, the registration number from the 
ADWR.

Individual

6811 9 Lastly, water, in its liquid state, is increasingly the most important mineral in 
Arizona, more so than copper. And this fact -- And this fact must be acknowledged 
by each and every one of us and acted upon responsibly at every opportunity.

Individual

6818 1 I've brought a couple items with me today, familiar items up here on the stage. One is 
a cell phone, regular old cell phone that uses quite a bit a copper and so do the 
systems that make it operate so well. And I also brought a bottle of water which I got 
from my kitchen this morning.

I brought them up here because I think it very well illustrates the stark choices that 
we face in this matter today. Unfortunately, there's simply not enough water left in 
the west to continue to have both of these things; we can't have them both. We'll 
have to giveup one or the other. That's the reality of the situation, it's just that simple. 
We can't have both.

Now, I can lie without the cell phone, folks, I can live without it; I don't need it. I 
didn't use it before or didn't have it before and I lived without it. I can live without it 
again. It'll be difficult because I've gotten used to it, but I can live without it. I can 
live without that cell phone, it's not a problem.

But this I can't live without. I have to drink a lot of that every day or I die. That's the 
reality of the situation too. I'm 98 percent water and if I don't have water every day, 
I'll die. That's it. That's the reality of the situation.

Individual

6823 4  We're also not really convincedthat the large trucks that will be traveling Highway 
83 can safely share the roadway with our school children. There are too many 
uncertainties to risk the lives of community members on roads not designed for such 
heavy traffic, and the certain irreversible damage to an important and essentail 
watershed.

Organization
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6824 4 The amount of water Rosemont plans on using is three -- 31,870 gallons a minute. 
They claim they can recycle 89 percent of that, and they only need the 6,000 acre-
feet a year. 6,000 acre-feet is 1,955,226,000 gallons of water a year for the next 20 
years. We cannot afford to waste that much water. 

Now, Jamie Sturgess stood up and spoke last time about a contract that they've 
negotiated with the Sahuarita well owners and that he was getting 50 people to sign 
that. Today I'm carrying a letter from a lawyer, Huge Hollup (phonetic), the attorney 
that represents the United Sahuarita Well Owners that states the Rosemont Mine, 
Jamie A. Sturgess, who it negotiated with, has agreed to do a comprehensive 
hydrological study to identify any impacts Rosemont's proposed puming of 
groundwater would have on the neighborhood wells in Sahuarita. Proposed impact? 
There will be an impact.

When they did their well testing, several wells went dry, and they were only testing. 
They weren't pumping this 5,000 gallons a minute of water they plan on pumping.It's 
ridiculous. Jamie A. Sturgess stated on that date at the Sahuarita High School Forest 
Service hearing about these 50 people who signed: I'd like to know if the Forest 
Service has those 50 signatures? Do you have a contract that states that they're going 
to take care of the Sahuarita well owners? Do you have a contract that they're going 
to bring CAP water and replenish the water that they're mining out of Sahuarita?

Individual

6825 4 You know, we need to stop and think about our water, it's very important.Individual

6829 4 So I'm absolutely against this mine, and I'm absolutely for protecting water.Individual

6832 2 The water problem is a problem, but Rosemont seems to have it under control. You 
can get 'er done.

Individual

6853 5 For the price of 20 years of development, we lost this valley, the wildlife, and the 
natural springs. There will be a huge hole and many square miles of flat, 
uninhabitable land. You might call it a landscape pinata: Once you break it, you can't 
put it back together.

Individual

6857 2 The proposed Rosemont mine will have dramatic and irreversible impact; impacts on 
our water, our wildlife, culture, and archaeology.

Business

6861 4 The small footprint of the mine is what intrigues me too. I've worked at the Sahuarita 
Mine for 18 years and at other mines and I'm familiar with some of the water that's 
used there, and it's going to be, with the dry tailings, they're actually 16 percent 
moisture content, I believe, compared to the slurry method that was used at the 
Sierrita. 

The water use in this thing is probably 20 to 25 percent of what FICO uses, probably 
20 percent of Sahuarita and, you know what gets me is that all the -- you guys are 
sailing boats around over there in Sahuarita on that lake. And you've got all the golf 
courses out there.

Individual
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6869 9 Here are some of the endangered who I think in the future, if this mine comes, will 
be called the disappeared. The archaeological sites in the area, the American Indian 
graves -- they're supposed to be protected by the American Indian Graves and 
Protection Act -- Indian holy sites, all the birds, animals, fish and plants. The 
tourists, they will be endangered too, you know, they won't come. The observatory, 
which will be endangered by the light and the dust. And the humans, we are all 
endangered, and the water and the land, and the air.

Individual

6873 1 The draft EIS for this project should fully analyze the following impacts: water, 
hydrology. This is not just a copper mining project, it is a massive water mining 
project and I think that's been clearly talked about tonight. So the impacts to the 
nearby watershed, riparian areas, including Cienega Creek National Conservation 
Area and Davidson Canyon as well as the impacts to our aquifer, springs et cetera, 
needs to be fully analyzed.

Organization

6873 4 The draft EIS for this project should fully analyze the following impacts: water, 
hydrology. This is not just a copper mining project, it is a massive water mining 
project and I think that's been clearly talked about tonight. So the impacts to the 
nearby watershed, riparian areas, including Cienega Creek National Conservation 
Area and Davidson Canyon as well as the impacts to our aquifer, springs et cetera, 
needs to be fully analyzed.

Organization

6875 4 Water's going out, it's not going back in the same place.Individual

6876 10 Water will be needed forever to keep the tailings from blowing toxic dust into the air 
we breathe forever. That's never going to go away.

Organization

6876 13 Pima County and the City of Tucson are currently working together to do a regional 
study in water resources. It's become obvious from the preliminary stages of the 
study that the Tucson Active Management Area will not attain the required assured 
water supply by 2025. The only options that were suggested by Larry Dozier of CAP 
is to have a desalinization plant on the Pacific Coast with an accompanying nuclear 
power plant or maybe some cloud seeding. This doesn't work. We need the water.

Organization

6877 1 I think that the use of groundwater to mine a mineral or metal that is recycled easily 
from already occurring products in the real world is something that is incredibly 
stupid.

Individual

6879 1 My comments concerning the proposed Rosemont project are concerned with the 
subjects of potable water, the mine's process waste water mine dust, effect on Mt 
Whipple observatory, property values, and future activity after the mine is depleted.

Individual

6880 3 I will focus next on the two most critical aspects of the proposal  - its impact on our 
precious limited water resources, and its impact on our transportation system.

Government

6880 8 The Santa Cruz has been classified since statehood in 1912 as a navigable stream and 
therefore actions that impact it and its tributaries require intense scrutiny to protect 
this invaluable resource.

Government

6880 9 The mine's water use and consumption would more directly impact Davidson 
Canyon, which is nominated with Pima County support for state "unique waters" 
designation and Cienega Creek, around which Pima County has a designated 
"natural preserve."  Both of these are tributary to the Santa Cruz River.

Government
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6880 15 In addition, it is quite possible a mining operation would want, or need, to carve new 
roads or rail lines through the area to service this mine.  The environmental impacts 
of such developments on wildlife habitat and water courses would be very significant.

Government

6881 14 Attachment 10 to the staff report includes two draft scopes of works for studies we 
think will be necessary to sufficiently determine the environmental impacts of this 
proposed project.  Specifically, these draft scopes of work call for an analysis of 
hydrological impacts to the Upper Santa Cruz Basin in the Sahuarita/Green Valley 
area, and to the Davidson Canyon watershed.

Government

6882 8 Will they provide the funding for our wells to be dug deeper than theirs?  Will they 
provide funding to regularly test the water quality and water table levels?

Individual

6885 2 I also think Augusta Resources, and the Rosemont mine should not be allowed to 
pump our groundwater out to replace their purchased and stored CAP water.

Individual

6893 2 and utilize too much water which is alread a scarce resource in the desert.Individual

6897 1 Development of a mine in the Santa Rita Mountains is not in the best interests of 
residents in the area of the proposed mine as the volume of water needed for the 
mine cannot be guaranteed unless the mine brings sea water or purified sea water to 
the mine for their use.   In the area of the mine water is being depleted faster than 
nature can restore it which means that we are in a overdraft  situation and it would be 
fool hard to think nature will change.

Individual

6898 5 For the last 19 years, we haved lived in the Copper Cut sub-division which is located 
on the north side of the Santa Rita Mountains.  During many of those years we were 
faced with difficulties when there was an active mining operations being conducted 
within 1/4 mile of our home.  The mine was originally owned and operated by a local 
family and then was sold to Georgia Marble who made many promises, but never 
followed through on them.  A few years back, the mine was sold to JP Henderson, 
who attempted to get the necessary permits to mine the area.  In this case, 
government and people spoke up and were heard and this project was abandoned.

When we say difficulties, below are some of the issues that made living here with an 
operational mine very difficult:
-Constant blasting created windows that no longer closed properly
-Blasting contributed to cracks in the surface of our in ground pool
-Dust pollution was extreme, which as you know, is a source of illness in our bodies
-Their drilling of a well had a negative impact on our community shared well.  We 
believe that their blasting was liable for our well collapsing and necessitated us 
spending a large amount of money to drill a second well. In addition, our well did 
not charge as fast.
-Heavy vehicles going to and from the mine created a hazard both to our children 
and ourselves.

Individual

6898 9 Needless to say, we are against issuing any permits that would allow the Rosemont 
mine to become operational.  In our opinion, it isnot in the best interests of either the 
State, the County, or, most important the citizens, who have a right to clean air fresh 
water and a good way of life.

Individual

6901 4 As well, this land contains "Special Elements" that Pima County has committed to 
conserve: springs,

Organization
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6901 6 As well, this land contains "Special Elements" that Pima County has committed to 
conserve: intermittent streams,

Organization

6901 11 The Rosemont Copper Project will impact both the water resourcesOrganization

6901 13 The Rosemont Copper Project will impact both the water resources and riparian 
areas withing the project area along with all of the washes, creeks, springs and 
riparian habitat downstream, including Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek.  Both 
the on-site and downstream water resource impacts cannot be overemphasized.

Organization

6901 24 The EIS should consider impacts to all of the water resources and riparian areas in 
the project area, along with the washes, creeks, springs and riparian habitat 
downstream.  This includes both groundwater and surface water resources.  Impacts 
to all canyons proposed for dams or tailings, including Barrel, Scholefield and 
Davidson Canyons, and downstrem along Cienega Creek, need to be evaluated in 
especially close detail, both during mine operation and after closure.  It cannot be 
overempasized that the EIS needs to consider impacts to water resources and riparian 
areas both within the project area and in all areas downstream of the project area.

Organization

6902 4 Let's not forget our community water conservation efforts and water shed protection 
laws.

Individual

6902 13 This mine is incompatible with the community that it will invade and stands to lower 
our living standards, property values, raises concerns about our personal safety and 
threatens our water resources while endangering our quality of life.

Individual

6906 1 What would be the effect of the proposed Rosemont mine on Cienega Creek and the 
fish living there?  A study is needed to determine this.

Individual

6907 1 What would be the effect on the water in Davidson Canyon from Rosemont mine 
pumping wate for their proposed mine and also from their wastes blocking the flow 
of water here?

Individual

6914 1 How will the water quality in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek be protected 
from the 100 year floods which we seen to have every ten years if the proposed 
Rosemont mine is permitted?

Individual

6918 7 How will the company compensate the landowners if their wells go dry or need to be 
deepened because of the lowering of the water table?

Individual

6919 1 What guarantees can the FS and mining company give us that our water resources 
won't be degraded from this project?

Individual

6919 7 How can you justify the use of 2 billion gallons of water a year being used by a mine 
from a desert aquifer?

Individual

6920 4 This should be studied long and hard by knowledgeable people, or the area water 
supply is too limited to be ignored hoping it won't be infiltrated.

Individual

6921 4 How will the company compensate the landowners if their wells go dry or need to be 
deepened because of the lowering of the water table?

Individual

6923 3 How will Augusta Resources compensate nearby residents if their wells run dry due 
to groundwater pumping by the Rosemont mine?

Individual
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6924 3 Another huge concern for all of Arizona is water.  There may not be enough to 
sustain the human population in the area with the growth that is expected to 
continue.  How can you beging to justify letting a mining company - and a foreign 
one at that - use any of this precious resource while destroying our country?

Individual

6928 2 1. Proposed water PLAN? - Pump all the good ground water out. Then maybe, 
sometime, somewhere pump a little bit of sludge in?

Why not bring in the Colorado River water to start with? Minimal impact and 
expense!

Individual

6929 1 1. Pump all the ground water out; then maybe, sometime, pump in a bit of sludge?

Why not bring in the Colorado River water first….minimize impact and expense!

Individual

6933 4 The idea that Augusta Resources will insure the productivity of all the wells of 
persons adversely affected by their drawdown only if the persons affected sign up 
now to some kind of contract is also ludicrous.  To dig deeper wells to mitigate their 
drawdown does nothing for the health of our aquifer.

Individual

6933 5 The Davidson Creek drainage area will also be adversely affected not only by the 
drawdown of local water levels but the quality and quantity of water available to 
other communities "downstream " such as Vail.

Individual

6937 2 My objections are as follows:

1. very concerned about impact of mine's water usage on Sahuarita and Green Valley 
residents, as well as FICO operations which I consider an overall environmental 
"plus" to the community.

Individual

6937 13 For me, the money issues are far less important than the long-range ones of water 
qualitiy and availability,

Individual

6939 7 Although the impacts are many: ranging from wildlife habitat destruction to multi-
use recreational area destruction to tremendous highway damage to noise and dust 
generation for local residents, the issue concerning us mostly is water.

Individual

6939 8 The state of Arizona, and southern Arizona especially, is projected, by scientists at 
the University of Arizona, to have a water supply shortfall in the next few decades.  
This shortfall may well come without any increase in the demand for water, just with 
current population numbers.  We cannot afford to have such a dramatic increase in 
water demand, such as the proposed mine, that it threatens the water supply of 
current residents.  Please consider carefully all current and future demands and 
supplies of water when considering the impacts of the proposed mine.

Individual

6940 1 I wish to submit this concern relating to the lack of hydrologic isolation of tailings in 
the Rosemont POO as documented by the Vector and Tetratech documents in the 
dvd you released on June7, 2008.

Individual

6940 7 Will the mine manage to dewater this area so that waters enriched in metals and 
sulfate from the tailings are captured in the open pit?  If that is the case, what will 
happen when mining ceases?  If not, where will mining impacted recharge go?

Does this really meet BADCT standards?

Individual
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6944 2 The water issues of wells drying up are quite real because of the amount of water the 
mine uses.

Individual

6946 8 5.  Who will ultimately pay for damage to the ground water flow or disturbance?

6.  Who will suffer if water resources become critical, the mine or the community?

7.  Are their artisan wells that have been found?  If so how those would be affected 
would seem to be very important.

8.  Will disturbance of the area cause damage to the natural flow of under ground 
water aquifers and rivers?

9.  Will the mine be required to provide water if their activities either damage or 
redirect the flow of water causing wells to go dry or become unusable?

Individual

6946 11 12.  Will the affect of mining cause disturbance of any existing waterways?  If so, 
who is downstream and who will be adversely affected?

Individual

6949 15 If the mining operation does come to fruition it would seem to me that the company 
should build and pay for their own paved road from the mine site to the Box Canyon 
Road, and pay to improve the Box Canyon road with a paved surface, and 
straightened curves, to Continental and the railroad to Mexico at that point.  This 
would seem to have the least amount of impact and be the most direct route to ship 
the concentrated ore out of our country completely avoiding using Route 83,

Individual

6949 17 Water from the extended C.A.P. canal could parallel the new Box 
Canyon/Continental road and be piped along the bottom of the Box Canyon Wash, 
then up and along the new road leading to the mint site.  This entire route is in 
remote, mostly undeveloped country, until reaching Continental.

Individual

6953 3 Where is the evidence of polluting water and destroying the land?Individual

6954 2 I am opposed to allowing Rosemont to mine in the Santa Rita Mountains for the 
following reasons:

1. The water table in the aquifer that serves Green Valley and Sahuarita is already 
declining at the rate of 4 to 6 feet per year.   I do not believe that there will be 
sufficient CAP water to recharge the aquifer and offset the mine's use of water.  I do 
not believe Rosemont's claims that it will use new techniques that reduce the amount 
amount of water needed for its operations.  I do not want this area to be a test for 
these "new" techniques.

Individual

6957 1 1.  It has been reported that the aquifer Rosemont would be drawing from is being 
depleted.  How long will it take until the impact upon the aquifer and the rest of us 
who use the aquifer requires remedial action?  Who will pay the costs for such 
remedial action?  If the price of our water increases due to reduced supplies will 
Rosemont be responsible for the increase?  If our water requires additional treatment 
will Rosemont be responsible for the cost?

Individual
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6965 1 We moved to the Patagonia area in 1999 because of its natural scenic beauty.  We 
have great concerns about the Rosemont Copper Project and ask that the following 
be addressed in great depth by a variety of experts:

Effect upon our surface and ground water

Individual

6969 1 I recently and delightedly just relocated to Tucson from Phoenix with the intent of 
settling here for a long while. In keeping abreast of the issues facing my newfound 
community I am growing increasingly concerned at all of the new mines popping up 
all over the state as it is well known that they are tremendous "water guzzlers" and 
pose a serious threat to any community's water source particularly in such an arid 
state as Arizona.

Individual

6975 1 The EMPIRE MTNS. And it's resident's ground  water are at great PERIL; according 
to the pima county requested hydrology study on the effects of the Proposed open pit 
mine.

Individual

6975 3 The open pit when being watered by interceptor wells should be REQUIRED  to 
RECHARGE the potable water in the surrounding area around the pit and NOT BE 
USED FOR THE MINING OPERATION.  This could be done after extensive 
hydrology modeling mapping in the EMPIRE MTNS. And SANTA RITAS.

Individual

6975 5 AUGUSTA must be REQURIED to GUARANTEE  QUALITY WATER to the area 
residents. Passing the responsibility to any future mine owners with bonding to cover 
any and all civil liabilities.

Individual

6975 6 Open pit mines usually use the the water derived from the DEWATERING process 
to provide WATER for the processing of the ore. ACCORDING to JOHN GAY 
,RETIRED ANACONDA NINE SUPT. THIS WAS DONE AT THE TWIN 
BUTTES MINE.  I was employed by Anaconda, Twin Buttes and we initially had 
production wells in the SANTA CRUZ AQUIFER ,NEAR GREEN VALLEY. 
TWIN BUTTES SWITCHED OVER   TO USING THE INTERCEPTED WATER 
THAT WAS DRAINING INTO THE PIT.

Individual

6978 1 There are many "common good" reasons for not allowing a mining firm to create a 
mine in the Tucson valley.

These include the waste of water for a mine that provides no real value to the Tucson 
area.  We already have a similar waste of water in the pecan groves in Sahuarita.  At 
least they put water back inot the ground without poisoning it first.  And they offer 
some beautiful trees.   And why "give" low cost underground water to a mine with no 
real value to the community, while forcing the population to depend on more costly 
and limited Colorado river water in the future?

Individual

6979 4 What does Rosemont plan on doing with water that is  impounded on mine property 
and will it be allowed to seep into the ground ? What steps will be taken for this 
water to insure only clean water will allowed to re-enter the ground..

Individual

6980 1 Given the amount of water the other mines in this area have used, how does 
Rosemont Mine's estimate compare?

Are they minimizing the amount?

Individual
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6982 2 The unrecoverable destruction of the scenic Santa Ritas, the draining of our water 
resources, the obliteration of wildlife, the damage to our highways and the myriad of 
health and safety issues will be the effects felt by hundreds of thousands of 
southeastern Arizona residents.

Individual

6983 4 The hazards on on highway 83 threaten our safety the 3,000 ft deep pit and potential 
groundwater pollution threaten our water supply our our scenic views and peace and 
quiet will be destroyed if this mine is approved It has already had an impact on the 
value of my home and land.

Individual

6984 2 Why meddle with our already dwindling water access?Individual

6985 1 I am a second-generation Tucsonan and I vote religiously.  Growing up, I can 
remember running water in the Rillito River.  Now we see it only during monsoon 
season for a just few hours.

I believe that the most important issue for southern Arizonans is to conserve water.  
This copper mine would consume enormous amounts of water that should be used 
for the humans in this region.

Individual

6986 2 Our water supply will be endangered.Individual

6988 1 It is your responsibility to do everything under your power to protect our water 
resources and the Coronado National Forest.  Do not allow the Rosemont mine to 
continue.

Individual

6992 2 1) Water is a precious commodity in AZ and using enormous quantities for mining is 
harmful to the rest of us who depend on it.

Individual

6993 1 I have many reservations about this mining proposal in our neighborhood, but the 
one concern that is on my mind today is the water issue.  This company plans to 
work 24 hours a day for 20 years taking our ground water and hopes to replace it 
with CAP water.

Individual

6994 2 The two groups need to work together to compromise on concerns such as water, air 
pollution and other legitimate issues.

Individual

6995 3 We recently drove through that pristine area and lamented the fact that outsiders 
would come in and desecrate that beautiful area, to say nothing of the negative 
impact it would have on groundwater, and, having extracted the ore, they would 
leave behind the horrificly
ugly mounds of tailings, never to go away.

Individual

6997 7 Our family is strongly opposed to the Rosemont Mine for the following reasons:

6. We live in a region with a limited water supply.  Mining takes lots of water. We 
need the water for sustainability.

Individual

6998 4 Also, this area cannot afford to lose the tremendous amount of water a copper mine 
requires.

Individual
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7000 9 Predicted effects of climate change on the Colorado basin have substantial 
uncertainty, but all point to a rapidly declining availability of water.  Like the 
proverbial frog that eventually boils to death, we ignore the gravity of the current 
water emergency at our own peril because as with peak oil, we are likely at peak 
water.  Recent history shows that development will proceed after the current 
downturn.  Water will be the limiting factor, eventually, but allowing Rosemont will 
accelerate the advent of a water catastrophe.  Clearly, this is no time to risk 
additionaly heavy loads on water consumption in Southern Arizona.

Individual

7001 2 They have already purchase some of the water for usage and a portion of the water 
will be reclaimed.

Individual

7002 2 The unrecoverable destruction of the scenic Santa Ritas, the draining of our water 
resources,will be the effects felt by hundreds of thousands of southeastern Arizona 
residents.

Individual

7003 3 I believe that the mining interests will severely damage the water supply for the area 
and severely damage the beauty of the Santa Rita mountains.

Individual

7007 5 4.  There is a problem of water usage and the fear the communities will run out of 
water.  Comments:  Obtain the regional water usage records and document all the 
users from agriculture, mining, and residential .usage.  Determine if the use by any of 
the major categories is excessive and maybe there can be some adjustments made

Individual

7008 20 The destroyed aquifers will make this area a giant ghost town.Individual

7009 7 I don't think that the water issue is of such importance because there is plenty of 
water.

Individual

7019 2 Please   do not allow development of the copper mine in the Santa Rita Mountains. It 
is too close to urban Tucson suburbs..

It will hurt waterways.

Individual

7024 3 BESIDES THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ON THE AREA WATER AND 
TRAFFIC CONCERNS ARE ALSO AN ISSUE.

Individual

7029 1 Watch this very short video to truly grasp the idea of what could happen if the 
proposed Rosemint Mine is approved.

I am used to it, and was appalled after I watched this.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-eCM3cKYSYY

Barrel Canyon, one of the main feeders of Davidson Canyon which feeds the Cienga 
Creek which turns into the Pantano will be blocked according to the current 
rosemont MPO.

The davidson hasn't run this year, but I am sure there will be more to come soon.

Individual
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7030 7 *Not acceptable to block the surface waters which flow into the Cienega Creeks 
which turns inot the Pantano which feeds Vail Water Company, COT water, Spanish 
Trail Water, Other well co-ops and private wells.

*Not acceptable to drawn water just west of Corona and then recharge in Avra 
Valley.  The Santa Cruz is a river which flows north!

Individual

7031 1 Barrel Canyon which feeds the Davidson which feeds Cienega which turns into the 
Pantano will be blocked,

Individual

7031 3 No legal guarantee that water will not be pumped from the area on the east side of 
the Santa Ritas

Individual

7033 1 I am concerned that there is no mention of using CAP water instead of the existing 
water table.

Individual

7036 3 Water should be the major issue in this discussion, all the rest is just cosmetic.Individual

7037 7 Entire towns need the affected groundwater,Individual

7038 4 What frequency of floods will be used in the design?Individual

7041 2 We here in Green Valley are very much concerned about the water usage since we 
already have a lack of water problem.

Individual

7043 5 4. The only benefit would be employment but this would be negated by the lost water 
and the assault on the environment.

Individual

7052 2 I am opposed to the mine for several reasons:

It would destroy natural habitat

It would be a drain on water supplies

It would adversely affect tourism

The dust caused would be a health hazard throughout the Tucson area

The increase in truck traffic would not only be a health hazard because of emitted 
pollutants, but also because it would cause dangerous traffic conditions on a narrow, 
scenic route.

Individual

7053 1 My main concern is the water for this project. We have always been very careful 
with our water here & considered it precious ever since we moved here in 1950. I 
think our water is more imporant than copper (for this area).

Individual

7057 3 I am absolutely against this project going forward on the grounds of the 
environmental destruction that will be caused to the area, and also because of the 
tremendous amount of water that will be used by the project.

Individual

7057 5 As to the objection based on the amount of water the mine would use, need it be 
mentioned that this area lies in the middle of a desert? A desert where water is 
already scarce, becoming scarcer, and a desert where the population is growing by 
leaps and bounds.

Individual
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7058 7 The most important reason is WATER. Having live in Az. For almost 40 years, I can 
attest to the very limited amount of water the desert has. We have not had sufficient 
rains to replenish the supply that did not arrive during the last 10 years of drought. 
We cannot waste what little we have on mining. The best water must be used for 
human consumption, not mining. No matter what new technology may be used, I do 
not believe that Augusta can truly guarantee a safe, pure, plentiful water supply. The 
Rosemont Mine will deplete good groundwater and can only recycle so much. This 
is not an appropriate business to undertake in Arizona. Water is too precious.

Individual

7062 10 Then  there is the offer to extend the CAP to Green Valley just the mine can use 
ground water. Ha! What idiocy. You want to see the mountains not only destroyed 
but also suffer from the lack of water.  The impact of extracting huge amounts of 
ground water to support the mine will destroy the plant life surrounding the mine as 
naturally flowing creeks and springs dry up resulting in widespread destruction of 
the plant life and riparian areas.

Individual

7065 6 Purchasing CAP water and providing infiltration wells, while altering the mine plan 
to minimize the impact to the watersheds on the eastern side of the project are just a 
couple of examples of how mining can coexist with the environment.

Business

7069 5 I would like to make a couple comments about the proposed Rosemont mine.
First of all, mining damages the environment.  In a localized area, where there was 
once vegetation and animals, there will be a hole in the ground and piels of broken 
rock. In the bottom of the hole there will probably be some green water that's full of 
metals. I don't want my house at the bottom of a mine, and I don't want my kids 
drinking that water.

Individual

7070 3 3) I do not see how ANY one can guarantee that there will be no pollution to 
nighboring watersheds or the wells of residents, who have already invested 
personally in their properties.

Individual

7075 4 knowing what I do about mining ( and while I don't know everything about it, I do 
know some things) it will take an inordinate amount of water to sustain any 
operation that might get started at Rosemont and southern Arizona must be much 
more proactive in regards to water conservation issues. We should really realize that 
there is no other choise than to be extremely selective in our water usage.

Individual

7077 2 I am deeply disturbed by the consideration being given to allow the Rosemont 
Copper Mine to demolish our land.

This plan would ruin the environment, put the water supply at risk, release toxins 
into the air, and put those who travel this road at risk on a daily basis.

Individual

7079 1 I have some fears on the proposed Rosemont Copper Mining Project in the Santa 
Rita's in Southern Arizona

Water is the biggest concern;  Where is it going to come from??  Why is there a need 
to run a pipeline from Sauharita to the proposed site??  Where is the money coming 
from????

Individual

7082 3 I believe that the mining would damage ecosystem including flora and fauna in the 
immediate and adjoining areas, impact our water, and destroy a beautiful scenic area.

Individual
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7088 29 The impacts of water use by the mining operation must be fully examined.  Sahuarita 
well owners are facing a draw by the mine of 31,870 gpm.  The Rosemont Mine has 
secured permits for drawing 6000 AF of groundwater per year, but the EIS must 
examine what the total figure would be, the drawdown on nearby wells (There are 
about 400 private wells in the immediate area.) as well as the entire aquifer and the 
entire hydrological effects.  The proposed "recycling" of water by Rosemont must be 
examined and projected along with calculations of the potential for higher 
temperatures and drought projected for the southwest.

Organization

7088 35 The official name is "Groundwater Replenishment District."  It was meant to allow 
building in certain cases when water was deficient, but it has been expanded and 
used in a myriad of approaches that was not the original intent.  The crux of the 
matter is that Assured Safe Yield by 2025 for an Active Management Area (AMA) is 
the overall average for region-so one area can be up and another can be down-it's the 
overall water balance.

Organization

7088 41 The northeastern Santa Rita Mountains receive approximately 18 to 22 inches of 
rainfall each year, almost twice that received by the adjacent valleys.  This rain, fresh 
and uncontaminated, flows from the mine area via two streams northeastward into 
Davidson Canyon and then into Cienega Creek and, finally, Pantano Wash, which 
drains westward toward Tucson.  The streams serve the following purposes:
       -They create riparian zones that support healthy vegetation necessary for a 
diverse ecology and for control of erosion of stream banks.
       -They supply a number of springs and tinajas that are the source of water for 
countless birds and other animals, large and small, that inhibit the area.
        -They recharge small groundwater basins along their courses- the sources of 
water for a number of domestic wells.
        -They are a significant source of fresh, uncontaminated water for the Tucson 
groundwater basin, the source of most of Tucson's potable water.
        -They serve as treasured recreation sites for residents and visitors alike.

Organization

7088 46 Some engineers doupt that it will work to the degree hoped for by Rosemont.  If it 
does not work, the mine may require considerably more water from its well field in 
Sahuarita.  The Mission and Sierrita mines, for example, together use approximately 
34,500 acre-feet annually.  This seems like an intolerable amount to impose on the 
well owners of Sahuarita and the already stressed groundwater system of the Santa 
Cruz River Valley.  Furthermore, drinking water is becoming too precious a 
commodity in Arizona to allow its use for additional and unnecessary mining 
purposes.

Organization

7088 47 How will surface water quanity and water quality in Davidson Canyon and Cienega 
Creek be protected?

What will the impact be on ground and surface water from the heap leach method?

How will Rosemont Copper prevent wells in nearby residential and agricultural areas 
from being depleated, and how will they compensate the landowners?

Organization

7088 55 The Forest Service has written a report on the flooding by groundwater of open-pit 
mines in several abandonded mines in Region 6 pit lake.  Water quality in these pit 
lakes varies from highly acidic to alkaline.  
www.fws.gov/pacific/ecoservices/envicon/pim/reports/Reno/PitMines.htm

Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 277 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7089 1 Given the present state of drought and limited water resources in the area of the 
Santa Rita Mountains, in the interest of the public wellbeing and sustainability, the 
Rosemont mine should be required to use ONLY Central Arizona Project (CAP) 
water for all aspects of the mining operation, installed at their own expense, so as 
water use by the mine will not to be a burden on the local aquifers, human and 
wildlife communities in any way.

Individual

7094 1 The Following maps show the mining claims just north of the Rosemont ranch and 
the dot at 31.83554 110.73107 is the location of the three pahse water well that is 
being used for commercial purposes. By GPS location it shows to be on National 
Forest land and not patented mining claim. The well needs to be assessed and 
checked for location and use. I cannot find any well registered with the ADWQ that 
matches the pump capabilities. I believe the pump id number is 55-207382.

Individual

7095 2 Problem - The water flow from a changed Barrel Basin has yet to be determined. Per 
the MPO Summary approximately 75,000 tpd of ore and between 195,000-267,000 
tpd of waste rock will be mined each day for 24 hours 365 days a year, the waste 
rock will be dumped and large berms will be made to "hide" the operations. Those 
sheer numbers will inexplicably alter the course of the water flow, animal habitat and 
flora forever.

Individual

7095 4 While on a tour sponsored by Rosemont Copper, I asked what provisions have been 
made for the changed runoff that will occur, we were told by Jamie Sturgess that that 
has yet to be determined and that it did not have to be figured out fro the MPO. 
Living downstream from the project, I feel this is something that needs to be 
determined immediately.

Solution - The plan for waste rock needs to be scrutinized to ensure that safe water 
channels can be engineered before there is a problem. Even on July 8th 2008 the 
wash (bisecting our driveway) that is feed by Barrel Basin was filled several feet 
deep and 50 feet across without the planned 600-1,000 berms altering the water flow. 
We were also told by Jamie Sturgess that the proposed pit area receives 22-24" 
inches of rain a year, a solid 10" more than we receive just across Highway 83, that 
is a serious amount of water that will be entering the floodplains.

Individual

7100 2 How can the relevant jurisdictions guarantee water to the 37,000 people per year that 
could have been served by the water that Rosemont Mine will use?

Individual

7100 4 What are the possibilities and consequences of decreased flow of area springs, seeps, 
wetlands and streams?
What are the possibilities and consequences of increased sediment load in area 
streams?
What are the possibilities and consequences of changes in the area aquifer recharge?

Individual

7101 2 Questionable amount of water to be used:
Augusta Resource projects that their pumping in the Sahuarita will not affect the 
Santa Ritas. Their pumping is permitted for 6,000 acre feet. According to Arizona 
law, mining extractions permits are "shall issue" permits. Therefore, should the 
untried methods of dry tailings not work at Rosemont mine, Augusta Resource has 
only to file a permit for another 6,000 acre feet and it is a done deal. This can be 
verified at the Arizona Water Resource Department in Tucson. [Jeff Tannler, 520-
770-3800].

Individual
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7101 4 The water from dewatering the pit does not appear to be included in the 6,000 acre 
foot permit and, therefore, immediately the assertion that the operations will be using 
5,000 acre feet annually is fallacious. This operation will not only dewater the pit, 
but will dewater the entire region, depriving animals, trees and plants of their 
livelihood. Further, Rosemont Ranch has a non-exempt well, which can be 
transferred from agricultural use to mining use with the filing of a simple form.

Individual

7101 11 The report by Dick Kamp, the environmental writer for Wick Communications:
http://www.savethesantacruzaqifer.info/RosemontReport.htm

Individual

7102 2 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others:
1) Use of groundwater,

Individual

7102 20 (8) (A2,P2, L34-35)'…sits on the headwaters of much of the city of Tucson's water 
supply and water pollution…' We are in the desert and water is precious. The 
proposed actions will cause a water shortage by the shear use of water and by the 
'backflow' into the pit. What will be done to protect wells in the valley due to this 
activity?
(9) (A2, P5, L38-39)'This would cause a cone of depression that would dry up the 
area springs and seeps for many years beyond the life of a mine.' This is in direct 
contradiction that Rosemont officials have portrayed to the media, public at large, 
and the POO.

(10) (A2,P5,L42-43) '..Widespread problems with private and commercial wells in 
the area.' This is in direct contradiction that Rosemont officials have portrayed to the 
media, public at large, and the POO.
(11)(A2,P5,L49-50) 'Projections show that this 'excess' water from the Colorado 
River will run out long before the mine would close.' This is in direct contradiction 
that Rosemont officials have portrayed to the media, public at large, and the POO.

Individual

7110 5 Water: Draw down of the Santa Cruz Aquifer supposedly to be replaced by CAP 
water which my not be available for the life of the mine - and Rosemont must buy 
allotments not used by others - suppose this water is unavailable? Arizona loses 
enough water annually to support the population of 30,000 residents (5,000 to 8,000 
acre feet used by the mine).

Individual

7111 5 I have lived in Arizona for 36 years now, and am very conscious that our water 
supply is very precious and limited. It MUST be very cautiously preserved and 
conserved in order to assure a clean, usable drinking water source for present and 
future residents. It should not be wasted ( or polluted) by allowing yet another 
copper mine to appropriate vast amounts of water and poison it with chemical 
byproducts of such mining. (Copper sulfate is used to kill tree roots in sewers… I 
can only imagine what it would do in a stream bed or our underground aquifer.)

Individual

7114 7 *Can we see a detailed report about why CAP water cannot be used for the mine 
instead of ground water?

Individual

7114 8 * Could Rosemont build a water reclamation facility for the region so that they could 
utilize reclaimed water for the mine? In a region where water is so precious we need 
to save the best of that resource for its highest and best use.

Individual
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7115 6 I am also greatly concerned that at a time when we are requiring new development to 
assure future water supplies that we should not be allowing a new user to come in 
and be given a blank check for huge amounts of water drawn from an area 
(Sahuarita) which is already experiencing subsistance from current water use. Local 
wells will likely be impacted, and our long term water supply may be imperiled. This 
is just irresponsible!

Individual

7117 6 We have a significant interest in the proposed mine and strongly object to its 
development due to the significant negative and unmitigable impacts it will have on 
the air, land, wildlife, and water of the area.

Organization

7117 11 The Forest Service must examine, evaluate, and analyze the impacts of the mine on 
the area's watershed, on surface water quality and flows, and on groundwater 
including both quality and quantity. The draft Environmental Impact Statement 
should thoroughly evaluate the impacts of the groundwater pumping and wells, 
ponds, leach pad, tailing fields, waste rock fields, open pit, concentrator, and SX/EW 
operations on the water resources of the area It is clear that those impacts will be 
negative and significant.

Organization

7117 12 The Proposed Rosemont Copper Mine could have significant adverse impacts on the 
surface water flows into Davidson Canyon and ultimately Cienega Creek. According 
to a hydrological study commissioned by Pima County (Hydrogeology of the Santa 
Rita Rosemont Project Site Conceptual Flow Model and Water Balance," Tom 
Myers PhD, Hydrologic Consultant, Prepared for Pima County Board of 
Supervisors, 2007.) the proposed mine could intercept annually approximately 650 
acre-feet of water flow to the Davidson Canyon Wash. This flows into the Cienega 
Creek, which is Outstanding Arizona Water and also helps to supply water to the 
Tucson area. While Cienega Creek is already Outstanding Arizona Water, Davidson 
Canyon has been nominated and is in the process of being designated as an 
Outstanding Arizona Water. The Forest Service must carefully examine and evaluate 
the impacts of this proposed mine on this outstanding and unique resources.
To be designated an Outstanding Arizona Water, a surface water must meet one or 
both of these conditions:
1. The surface water is of exceptional recreational or ecological significance because 
of its unique attributes, such as the geology, flora and fauna, water quality, aesthetic 
value, or the wilderness characteristic of the surface water;
2. An endangered or threatened species is associated with the surface water and the 
existing water quality is essential to its maintenance and propagation or the surface 
water provides critical habitat for a threatened or endangered species.
Davidson Canyon clearly meets those conditions.

Organization

7117 14 Davidson Canyon has excellent water quality, and existing data show that it would 
meet or exceed surface water quality standards required to be classified as an 
Outstanding Arizona Water. Impacts on these resources and possible negative 
impacts on both of these Outstanding Arizona Waters should be considered and 
evaluated. Mitigation measures should be outlined clearly and if the impacts are 
unmitigable, that should be made clear.

Organization

7117 17 It is unclear exactly how the dewatering of the mine's pit will affect the level, 
quantity or quality of the groundwater. It is likely that it will affect the groundwater 
to the east of the Santa Ritas, however. The Forest Service must give this careful 
consideration and examination in the draft Environmental Impact Statement.

Organization
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7117 19 In light of the already arid nature of these lands, ongoing drought, and the likely 
impacts of climate change - these dry areas are likely to get drier - it is imperative 
that we be conservative with water resources. It is also imperative the Forest Service 
consider these factors in looking at the impacts of this proposed copper mine.

Organization

7117 38 The proposed 100-year 24-hour storm protection (so-called zero-discharge mine) 
may not be sufficient to protect sensitive downstream areas given more intense storm 
events as predicted with climate change occurring. The draft Environmental Impact 
Statement should analyze if 100 year protection is adequate for Davidson Canyon 
and Cienega Creek.

Organization

7125 17 In the past three years, our community has fought for the protection of biologically 
sensitive Davidson Canyon, under threat from mining interests that would deplete 
water and replace our canyon with a 700x400x200 foot pit. Protecting Davidson 
Canyon, which feeds Las Cienegas preserve, has been the focus of numerous 
unanimous resolutions by our Pima County supervisors, led by our own Ray Carroll, 
and most recently championed by Supervisor Sharon Bronson.

Individual

7125 21 [3] Water: Outstanding and Otherwise
Tailings from this ridiculous project would eventually pollute Davidson Canyon and 
Las Cienegas, both of which qualify or are currently registered with ADEQ as 
"Outstanding Waters" of Arizona. Any activity which threatens the quality of these 
perennial desert streams is categorically illegal. Therefore Rosemont is Illegal. We 
and or the state will sue the EPA and other jurisdictional bodies under these 
provisions if this project goes forward.

Individual

7125 27 We moved back to Arizona to retire here. Took our hard earned money and paid cash 
to buy land and build a home.
--What happens to my home values when I have NO WATER?
--Our permit fees alone were about $9,000. to build here.
--We have performance horses, who will pay four our horses when it go's through 
the fence, from the blasting?
--Even more important, when my daughter get hurt working her horses and they get 
spook from blasting!!!
--What will this do to our water and the water that runs down the Davidson Canyon 
to feed the Vail area?

Individual

7129 12 c. Water use
Augusta should operate a CAP water purification plant to use to supply water of 
sufficient quality for their mine. There is not justification or just compensation for 
pumping of so much ancient groundwater in the desert.

Individual

7130 2 -Many of us in the Corona de Tucson area are on our own well, and do not receive or 
have access to water from the city of Tucson.  Drilling and maintenance wells is not 
inexpensive.

Individual
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7134 18 5. Rosemont's operation as set forth in the MPO and as described in the documents 
so far made available will have extraordinary impacts on water resources in the 
region, all of which must be fully analyzed by more detailed and thorough modeling 
of current and potential uses, as well as modeling impacts on existing contamination 
plumes.

As noted in Coronado National Forest's (CNF) October 19, 2007 letter to Rosemont 
Copper Company, one of the least documented (and certainly least understood) 
elements of the Rosemont Copper Company'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. To date, FICO is not aware of the submission of any significant 
information that has been submitted by the Rosemont Copper Project to analyze the 
effects of groundwater pumping from the Tucson Active Management Area ("Tucson 
AMA"). Until such time as adequate hydrologic information is submitted, CNF will 
lack the ability to identify and analyze appropriate alternatives. Accordingly, the 
NEPA process should not begin until more meaningful data and information relating 
to water issues has been obtained.

Business

7134 21 Based on the limited facts presented in Rosemont Copper Company's MPO, CNF 
and FICO know only that Rosemont Copper Company plans to pump whatever water 
it needs for its operations, which Rosemont Copper Company will do for as long as 
its operations continue, and that Rosemont Copper Company, without any scientific 
basis to do so, is evaluating the non-binding mitigation measure of recharge. The 
MPO does not provide any meaningful disclosure of Rosemont Copper Company's 
proposed water use, how such potential alternatives for resolving the environmental 
impacts related thereto.

Business

7134 23 Clearly, the NEPA process should address the potential migration of the sulfate 
plume, but until such time as Rosemont Copper company provides adequate analysis 
of its proposed pumping, CNF cannot adequately understand the consequences of 
any such withdrawals of groundwater nor can reasonable alternatives to the use of 
such groundwater be evaluated.

Business

7138 1 Attached is a map of the Rosemont Area with the washes colored in. The blue color 
represents water flow od 5000-10000 cubic feet second during the rainy season. If 
the tailings dams block water flow it would seem to cause several problems, one of 
which is water recharge back into the local aquafier. The second would be potential 
hazards if the dam breakes during monsoon season. This information is from the 
Pima County GIS

Individual

7142 4 Question: If ASARCO mining on 10 acres of National Forest Land, could potentially 
threaten the water quality of Sonoita Creek and Lake Patagonia, how can the USFS 
guarantee the protection of the davidson Canyon Wash and the Las Cienegas 
Waterway if the Rosemont Project, operating on thousands of acres of Forest Service 
Land and private land is approved?

Individual

7143 13 The projected mining time frame of 20 years and amount of water usage proposed by 
Rosemont is unrealistic, since other local mines have been operating over 55 years 
and have stated plans to continue, due to increasing prices for copper. Therefore all 
the impacts of the mine, beginning with water usage, have been vastly 
underestimated.

Organization
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7149 3 Also, this region's water supply is somewhat precarious. Mining is very water-
itensive, and I don't believe that it's a good use of this precious resource.

Individual

7150 6 Project-related activities to be addressed in the EIS include, but are not be limited to, 
the following:
 Construction, operation and reclamation of an open-pit copper, silver and 
molybdenum mine;
 Construction, operation, and reclamation of an ore-processing plant, tailings, waste 
rock and leach facilities;
 Construction and operation of infrastructure, such as utilities, and their corridors;
 Construction of a new access road, leach field, retention structures, wells and water 
supply pipeline, ore transportation systems, and test reclamation plots;

Government

7150 11 Based on a review of the Mine Plan of Operations, the following ADEQ water 
quality permitting and other requirements will be applicable to this project.

Mine Construction & Operation
Groundwater quality in Arizona is protected under ADEQ's Aquifer Protection 
Permit (APP) Program. All aquifers in Arizona are protected as a drinking water 
source. An area-wide individual APP, meeting Best Available Demonstrated Control 
Technology requirements and Aquifer Water Quality Standards at the point of 
compliance, will be needed for any and all categorical discharging facilities and 
activities that may result in the discharge of pollutants to the aquifer, including but 
not limited to: construction, operation and reclamation of ore-processing; and 
tailings, waste rock and leaching facilities. For questions regarding the APP for mine 
operations, please contact Michele Robertson at 602-771-4827 or by email at 
mir@azdeq.gov.

Government

7150 13 Sanity Waste Management
The planned actions include installation of onsite wastewater treatment systems, 
which will require Aquifer Protection Permits. The Aquifer Protection Permit 
program had general permits for both conventional and alternative on-site systems 
that have design flows of less than 3,000 gallons per day (gpd) or for multiple 
systems on a site under common ownership with flows of less than 24,000 gpd. 
ADEQ has delegated the review and approval of these Type 4 general permits to 
Pima County Department of Environmental Quality. If the flows are in excess of 
24,000 gpd, and individual permit will be issued by ADEQ from the Phoenix Office. 
For questions about general permits for onsite wastewater treatment systems, please 
contact Kwame Agyare at 602-771-4664 or email at ka2@azdeq.gov. or the Pima 
County Department of Environmental Quality.

Government
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7150 16 The production water dilivery system will consist of 20-inch ductile iron pipe, pump 
stations and associated power lines. Installation of the pipeline and related 
infrastructure will likely disturb greater than one acre of ground and, as noted above, 
will require coverage under the Arizona Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(AZPDES) program. A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) must be 
prepared and implemented during the course of construction and can be written to 
cover all applicable discharges.

Activities such as hydrostatic testing of pipeline segments and aquifer testing that 
discharge to surface waters will require coverage under the AZPDES permitting 
program. Depending on the activity, location and volume of the discharge and the 
known quality of the water, an individual AZPDES permit may be required. 
Alternately, authorization for such activities that will result in de minimus discharges 
to surface waters may be available under the AZPDES De Minimus General Permit. 
The De Mimimus General Permit requires filing of a Notice of Intent to Discharge 
and preparation and implementation of a best management practices (BMP) plan to 
ensure surface water quality standards are met. Further information on these permits 
can be found at http://www.azdeq.gov/environ/water/permits/azpdes.html.  In 
addition, the Aquifer Protection Permit program has a General Permit Type 1.02 that 
allows discharges from the hydrostatic testing of new pipelines subject to certain 
conditions (See A.A.C. R18-9-B301(B)).

Government

7150 19 If project activities will occur inside the ordinary high water mark of any water of the 
U.S., an U.S. Army Corps of Engineers-issued Clean Water Act (CWA) section 404 
permit (a.k.a. dredge and fill permit) may be required. If a 404 permit is required for 
the project, a state-issued CWA section 401 certification of the permit will be 
required. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers will include the conditions of the CWA 
401 certification as requirements of the Section 404 permit to ensure that the 
permitted activites will not result in a violation of the State's surface water quality 
standards. For questions relating to CWA 401/404 please contact Bob Scalamera at 
602-771-4502 or by e-mail at RS3@azdeq.gov. The CWA 401 application form can 
be downloaded from the agency website at: 
http://www.azdeq.gov/function/forms/appswater.html#dredge

Government

7151 6 It contains a unique ecosystem (mid-elevation oak grassland) that provides habitat 
for wildlife, valuable watershed features (headwaters of Davidson Canyon/Cienega 
Creek), critical water supply for Tucson, and important recreational opportunities 
(hunting, hiking, off-road vehicle riding, horse back riding, bicycle riding, camping, 
bird watching, etc) for the citizens of Southern Arizona.

Organization
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7151 12 Given these results, it is especially critical that the Rosemont Mine not be allowed to 
proceed since the protection of our water resources clearly cannot be guaranteed. The 
EIS should determine how this mine would mine protect and not pollute the water in 
the Cienega Basin. Cienega Creek is designated as a State Unique Water 
(Outstanding Water) as part of the State Water Quality Standards, and therefore must 
be protected from degradation. In addition, Davidson Canyon has been nominated 
for the same protection, and until the Arizona Water Quality Standards are finalized, 
Davidson receives the same anti-degradation protection as a designated water. The 
preferred alternative in the DEIS should require that all facilities at the mine be lined 
to the highest standards to protect the surface and ground water, including the 
tailings, waste rock piles, the perimeter berm and all locations that use or store 
chemicals.

Organization

7151 14 Aquatic Biology
There are several springs within the project area, and perennial stream reaches 
downstream that should be considered in the EIS. The EIS should determine where 
the current perennial springs or perennial waters are located in this watershed, and 
determine which ones could be affected by the mine. It should determine which 
spring and streams or steam reaches are perennial, intermitted or ephemeral, and 
what is normal and seasonal flow at each one.

Organization

7151 29 Pit Dewatering
The pit dewatering document describes a variety of general options for dealing with 
pit water, and is in general vary vague about what would likely be happening at the 
pit. Some of these options required flattening the pit walls, presumably increasing 
the size of the pit. If this would require relocation of the other mine facilities, then a 
revised Mine Plan of Operations should be submitted and analyzed under NEPA. 
Any revisions to this document should require that NEPA be reinitiated, including 
public comment opportunities and hearings. Some questions:

How much would the aquifer be drawn down as a result of pit dewatering?
How far from the pit would the effects of dewatering occur?
How would this impact Davidson Canyon and the springs in the area?
How would the dewatering of these local resources be mitigated by Augusta?
How would Augusta compensate the public for the loss of wildlife watering 
locations, impacts to vegetation from lowering of the water table, and the general 
loss of riparian areas from pit dewatering?

Organization
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7151 46 Water
The impact an proposed mine on ground and surface water is our greatest concern. 
Letters and report already transmitted to the Forest Service by Pima County, in 
particular the work of Dr. Tom Myers speaks eloquently to this issue. We strongly 
agree that a complete hydrologic model of the area must be completed before any 
decision can be made about the mine. An improved model may require additional 
field investigations and these are also necessary. As long as there are any doubts 
about the impacts of mining operations on both surface and ground water flow, this 
project should not be approved. Water is our most precious and valuable resource, 
and we cannot afford to risk degradation to its quality or quantity.

Hydrologic studies must be conducted for all watersheds and basins that would be 
affected by this mine plan, including the Cienega Basin, the Upper Santa Cruz 
Valley, Sahuarita and Green Valley. Currently the mine plan does not contain 
enough information on the impacts from planned or potential groundwater 
withdrawals. Although the pumping would not be on Forest Service managed public 
lands, the impacts must be considered in the EIS.

The company is currently proposing to pump about 6,000 to 8,000 acre-feet of 
ground water per year for 20 years, at a rate of 9,000 gallons per minute. However, 
as this company has never mined before, they use of this figure is suspect. The US 
Forest Service must do an independent calculation of water usage based on both the 
current design and any modifications to this design. In particular, the US Forest 
Service should model water needed for a mine design without using a dry stake 
method of tailings disposal. Additional questions:

Does the company have enough wells to supply this amount on a sustained, year 
around basis without causing serious problems to neighboring wells?
What are the limits, if any, on how much water the company can withdraw or pump 
to the mine site?

Organization

7151 48 How would the mine impact nearby wells? How far from the mineral extraction wells 
would the impacts be experienced?
How would the existing water rights of current well owners in the affected areas be 
protected?
If the proposed mine techniques are unworkable in this climate and more water is 
required, where would this water come from?

Organization

7151 50 How would the mine impact surface water resources in the Cienega Basin?
What are characteristics of the existing stream channels and banks in the area?
What are the general characteristics of the watershed of the project area?
What are the characteristics of existing springs, ephemerals, intermittent and 
perennial streams?
How would these surface water resources be impacted from the project, including 
flow volumes and water quality?
What is the potential for springs upwelling under project features such as the leach 
pad liner?
How would this affect the integrity of the leach pad and liner? Would this increase 
the potential for leaching into the aquifer?

Organization

7151 52 What is the drought preparedness plan?Organization
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7152 2 The mine would use unlimited amounts of good quality water, regardless of what is 
available for all of our needs. There is no assured replacement, nor of the quality of 
same. This is in addition to the crisis nature of water in the Upper Santa Cruz Valley.

Individual

7153 4 (3) Are the water sources for the proposed mining area in the Tucson and Santa Cruz 
Active Management areas, which were established as part of the 1980 Groundwater 
Management Act? If so, have you been in contact with the Groundwater Users 
Advisory Councils for these Active Management Areas in order to determine the 
mine's impact?

(4) Have you communicated with the Arizona Department of Water Resources to 
find out their position on how the water sources for this proposed mine will be 
handled?

Individual

7155 18 The proposed mine has the potential to seriously degrade other natural resources in 
the area, including but not limited to perennial waters in Davidson Canyon,  which 
has been recommended for designation as an Arizona Outstanding Water, and 
Madera Canyon, the source of which may be connected to groundwater impacted by 
the mine. Any negative effects on Davidson Canyon also have the potential to 
negatively impact other resources downstream, including Cienega Creek and the 
Santa Cruz River, portions of which were recently determined by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers to be Traditional Native Waters.

Organization

7156 3 I support withdrawal of my federal lands from mining and, as mentioned above, am 
opposed to new mining in southeastern Arizona. I love birding and hiking and 
camping in the Santa Rita and Patagonia Mountains. and believe that the noise, 
water, and air pollution will detrimentally affect my public lands experience, as well 
as imperil the habitat of endangered species, increased truck traffic on local roads 
and highways, negatively affect the wildlife movement corridors and native plants 
and ecosystems.

Individual

7157 2 But if you need reasons:
- Water, which is not a luxury in the desert, is needed better for homes in the area.

Individual

7163 14 Among these impacts, water is a key element of concern, in terms of direct impacts 
to both human and natural communities. With the recent Army Corps of Engineers 
determination of two stretches of the downstream Santa Cruz River as "traditional 
navigable waters", an additional or combined Environmental impact Statement will 
be required in conjunction with the Army corps of Engineers.

Organization

7163 22 Water is life, both for human and natural communities. The proposed mine's impact 
upon surface and ground water must be thoroughly disclosed and ground water 
modeling conducted to determine projected on and off-site impacts to water 
resources.

Organization

7163 23 What are the foreseeable impacts to watershed health, riparian areas, springs and 
cienegas, including Cienega Creek National Conservation Area, the watershed 
feeding the Santa Cruz River?

Organization

7163 30 How does the resent Army Corps of Engineers determination of two stretches of the 
Santa Cruz River as traditional navigable waters (subject to Clear Water Act 
requirements) change the nature of the EIS and public process?

Organization
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7163 83 Lastly, the Army Corps of Engineers recent determination of two Santa Cruz River 
reaches as "navigable waters" is significant to the proposed Rosemont Mine, as this 
determination will require a parallel or consolidated EIS that includes the mine's 
nexus to the Santa Cruz River watershed to ensure compliance with Clean Water Act 
regulations.

Organization

7164 9 Please consider the following remarks concerning the negative ECONOMIC impact 
of the proposed Rosemont Mine (taken from a report by the Sonoran Institute):

ECONOMIC IMPACT

The potential positive local economic benefits from the proposed Rosemont project 
are small in comparison to the magnitude of the local economy. Local economic 
impacts would derive primarily from employment, wages and salaries, business 
purchases, and taxes paid to local governments -- representing between (0.08%) and 
(0.3%) of total employment in Pima and Santa Cruz counties combined for the year 
2005;
local business economic impact ranging from less than five (0.5%) to (0.6%) of the 
2005 GDP of the Tucson Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA);
estimated total local tax revenues representing about 1.3% of total property, excise, 
and sales taxes collected in Pima County and the City of Tucson in the 2005/2006 
fiscal year and between one-half of one percent (0.5%) and 1.2% of total combined 
revenues for the two governments.

Significant Potential Local Costs from Proposed Mine Project
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including:

estimated increased costs to local school districts of between $2.7 million and $10 
million per year;
increased highway maintenance costs on SR 83;
annual societal cost associated with increased driving of at least $418,000;
increased costs to travelers on SR 83 of approximately $949,000 annually;
decreased property values for those residential properties impacted by degraded 
viewsheds and dust pollution;
decreased revenues from outdoor recreation and tourism; and
economic impacts associated with environmental effects of surface and groundwater,
electrical power generation, and increased carbon dioxide emissions.

Individual

7166 4 I am writing with concerns I have about the proposed Rosemont Mine. I am a child 
welfare social worker in Pima County and my elderly parents live in Green Valley 
near and open pit copper mine. My objections to this mine are based on the 
following areas of concern. WATER: It's well documented that the Rosemont mine's 
operations will require a large quantity of precious groundwater. This groundwater 
pumping will lower the water table and could affect the viability of wells in the 
surrounding area, as well as creating potential environmental impacts to wildlife 
corridors and plant life. Will this concern be addressed in the environmental impact 
study? Also, how can Pima County citizens be sure that Rosemont mine's use of 
groundwater is a wise choice if our state encounters a long-term, serious drought and 
this water is needed by people and wildlife?

Individual
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7167 1 The proposed for an open pit mine in the Rosemont Valley requires serious critical, 
independent evaluation. An enormous impact on a very large number of values must  
be anticipated. I particularly insist that the EIS look very carefully at the issue of 
water, its use, diversion, and pollution, both local and far downstream.

Individual

7167 12 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause soil, water, air, noise, traffic, and light pollution.

Individual

7169 3 I hope that severe studies will be required on the water issue. An 18 year mine isn't 
worth destroying all Southern Arizona or Arizona. Can Augusta, or their successors, 
guarantee that we all will have a sufficient supply of water throughout their 18 years? 
If not, would think you'd have no option but NOT to grant them their permit.

Individual

7170 1 Question
Who will research the wells at Rosemont? I have found by researching the Arizona 
sites that there are inconsistencies in the well information as to ownership, placement 
and well completion documents. All the wells are documented as being domestic 
wells, stock wells or mineral exploration. One of the wells is a three phase well and I 
can find no record of the pump ever having been changed. I contend that Rosemont 
has been misleading the state of Arizona on their well requests and it needs a 
thorough exploration during the EIS process.

Individual

7171 1 The proposed for an open pit mine in the Rosemont Valley requires serious critical, 
independent evaluation. An enormous impact on a very large number of values must  
be anticipated. I particularly insist that the EIS look very carefully at the issue of 
water, its use, diversion, and pollution, both local and far downstream.

Individual

7171 12 Despite the best intentions and newest technologies, large open pit copper mines can 
and do cause soil, water, air, noise, traffic, and light pollution.

Individual

7174 1 Jamie Sturgess, vice president of rosemont copper, states that some new wells, 
drilled at hidden valley ranch, are already going dry. Why would wells in an area 
with over a dozen springs suddenly be going dry? Perhaps due to the deep intrusive 
drilling in the area and it does raise the disturbing question of what happens to the 
area water when they dig a 3000 foot hole in the ground and call it an open pit mine, 
the mine dewatering pumps are going to be a problem.

Individual
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7176 1 Technica Guide to Managing Ground Water Resources, (FS-881) dated May 2007 
serves as the technical guidance for the implementation of the USDA Forest Service 
national groundwater policy. FS-881 emphasizes the importance of inventory of the 
quality and quantity of groundwater on NFS land for land and resource management. 
Specifically, one of the objectives identified in FS-881 is:
- To classify aquifer types, establish baseline ground water quality, map flow systems 
and ground water-dependent ecosystems, and assess aquifer vulnerability based on a 
consistent stand throughout the NFS.
Additionally, FS-881 directs Regional Foreseters and Forest Supervisors to perform, 
among others, the following duties:
- When evaluating project alternatives or revising national forest plans, use the best 
available science, technology, models, information, and expertse to determine the 
location, extent, depths, amounts, flow paths, quality, and recharge and discharge 
areas of ground water resources and their hydrological connections with surface 
water.
- Always assume that hydrogical connections exist between groundwater and surface 
water in each watershed, unless in can be reasonably shown none exist in a local 
situation.
- Prevent, if possible, or minimize the adverse impacts to streams, lakes, ponds, 
reservoirs, and other surface waters on NFS land from ground water withdrawal. (FS-
881, pg 7)

In the context of these directives, it is critical that the CNF conduct a detailed 
hydrologic inventory of the Rosemont basin, including identification of all seeps, 
springs and riparian areas that may be impacted by the proposed Rosemont Mine, 
and documentation of seasonal variation in flow and water quality from these 
features.

Individual

7176 3 An appropriately conducted inventory would ideally span several years to identify 
the impacts of climatic variability on these resrouces. An appropriately conducted 
inventory would allow the CNF to identify the impacts and appropriate mitigation 
measures from both the short-term impacts of pit dewatering on these and adjacent 
hydrologic features. Similarly, the pertetual impacts of groundwater evaporation 
from the pit lake likely to result from the porposed action must be addressed - both 
the quantity of groundwater lost through evaporation, and the resultant impact on 
water quality.

Individual

7180 1 Jamie Sturgess, vice president of rosemont copper, has stated they could have gotten 
their water from the cienega basin. Is this true or a false statement, if ture it is 
dangerous as to their disregard for a federal preserve, if false it is a statement that led 
us to believe they could have taken water from a preserve. Either way the statement 
is disturbing.

Individual

7181 7 6. Is there any guarantee that Rosemont mine will not pump groundwater from the 
East side fo the Santa Rita's?

Individual

7181 12 10. In Augusta's water plan dated 5/2007 they claim that in 2007 they would 
recharge 15,000 acre feet in the Santa Cruz Basin. What is the status of this claim?

Individual

7184 6 Section 313a of the Clean Water Act prohibits any activity on federal lands that 
violate state water quality standards. Any acid mine drainage that does not meet state 
quality water standards would therfore be illegal under federal law.

Individual
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7192 2 Impacts to Water Resources: The project as proposed will impact water resources 
and riparian areas both within and outside the project area.

Organization

7192 8 Firstly, Augusta's own studies show that the proposed mine pit would be so deep that 
it would capture mountain-front recharge from a significant portion of the eastern 
Santa Rita Mountains. Mountain-front recharge of groundwater is the main source 
for persistent surface water in valley-bottom streams across this region, including 
Cienega Creek. Studies have not yet been able to predict how far south this pit would 
draw water from; at the least it would impact the recharge that serves Davidson 
Canyon and Pima County's Cienega Creek Natural Preserve. By changing water 
movement along the mountain-from and creating a cone of depression in foothills 
alluvium, it may well also draw water away from creeks and springs of the Las 
Cienegas National Conservation Area farther to the south.

Organization

7192 15 Augusta claims that by not pumping water from the Cienega basin it will not impact 
waters in this area of nationally-recognized natural resources. This claim simply does 
not hold water, for all of the reasons outlined above. This mine cannot be operated 
without significant impact to these important water and riparian resources and the 
imperiled species that depend in thme. This project should be denied based on these 
impacts alone.

Organization

7194 2 If the Forest Service allows the mining concerns to use the Public's Forest, all the 
issues (IE water, electricity, remediation of the site upon completion) that are being 
hotly addressed must be backed up with cash accounts.

Individual

7197 5 The inadequacy of water resources has been eloquently stated by many others - 
suffice it to say - I am intimately familiar with the fragile balance of water in this 
watershed from having designed the commemorative poster for the Las Cienegas 
National Conservation Area, across the highway and in direct path of the impact of 
the mine

Individual

7198 10 To help current and future generations, the mine will build an expanded utility 
infrastructure for part of rural Arizona, including an expansion of water pipelines 
and groundwater recharge

Organization

7200 7 The EIS must also contain an accurate description of riparian areas and all other 
water resources in the area, including groundwater

Organization

7200 17 In addition, the corporation's plans to pump groundwater from Sahuarita and pipe it 
over the Santa Ritas to the mine at Rosemont Ranch will have significant impacts on 
both the Santa Cruz aquifer and the Davidson/Cienega aquifer, and these impacts 
must be fully evaluated.

Organization

7201 4 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity
Water quality
Depletion  of the water table affecting agriculture on the west side of the Santa Rita 
Mountains

Organization

7202 9 6. Regarding Davidson Canyon; what is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers to suspend the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its 
tributaries as a navigable river?

Individual
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7202 15 7. The proposed Rosemont Mine pit dewatering pump-out from surrounding wells, 
etc. is predicted to reach a maximum of 720,000 gallons per day (ref: Response to 
Item 3, CNF letter to Rosemont, 10-19-07). By comparison, the Vail Water 
Company average daily sales are 978,000 gallons (ref: VWC 2007 annual report). 
The proposed pit dewatering operation can possibly supply nearly three-quarters of 
the Vail area water needs. The  referenced M3 memorandum depicts the dewatering 
product going into the mine process operation. Rosemont representatives have 
stated  that process water does not need to be of groundwater quality; that Colorado 
River water effluent is of adequate quality for mining purposes. This proposal to use 
groundwater in mine process operations would be an extremely serious misallocation 
of precious and limited groundwater resources and therefore must be denied. The 
dewatering groundwater must be returned to local aquifers or otherwise distributed 
to area water providers. The region's limited groundwater resources must be 
conserved for allocation to human consumption and only the very highest needs and 
purposes.

Individual

7202 16 8. Assumptions regarding climate change looking at a 1,000-year flood standard 
instead of the 100-year flood are more appropriate. A good example is the 
devastation in Sabino Canyon during the 2006 monsoon season. Are Rosemont mine 
studies underway to determine the impact to the surrounding areas in the event of 
similar flooding? Given the extreme environmental risks presented by flooding at the 
proposed Rosemont mine, why would not the 1,000-year standard be appropriate? 
When the 1,000 year flood standard study is completed will it be made available for 
public scrutiny?

Individual

7202 18 10. Rosemont Mine must be required to use effluent (treated wastewater) for all 
mining operations. The present proposal to use groundwater would be an extremely 
serious misallocation of these precious and limited groundwater resources and 
therefore must not even be considered. Rosemont representatives have started that 
effluent would be of sufficient quality to use for mining purposes. The two Pima 
County municipal wastewater treatment plants produce 33,757 acre-feet of effluent 
annually (ref: "Tucson's Water's Long Range Water Resources Planning"). Most of 
this effluent is being dumped into the Santa Cruz River bed. A fraction of the annual 
effluent production would be enough to meet the needs of the proposed mine. The 
Rosemont Mine must be required to purchase the effluent from the City of Tucson 
and pipe it directly to the mine site, at its (Rosemont's) expense. Effluent  is the only 
water resource that increases as the area population grows, so it is ideal for future 
mining purposes in this region. The region's limited groundwater resources must be 
conserved for allocation to only very highest needs and purposes.

Individual

7202 19 11. Rosemont Mine must be required to use CAP (Central Arizona Project) water for 
all mining operations. The proposed use of groundwater would be a serious 
misallocation of these precious and limited groundwater resources and therefore 
must not be allowed. Rosemont representatives have stated that CAP water is of 
adequate quality for mining purposes. A small fraction of the annual CAP allotment 
coming into the Tucson area would be enough to meet the needs of the proposed 
mine. The mine should be required to purchase the CAP water and pipe it directly to 
the mine site at its own expense. The region's limited groundwater resources  must be 
conserved for allocation to the highest purposes and needs only.

Individual
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7202 20 12. What is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to 
suspend the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its tributaries as a navigable 
river?

Individual

7211 1 I have several concerns regarding the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine. First of all - 
water issues are extremely important, especially in light of possible climate change.

Individual

7211 5 Another aspect of pumping ground water for mine use is that it could damage caves 
in the area (and there are many) by draining water that keeps the caves environments 
humid.

Individual

7212 1 I have several concerns regarding the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine. First of all - 
water issues are extremely important, especially in light of possible climate change.

Individual

7212 5 Another aspect of pumping ground water for mine use is that it could damage caves 
in the area (and there are many) by draining water that keeps the cave environments 
humid.

Individual

7213 2 Please say "NO" to Rosemont Mining Company. Mining companies need to find 
more environmentally friendly ways to do their work. Taking all good water from the 
earth, raping and scraping, and using toxic chemicals that adversely affect all of us 
are just a few reasons to stop this operation in this location.

Individual

7222 4 The proposed mine site is situated in a critical area for wildlife habitat, recreation, 
and perhaps most importantly, the watershed for Pima County's Davidson Canyon 
Natural Preserve.

Individual

7224 3 I am also concearned about the water problems that the mine will cause.Individual

7227 4 There are also the major concerns of water usage and pollution to the area caused by 
the trucks and the dust.

Business

7228 5 The water issue is most pressing. Mining will be harmful to people who have wells 
in the area.

Individual

7231 1 I'm writing you in regards to the proposed Rosemont Mine, I continue to research 
this proposal and still make no sense in putting our precious water at risk. You of all 
people know how precious water is in Arizona, without it we perish.

Individual

7231 5 Our community, which consists of 425 square miles in area, A population of 44 
thousand people, aprox 25 Thousand Registered voters, is outraged by the lack of 
commitment on your part in this matter. We are about 80% republican voters in my 
neighborhood/valley. We put you in office, we count on you to represent our voice, 
WHERE ARE YOU??? You are not representing what the majority of your 
constituents want, are you listening at all, are we writing for nothing. It is time now 
to listen and speak for the majority of your constituents, help us stop this mine, help 
us protect our water, THIS IS NOT A RESPONSIBLE USE OF OUR WATER.

Individual

7249 1 When our family moved from PA to Tucson in October, 1950 I said to myself as 
soon as I got out of the car, "This is just like Heaven, but I would not want to die of 
thirst here" - those exact words.  We were told then there was enough water for 400 
years.  Now if the mine comes to the Sonoita hills, we certainly will not have much 
water at all because of the large amount they will be taking for use in the mine.   For 
58 years we have been very careful with our use of it and now it is very scary to 
think we may have to all move somewhere else to live.

Individual
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7253 10 The headwaters of Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek begin within the area of the 
proposed mine; these drainages provide a substantial contribution to the Tucson 
water supply. Water is our most precious and limited resource in Southern Arizona, 
and is also the most likely resource to be degraded from this proposal. All potential 
Impacts to surface water and ground water should be thoroughly examined in the EIS.

Organization

7253 59 GEOLOGY/HYDROLOGY
Letters and reports already transmitted to the Forest Service by Pima County speak 
eloquently to this issue. We strongly support the idea that a complete hydrologic 
model of the area must be completed before any decision can be made about the 
mine. As long as there is any doubt about the impact of mining operations on both 
surface and underground flow of water, this project should not be approved.

Organization

7253 78 MINE DESIGN/FEASIBILITY STUDY
The mine plan proposes various new techniques that are claimed to be 
environmentally sensitive, such as a "dry stack tailings" method. This method has 
been used in Chile. However, the concern is that this method had not been 
thoroughly tested in this climate regime.
-What were the results of the application?
-How much water was actually used?
-What are the climate characteristics of that site and how does it compare with the 
climate conditions at the Rosemont Mine site?
-Where else besides Chile has this dry stack tailings technique been used?
-What were the results at those locations?
-Has this technique been successful on a scale as large as the proposed mine?
-How much additional water would be required if dry stacking does not work?
-Where would the additional water come from?

Organization

7253 83 It is possible that the mine may not operate continuously.
-What would happen to the mine facilities in the event of a temporary shut down in 
operations?
-How would environment and water resources be protected during this time?

Organization

7253 87 -How much would the aquifer be drawn down as a result of pit dewatering?
-How far from the pit would the effects of dewatering occur?
-How would this impact Davidson Canyon and the springs in the area?
-How would the dewatering of these local resources be mitigated by Augusta?

Organization

7253 104 How long would it take for the groundwater beneath the mine site to move into 
Davidson and Cienega Canyons?

Organization

7253 113 WATER
The impact of the mine on ground and surface water is our greatest concern. Letters 
and reports already transmitted to the Forest Service by Pima County, in particular, 
the work of Dr. Tom Myers speaks eloquently to this issue. We strongly agree that 
complete hydrologic model of the area must be completed before and decision can be 
made about the mine. An improved model may require additional field investigations 
and these are also absolutely necessary. As long as there are any doubts about the 
impacts of mining operations on both surface and ground water flow, this project 
should not be approved.

Organization
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7253 117 How would the mine impact nearby wells? How far from the mineral extraction wells 
would impacts be experienced?
How would the existing water rights of current well owners in the affected areas be 
protected?
If the proposed mine techniques are unworkable in this climate and more water is 
required, where would this water come from?

Organization

7253 119 What other laws apply to this use of water, and does the company have the requested 
permits?
How would the mine impact surface water resources in the Cienega Basin?
What are the characteristics of the existing stream channels and banks in the area?
What are the general characteristics of the watershed of the project area?
What are the characteristics of the existing springs, ephemeral, intermittent and 
perennial streams?
How would these surface water resources be impacted from the project, including 
flow volumes and water quality?
What is the potential for springs upwelling under project features such as the leach 
pad liner?
How would this affect the integrity of the leach pad and liner? Would this increase 
the potential for leaching into the aquifer?
What is the drought preparedness plan?

Organization

7253 121 At least two areas are of major concern and the effects from the mine must be 
carefully evaluated for both of these areas: the Cienega Basin/Davidson Canyon, and 
the Upper Santa Cruz Basin (Sahuarita/Green Valley). The effect of the mine must 
be carefully qualified and calculations showing how the ground water would be 
impacted for at least a 20 mile radius around the mine site and the mineral extraction 
wells should be included  in the EIS. This would require completion of the modeling 
referred to above which in turn would require field research and monitoring to 
validate the model.

Davidson Canyon/Cienega Creek: According to the Pima County hydrologists, flow 
in the Davidson Canyon aquifer provides as much as 20 percent of the water to 
Cienega Creek, a significant source of drinking water for the Tucson metropolitan 
area as well as for plant and animal life in the Cienega Creek preserve.

Organization
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7253 123 Other concerns that should be addressed in the EIS are:
The groundwater models should clearly define the groundwater regime in the 
watershed, including the depth to groundwater, direction of flow, rate of flow, soil 
and aquifer characteristics (hydraulic conductivity, infiltration capacity, porosity, 
etc.).
-Has the groundwater model been completed that quantifies potential water 
production and pit dewatering requirements?
-If not, when will it be completed?
-Will this information be available for public review and comment?
-What were the assumptions and input parameters used in the model?
-Was this model calibrated with local data.
-Which data were used to calibrate the model?
-What were the model results?
-Will the model be run annually and would the results be made public?
-Will all model assumptions, inputs and outputs should be made available to the 
public so an objective review can be preformed.
-How will this information be distributed to the public?
-Will review by a competent independent hydrologist be completed as part of the EIS 
process

Organization

7253 126 How far from the mine or downstream would groundwater information be collected?
Will it be possible to determine impacts to Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek 
from these data?

Organization

7253 129 - What are the locations of any dewatering wells at the mine site?
- How would the local geology affect dewatering?
- Will there be opportunities for an independent hydrologist to monitor the project?
-How can we be certain that the company will do everything they can to protect the 
groundwater if they are not monitored by and independent company or person?
-What would the impacts be to the Santa Cruz River from each of the wells in the 
Santa Cruz basin?
-How would the sections of the river designated as Navigable Waters of the US, and 
protected under the Clean Waters Act, be impacted? [We realize that there is 
uncertainty a present regarding the applicability of the Clean Water Act to the Santa 
Cruz River. However, if and when this situation is resolved, the requirements of the 
Clean Water Act will be important considerations.]

Organization

7253 132 An additional water consideration should be the effect on plant and animal life of 
any pipelines that are built to transmit water from well sites to the mine site. The 
impact from the pipe line construction must also be evaluated and a mitigation plan 
should be in place.

Organization

7267 5 We are not just a few senile crazies spouting dribble in an effort to stop this mine. In 
fact we are people from all walks of life, some have never before been involved in 
anything like this fight before. For the average person to find the courage to get up in 
front of a crowd and passionately speak their mind, should give you some indication 
how serious this issue is. It is crazy to put the WANTS of a few, over the NEEDS of 
many, WATER is the issue at hand. Rosemont can continue to spin the story all they 
want, but people NEED water to survive, putting our water at risk is not the right 
thing to do.

Individual
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7272 2 I continue to hear, as I did throughout my entire childhood, how precious our water 
supply is; so precious that we had peak hours that we shouldn't water during. I now 
read, in Augusta's Rosemont Mine feasibility study that "Water quantities are limited 
and environmentally sensitive in the region of the Rosemont mine". Further, the 
study says: fresh water makeup is 4.8 million gallons per day". Wow! It seems to me 
that the wells in the surrounding areas/towns will quickly run dry. Their study goes 
on to say "Property for other well locations are currently being acquired for the other 
2,000 gpm requirement".

Individual

7277 1 The Arizona Department of Water Resources (Department) has reviewed the "Notice 
of intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement" for the Rosemont Copper 
Project and we submit the following comments.

Under Arizona law:
"The director [Department of Water Resources] has general control and supervision 
of surface water, its appropriation and distribution, and of groundwater to the extent 
provided by this title, except distribution of water reserved to special officers 
appointed by courts under existing judgements or decrees."
Arizona Revised Statutes SS 45-103

The Department of Water Resources is thus the appropriate state authority for the 
Forest Service to work with regarding water resources in development of the 
Rosemont Copper Project Environmental Impact Statement.

Government

7282 2 I continue to hear, as I did throughout my entire childhood, how precious our water 
supply is; so precious that we had peak hours that we shouldn't water during. I now 
read, in Augusta's Rosemont Mine feasibility study that "Water quantities are limited 
and environmentally sensitive in the region of the Rosemont mine". Further, the 
study says: fresh water makeup is 4.8 million gallons per day". Wow! It seems to me 
that the wells in the surrounding areas/towns will quickly run dry. Their study goes 
on to say " Property for other well locations are currently being acquired for the 
other 2,000 gpm requirement".

Government

7292 2 I am deeply concerned about this proposed mine along with several other mining 
lease renewals in the Empire Mountains.  I have been working closely with Empire 
Fagan Coalition and Pima County opposing these renewals.  I am not apposed to 
mining but the area that these mines, specifically Rosemont, will be detrimental to 
our eco system, water way in Davidson Canyon

Individual
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7293 2 We hope you will take the time to read this entire letter and have a better 
understanding of the facts and what Green Valley / Sahuarita may be facing in just a 
few years as it relates to our water shortage.

As you well know, we have been in a drought situation for the past 10 years in 
Arizona.  In many areas, more groundwater is being pumped than replaced.  This 
holds especially true in the Green Valley area.  We have been in an overdraft 
situation for many years.  For FY 2006, we had an overdraft of 40,000 AF.  We have 
not received the figures for 2007, but it will be more than that because of the massive 
groundwater pumping by the copper mine, the pecan grove and golf courses.  All are 
demanding more water due to higher temperatures in the sumemr and less rainfall.  
This is not fantasy, but real facts.  Note:  When Sierra Vista had an annual overdraft 
of just over 4,000 AF, everyone got into a panic and wanted to address the issue, and 
did.  Green Valley area has an overdraft of over 40,000 AF annually , and no one 
seems to reallly care.  There has been a lot of talk, but no sound action.  Every day / 
month / year that goes by, only compounds the severity of the groundwater crisis.

Individual

7293 6 What do we do when the small water companies in Green Valely close their doors 
(there are six water companies here) because they cannot afford to drill deeper or dig 
new wells (not knowing how long that water will last).  I have personally seen this 
happen, and believe me it is not a pretty picture.  It cost the State of California and a 
County millions and millions to correct a problem that could have been prevented.

Individual

7293 9 IF YOU APPROVE FOR THE ROSEMONT MINE TO GO INTO PRODUCTION, 
THEY SHOULD ONLY BE ALLOWED TO USE CAP WATER (NO 
GROUNDWATER).

Individual

7293 12 With the threat of less CAP water and the drought continuing for maybe 15 years, 
proper planning must begin today, not years from now for a sustainable water supply.

Individual

7294 2 I am deeply concerned about this proposed mine along with several other mining 
lease renewals in the Empire Mountains.  I have been working closely with Empire 
Fagan Coalition and Pima County opposing these renewals.  I am not apposed to 
mining but the area that these mines, specifically Rosemont, will be detrimental to 
our eco system, water way in Davidson Canyon

Individual

7295 2 I am deeply concerned about this proposed mine along with several other mining 
lease renewals in the Empire Mountains.  I have been working closely with Empire 
Fagan Coalition and Pima County opposing these renewals.  I am not apposed to 
mining but the area that these mines, specifically Rosemont, will be detrimental to 
our eco system, water way in Davidson Canyon

Individual

7297 14 (g) The proposed post-project monitoring as given in a consultant report from 
Westland Resources (also briefly discussed in a later item) talks about a "flow and 
solute model." Who produces this? What experience does that person have with large 
computer models of groundwater? Is a standard model to be adapted to the 
Rosemont Copper Mine situation? If so, it will depend on the comprehensiveness 
and appropriateness of the groundwater monitoring plan and the monitoring data, 
and who comments on the design of this plan in the EIS? And even, there are 
problems in adapting "off the shelf" computer models in hydrology.

Individual
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7297 19 (e) In the discussion of groundwater, there is a comment about a "flow and solute 
model" that will delineate DIA for the mine and demonstrate environmental 
compliance at selected POC's. How? Beyond the meaningless alphabet soup of 
acronyms, I never trust a computer model without a ground truth component. 
Computer models can generate artifacts and go unstable if the computer codes do not 
consider the effects of certain ranges and sensitivities of certain critical parameters in 
the model. There is no ground truth componont, and by the time one realizes that 
non-compliance has occurred, it may be too late.

(f) Groundwater monitoring is very difficult. The Forest Service recognized that it 
when requested more detailed information on the groundwater monitoring proposals 
from the mining company. I have no idea what their response was, but it would be 
very appropriate to include that response in the public documents for the reading 
room.

Individual

7300 2 Under no circumstances should a large water consumer such as Rosemont Mine be 
approved while Our Green Valley Aquifer is in a state of crisis and mitigating plans 
are proceeding.

Organization

7301 2 3. Suspend the EIS scoping process until Rosemont submits a comprehensive 
hydrological study of the USC aquifer to determine the impact of water withdrawal.

Organization

7304 1 We are deeply concerned about putting in the Rosemont Mine for the following 
reasons:

destruction of the headwaters into Davidson Canyon which would affect water to 
Cienega creek & the Pantano Wash

Individual

7309 5 Rosemont claims three years of water has been recharged.  In actuality, 600 acre-feet 
has been recharged at Pima Mine Road.  The rest of it's been recharged at Avra 
Valley.  I'm not sure how you pump from Avra Valley to Sahuarita.

7312 4 Commitment to offset 105% of total project pumping with recharge in the Santa 
Cruz basin.
Question
Is this a guarantee that the water will be recharged into the Santa Cruz basin?
I understand the city of Tucson and other users of the recharge site at Pima mine 
road have priority of use.

Individual

7312 6 Process water for the Rosemont Project will come from the aquifer within the Upper 
Santa Cruz sub-basin of the Tucson AMA groundwater basin. Water from this 
source will be used mostly at the mine site which lies within the adjacent Cienega 
Creek groundwater basin, as those basins have been delineated by the Arizona 
Department of Water Resources (ADWR) pursuant to A.R.S. Section 45-403.
Question
Rosemont Copper has stated they have the RIGHT to pump water from the Cienega 
Preserve. Is this a true statement and how is this possible?

Individual
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7312 8 Groundwater extracted pursuant to an ME permit may be transported away from an 
active management area, such as the Tucson AMA, to another basin, such as the 
Cienega Creek basin, in accordance with A.R.S. Section 45-543. However, this 
transportation is subject to a claim of damages by groundwater users in the basin of 
origin. A.R.S. Section 45-545 provides, however, that such damages shall not be 
presumed from the fact of transportation.
Question
Shouldn't bond money be set aside to cover the expected water problems?

Individual

7312 9 The feasibility study and preliminary design for the Rosemont Project indicate that 
the water requirements are approximately 5,000 af per year with a peak delivery 
volume of 5,000 gpm. 
Question
The MPO states they will be using approx 5000 acre feet but what will LIMIT the 
water use?

Individual

7312 11 Pima Mine Road is the state-permitted underground storage facility closest to Site 1. 
Because available capacity at this facility may remain limited for the forseeable 
future, Rosemont Copper has also begun evaluating construction of a new recharge 
facility in close proximity to it. Rosemont Copper is committed to recharge availabe 
CAP water at groundwater storage facilities close to its production wells to lessen 
impacts of mine water production on local water users.
Question
Is this guaranteed to be built?

Individual

7312 12 The Site Water Management Program (SWMP) for the Rosemont Project (Tetra 
Tech 2007g) was developed to allow for the management of storm flows and 
sediment yield during the active mine life, as well as long-term for closure and 
reclamation. The Project water management facilities are intended to have sufficient 
capacity to handle runoff generated throughout the life of the Project for the 100-
year, 24-hour storm events.
Quesiton Some of the washes have flows above 5000 cfs, have the plans been 
evaluated to guarantee the control of the heavy flows?
Question If the "management of storm flows" blocks the headwaters of the Davidson 
Canyon won't this reduce the water to residents downstream from the proposed mine 
and draw down the wells?
Question If the headwaters are restricted by a dam, what will happen if the dam fails?

Individual

7312 13 For the purposes of the SWMP, the open pit, the heap leach facility, and the plant 
site are considered closed systems, with all direct ranfall and local runoff contained 
on site.
Question 
How will this affect the surrounding water tables, such as the Cieniga and Davidson 
Canyon?

Individual
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7312 14 Stormwater flows from the plant site will be collected in the lined PWTS Pond, 
located immediately down gradient of the plant site. The PWTS Pond is designed to 
provide lined storage for the equivalent of three days of process flows (69 million 
gallons) plus the 100-year, 24-hour storm event.
Question
What value in cubic feet, was determined to be the 24 hour 100 year storm event. 
During the storm of 1983, as an example, Davidson Canyon was running at an 
incredible volume for days.

Individual

7312 20 The sediment ponds are designed to store and release up to the 10-year, 24-hour 
storm event so that suspended sediment concentrations of discharged water are no 
greater than premining conditions.
Question
It seems that a 10 year storm event would not be large enough design, shouldn’t it be 
designed for the 100 year cycle? Why does the design only show for a ten year event?

Individual

7312 21 Where feasible, the top of the waste rock facilities will be sloped to facilitate 
stormwater draining towards the open pit.
Questions
I thought the pit had to be pumped to allow operation, what effect will it have 
running water to the pit? This seems to be a very foolishg design and comment.

Individual

7312 22 The sediment ponds at the toe of the outer slopes are designed to store and release up 
to the 10-year, 24-hour storm event so that suspended sediment concentrations of 
discharged water are no greater than background conditions.
Question
Again a 10 year cycle seems to be a limited design, is this correct? I have to say we 
MUST design for at least 100 year.

Individual

7312 23 The dam is designed to be a non-jurisdictional dam six ft in height and with a total 
storage capacity equal to 2 af. Additional capacity may be provided as needed by 
excavation of sediments downstream. If the dam is destroyed by an overtopping 
event, it will be rebuilt.
Question
It seems rather cavalier to make the commet "it will be rebuilt". What about people 
and structures downstream from the dam. Have you studied how many structures will 
be affected?
How does this 6 foot dam compare with the earlier comment of a dam of 90 feet? A 
six foot dam will cause nothing except a flood.

Individual

7316 2 Subsequent analyses should include, but not be limited to:
1)� The impacts on native waters, both surface and subsurface, of this mining 
operation including:
a.� Will the watersheds providing water to the Tucson metropolitan area suffer from 
this proposed mine?

Organization

7316 6 d. what will the impact of groundwater pumping be on proximate residential and 
agricultural areas?

Organization

7316 8 f. How will compensatory damages be allocated to landowners whose wells have 
been degraded by drawdown or pollution?

Organization

7316 13 d.�Water loss or pollutionOrganization
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7322 2 First, the water supply of the valley is seriously and increasingly threatened with 
persistence of the status quo. The allowance of water extraction by another mine can 
only compound what now appears shall become the socialization of costs for the 
privatization of profits. The Forest Service should have the entirety of the watershed 
ecosystem as the scope for its focus, and not upon a portion at the expense of the 
whole.
Secondly, the Rosemont mine is also projected to extend significantly below the 
local water table, and intends to no doubt be abandoned in  a manner similar to the 
Twin Buttes mine, as also seems to be the trajectory for the Asarco and Pima mines 
on the west side of the valley. It is unwise to continue to ignore the unquantifiable 
and significant damage to the environment, simply because the cost is not to be born 
today, but tomorrow.

Individual

7328 2 With the growth in Arizona and the critical water issues we have, I dont think the 
discussion should have gone as far as it did so far. That the mine is considering using 
limited valuable ground water is a crime. No one really knows the effect they will 
have on nearby wells and agriculture, vineyards etc.

Individual

7335 2 However the two most important reasons are WATER number ONE and in addition, 
SAFETY for all the residents living all up and down 83, especially the children and 
the school buses … your plan will be a disaster for life around this populated area. 
Are you aware of the size of the population new and established? The plan to widen 
the highway alone is a major disruption of life in the area. The staging areas, the 
parking for trucks, the hauling of various large equipment …. On and on goes the list 
if you decide to side with the  powers and the money instead of protecting the land 
with which you have been charged.

Individual

7335 5 There is not enough water for this project without dramatic and drastic effect on the 
long range water supply, you know that, the experts know that yet I see you on the 
brink making a very short term decision based on money for a limited few at the 
expense of quality of life, nature, survival (re water) for the indefinite future.

Individual

7335 8 What in the world has happened to the Forrest Service that you are engaged in this 
truly disastrous project? Please examine your conscience and re visit the your charge 
you have sworn to uphold. This is not primarily a decision for beauty, though I 
would  make a decision on that basis in a heartbeat, it IS a decision about survival 
…and the responsible use of water. The whole Anasazi culture went out of existence 
finally because they had no more water. We have methods of finding and 
transporting water unavailable to them, however I know we are on the brink of 
exhausting water because we continue to use it in irresponsible ways. The great 
Colorado River has nothing left by the time it reaches the ocean and you are acting 
as if it is an option to tap even more for a project that is questionable on so many 
levels. This mine in this fragile water scarce place, is one of ways you are proposing 
to further endanger life in this region. When the water is gone, life is gone. Copper is 
a choice, water is essential.

Individual

7336 22 The Rosemont  site drains directly into Davidson Canyon, Cienega Creek, Pantano 
Wash, and ultimately the Santa Cruz River. When will the mine's potential spills, 
runoff, and chemical toxic plumes reach Vail? How much rain and time will this 
take? How long until it reaches downtown Tucson and beyond?

Individual
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7340 6 Agusta wants to fill in Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, and Schlefield Canyons, yet claims 
no impact to the Cienega Creek watershed. Hello! This is a huge area the will be 
disrupted as in a state og being so torn.

Individual

7342 1 Even with the public forum meetings, the issue of water still has not been addressed. 
Where is the water to come from?

Augusta has drilled two 12" commercial wells near the project that will drain the 
Rosemont aquifer.

As I live south of the project, our aquifer is also a target for the mine. Pulling 6000 
acre feet of water from our aquifer will drain it in short order.

As of no I have no recourse on how or where to obtain water should this occur 
except to sue the Forest Service for failing to address this matter for damages (should 
this occur).

The question of water must be addressed prior to the consideration of this project.

Individual

7343 2 A planned, lined storage pond is designed for the equivalent of three days of process 
flows (69 million gallons) plus the 100-year, 24-hour storm event. In an age of 
unpredictable climate change, this is not a reassuring plan.

Individual

7345 2 The proposed open-pit mine is a horrible, out-dated, unsustainable plan. Even if the 
Rosemont proposal was more in tune with well-known,  lower-impact mining 
practices, it should be denied because of the location, which threatens air, water, and 
life quality for tens of thousands of citizens.

Individual

7348 2 2) Impacts on water, air;Individual

7348 8 A) Impacts on Las Cienegas and Davidson Canyon riparian habitats; even though the 
mining company is going to be taking water from the aquifer west of the mountains 
the tailings piles will effectively eliminate several important drainages the bring 
water from Santa Rita to  these priceless, endangered habitats. What water does seep 
from the tailings will be polluted with sulfates and heavy metals.

Individual

7348 12 C) As admitted by th SWCA representatives the mining company does not and will 
not know what persantage of water to leave in the "dry" tailings so as to prevent 
particulate air pollution. I am certainly concerned that, in this extremely arid and 
wingy environment no amount of moisture content will be sufficient to prevent the 
further polluting of our air. Of course, here again the amount of water "saved" 
becomes questionable if the amount that must be left in the tailings is currently 
unknown.

Individual

7364 4 As a local resident, I'm also very concerned about the water usage implications.Individual

7394 2 For the reasons that we can't allow an open pit mine in the pristine Santa Rita 
mountainside the most compelling are the destruction and permanent defacing of the 
land and the waste of our precious water, whether from the ground or added CAP 
water.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 303 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7427 4 Water – Huge amounts of water will be used and the water will likely be polluted 
and tainted in the process. Sufficient studies have not been done to show that there 
will not be a negative impact to all other water users in the area. If (when) negative 
impacts do occur, how will other water usera be compensated?

Individual

7432 7 A recent Sonoran Institute study states:
The proposed Rosemont project would produce significant costs for local 
individuals, businesses, governments, and society in general, including
-economic  impacts associated with environmental effects on surface and 
groundwater, electrical power generation, and increased carbon dioxide emissions.

Organization

7434 5 How will the dams being proposed in Barrel Canyon and other nearby canyons effect 
the flow of Davidson Wash, Cienega Creek, and the Tucson aquifer? These dams 
will certainy lower the amount of water flowing into Tucson. Are these dams being 
built to federal standards? Would excessive amountsof water be contained or will a 
dam break be something we should expect during periods of heavy rainfall? Who 
will monitor the conidition of these dams after significant rain events? Who will be 
the responsible party if a dam were to give way, resulting in loss of life or property?

Individual

7436 1 The issue is whether an open pit mine is the best use of the Rosemont Canyon Area 
for the people of the area and the state of Arizona. The issue is not whether we need 
copper. Of course, we need copper and copper is essential to our standard of living. 
However water is esstial to life itself. There can be no life without water. We need 
water in Arizona more than we need copper mining.

Individual

7437 2 When will you do a Hydrologic Study of Sahuarita Heights where the Rosemont 
Wells will be pumping the water from? When will you provide my with a copy of the 
results? When will I get the Pump Testing Data? When will I get the Geologic Logs?

Individual

7438 4 We are not just a few senile crazies spouting dribble in an effort to stop this mine. In 
fact we are people from all walks of life, some have never before been involved in 
anything like this fight before. For the average person to find the courage to get up in 
front of a crowd and passionately speak their mind, should give you some indication 
how serious this issue is. It is crazy to put the WANTS of a few, over the NEEDS of 
many, WATER is the issue at hand. Rosemont can continue to spin the story all they 
want, but people NEED water to survive, putting our water at risk is not the right 
thing to do.

Individual

7439 2 Right at the Base of the Santa Rita Mountains on the West Side is the location of the 
Santa Rita Fault Zone which traverses along the complete mountain range. 

Number 934   Santa Rita Fault Zone
USGS  Quarternary Fault and Fold Database for the United States

Please evaluate The Santa Rita Fault Zone.
 What effect will continual blasting with explosives during mining have on this fault?
When getting deeper in the mountain and getting closer to the fault cause an 
earthquake?
Will an Earthquake cause the AQUIFER to cave in?
Will an Earthquake pollute our Water?
What kind of damage will an Earthquake do to our property?
Who will pay for the damages?

Individual
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7442 1 …and WATER is a more necessity than copper when it comes to sustaining life. The 
times are different; communities are expanding to accommodate an increasing 
population.

Individual

7443 1 I have been recently made aware of a study commissioned by Pima County to look at 
the effects of a hole in an aquifer 2000 feet deep and about a mile wide -- the 
proposed Rosemont open pit copper mine -- and am amazed that we are even 
considering the mine proposal!! The pit will create a cone of depression into which 
the waters of our aquifer will eventually be drawn into… I see this as I create 
rainwater harvesting earthworks in my backyard… dig a deeper hole and that's where 
the water will flow. By the time we begin to feel the effects of this … maybe twenty 
years… Augusta will be gone. What are we leaving for our future? For our children's 
future?

Individual

7444 1 No where in the scoping documents or the Mine Plan of Operations for the 
Rosemont Project is there a description of the surface water drainages, washes, etc. 
that will be affected by the project and that will be subject to Clean Water Act 
Section 404 permitting with the US Army Corps of Engineers. Please ensure that the 
draft EIS contains the following information: 1) a complete juridictional delineation 
of all "waters of the US" in and around the project area, 2) a description of the 
"waters of the US" to be impacted by the project, 3) the US Army Corps of 
Engineers' level of participation in this project (e.g. join-lead with USFS, 
cooperating agency, etc.), 4) the proposed project alternatives, and 5) proposed 
mitigations for loss of "waters of the US."

Individual

7446 1 Our well is pumped from well number 55-213314.Individual

7451 11 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
17. Water. The MPO shows one memorandum with a High Hazard storm 
containment dam with a probability of one death or more if there is a failure. This 
dam is located in Barrel Canyon a main tributary of the Davidson. Many 
communities in the Vail area cross the Davidson to go home.
18. An updated version shows the same storm runoff contained by a non 
jurisdictional compliance point 6' check dam at what appears to be the same location

Individual

7453 2 Images speak louder than words, so I am also including video of the Davidson 
running last night, not too far downstream of where the 6 foot "compliance point" 
check dam is planned in the MPO. The wash I cross with my daughter to go to the 
bus stop. The wash we all cross to go to our homes and back out to work and school.

See the Davidson Running for Yourself 8 July 2008-07-08 (last night)
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Mgd-zga8Rhs

From the other Direction
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-eCM3cKYSYY

Individual
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7453 11 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
17. Water. The MPO shows one memorandum with a High Hazard storm 
containment dam with a probability of one death or more if there is a failure. This 
dam is located in Barrel Canyon a main tributary of the Davidson. Many 
communities in the Vail area cross the Davidson to go home.
18. An updated version shows the same storm runoff contained by a non 
jurisdictional compliance point 6' check dam. Our wells and aquifer are downstream 
of this.

Individual

7456 30 The only way to insure that the mine does not impact water resources (and thus 
wildlife habitat) in the Santa Cruz basin is for the mine to use only CAP water and 
be prohibited from using ground water.

Government

7466 7 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-Can the mine use grey water for mining operations?

Individual

7466 8 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-It has been proposed that Pima county use recycled/reclaimed sewage water for 
drinking water? Could the mine use recycled/reclaimed sewage water and the people 
of Pima county drink water from the Colorado river?

Individual

7474 4 I would think the mining project would also adversely impact the ground water.Individual

7475 10 The Augusta Mine Project will also have a negative impact on our water supplyBusiness

7478 1 The project as described would misuse water,  in Tucson and southeast Arizona.Individual

7478 5 Water in southeast Arizona should be preferentially allocated to people and to 
wildlife, not to extractive industries.

Individual

7481 3 Augusta plans to drill wells on private land to support the mine which will have and 
effect on the water supply of the entire area.

Individual

7482 1 Water for three households is pumped from well number 55-506279 located at 
13427 E. Singing Hills Trail, Sonoita, AZ 85637.

Individual

7491 2 I have concerns about the use of waterIndividual

7495 4 The Santa Rita's represent a priceless and unique land heritage that deserves to be 
protected for its important natural resources of water

Individual

7498 9 These water pollution effects could reach beyond the mine area, beyond the local 
forest area, into the lower protions of the watershed.

Individual

7501 1 Let me see, even the Canadian news papers report about our water crisis and that 
their Parliament is considering legislation to prevent or severely limit the use of the 
great lakes to provide water to the desert southwest. Or what they will be willing to 
sell us and for how much. 
Http://thespec.com/News/CanadaWorld/article/359108

http://wwwhamiltonspectator.com/pdfs/20080424/A6.pdf

Isn't it ironic that it is a Canadian based company demanding their share of water so 
they can operate a mine.

Individual
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7501 2 Even our local paper reports on the water shortage. The U of A went on record 
stating…

"No plan for dealing with water scarcity in Arizona holds much hope of success 
without some contribution from nuclear desalination. The enormity of the water 
problem is becoming more obvious, and conservation alone is insufficient to meet 
our needs. The time for political correctness in water management is in the past."

http://www.azstarnet.com/allheadlines/246375. php

We will be forced to use nuclear plants to desalinate water we purchase and pipe in 
from Mexico. You heard that correctly a nuclear plant to desalinate water. Not a 
nuclear power plant designed to primarily provide power for the grid!

"Researchers at the Scripps Institution of Oceanography in San Diego recently 
warned that in years ahead the Southwest is likely to become warmer and more arid 
as a result of the atmospheric buildup of green house gases."

If all of the above is true then how much will the mine really cost the tax payer to 
undo the damages done by the mine?

Individual

7501 4 I believe the issue of WATER alone should stop this mine. Morally and ethically this 
mine is bad on every level.

Individual

7504 29 The Rosemont mining operation proposes for the rock to be dispersed, or built up on 
Forest Service land, in some places 600 ft high, in and oblong circle 3.5 miles long 
and 1 mile wide.  This will cover several springs and streams, causing water 
diversion right through the ore processing area should there be flooding.  Drains will 
be engineered for this somehow but it is unclear if they were to be concrete lined of 
just earthen graded paths.  The impacts of all of this must be considered, especially 
for cumulative effects.

7508

7504 67 As it is a local water company that would have to make the deal with the Rosemont 
mining operation, the Arizona Corporation Commission would also have a role in 
approving or disapproving such an arrangement, as well as approving or 
disapproving any rates charged by the water company.  Again, the Arizona 
Corporation Commission must approve any and all of this, so the likelihood that the 
Arizona Corporation Commission would approve or disapprove these proposed 
arrangements and the infrastructure needs must be fully examined.

7508
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7504 77 The Rosemont Mine Plan of operations shows that the mine, during its 20-year life, 
will create approximately 4 square miles of mine and mill waste dumps at the 
headwaters of these mountain streams.

As rain falls throughout the year onto the surfaces of these dumps, it will infiltrate 
the uncovered surfaces, then percolate downward, slowly becoming acidic as it does 
so and probably dissolving one or more different types of possibly toxic metals and 
other substances.  Because the bases of the dumps will not be lined with impervious 
materials (as the leach pads at the mine and municipal solid waste landfills are 
required to be), this now-contaminated water will find its way into the bedrock and 
bedrock fractures underlying the dumps and ultimately emerge in the springs and 
stream beds below the mine.

The nature and amount of this contamination cannot be predicted precisely, but its 
effect will be to degrade, possibly very seriously, the ecology and water quality of 
the streams.  In addition, major storm events could rupture surface-containment 
berms and other protective structures, possibly allowing large amounts of very fine-
grained mill waste from the leach pads or the waste dumps to enter the streams' 
drainage systems, thus causing additional contamination.  The readings in the mill 
area of Sierrita mine show other heavy metals that are toxic, including cadmium, 
selenium and arsenic.  All the public wells in Green Valley are in the process of 
installing arsenic treatment because of naturally occuring arsenic in the Santa Cruz 
aquifer.  These heavy metals are more or less inert and harmless in conglomerates 
buried under the ground.  However, in the same way as uranium, when the metals are 
ground to face powder consistency and added into water with other chemicals, they 
become liable to enter the environment through the soil, aire or water.  How will 
these impacts be mitigated, and what are the cumulative effects of this?

7508
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7504 85 The Rosemont Mine could be an even larger contributor to the groundwater deficit in 
the Santa Cruz River basin if one crucial part of its plan does not work, as follows:

To minimize the amount of water the mine needs, the Plan of Operations calls for the 
concentrator to be equipped with a "state-of-the-art" waste filtering and water 
recovery system, called "dry stacking".  Presumably, this will enable the mine to 
recover 89 percent of the water it uses.

But dry stacking is so new that it has never been tested in the U.S. at mines of this 
nature and size or in the variable climatic conditions existing in the Santa Rita 
Mountains.  And Augusta, the operator of the proposed Rosemont mining operation, 
has never actually conducted any mining operations and has no experience.  The 
potential effect of the inexperience of Augusta, and the additional probability of error 
and/or non compliance caused by or aggravated by inexperience, must be analyzed 
and mitigation must be proposed for all potential and cumulative impacts.

Some engineers doubt that it will work to the degree hoped for by Rosemont.  If it 
does not work, the mine may require considerably more water from its well field at 
Sahuarita.  The Mission and Sierrita mines, for example, together use approximately 
34,500 acre-feet annually.  This seems like an intolterable amount to impose on the 
well owners of Sahuarita and the already stressed groundwater system of the Santa 
Cruz River Valley.  Furthermore, drinking water is becoming too precious 
commodity in  Arizona to allow its use for additional and unnecessary mining 
purposes.

7508

7504 89 All liners eventually leak, so the pollution of the groundwater is inevitable.  What is 
the flow of groundwater in the area, and how long before the seepage/leakage ruins 
the adjacent water wells?

7508

7504 132 What are the security measures planned for transport and on-site storage, and the 
potential risk of accident, or criminal or terrorist activity?  What will be done to 
prevent static discharge or lightning strikes from causing an unplanned explosion?  
What consideration for shock effects or damage to cities, power-lines, wells, pipes, 
or the underground aquifer from such a large amount of explosive discharging 
accidentally will be provided as protection for the community and the environment?  
What planning has been done and will be done for this contingency?

7508

7508 1 This fragile ecosystem thrives while its people stand as its stewards. Homes are far 
apart, subtle in design and purpose, always mindful of the land, beloved by its 
inhabitants. New land owners must follow stringent regulations to maintain the land's 
integrity. Why shouldn't the largest of the land owners follow similar policies? Rain 
water is caught and used to nuture animals, plants and people. No water is wasted, 
not in this high desert terrain. This commodity is more valuable than gold or should I 
say, copper?

The aquifer, springs and wells, deep and rare, need protection and recognition as 
economic, societal, environmental and recreational resources. These waters are 
valuable treasured and vital, to the very life of this unique and diverse environment.

Individual
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7508 5 The water pollution is a given, even with the major gains in perceptive mining 
procedures. A hole, one mile long and wide and 3,000 feet deep, with all the 
chemical agents used to mine, process and ship the copper, will change our beloved 
Scenic Santa Ritas forever, even with the newest of technologies. After twenty years, 
the company, with its money and copper, will leave our mountains much the richer, 
while we are much the poorer. Please decide, not in our Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

7509 3 Those of us who live here and will be directly impacted by the environmental 
damage to our landscape, water, wildlife - and perhaps even our abiltiy to remain in 
our homes- have no voice in this matter.

Individual

7522 1 At the top of the list of concerns from residents was Arizona water, degradation of 
the infrastructure and landscape and concerns about Rosemonts abilities as a 
"mining" company.

Individual

7524 3 Issue #2 - water is going to become of paramount importance over the next decades 
and accessibility of both surface and ground water sources need to be zealously 
guarded.

Business

7526 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-595178Individual

7530 5 I have heard so many water stories that I do not know what is accurate.Individual

7562 1 However the access/egress to the property and the huge amount of overburden and 
waste materials from the open pit are intended to be deposited on government owned 
and/or managed lands.

Individual

7568 3 The impact the mine will have on the water shed by creating dams and stopping 
water flow from various tributary's and potential POLLUTION/and FLOODING.

Individual

7568 5 WHO BE SELECTED TO CONDUCT ALL STUDIES AND THE IMPACT OF 
THE PROPOSED MINE IN REF. WATER, SURFACE DRAINAGE, 
RESERVOIRS AND CONSTRUCTED DAMS OR OTHERWISE?

Individual

7571 12 This proposal would disturb extensive amounts of Forest Service land. The EIS 
should analyze the amounts and types of land disturbances that would result from 
this proposal. Many existing land uses would never be replaced if this mine were 
approved, including loss of recreational land, loss of wildlife habitat, loss of wildlife 
corridors and foraging opportunities, loss of watershed functions, loss and damage to 
water resources, loss of soil and plant resources, loss of open space, and loss of 
viewshed. The EIS should determine whether these losses are worth the benefits 
from this mine, and determine how these extensive land disturbances should be 
mitigated.

Individual
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7571 17 The mine would permanently alter the local topography, eliminating the existing 
stream network, destroying the existing hydrologic regine, and disrupting the proper 
functioning of the watershed (i.e. from the headwaters of Davidson down through 
Davidson Canyon and the Cienega Creek Natural Preserve). Although the streams in 
this area are ephemeral, they still provide the same ecosystem and watershed 
functions of a perennial stream: they move water, sediment, and nutrients and 
provide services suchas landscape hydrologic connections; stream enevergy 
dissipation associated with high-water flows thereby reducing erosion and improving 
water quality; surface and subsurface water storage and exchange; ground water 
recharge and discharge; sediment transport, storage and deposition, aiding in 
floodplain development; nutrient cycling; wildlife habitat and movement/migration; 
support for vegetation communities that help stabilize stream banks and provide 
wildlife services; and water supply and water quality filtering. 

The EIS should examine all of these watersheds functions, determine how they 
would be impacted by this proposal, and determine whether these losses and 
disturbances are worth the benefits from the mine. In addition, the EIS should 
determine the true extent of these disturbances, and the required mitigation from the 
mining company. For example, how far from the disturbed area would the impacts be 
felt? How much additional land outside of the disturbed area would be required to 
replace these resources?

Individual

7582 7 We request that the Forest Service insist that the mining operations do not effect 
ground and surface water in any way. The mining company needs this water for only 
the life of the mine. The forest, wildlife, nearby residents and ranchers need this 
water forever.

Individual

7582 10 We believe that the Rosemont mine would negatively impact the air, water, scenic 
view, recreation, wildlife, plantlife and traffic within a far reaching area surrounding 
the mine and that these negative long term impacts for many US citizens should not 
be overlooked so a few can gain financial reward for the short term.

Individual

7583 1 Water is more valuable to the State of Arizona than copper is. Copper can continue 
to be produced in existing pits, throughout the State.

Individual

7583 11 I don't see how water can be mitigated.Individual

7594 5 How will production water be transmitted from well sites to the mine? And what will 
the applicant be required to do to mitigate land disturbance at the well sites and 
along the transmission lines and access roads?

Individual

7599 1 My water is pumped from well number 55-210725.Individual
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7607 1 I ask you to consider but two important points: First, there is simply not enough 
water left in the West for us to both open this mine, and also have enough clean 
water left to drink. All the endless talk about CAP, Colorado River Basin snowfalls, 
aquifer recharge, water purchase contracts, and impact on the Cienega watershed 
comes, in the end, to nothing but hot air; California is bruning up, and many of its 
once-thriving municipalities have refused to issue permits to build more homes for 
the workers who make this one state the world's 10th or 11th largest economy, citing 
the lack of assured water supplies. Please, Just Say No! We won't long survive 
drinking copper, or water forever ruined by the heavy metal poisoning which copper 
mining produces. It really is Just That Simple. No! No! No!

Individual

7617 7 The mine will use and store CAP water that is not presently being used for human 
consumption to recharge the aquifer. The amount of water that will be used by the 
mine is far less than is presently being used for agriculture.

Individual

7625 2 Where is the water to come from? The ever-diminishing Colorado River?Individual

7626 2 I live in Sahuarita, moved there because I raise Arabian horses and have great water. 
The mine plans to take our water. Not only is our water precious, but the area that 
will be destroyed because of this mine.

Individual

7632 2 Water will go into hole in ground, will change water shed- impact immediate area.Individual

7632 5 Water will go into hole in ground, will impact water recharge to Tucson basin.Individual

7643 2 Water is more precious than copper.Individual

7645 3 Nothing justifys this useless waste of a precious resource. Copper is not worth the 
loss of the water or the land.

Individual

7648 1 This is NOT a "not in my backyard" situation. To say this is to be little water issues.Individual

7650 2 Water is the most important issue in the proposed Mine Operation Plan (MPO).  The 
water supply plan for Rosemont Copper Mine is complex, ineffecient and 
significantly impacts natural ground water necessary in the Tucson Active 
Management Area (TAMA).

Individual

7650 4 The present MOP using Avra Valley and Green Valley Community Water recharge 
is inefficient and not reasonable.  Distant recharged CAP water never fully replaces 
local ground water needs especially uphill.  Compacted soil, after ground water 
removal, permanently prevents a 100% replacement by recharge.

Individual

7650 12 All mines require significant and continuous amounts of waterIndividual

7652 3 Does the Forest Service have the completed comprehensive hydrology impact study 
for the Sahuarita heights area where Rosemont plans to pump 1, 955, 226, 000 
gallons of water each year for the next 20 years?  What are the results from this 
study?  Will these results be posted on the Forest Services website anytime soon?

Individual

7654 2 THE PROPOSED ROSEMONT MINE WILL HAVE DRAMATIC AND 
IRREVERSIBLE IMPACTS:

IMPACTS ON OUR WATER,

Business
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7654 10 AS FARMERS AND STEWARDS OF THE LAND IN THIS REGION, WE KNOW 
THAT THE VALUE OF LAND AND THE VALUE OF WATER ARE 
INTERTWINED AND ARE INSEPARABLE.  WE ALL CAN RELATE TO THE 
FACT THAT WATER IS AN ESSENTIAL ITEM FOR ALL OF US TO 
SURVIVE.  WE ARE BLESSED IN THE SANTA CRUZ VALLEY WITH HIGH 
QUALITY GROUND WATER.

THE UPPER SANTA CRUZ AQUIFERS SUSTAINS APPROXIMATELY 60,000 
PEOPLE, NEARLY 5,000 ACRES OF ORCHARDS, THOUSANDS OF ACRES 
OF RANCHES AND OTHER FARMS, AND THE EXISTING 3 MINES IN OUR 
AREA.

OUR AQUIFER ALSO ENABLES A MULTIBILLION DOLLAR ANNUAL 
TOURISM AND HOUSING INDUSTRY THAT HAS BEEN AMONG THE 
STRONGEST IN THE NATION.

ROSEMONT IS PROPOSING TO TAKE OUR HIGH QUALITY 
GROUNDWATER AND USE IT NOT FOR DRINKING WATER, NOR FOR 
GROWING FOOD--BUT FOR THE TAILINGS WASTE DISPOSAL!

Business

7654 12 EXTENSIVE HYDROLOGICAL STUDIES ARE NEEDED.

A THOROUGH MODELING OF THE IMPACT OF GROUNDWATER USE BY 
THE MINE IS REQUIRED.  THE STUDY AREA SHOULD BE BROAD 
ENOUGH TO INCLUDE THE IMPACT OF SUCH POTENTIAL USE ON ALL 
AREA WATER USERS, INCLUDING THE EFFECT ON WATER LEVELS, 
ENERGY COSTS, WELL EQUIPMENT COSTS, WATER QUALITY, THE 
EFFECT ON THE LOCAL SULFATE PLUME AND THE EFFECT OF THE 
PROPOSED CAP RECHARGE ON WATER QUALITY.

Business

7684 2 The mine made the statement they were using a new method of mining they called 
waterless.  If this is true why do they need so much water.

Individual

7684 3 Why don't they use the grey water from the two purifations plants in the Sahuarita 
area.  If it is good enough for golf courses it sounds like it will work for mine 
process of making copper.

Individual

7684 4 Everyone says we are in a drought.  The water table is going down not up.  The last 
time they tried to open Rosemont they lost because of the use of water.  Theres more 
people in the area around Rosemont now than now and then add a drought in and we 
have a real problem.

Individual

7687 1 We are concerned about the water usage - we cannot use our potable water for mines 
as the water tables decline yearly.

Organization

7695 2 The Southern Arizona Hang Glider Association strongly opposes mining in the Santa 
Rita and Patagonia Mountains because it will deplete and degrade scarce water 
resources.

Organization

7698 3 This mine is counterproductive to the conservation goals of this community and 
would threaten the cienega creek watershed.

Organization
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7790 4 The water needed for the mine should be used for the greater need of citizens within 
the state of Arizona.

Individual

7803 4 If the process wasn't confusing enough for the public, The numbers provided to them 
certainly were.

Rosemont's MPO indicates that the water requirements are approximately 5,000 acre-
feet per year. This number is used repeatedly in the media. However, Rosemont has 
permits with the Arizona Department of Water Resources to withdraw up to 6,000 
acre feet per year. An article in the Arizona Daily Star from 5/28/2008 titled "mine 
execs offer water assurances" said "a mine the size of the one proposed by Rosemont 
Copper normally would use enough water every year to supply 40,000 households. 
Officials with Rosemont Copper say they will only use half as much, 5,000 to 8,000 
acre-feet a year, by using techniques developed from mining in extremely arid 
climates.". Rosemont claims they are purchasing 105,000 acre feet of cap water and 
will only us 95,000 acre feet, leaving the public an excess of 10,000 acre feet. 
However if they were to use 8,000 acre-feet per year they would draw 47,000 acre 
feet more than they intend to purchase. If their estimates could be 60% off, Shouldn't 
the public be aware of this? Shouldn't it be stated in the MPO?

Organization

7809 2 THE PROPOSED ROSEMONT MINE WILL HAVE DRAMATIC AND 
IRREVERSABLE IMPACTS:

IMPACTS ON OUR WATER, OUR WILDLIFE, CULTURE AND 
ARCHAEOLOGY---

Business

7809 9 AS FARMERS AND STEWARDS OF THE LAND IN THIS REGION, WE KNOW 
THAT THE VALUE OF LAND AND THE VALUE OF WATER ARE 
INTERTWINED AND ARE INSEPARABLE. WE ALL CAN RELATE TO THE 
FACT THAT WATER IS AN ESSENTIAL ITEM FOR ALL OF US TO SURVIVE. 
WE ARE BLESSED IN THE SANTA CRUZ VALLEY WITH HIGH QUALITY 
GROUND WATER.

THE UPPER SANTA CRUZ AQUIFER SUSTAINS APPROXIMATELY 60,000 
PEOPLE, NEARLY 5,000 ACRES OF ORCHARDS, THOUSANDS OF ACRES 
OF RANCHES AND OTHER FARMS, AND THE EXISTING 3 MINES IN OUR 
AREA.

OUR AQUIFER ALSO ENABLES A MULTIBILLION DOLLAR ANNUAL 
TOURISM AND HOUSING INDUSTRY THAT HAS BEEN AMONG THE 
STRONGEST IN THE NATION.

ROSEMONT IS PROPOSING TO TAKE OUR HIGH QUALITY 
GROUNDWATER AND USE IT NOT FOR DRINKING WATER, NOR FOR 
GROWING FOOD-- BUT FOR TAILINGS WASTE DISPOSAL!

Business
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7809 11 EXTENSIVE HYDROLOGICAL STUDIES ARE NEEDED.

A THOROUGH MODELING OF THE IMPACT OF GROUNDWATER USE BY 
THE MINE IS REQUIRED. THE STUDY AREA SHOULD BE BROAD 
ENOUGH TO INCLUDE THE IMPACT OF SUCH POTENTIAL USE ON ALL 
AREA WATER USERS, INCLUDING THE EFFECT ON WATER LEVELS, 
ENERGY COSTS, WELL EQUIPMENT COSTS, WATER QUALITY, THE 
EFFECT ON THE LOCAL SULFATE PLUME AND THE EFFECT OF THE 
PROPOSED CAP RECHARGE ON WATER QUALITY.

Business

7809 14 ROSEMONT HAS SAID THAT IT WILL ONLY OPERATE FOR 20 YEARS. WE 
HAVE HEARD THAT BEFORE! IN THE 1970S WHEN FICO SUED THE 
MINES OVER THEIR USE OF GROUNDWATER AND PREVAILED IN THE 
COURTS, THE MINES ALSO TESTIFIED THAT THEY HAD A 20-YEAR LIFE 
SPAN. THAT WAS 35 YEARS AGO!

THE THREE MINES ON THE WEST SIDE OF OUR VALLEY ARE NOW 
GOING ON 55+ YEARS. DUE TO IMPROVED TECHNOLOGIES AND THE 
COST OF MINERALS, MANY BELIEVE THAT 100 YEARS IS A REALISTIC 
LIFE SPAN FOR A MINE.

THAT MAKES THE ESTIMATES THAT ROSEMONT HAS PROVIDED OF 
WATER USE WOEFULLY INADEAQUATE.

Business

7809 15 AZ GROUNDWATER CODE EXEMPTS MINES!

FURTHERMORE, UNLIKE FARMERS, DEVELOPERS AND OTHER 
BUSINESSES, MINES ARE EXEMPT FROM THE AZ GROUNDWATER CODE 
OF 1980!

SO PROVING A 100 YEAR WATER SUPPLY, AND ABIDING BY ACTIVE 
MANAGEMENT AREA REQUIREMENTS ARE NOT THINGS THAT MINES 
HAVE TO WORRY ABOUT. THAT IS A BIG LOOPHOLE THAT HAS MAJOR 
ENVIRONMENTAL AND LIFESTYLE IMPLICATIONS FOR ALL OF US.

THIS MAKES IT ALL THE MORE VITAL TO CONDUCT A THOROUGH 
NEPA PROCESS.

Business

7810 4 There are already strains on the water supply coming from the Colorado River to the 
Central Arizona Project. One look at lake levels along the damn system will verify 
this. If water allocations are reduced due to lack of water will Augusta Resources 
guarantee in writing that the reduction in water will be absorbed by them in their 
allocation and not the public of Green Valley and Sahuarita even if that leads to the 
requirement of shutting down or slowing activity at the mine?

Organization
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7810 6 Is there any guarantee that Rosemont mine will nor pump groundwater from the East 
side if the Santa Rita's?
What effect on the groundwater table will digging a mile wide 2500 foot deep pit 
have on the groundwater on the Santa Ritas. Many residents have wells that are 3 to 
4 hundred feet deep. Will they require deeper wells, or will city water have to be 
provided?
Who will pay for this?
Many residents in this area are on fixed income. If their wells run dry many cannot 
afford to have them drilled deeper. Proving that the mines are responsible for lower 
groundwater tables is difficult. If this becomes a problem will Augusta guarantee that 
they will pay for well improvements necessary to provide water?

Organization

7810 8 In Augusta's water plan dated 5/2007 they claim that in 2007 they would recharge 
15,000 acre feet in the Santa Cruz Basin. What is the 
status of this claim?

Organization

7812 6 In addition, the proposed mine site is situated in the headwaters of the primary water 
source recharging the aquifer for the City of Tucson domestic water supply.

Individual

8594 2 I'm very concerned that this mine will affect the water situation, which is very 
serious there.

Individual

8616 4 the Rosemont Mine would tear up beautiful territory, it also could mess up the water 
system. And I know they think they have ways to prevent that, but I don't think that's 
possible. So I think the mine should not be allowed.

Individual

8617 3 And the water, also, is a big object to those living nearest to the Rosemont area.Individual

8622 4 The land is part of the Coronado National Forest, it's been preserved for the 
enjoyment of citizens of the United States. 

And who will be responsible for this land after all the minerals have been removed. 
Augusta is linked to two foreign institutions and who knows what will happen after 
that. And also we are all worried about water in this area, and I'm afraid this will 
affect that.

Individual

8642 5 I live in Benson, which is a short ways away from where the Rosemont Mine has 
been proposed. That is absolutely total destruction of a beautiful area. The 
environment, the animals, the people that live nearby, and the biggest issue is the 
water and the traffic that will be generated by this absolute horrendous idea of 
running trucks, working 24 hours, 7 days a week is absolutely insane.

Individual

8663 2 Cienega Creek, which by the way Augusta wants to fill (unintelligible) Canyons, yet 
claims no impact to the Cienega Creek water shed. And Davidson Canyon and not 
only wildlife habitats as well as Rosemont are decreasing water tables, peace, beauty, 
solitude and scenic (unintelligible) for thousands of out of state tourists all in seeious 
peril of becoming a beautiful memory our children will only have heard of.

Individual

8680 1 I would like to voice my opposition to the proposed Rosemont Mine and to the 
potential risks that are involved for our water and our ecosystem.

Individual
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8684 2 I grew up out in this area and I remember when I was a kid and I could hear the 
bombs going off out there or the explosives going off for the mining.  And it used to 
just be not very good at all to be listening to that when you're just trying to, you 
know, live your life out in the middle of nowhere.  So I don't think that they should 
redo the mines and reopen them up in that same area and go along with all the same 
things that I had to grow up with in hearing the explosives as a kid growing up or, 
you know, having water issues.

Individual

8692 2 I think it's high time we got a better look at what's really important.  I think water, air 
quality, and all the other things that are going to be disturbed by this mine should be 
more valued then the few jobs, the little bit of money that the local people are 
actually going to get.  I know it will be lucrative for some people, but not for most.

Individual

8701 1 I'm -- my real concern is about the water. I think it's most unfortunate that the Santa 
Ritas have to be tore up to mine stuff, but some things maybe area a necessity. And 
of course no body wants a mine in their backyard. But my concern is the water.

Individual

8701 4 my concern is the water issue. It's going to be on the back side of the Santa Ritas, 
from what  I understand, Rosemont junction, I've ridden my dirt bike and stuff back 
there, but once again, I think it's unfortunate. But the water situation is, I think, first 
and foremost.

Individual

8712 4 I'm calling because I vehemently oppose the proposed Rosemont Mine. I am against 
it for many issues, many reasons. Scenic beauty of the area, environmental issues, the 
water issues,

Individual

8730 3 I'm against open pit mining for copper, and it's too close to Tucson, for one. And I 
don't like it. I'm not against it in the state, but I'm against being so close to Tucson, 
and mostly because of the way it affects the animals and the water.

Individual

8750 3 . . The biggest concern is water.  If San Diego and Los Angeles can pump the water 
out of the desert, use it, clean it up and just dump it in the ocean.  Why can't we 
make them return the water back to the desert, then we wouldn't have a water issue, 
because we could then simply use that water.  So the issue of water is kind of bogus.

Individual

8760 2 I think it's a terrible thing that we're even considering it in line of the situation with 
our water and so forth and also with that lovely area, and I'm totally in disagreement 
with it.

Individual

8761 5 So our concerns are water, water, water.Individual

8766 2 I also feel that the mine will be harmful to the ground water, in addition to being an 
eye sore.

Individual

8785 2 The fact that Cienega Creek would be put in jeopardy and all of the water situation in 
that area plus pollutants in the air and the absolute ruination of the highway down to 
Sonoita. I can go on and on. It is nothing but atrocious for the southwest here.

Individual

8794 4 The second concerns are health concerns, just water, health, dust, blasting.Individual

8806 3  I think that it is of very, very deep concern to me related to what it will do to our 
water table,

Individual

8822 2 My concern is the same concern expressed by thousands of people here in Santa 
Cruz Valley, and that is water and

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 317 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

8828 2 I am concerned about the impact on the regional water supplies andIndividual

8844 1 I'm very concerned about the copper mine concerning our water, our air quality and 
the impact on the business of tourism, most definitely, most of all the environment.  
This is a pristine, pristine place.

Individual

8871 1 For me taking care of the very vital and few precious resources that we have in 
southeastern Arizona is a critical responsibility of our government and ourselves.  I 
would like to see greater attention paid to our water resource needs.  I think that the 
mine is a devastating impact to water.

Individual

8871 7 Again, the impacts to us are going to be devastating.  It's about water, it's about not 
being able to return the land to its original state.  And future generations will ask us 
how we could possibly make a decision like this without thinking about them and 
without thinking about their future.

Individual

8890 2 We need the water for better ah…thingsIndividual

8895 2 Opponents of the project have raised objections concerning important issues, such as 
water consumption, highway usage, dust emissions, blocking of scenic views and 
others. They have also included “straw man” issues, along with unsubstantiated 
objections to block the project, i.e. “NO MINE – PERIOD!”

Individual

8900 2 Where will employees of the Mine and their families come from? Where will they 
live on $59,000/year? If the workers are new to the area, how will the additional 
children of these families impact the schools? What is the impact of these additional 
people on water, transportation, healthcare, emergency medical services and the 
economy?

Individual

8903 1 Regarding Davidson Canyon; what is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers to suspend the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its 
tributaries as a navigatable river?

Individual

8905 1 Assumptions regarding climate change looking at a 1,000-year flood standard instead 
of the 100-year flood are more appropriate. A good exampe is the devistation in 
Sabino Canyon during the 2006 monsoon season. Are Rosemont mine studies 
underway to determine the impact to the surrounding areas in the event of similar 
flooding? Given the extreme environmental risks presented by flooding at the 
proposed Rosemont mine, why would not the 1,000- year standard be appropriate? 
When the 1,000- year flood standard study is complete, will it be made available for 
public scrutiny?

Individual

8906 6 Have studies been done to compare "mine" vs. "no mine" and the impacts on the 
economy, tourism, recreation, the ecosystems, vegitation, wildlife, groundwater, 
surface water, water quality and availability, roadways and emergency services? If 
so, are the studies available for public scrutiny? If studies have not been done, what 
is the reason for this inaction?

Individual
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8907 1 Rosemont Mine must be required to use effluent (treated wastewater) for all mining 
operations. The present proposal to use groundwater would be an extremely serious 
misallocation of these precious and limited groundwater resources and therefore 
must be denied. Rosemont representatives have stated that effluent would be of 
sufficient quality to use for mining purposes. The two Pima County municipal 
wastewater treatment plants produce 33,757 acre-feet of effluent annually (ref: 
"Tucson Water's Long Range Water Resourcing Planning"). Most of this effluent is 
being dumped into the Santa Cruz River bed. A fraction of the annual effluent 
production would be enough to meet the needs of the proposed mine. The Rosemont 
Mine must be required to purchase the effluent from the City of Tucson and pipe it 
directly to the mine site, at its (Rosemont's) expense. Effluent is the only water 
resource that increses as the area population grows, so it is ideal for future mining 
purposes in this region. The region's limited groundwater resources must be 
conserved for allocation to only the very highest needs and purposes.

Individual

8910 1 What is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to suspend 
the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its tributaries as a navigable river? Will 
the resulting easing of discharge waste rules increase the amount of groundwater 
contamination by the Rosemont Mine via Davidson Canyon? How will this decision 
impact Davidson Canyon? How will the groundwater contamination be controlled 
and who will be responsible for such control? To whom will this person or entity be 
accountable?

Individual

8912 1 We are of the point of view that our water is scarce and needs to be protected from 
wasteful use in yet another mining operation. No promise of "replenishing the 
aquifer with CAP water" can make us feel secure since that water won't supply our 
well, it isn't of good quality, or from a limitless source.

Individual

8914 5 I have heard that the mine company has promosed more water to the Green Valley 
People but is really necessary? Some people may only learn to be more conservative 
with precios resources when we allow a shortage to exist.

Individual

8915 1 As an engineer with experience in treating waste water from metal processing 
facilities, I recommend that the Rosemont mining operation be required to treat and 
recycle all the water they use for mining purposes. It can be done.
Why would Rosemont want to get rid of waste water? If it isn’t good enough for 
them, it certainly is not good enough to put into our rivers and streams.

Individual

9147 3 It is sad day to think that our county and state leadership would approve destroying 
the water table.

Organization

9204 1 Water concerns not adequately addressed.Organization

9338 3 I am a resident of Elgin AZ and strongly oppose the use of  water resources to 
support this project in any way

Organization

9446 1 I know and love this place. A mine there will significantly impact the watershed. 
That area is one of the last watersheds in the region that supports a full complement 
of biodiversity and it is a national treasure.

Organization

9462 2 Mining will be a travesty for the integrity of this critical watershed - just say NO!Organization
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9488 2 I urge the US Forest Service to do the right thing -- protect this watershed by 
rejecting Augusta's Mining Plan of Operations and withdrawing these lands from 
Mineral Entry to ensure their permanent protection from mining.

Organization

9813 1 I'M WORRIED ABOUT THE WATER!!!Organization

9918 2 There is nothing positive which can come from mining the Santa Rita Mountains -- 
only a detrimental & destructive impact to the water. Who benefits? only the mining 
companies and then they move on. This must not happen.

Organization

10220 1 Water belongs to the people..not the mines. I'm sorry but jobs don't justify our losing 
our good water rther

Organization

10248 1 To allow any mining activity in the State of Arizona with the existing water 
challenges currently being addressed today let alone into the future would be 
equivalent to putting a 45 to one's head!

Organization

10360 1 Ground and water concernsOrganization

10361 1 Ground water concernsOrganization

10368 1 Ground water concernsOrganization

10369 1 Ground water concernsOrganization

10417 2 Must NOT happen. The mine would destroy our water supply. STOP THIS MINE!!!!Organization

10464 2 save the waterOrganization

10518 1 Water and natural land is the issue! Stop the mine now!Organization

10554 2 Stop destroying our precious water resources. More than enough damage has already 
been done by greedy coporations and developers.

Organization

10559 6 The impacts to the groundwater by mining operation is completely unacceptable.Organization

10629 1 WOULD THE US FOREST SERVICE PLEASE LOOK AHEAD TO HUMAN and 
ANIMAL WATER NEEDS IN SOUTHERN ARIZONA!!

Organization

10693 3 The hydrological impact is far reaching.Organization

10798 1 landowner near mine concerned about waterOrganization

10809 1 save our water...PLEASE!!Organization

10810 1 save our ground waterOrganization

10819 4 I strongly oppose any mining activity in the Rosement Ranch area. It would have 
devastating long term negative impact on the water in the area.

Organization

10839 2 Save our water!Organization

10903 1 a short sighted plan that would irreparably damage a critical watershed.Organization

10905 3  It is important to preserve our precious water.Organization
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11040 1 The Forest Service should make all the mines treat and reuse all the water they use. It 
will cost but it can be done. If their waste water is not good enough for them, it is not 
good enough for anybody else. It is caled recycling!

Individual

11047 1 Zero Discharge- Can any facility be managed for zero discharge? Are there examples 
of any current mining facility that has zero discharge? If so, please provide these data 
in a way that a lay person may view and undestand it. It seems to be a common 
practice to "take the fine" rather than cure the problem. I propose that bonding or 
mitigation costs be set to a level that Rosemont Copper or any future assignees will 
be adverse to that sort of practice.

Individual

11047 16 What if Rosemont Copper is unable to acquire the permits that are needed throught 
the Arizona State Land Department for its water line on the west side of the project? 
Where will it acquire its water then? What will happen to the properties it has 
purchased in the Sahuarita Heights area? If the water is acquired on the east side, 
where would that be? Would it be from the Cienega Basin? If that happened, how 
would it get there?

Individual

11047 17 Rosemont Copper has stated in its MPO that it has to use effluent if it is available. 
There is reclaimed water close by on the west side of the Santa Ritas. (closer and 
more feasible that the CAP line anyhow). I would like a full study and investigation 
of this alternative.

Individual

11047 26 I would like to see a comprehensive, easy to read list with a map key 
1. All of the wells ownerships records within 10 mile area of the proposed project 
(from the pollutant management area line in figure 05) and the class of well and 
depth and any other recorded information.
1A. If the information is available, I would like to see if they are fissure or aquifer 
type well.
2. All of the surface water rights holders records within a 10 mile area of the 
proposed project (from the pollutant management area line in figure 05) 
3. The AMA's as an underlying map zone
4. The exact permits that will be required that are required by any water type 
organization, whether it be County, State or Federal

Individual

11047 27 What affects will blasting have on fissure type wells in the area?Individual
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07

21 2 Can the disruption of the rain runoff, and lowering of the local groundwater table 
from the Rosemont mine further threaten the surface water of the Cienega Creek? Is 
there potenital for the creek to be polluted from the mine operations during heavy 
rains?
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160 34 The Mine's waste rock, tailings, and acid leach field containment buttresses are being 
engineered to survive, and its surface water management facilities are being 
engineered to handle, runoff water generated by a 100-year, 24-hour storm event. 
Should, however, a 100-year, 48-hour storm event, or a 500-year, 24-hour storm 
event, or a 1,000-year, 24-hour storm event occur, the Mine would suffer 
catastrophic destruction moving the waste rock, the tailing, and the acid leach field 
materials miles downstream, and with them all of the toxic materials being stored at 
the mine. The resulting soil and water pollution would be on an immense scale.

1625 3 (1) the potential impact of an open pit mine on aquifers, both from 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 its surrounding areas;

Organization

1657 5 Rosemont claims that their tailing dams will be sufficient to hold back runoff from a 
100 year flood, 24 hour storm. What they forget (or do not realize, because they are 
not local) is the region where the mine is proposed to be built EXCEEDED this 
amount of runoff in July 2006-a series of storms considered 1000 year events.

Individual

1742 1 Due to the absence of Vegetation on tailings there would be increased velocity of 
groundwater in thunderstorms, Adursly Affecting Creeks and washes Downstream. 
These streams will also carry Additional silt increasing effective weight and causing 
damage to river banks. Down-cutting and road damage at crossings.

Individual

1756 1 Please address the impact of water runoff from tailings and mining operations on the 
quality of the groundwater available to the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, 
Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green Valley) now and in the future.

Individual

1758 3 What recourse will the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, 
Sahuarita and Green Valley) residents have in the event of any negative impacts 
caused by the Rosemont mining operations from water runoff from tailings and other 
mining operations on the quality of the remaining groundwater available to the Area 
now and in the future?

Individual

1871 4 In Oct. 83 the proposed mine location was subjected to a 1000yr flood. All run-off 
from there was to the NE across SR83. The wash carried water 12ft deep at 30 mph. 
When repeated this condition would destroy the mine and carry all tailings and 
unconsolidated material down grade across SR 83 including all hazardous chemicals, 
etc.

Individual

1979 2 water run off.Individual

2201 3 Some of the problems that would be created are as follows:

2. Runoff will certainly pose environmental hazards to ranches and property 
adjoining the mining property.

Individual
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2217 20 Cumulative Effects involving Water and Air.

In the West, water is a dominate natural resource and must be considered 
comprehensively for all decisions.  When performing the NEPA Cumulative Effects 
analyses, it is critical that the impact on the whole water cycle be considered for the 
project.  A natural gas pipeline or transmission line has very little direct impact on 
water resources; however, each may have significant indicated impacts.  A 100 MW 
transmission line that will support another 50,000 families needs to consider the 
water resource impacts that the line will for these families using this energy.  At 200 
gallons per day per capita, over 250,000,000 gallons are required.

Q-201.  If the end users do not have that water available, where will it come from?

Q-202.  How much water is required to generate that 100 MW, based on the logical 
generation anticipated for this community?

Individual

2244 10 With that in mind are they even today are not a good neighbor at this point. They are 
erecting earth berm road blocks, run off ponds that appear to have man made 
contamination in the newly created runoff collection ponds.

Individual

2337 13  Any heavy rains during the monsoons, which occur yearly in that area, are potential 
disasters here for hazardous materials polluting the water system.

Individual

2356 3 The untainted runoff from the water shed above and below the mine site MUST be 
preserved for the collection of clean non toxic water to be recharged into appropriate 
aquifers, man made or existing, this would minimize the water loss in an ARID 
LANDSCAPE. The refusal to stablize static water levels will cause myself and our 
neighbors wells to go dry in short order and effect Tuson's ability to Grow and 
prosper for without water nothing can EXIST!

Individual

2393 6 Rainwater run-off from the mine which recharges Santa Cruz Aquifer, Cienega Basin 
and Davidson Canyon, will most likely be blocked and contaminated.
Needs careful study.

Individual

2396 9 Possible impacts on aquatic habitats from mining include reduced water quality due 
to runoff from the tailings piles.

Individual

2559 1 I have concern that several of the storage and holding tanks and ponds for chemically 
treated tailing may not have sufficient capacity. For example,
Pg. 21, "Heap leach". Stacked ore, exposed to dripped leach solution containing 
copper will flow by gravity from the leach pad to a collection pad. …"A stormwater 
pond will be installed to collect any excess water that way be generated during a 
large precipitation event".
No specifications are given to indicate the volume need for this storage, and how the 
stormwater pond will be protected.. In other parts of the proposal, a 24-hour, 100-
flood is designated, but not in this part of the design.

Individual
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2559 2 Pg. 27 bottom to pg. 28 top With respect to tailing in the dry-steack operation, 
"Stormwater run on to the north stack will be limited by diverting the major drainage 
upstream of the stack area." "An attenuation pond immediately upgradient of the 
central drain is designated to termporarily store flows from the 100-year 24 hour 
storm event will drain within 30 days"
Pg. 46. "The Project water management facilities are intended to have sufficient 
capacity to handle runoff generated throughout the life of the Project for the 100-
year, 24-hour storm events."
"Storm water flows from the plant site will be collected in the lined PWTS Pond 
located immediately down gradient of the plant site. The PWTS Pond is designed to 
provide lined storage for the equivalent of three days of process flows (69 million 
gallons) plus the 100-year, 24-hour storm event"
A 100 year storm even is not adequate to prevent release of toxic treated tailings over 
the life of the tailings. On July 31-Aug. 1,2006, there was a "1,000-year" flood in 
southern Arizona. For example, Rincon creek flow rate exceeded all previous 
records, and there were millions of dollars of damage throughout Tucson, including 
Sabino Canyon. Toxic waste from the mine tailing pits will drain into Cienega wash 
and ultimately contaminate the major aquifers underlying the Tucson Basin.

Individual

2592 44 The EIS needs to evaluate the design basis and safety factors used to design the 
"central drain" because a failure of the central drain could cause mobilization of 
mine waste into the stream channel. The entire system of drains and sumps related to 
the removal of surface runoff from the tailings impoundments and waste rock piles is 
susceptible to underdesign if based on a single 100-year, 24-hour storm, especially if 
a function of the system is to attenuate peak flows through short-term storage. 
Alternative designs should be considered based on multiple high-intensity storm 
events that occur during summer and protracted low intensity storms such as occur 
during the winter. The design basis for the winter storms should consider actual 
rainfall values measured during historical multi-day rainfall periods such as the 
winter rainfall season of 1992-1993.

The EIS should address how the central drain will be designed to prevent 
compaction and reduced flow capacity over time as the height and weight of the 
tailings facility increases.

Individual

2673 13 All of the flora, fauna, wild life, and recreation associated with the buried Barrel 
Canyon drainage area will be eliminated or changed forever.

Individual

2673 16 The tailings pile covers the lower basin essentially from the lower Sanita Rita 
Mountains to the Sonoita Hwy. Our Rosemont guide during a 27 June 2008 project 
tour said that it had not yet been determined where (Davidson Canyon or lower 
Barrel Canyon) or at what rate the upper Barrel Canyon water shed, project storm 
flow, excess ground water pumping to keep the pit dry and other waste discharges 
will be released.

Individual

2675 20 In fact, the dam containing the Process Water Temporary Storage pond has a 
spillway capable of passing the half probable maximum flood into a diversion that 
empties into Barrel Canyon drainage.

Individual
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2675 21 The compliance point dam at the end of this drainage is the final point to monitor 
ground and surface water before release, however, "larger flows will overtop the dam 
and continue downstream" (Pg 49 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Contaminants carried by these larger flows will neither be contained nor 
monitored and will be released into the environment.

Individual

2730 3 Parts of the midwest have just experience their 2nd "500 year" flood in 15 years 
time. Is there any way to be sure unexpected runoffs from the mine wuoldn't have 
disaterous consequences for the ecosystem and residents around the proposed mine?

Individual

2736 7 What will be the impact on both quality and quantity of the surface runoff at the 
mine extraction areas?

Government

2754 7 It will disrupt important drainages in the Cienega Creek watershedIndividual

2760 17 The EIS should describe all surface water discharges from the site, including storm 
water and mine drainage and discuss whether a National Pollution Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit (individual and/or gneral) would be required, 
including during closure or post-closure.

Government

2760 18 Discuss the applicability of Arizona'sGeneral Permit for Sormwater Discharges 
Assoicated with Industrial Activity from Metal Mining Activities to this project. The 
EIS should include a storm water pollution prevention plan and discuss specific best 
management practices that may be necessary.

Government

2760 19 Discuss whether any discharges would be classified as "mine drainage" and required 
to meet technology based effluent limitations prior to discharge. See: 40 CFR 
122.44(a) (regarding the inclusion of technology-based limitations in permits); and 
40 CFR 440.102(a) (establishing effluent limitation guidelines pertaining to mine 
drainage). See also, 40 CFR 440.132(h) ("Mine drainage' means any water drained, 
pumped or siphoned from a mine."). The EIS should describe how the project will 
either achieve zero discharge or meet permitting requirements for discharges to 
surface waters.

Government

6716 3 One more thing, then I'll get out of here.  If Rosemont should be allowed to proceed, 
the tailings and unconsolidated waste will accumulate.  At some point in time there 
will be a recurrence of the '83, '92 floods.  The mine will be wiped out, and all the 
tailings, chemicals, and assorted junk will have been carried to the east side of SR-83 
and strung out all the way to Vail.

Individual

6726 14 How will water quality be affected at the lower levels, not only by the CAP water 
quality being pumped into the ground, but the effect of runoff and residual 
processing chemicals down the Davidson Canyon?

Individual

6759 10 Possible impacts on aquatic inhabitants from mining include the reduction of water 
resources from increased groundwater pumping, viseltation (phonetic) of 
streams,and reduced water quality due to runoff from the tailings pilings.

Individual

6778 2 Some of my questions to the mine pertain to who monitors the water reclamation.  
Who monitors the runoff from the mine?  Do they?

Individual
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6800 1 Davidson Canyon and Davidson Creek feeds into the Cienega Nature Preserve just 
north of I-10.  The head waters of Davidson Creek start right in front of the proposed 
tailing piles for this mine.  The mine will be an open pit, and it's going to absorb 
water every time it rains.  We get tremendous rainfall through that area in the 
summer because the area between the two mountain ranges, the Santa Ritas and the 
Empires, channels storms up throut there all the time.

So that means that anything that leaches down through the mine's pit is going to end 
up in the watershed on that side of the mountain.  It's going to go in the Davidson 
Wash.  Davidson Wash goes to Cienega Creek.  Cienega Creek feeds Pantano at 
Vail.  And it eventually goes through Tucson, and ends up in Marana.

So I think that it would behove us to try to get people in Tucson more interested in 
this, since they are going to be the recipient of anything bad that comes out of that 
mine in the water.

Individual

6833 5 Those of use who live in the Empire Mountains know that the water, when it rains in 
Rosemont, the wash is flooding outside our home. How will they contain the runoff 
from the mine? Either the toxins are going to come down to us or they're going to 
dam - - In which case, we'll be deprived of pure water either way.

Individual

6863 1 Certainly they have always pitched that the only way to do this mine is by open pit 
with all the overburden and salvage or tailings or whatever waste they want to call it 
being dumped onall the Forest Service lands too, I guess, Jamies Sturgess told us on 
Saturday or Sunday, when we had a tour of the place, it was going to be like 600 feet 
higher than than land right close to the Sonoita Highway which is, that's like a 60-
story building, even though it's on some three-to-one slope, and on the northern end 
it was somewhere else. It was going to be like a thousand feet higher, and I could be 
wrong and I'll stand corrected in the study, I'm sure.

But the bottom line is that is totally covering the whole watershed of Barrel Canyon, 
which toally dumps out on the east side of Sonoita Highway joining Davidson 
Canyon wash just at the entrance to my property.

Individual

6870 3 In order to mine, you must extract much more rock than copper. What this means is 
the there are huge areas of ground and wildlife habitat destroyed during the mining 
for copper.  The excess rock that has no value to the mine is tossed into a pile called 
tailings. In these tailings, harmful minerals such as asbestos, even radioactive 
minerals can be found. When rain fails on the tailings, the water reaches the waste 
material from the copper sulfide mineral, chalcopyrite, to produce sulfuric acid, 
which then runs into the streams, contaminating the water and harming the fish and 
life and humans, and this information is from the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency.

Individual

6940 6 Monsoon rains are expected to occur during the life of the mine.  This will provide 
annual "pulses" of recharge to the tailings.  I haven't found any discussion about how 
recharge to the northern dry-stack tailings will be dealt with.  Is horizontal runoff in 
the waste rock base expected because of equipment compaction of the rocky native 
soils?

Individual

6966 6 Through leaching rain Water can concentrate those contaminants and pollute riparian 
waterways and ultimately our groundwater.  How will the mines protect against this?

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 326 of 339



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Water Resources

Stormwater Runoff

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

07

7133 3 3.                Please address the impact of water runoff from tailings and mining 
operations on the quality of the groundwater available to the Area (Tucson, Vail, 
Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia, Sahuarita and Green Valley) now and in the 
future.

Individual

7150 12 Stormwater discharges associated with construction activities (including clearing, 
grading, or excavating), which disturb one acre or more must obtain a permit for 
such discharges under the Arizona Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(AZPDES) program. A general permit is available for this activity. A Stormwater 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) must be prepared and implemented during the 
course of construction. If general permit coverage is applicable, the SWPPP must 
comply with the SWPPP requirements of the Construction Stormwater General 
Permit, and must identify such elements as the project scope, anticipated acreage of 
land disturbance, and the best management practices, or BMPs, that would be 
implemented to reduce soil erosion and contain and/or minimize the pollutants that 
might be released to waters of the U.S. In addition to preparing the SWPPP, the 
project proponent would need to file for permit coverage prior to construction. The 
Construction General Permit, SWPPP checklist, and associated forms are available 
on ADEQ's website at:
http://www.azdeq.gov/environ/water/permits/stormwater.html#const. For questions 
regarding the Construction Stormwater General Permit, please contact Christopher 
Henninger at 602-771-4508 or by email at cph@azdeq.gov.

In addition, an AZPDES Multi-Sector General Permit (MSGP) is a separate 
stormwater permit that is required of any operator that conducts mining activities, 
including the exploration and construction phase as well as the active and 
reclamation phases. Operators of these facilities must develop and implement 
SWPPPs, which includes BMPs that would be implemented to reduce soil erosion 
and contain and/or minimize the pollutants that might be released to waters of the 
U.S. The mining operator is required to implement the appropriate sector-specific 
requirements as described in the MSGP, which is Sector G: Metal Mining (Ore 
Mining and Dressing) activates.

The most recent MSGP is the MSGP 2000, which expired October 30, 2005. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has not issued a new MSGP yet. Facilities 
with coverage under MSGP 2000 before it expired are granted an administrative 
continuance. Those facilities already covered under MSGP 2000 must continue to 
implement their SWPPP and comply with the requirements in the MSGP 2000. The 
administrative continuance will remain in effect until a new permit is issued. 
Facilities that did not obtain coverage under MSGP 2000 before its expiration will 
not have general permit coverage until EPA or ADEQ issues a new general permit. 
In the interim, in general, ADEQ requests that any facilities that did not have 
coverage under MSGP 2000 still use the SWPPP and BMPs recommended for that 
sector. 
Information on the MSGP can be found at:
http://www.azdeq.gov/environ/water/permits/msgp.html. For questions on the MSGP 
coverage for this project, please contact Dennis Turner at 602-711-4501 or e-mail at 
dt1@azdeq.gov. ADEQ may require an industrial facility to apply for an individual 
stormwater permit.

Government
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7184 8 The tailings stacks are being located in Barrel Canyon, which has direct flow into 
Davidson Canyon, which subsequently joins Cienega Creek into Pantano Wash. 
There is every reason to expect that mine development on and near Rosemont Ranch 
will generate significant amounts of toxic waste. Average rainfall in the area of the 
pit and tailings location according to Rosemont's on-site weather station is 22" per 
year. This is more that enough rainfall to leach toxic chemicals into our groundwater.

Individual

7327 17 The loss of hunting, camping and hiking opportunities; wildlife corridors; disruption 
of runoff waterways; and, potential to harm or disrupt freshwater springs.

Individual

7434 4 How will Rosemont Copper Company protect our groundwater, Davidson Canyon 
and Cienega Creek from contaminated run-off? Will contamination never occur, 
even years after the mine closes? Contamination of the Tucson aquifer has happened 
before with smaller projects and the resulting cancer clusters have taken many lives. 
With an average rainfall of 22 inches/year in Rosemont Canyon, and snow and rain 
run-off from the Santa Rita peaks, where will the water go that falls on the mine 
tailins? Will it eventually overflow and start new cancer clusters in our community? 
How will Augusta Resources be held responsible for loss of human lives?

Individual

7436 6 Those of us who live in the Empire Mts. Know that when it rains in Rosemont the 
wash by our homes will be flowing 5-10 min after it rains in the Rosemont area. 
With the mine these waters will be carrying whatever poisons are being produced by 
the mine. And the same holds for the Cienega watershed area. Look at the map, just a 
matter of gravity. Either they will try and trap the storm runoff waters or the waters 
will polluate downstream watershed areas. Either way downstream residents like 
myself will be deprived of clean water. Please, ask them to replenish our wells and 
aquifers with clean water and/or compensate downstream landowners for the loss of 
clean water.

They say in their document "Any surface water management facilities would be 
designed to handle runoff generated from a 100-year, 24-hour storm even." Really, 
how? Please, make them prove this claim to an independent set of scientists.

Individual
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7436 7 A study of Dr. Tom Myers assumed that the pit would capture all runoff from within 
and above the pit area. He says that most of this runoff would otherwise leave the 
study area without infiltrating and become mountain front recharge into alluvial 
basin north of the Davidson Spring area. Dr. Myers' analysis did not estimate the 
runoff to be captured, but he says it could be substantial considering the recharge 
estimate is 1.5 in/y in an area with approximately 20 in/y of precipitation. The 
mountain front recharge captured by the pit could be several times the diffuse 
recharge in mountain block. Dr. Myers says this could have a significant impact on 
downstream baseflow because Davidson Canyon provides approximately 20% of the 
baseflow in Cienega Creek. The study of Dr. Tom Myers makes it clear that there 
will profound long term and short term consequences on water table and water runoff 
from the mine. In short, Dr. Myers finds that impacts to springs and groundwater 
levels near the pit would occur quickly and would be profound. Water levels near 
Cienega Creek would decrease and the net effect would be to make this groundwater 
dependent ecosystem more susceptible to effects of drought and global warming. 
From the study of Dr. Tom Myers, disruption of surface water flows would have 
greater impact upon Davidson Canyon than the diversion of groundwater to the pit. 
Up to 4,415 acres of land would be filled, excavated or built upon. Understanding 
how these altertions would affect downstream runoff and recharge is critical. There 
needs to be a study by an independent group of scientists of this issue.

Individual

7436 9 A study of Dr. Tom Myers assumed that the pit would capture all runoff from within 
and above the pit area. He says that most of this runoff would otherwise leave the 
study area without infiltrating and become mountain front recharge into alluvial 
basin north of the Davidson Spring area. Dr. Myers' analysis did not estimate the 
runoff to be captured, but he says it could be substantial considering the recharge 
estimate is 1.5 in/y in an area with approximately 20 in/y of precipitation. The 
mountain front recharge captured by the pit could be several times the diffuse 
recharge in mountain block. Dr. Myers says this could have a significant impact on 
downstream baseflow because Davidson Canyon provides approximately 20% of the 
baseflow in Cienega Creek. The study of Dr. Tom Myers makes it clear that there 
will profound long term and short term consequences on water table and water runoff 
from the mine. In short, Dr. Myers finds that impacts to springs and groundwater 
levels near the pit would occur quickly and would be profound. Water levels near 
Cienega Creek would decrease and the net effect would be to make this groundwater 
dependent ecosystem more susceptible to effects of drought and global warming. 
From the study of Dr. Tom Myers, disruption of surface water flows would have 
greater impact upon Davidson Canyon than the diversion of groundwater to the pit. 
Up to 4,415 acres of land would be filled, excavated or built upon. Understanding 
how these altertions would affect downstream runoff and recharge is critical. There 
needs to be a study by an independent group of scientists of this issue.

Individual
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7436 10 Dr. Myers research shows that within 100 years from the end of mining, significant 
drawdown will have expanded several miles down gradient from and to the southeast 
of proposed pit. Any spring within the drawdown could potentially be affected. After 
8000 years, when the entire study area has reach close to steady state conditions, 
there is extensive drawdown throughout Davidson Canyon that reaches significantly 
in the Cienega watershed as well.

Either there will be runoff into the downstream watersheds or the water will be 
trapped, either way there is a problem. We cannot move forward with this mine until 
the problem of storm water runnoff is solved.

Individual

7451 1 We live one mile East of the Davidson Canyon off Scenic route 83 one quarter mile 
south of mile marker 51…3 miles or so from the propsed mine at Rosemont. Last 
night we had about a 2 hour hard, no visibility, rain which, as always, flooded 
Davidson where we cross to come home. Fortunately we were already home when it 
started but several of our neighbors, including one with a 1 month old baby, could 
not cross and had to wait until after 10:00 pm to get home. This is not unusual in the 
Monsoon season and for Rosemont Copper to claim they can control the water is 
ludicrous. Who do they think they are?

Individual

7494 3 I believe the impacts to the adverse affect on surrounding areas (both natural and 
civilian) from water runoff will collectively weigh against the benefits of the mine, 
primarily the finite period of new jobs created and the County taxes generated.

Individual

7551 3 Water is critical and there is NO evidence that the "new" techniques that Rosemont 
intends to use will work. We should not be pilot program in such an environmentally 
sensitive area. Davidson Canyon will hopefully be designated as a Outstanding 
Waterway soon (application being reviewed NOW) and the runoff from the mining 
will NOT keep it so.

Individual

7571 22 One of the major concerns is protection of the water resources from leaks and spills 
from the mine, due to malfunctioning facilities or stormwater runoff. The mine 
facilities are currently designed for the 100-year 24-hours flood event, which is the 
current standard. However, given the very sensitive nature of the Cienega watershed, 
the mine should be designed to a higher level of protection. This would prove to the 
public that the mining company really is committed to protecting this basin. Other 
advanced countries use up to the 1,000 year flood event in their designs, and some 
use the 10,000 year flood. The floods of July 21, 2006 in Tucson were the result of 
five consecutive days of large storms that together represented somewhere near a 
1,000 year flood event. Global warming is changing our climate regime, and we must 
plan accordingly. The preferred alternative should require that the mine be designed 
to at least the 1,000 year flood event.

Individual
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7592 21 For the purposes of surface water management "…the open pit, the heap leach 
facility and the plant site are considered closed systems, with all direct rainfall and 
local runoff contained on site." (pg. 46 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Considering the complexity of the terrain, the extremes of weather 
occurring in this area, the level of proposed mining activity and feasible unforseen 
circumstances, this assumption is a fiction. In fact, the dam containing the Process 
Water Temporary Storage pond has a spillway capable of passing the half probable 
maximum flood into a diversion that empties into Barrel Canyon drainage. The 
compliance point dam at the end of this drainage is the final point to monitor ground 
and surface water before release, however, "larger flows will overtop the dam and 
continue downstream" (Pg 49 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Contaminants carried by these larger flows will neither be contained nor 
monitored and will be released into the environment.

Individual

7593 6 Tailings ponds: it is routine for the dams (in Arizona and elsewhere) holding tailings 
ponds to be breached during downpours, releasing heavy metals and other toxic 
compounds into local streams and groundwater supplies. Given the nature of our 
monsoon rains, it is hard to accept Augusta's assurance of safety in the face of 
experience.

Individual

8802 5 I have not even mentioned the possible problems with runoff and other waste.Individual

8820 3 I'm concerned about the water issue with runoff.Individual

11047 12 As the dry tailings, according to my understanding, have not been tried in a climate 
with this high of a rainfall, what will happen if the suppressant is sprayed, and then it 
all runs off in the rain? Will it have to be reapplied?

Individual

11064 5 Rosemont claims that their tailing dams will be sufficient to hold back runoff from a 
100 year flood, 24 hour storm. What they forget (or do not realize, because they are 
not local) is the region where the mine is proposed to be built EXCEEDED this 
amount of runoff in July 2006-a series of storms considered 1000 year events.

Individual

11068 21 For the purposes of surface water management "…the open pit, the heap leach 
facility and the plant site are considered closed systems, with all direct rainfall and 
local runoff contained on site." (pg. 46 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Considering the complexity of the terrain, the extremes of weather 
occurring in this area, the level of proposed mining activity and feasible unforseen 
circumstances, this assumption is a fiction. In fact, the dam containing the Process 
Water Temporary Storage pond has a spillway capable of passing the half probable 
maximum flood into a diversion that empties into Barrel Canyon drainage. The 
compliance point dam at the end of this drainage is the final point to monitor ground 
and surface water before release, however, "larger flows will overtop the dam and 
continue downstream" (Pg 49 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Contaminants carried by these larger flows will neither be contained nor 
monitored and will be released into the environment.

Individual

11082 3 "The proposed tailings facility is located in a network of small washes which, during 
storm events, may flow into the Barrel Drainage." I would like to know the 
probability. And, I do not want it modeled. I want someone to sit up there in a tent, 
for the next 3 years, in each small wash to see how much ARD is going to potentially 
flow into the Barrel Drainage. This is too important to be left to chance.

Individual
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11082 4 "A stormwater diversion ditch along the planned mine access road will divert 
water…" 
I would like to know how exactly. Is it going to run off the access road which is used 
by concentrate trucks, delivery trucks and other misc. vehicles which have tires with 
chemicals and so forth, engines that leak oil? What other potential pollutants from 
other locations will run off the planned main access road? The main storm water 
diversion drainage tunnel is quite large according to the Tetra Tech Dry Tailing 
Facilities Design Book I read this evening. Who will maintain this (The large culvert, 
not the book) and keep it free of debris and Undocumented Immigrants?

Individual

11082 6 "The tailings storage facility will be designed as a dry stack facility however, isolated 
zones within the tailings mass may become wet due to rainfall a therefore potentially 
susceptible to liquefaction." 
1. Please notice the terminology- "will be designed as", not "will be a".
2. Will the isolated zones become wet due to direct rainfall or wet because of all the 
water build up at the base from puddling when there is extended rainfall or storm 
water runoff? 
3. Where is the largest potential for these "isolated zones" to occur and what is the 
expected damage should it happen?

Individual

Surface Quality
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21 1 Can the disruption of the rain runoff, and lowering of the local groundwater table 
from the Rosemont mine further threaten the surface water of the Cienega Creek?

43 2 How will surface water quality in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek be protected?

43 16 Given that the State of Arizona has recently issued a lease to Cal Portand to mine in 
the Davidson Canyon south of the proposed Rosemont location and is currently in 
negations with the Seel Mine, and given that Rosemont intends to block Barrel 
Canyon with tailings, which feeds the Davidson, how does the Forest Service intend 
to have Rosemont mitigate the impact to the Upper Santa Cruz and Cienega 
Watersheds from the loss of surface water? If Rosemont allows water to run through, 
who will monitor the quality of the water to assure that is safe? Who will monitor the 
course ways to assure that the contours and pathways are not changed?

Individual

50 2 For tails I am also worried about the leach pad about after they close what is to 
happen to  it because it will keep collecting water that wil be contaminated. I see 
many closed or shut down mines that are problems because they pullute water 
sources after they are closed and this mine will use leaching!

Individual

1536 3 The surface water quantity & quality in Davidson Canyon & Cienega Creek will be 
effected. How will  this water be protected?

Individual

1553 3 esp- in Cieniga Creek, etc.Individual

1566 8 and crystal clear streamsIndividual

1583 4 The mining company has agreed to spend their own money to bring in a pipeline to 
recharge the aquapher.

Individual
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1622 5 Water- we must not endanger abov ground streams!Individual

1646 3 The Central Arizona Project water supply is not going to help. Tucson and the 
surrounding areas need their water resources for Tucsonionans and surrounding area 
residents.

Individual

1646 4 Red Rock development is putting in 260,000 homes on 16,000 acres of land inside 
Pinal County between Phoenix and Tucson. Othe similar developments are 
underway. These developments will use CAP- Water to make their developments 
habitable. This means Tucson will need to rely on existing water supplies, such as 
proposed for the Rosemont mine even more.

Individual

1651 4 The mine is making a huge pit into the mountain and it is gong to affect our water 
table.

Individual

1696 4 Their statement that they will be replacing the water is bogus!Individual

1701 4 Please do not allow this operation to begin if the wildlife and water use of current 
residents is impacted negatively.

Individual

1763 1 Several years ago I had the opportunity to fly over the Santa Ritas in a helicopter I 
was impressed with the amount of surface water available for wild life.

Individual

1818 4 What will be the impact of less water resources for the plants, animals, and humans 
in an around the Santa Rita Mountain's?

Individual
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1891 24 Groundwater will flow into the holes created by the mine, rather than in its natural 
direction. To quote: 

A 1999 study prepared for Newmont Gold Co. predicted that this reversal of low 
would cause creeks to run dry in an average year, and the Humboldt River's base 
flow tube reduced by one-quarter. "This is the desert," said Tom Myers, a 
hydrogeologist and activist with Great Basin Minewatch, as her walked along the 
banks of the Humboldt and spoke of the redirection of billions of gallons of water in 
the nation's driest state. "I believe that is a lot in a basin that is more than 200 percent 
appropriated."
Some of the water pumped from the mines now is sent down the Humbolt River, 
where ranchers and farmers are happy to have some extra. Myers wonders how the 
agriculturists will fare when the water flows the other way.
The Nevada mining Association's Scheidig said miners are " cautious and sensitive 
to the needs of farming and ranching communities. That would be the last thing we 
want -- to leave them high and dry as a legacy."
U.S. Geological Survey scientists, in studies funded by the mines, have found that 
groundwater levels in western Nevada have dropped as much as 1,5000 feet in the 
last decade. Barrick Gold and Newmont have had to pump twice the water that 
hydrogeologists had predicted, said Mike Turnipseed, director of Nevada's 
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources. The state requires the mines to 
put water back into the ground, but that doesn't always work. If that can't be done, 
the miners are required to try to use it some other way, such as on local ranches. No 
one really knows how long it will take for the water to refill the pits, and when the 
river will return to normal. "Long-term is still a question," Turnipseed said. "Is the 
Humboldt River going to go dry for a century?
Paper trails often lead to bankrupt companies that can't finance cleanup, or to owners 
who had nothing to do with the damage.

Individual

1893 9 Water is the most precious resource Arizona has and should not be wasted for the 
profits of others, especially foreign companies. Also, it should not be allowed for the 
Rosemont Copper Company to trade Central Arizona Project water that they have 
been recharging into 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.

Individual

1894 4 If they plan to use CAP water, what will happen whan the amount allotted to us is 
diminished in the future? Or when the level of the Colorado goes down?

Individual

1956 7 and surface water depletion from pumping out an open pit copper mine,Individual

1969 8 Some of the issues that need to be considered:
The ability to really be able to use Central Arizona Project water and to have enough 
for this operation.

Individual

2199 1 How will surface water downstream of the site in Cienega Creek and Davidson 
Canyon be protected in quality of flow?

Individual

2214 20 How will surface water quality in Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek be protected?Individual
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2379 11 In addition, the quality of the surface water being replaced to offset Rosemont 
groundwater depletion is vastly inferior in quality to the groundwater being proposed 
for withdrawal by Rosemont.

Government

2396 8 Possible impacts on aquatic habitats from mining include the siltation of streamsIndividual

2428 1 We cannot afford to allow the degredation of the cienega watershed area. Before any 
mine approval, a determination must first be made on the effects the mine will have 
on natural recharge of water into the cienega watershed. This should be completed 
by a neutral hydrologic expert or company not on the Augusta payroll

Individual

2463 2 Can the disruption of the rain runoff and lowering of the local groundwater table 
from the Rosemont mine further threaten the surface water of the Cienega Creek? 
The Cienega Creek is approximately 8 to 9 miles east of the Mine location. The Fish 
and Wildlife service under the US department of the interior has classified the 
Cienega Creek (upper and lower) as a critical habitat for the Gila Chub (Gila 
Intermedia) which is designated as endangered with critical habitat under the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 as documented in the Federal Register.

Individual

2577 11 In addition, the quality of the surface water being replaced to offset Rosemont 
groundwater depletion is vastly inferior in quality to the groundwater being proposed 
for withdrawal by Rosemont.

Government

2591 12 Is adequate consideration being given to surface water impact through seepage from 
tailings through waste dumping drainage areas of Barrel Canyon in chain-link 
cumulative impact through Davidson Canyon to Cienega Creek and potentially to 
Pantano and Rillito?

Individual

2592 23 The impact of dewatering from the proposed open pit needs to be understood from 
the perspective of the following phenomena:

reduction of recharge to the eastern portion of the Tucson groundwater basin,
the impact on local surface waters,
the reduction of water levels in the Cienega Creek groundwater basin, and
the impact to private wells within the area of influence of the dewatering operation.

Individual

2592 32 Will pit dewatering impact surface water flow in Davidson Canyon and Cienega 
Creek?

Individual

2592 42 It is stated in the MPO (Section 2.3.2.4) that "seepage water from the waste rock 
storage areas will not exhibit elevated concentration of metals and major ions". It 
seems unlikely that seepage from the waste rock will be the same as current 
groundwater and rainfall runoff at the site because the large amount of unoxidized 
material that will be exposed to surface conditions will have significant surface area 
for leaching due to its broken condition. The EIS needs to evaluate means for 
ensuring that seepage from the waste rock pile in no way modifies the quality of 
existing ground and surface water resources.

Individual

2607 5 the adjacent Cienega Basin; this water source provides the majority of the flow of the 
Sonoita Creek that runs year round through Circle Z Ranch.

Business

2610 47 What is the impact on the water flow and quality regarding water in the Cienega 
creek area due to the infill of mine waste in the Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, and 
Scholefield canyons?

Individual
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2617 15 We are very concerned about toxic cheimical run-off or seepage into surface waterIndividual

2648 15 What effect will the use of chemical dust suppressants on the mine roads have on 
water quality

Individual

2672 6 The nearby San Pedro river, for which the city of Sierra Vista relies on for water is 
drying up and endangered. Water is a declining resource in this corner of Arizona.

Individual

2675 19 For the purposes of surface water management "…the open pit, the heap leach 
facility and the plant site are considered closed systems, with all direct rainfall and 
local runoff contained on site." (pg. 46 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Considering the complexity of the terrain, the extremes of weather 
occurring in this area, the level of proposed mining activity and feasible unforseen 
circumstances, this assumption is a fiction.

Individual

2677 25 We understand that Rosemont Copper Company plans to drill for water in Sahuarita, 
near the junction of the Santa Rita Road and Sahuarita Road. We are concerned 
about the cone of depression that will result,  in the Santa Rita Mountains.

Government

2677 32 We also are concerned about the impacts that will occur and could occur to the 
surface and ground water on the east side of the proposed mine. Normal rainfall that 
will fall in Barrel Canyon will be diverted for 20+ years (or forever?). This will 
decrease the ground water that should flow down Barrel Canyon and into Davidson 
Canyon and Cienega Creek. Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek and very 
important habitats for wildlife, and decreases in water flow to these habitats will 
adversely impact wildlife. This effect will be occurring off of Forest lands. The 
Forest should identify how you will insure that this impact does not occur.

Government

2677 55 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
- Monitoring of impacts to ground and surface water (quality and quantity), and 
actions that will be taken if adverse impacts are shown

Government

2736 3 What will be the consequences of using surface  resources for mining operations?  
Will private and public wells be impacted?

Government

2750 2 I am extremely concerned about the unlimited amount of our precious groundwater 
that Rosemont Mining Corporation would be guaranteed to use for years and year 
saying nothing about the toxic metals and other chemicals from the tailings which 
would eventally pollute our ground and surface water.

Individual

2760 12 The EIS should identify the existing water quality of surface waters in the project 
area, including any waters that are impaired under Section 303(d) of the Clean Water 
Act. Streams that are already impaired are particularly sensitive to addional discharge 
loadings will require a thorough impacts analysis.

Government

2760 13 The EIS should describe the potential effects of all project discharges on surface 
water quality, such as thermal changes, increased suspended solids, toxicity, salinity, 
and pH,

Government

2760 15 The project's impacts on designated beneficial uses of affected streams should be 
thoroughly described and considered.

Government

2760 26 Describe flow velocities of all discharges to surface waters and discuss whether these 
discharges could contribute to scouring and sedimentation in these channels.

Government
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2760 29 The EIS should identify all sources of water needed for the project, and describe the 
potential environmental impacts associated with using these sources. If dewatering 
will be necessary, the EIS should describe the dewatering system and the potential 
direct, indirect,  impacts on  surface water, estimated rates of dewatering and water 
use by the proposed project, as well as all other water use in the vicinity.

Government

2760 31 Identify direct, indirect  impacts to surface water flow,resources as a result of 
groundwater pumping assoicated with the proposed project.

Government

2760 45 The EIS should include the surface water quality monitoring that will be required to 
ensure compliance with water quality standards. Describe the locations of all 
monitoring wells and points of compliance on the site. The screening intervals, 
parameters to be monitored, and monitoring frequencies should be identified.

Government

2760 46 Provide projected chemical charachterization of water in open ponds located at the 
site, including projected water quality in open pits following closure.

Government

2760 48 The EIS should also describe the potential impacts to surface water from open pits, 
backfilled pits, and partially backfilled pits after closure, as well as the measures that 
will be taken to prevent these impacts.

Government

6721 2 Although the mine itself is not situated within our area jurisdiction, we nevertheless 
share Pima County's concerns to the environmental and economic impacts such an 
operation may have in their county.  In particular, we acknowledge Pima County's 
concern for the adverse impacts that hard rock mining has had on surface and 
groundwater quality in other areas, and feel that the risk of degrading our precious 
water resources are not worth the benefits.

Individual

7451 12 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
19. 20 % of the Tucson Aquifer is recharged by the Cienega. The Cienega turns in 
the Pantano. The Cienega is fed by the Davidson, the Davidson is fed by tributaries, 
one of which is Barrel Canyon. The MPO shows Barrel Canyon filled with Waste 
Rock and then a 6' compliance point check dam. Our wells and aquifer are 
downstream of this.
20. Sedimentation issues could occur in the Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek 
which are both in the Vail/Cienega Corridor - This is an impact.
20A. If there is seepage of any other area, it could poison OUR groundwater. This is 
an impact.

Individual

7453 12 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
19. 20 % of the Tucson Aquifer is recharged by the Cienega. The Cienega turns in 
the Pantano. The Cienega is fed by the Davidson, the Davidson is fed by tributaries, 
one of which is Barrel Canyon. The MPO shows Barrel Canyon filled with Waste 
Rock and then a 6' compliance point check dam. Our wells and aquifer are 
downstream of this.
20. Sedimentation issues could occur in the Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek 
which are both in the Vail/Cienega Corridor - This is an impact.
20A. If there is seepage of any other area, it could poison OUR groundwater. This is 
an impact.

Individual
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7456 32 We also are concerned about the impacts that will occur and could occur to the 
surface on the east side of the proposed mine. Normal rainfall that will fall in Barrel 
Canyon will be diverted for 20+ years (or forever?). This will decrease the surface 
water that should flow down Barrel Canyon and into Davidson Canyon and Cienega 
Creek.

Government

7456 55 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
- Monitoring of impacts to ground and surface water (quality and quantity), and 
actions that will be taken if adverse impacts are shown

Government

7500 3 I have not seen a clear and convincing statement from the company about prevention 
of pollution in the area. How is water quality in Davidson Canyon, downstream from 
the mine site, be impacted from the mine?

Individual

7504 87 How will surface water quantity and water quality in Davidson Canyon and Cienega 
Creek be protected?

What will be the impact on ground and surface water from the heap leach method?

7508

7546 14 The FS, in cooperation with Arizona Game and Fish, should also study the impact of 
the mine and its operations on the Mearns quail and deer populations in the 
immediate area and the surrounding areas. This should include a study of increased 
road kill of deer along Highway 83 due to increased traffic, and altered migration, 
mating and other behavior of wildlife due to the noise, dust, and light of the 24 hour 
mining operations proposed. They should also study the impact on wildlife caused 
by the destruction or pollution of natural springs and depletion of groundwater. 
These studies should be completed prior to issuing any EIS.

Individual

7558 4 Surface water - changes
Based on the pumping and lower ground water mentioned above, what is the 
expected impact (if any) in  the surface water in the areas of the wells?

Individual

7585 1 Water quality standard for downstream surface waters could be effected by the 
proposed mine. To assue that water quality standards for surface water are properly 
assured, an inventoryof the surface water features should be make. Because of the 
ephemeral to intermittent nature of the surface water features in the Rosemont area, 
the surface water features should be inventoried on a quarterly basis to capture 
seasonal variability in the discharge (quantity) and chemistry (quality) of  water 
features. Based on this data, the features need to be classified as ephemeral or 
intermittent to assue that the proper water quality standards are applied (i.e. chronic 
standards for intermittent and acute standards for ephemeral water features). If 
features are ephemeral, storm water samples need to be collected to assess water 
quality relative to the applicable standards. Any exceedence of the standards as 
defined by the waters designated use (from the Arizona Administrative Code) should 
cause the mine design to be such that there are no discharges to any of the surface 
water features that could add to the total chemical load of the constituents(s) of 
concern.

Individual
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7585 2 Water quality of surface water features typically have significant seasonal variability. 
In particular, surface water flows in intermittent to ephemeral drainages typically 
have high total dissolved solid (TDS) flushes following dry periods. These flushes 
need to be sampled to be assessed with respect to surface water standards to assure 
compliance to applicable standards. These flushes typically happen after the first 
monsoon rains.

Individual

7592 19 For the purposes of surface water management "…the open pit, the heap leach 
facility and the plant site are considered closed systems, with all direct rainfall and 
local runoff contained on site." (pg. 46 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Considering the complexity of the terrain, the extremes of weather 
occurring in this area, the level of proposed mining activity and feasible unforseen 
circumstances, this assumption is a fiction. In fact, the dam containing the Process 
Water Temporary Storage pond has a spillway capable of passing the half probable 
maximum flood into a diversion that empties into Barrel Canyon drainage. The 
compliance point dam at the end of this drainage is the final point to monitor ground 
and surface water before release, however, "larger flows will overtop the dam and 
continue downstream" (Pg 49 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Contaminants carried by these larger flows will neither be contained nor 
monitored and will be released into the environment.

Individual

8808 4 and we just do not have the water, so I would be -- please keep in mind that our -- 
our, we're talking about building a water recycling plant for Tucson that would cost 
400 million dollars in order to ensure drinking water in the future for people in 
Tucson while the Rosemont Mine would be pumping millions of gallons of water a 
day out of the ground water.  And I do think that the Federal government must keep 
in mind the requirements for water for the people that live down here.

Individual

10559 5 The impacts to the surface water  by mining operation is completely unacceptable.Organization

11068 19 For the purposes of surface water management "…the open pit, the heap leach 
facility and the plant site are considered closed systems, with all direct rainfall and 
local runoff contained on site." (pg. 46 - from the Rosemont Project Mine Plan of 
Operations). Considering the complexity of the terrain, the extremes of weather 
occurring in this area, the level of proposed mining activity and feasible unforseen 
circumstances, this assumption is a fiction.

Individual
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36 1 I and many fellow friends "use" this area. Do to its wilderness and back country 
aspect. A remote and somewhat "primitive area" these atributes as will as this great 
beautifull curly road and the land itself will be lost.

Individual

36 3 More so, it would defenately discourage from the true apreciation of this otherwise 
wilderness area. The town of Sonoita I am sure carefully draws benefits from this 
atraction. With the mine the attraction could be lost.

Individual

60 2 I feel the qualities of the ecological integrity of the area would be substantially 
compromised by the mine.

Individual

159 6 This area has high opern space values.

1671 2 We need open spaces for our children's children. This area should be secured for 
future generations. Mining is a world economy now and can be sought after in less 
pristine areas.

Individual

1702 5 I am concerned about air quality, water use and quality, environmental degradation 
loss of our pristine wilderness, and our future quality of life.

Individual

1775 16 The preservation of our beautiful, untamed, wide open spaces of Arizona is at stake. 
WE appeal to all aganicies involved, PLEASE do not allow this travesty to occur in 
our Unique State!

Individual

1836 5 We are land owners, pay our taxes, and this will take away our forests, natural 
habitat.

Individual

1856 16 The preservation of our beautiful, untamed, wide open spaces of Arizona is at stake. 
WE appeal to all aganicies involved, PLEASE do not allow this travesty to occur in 
our Unique State!

Individual

1866 5 I am also very distressed over the destruction of one of the last remaining wild areas 
in southern Arizona.  The forests, the open lands, the wildlife that is only found in 
the Santa Rita Mountains, are all threatened.

Individual

1887 1 Surely space for wilderness activities for future generations should take precedence 
over a mine in the Santa Ritas.

Individual

1907 4 It is time to say "NO" to this attack on wild lands!Individual

1929 5 The preservation of the natual beauty of the Santa Ritas is vital.Individual

1974 5 Destruction of environmentally sensative landIndividual

1981 2 The wilderness is an endangered envrionment.  It needs all the protection it can get.  
We should look to the Forest to protect it for us.

Individual

2250 6 What about Cieniga creek? I thought the forestry service had a responsibility to 
protect our nationa dwindling open lands from damage.

Individual

2251 6 What about Cieniga creek? I thought the forestry service had a responsibility to 
protect our nationa dwindling open lands from damage.

Individual
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2262 12 We must save the wilderness of this beautiful land, our (humane citizens) wilderness 
is being eaten up little by little and 30 years of marginal mining is not worth giving 
up these piece of amazing, crucial, recreational, and magnificent land. Please have 
compassion and don't destory the peoples, plants, and animals land.

Individual

2286 5 Just look at the following statement from the BLM's own site on the Las Cienegas 
Conservation Area;

"Location: These lands are located about 50 miles southeast of Tucson. Combined, 
the NCA and Acquisition Planning District total 142,800 acres of public, private, 
county, and state trust lands. They form a scenic landscape of vast desert grasslands 
and rolling oak-studded hills connecting several "sky island" mountain ranges. 
Cienega Creek, with its perennial flow and lush riparian corridor, forms the lifeblood 
of the NCA. The area is home to a great diversity of plant and animal life, including 
several threatened or endangered species."

Individual

2345 2 Re: forthcoming EIS-cost/benefit analysis, suggest USFS afford strong weight to the 
unbelievable, ironic aspect of proposed project, to-wit: Potential strategic/valuable 
materials (copper etc.) to be extracted from OUR public lands, along with total 
desecration of this key natural/wild area (priceless recreational area, especially for 
Pima County residents) all by a Canadian corp. (which has yet to handle a hard rock 
mining project ( for sale largely to China and other foreign countries. Isn't there 
SOMETHING wrong with this picture!!! Thanks for considering this observation 
along with the multitude of other amazing problems and complications of the project.

Individual

2362 3 My overarching reason is the loss of open space as we know it.Individual

2668 18 The mine certainly doesn’t enhance the wilderness experience.Individual

2677 19 There are so many demands on land in Arizona. Human population and urban and 
rural development are growing at such a rate that there will soon be a time when the 
only land left for the public to use for recreation, and the only land left for wildlife, 
will be the public land. The Forest Service should consider that the highest value of 
Arizona public land is for wildlife.

Government

2742 2 My husband and I have read the pros and cons of the project. We came to the 
conclusion that  forest land protection are serious concerns and we don’t have the 
answers to these problems. Just because copper is at an all-time high should not 
make us nervous and antsy to jump into un-researched other potential problems for 
the sake of jobs or revenue. These decisions have long-term ramifications in 
themselves… some of which there is no turning back.

Individual

6936 4 IMPACTS TO WATER RESOURCES AND RIPARIAN AREAS: The Rosemont 
Copper Project will impact both the water resources and riparian areas withing the 
project area along with all of the washes, creeks, springs and riparian habitat 
downstream, including Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek.

Organization
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6960 2 My water is pumped from well number 55-804848.  I would like to 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 
bond be setup with funds to cover any potential direct or indirect impact the mine 
may have on my well, now and in the future?  If a new source of water is required 
will its quality and purity be consistent with my current groundwater?  Will my 
groundwater be monitored for any potential contamination from the mine?

Individual

7415 11 Who will mitigate the permanent effect on the Mt Wrightson Wilderness and the Las 
Cienegas National Conservation Area?

Individual

7456 19 There are so many demands on land in Arizona. Human population and urban and 
rural development are growing at such a rate that there will soon be a time when the 
only land left for the public to use for wildlife, will be the public land. The Forest 
Service should consider that the highest value of Arizona public land is for wildlife.

Government

7495 3 The Santa Rita's represent a priceless and unique land heritage that deserves to be 
protected for its pristine wilderness qualities

Individual

7539 2 As a now full-time resident of Arizona, living in the foothills of the Catalinas, I 
know how precious - - and endangered - - is the remaining wilderness of this area.

Individual

7612 1 The Santa Rita mountains and Gardner Canyon is a boundless treasure and it's value 
increases exponentially as similarly glorious wild areas in the United States are 
descreated by way of material greed.

Individual

7612 3 We no longer have the luxury of waiting it is essential to act now to preserve and 
care for our planet, particularly her wildernesses of which there are so very few left.

Individual

7695 1 The Southern Arizona Hang Glider Association strongly opposes mining in the Santa 
Rita and Patagonia Mountains because it will destroy and pollute our last remaining 
open space.

Organization

9199 1 A pristine wilderness could be destroyed.Organization

9369 1 I have never been to the santa ritas but I would like to have the option of going there 
one day and not have it be destroyed by some retarded mine. Too much of California 
is destroyed already, it is one of the saddest stories of all time (we kill all the 
grizzlies, and then put one on the California flag), but it is not to late to save this 
small piece of wilderness.

Organization

10176 1 Please save the wildernessOrganization

10640 1 We need more wild lands next to Tucson, not less.Organization
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1983 5 I'm concerned about loss of wildlife habitat.Individual

2268 4 The wildlife habitat should not be destroyed just because a FORIEGN country wants 
to mine copper.

Individual

2294 3 Our birds and wildlife are being threatened from all sides in this wonderful Sky 
Island.

Individual

2593 109 Concerns regarding the vegetation in the area that should be addressed in the EIS 
include:
-What are the short term direct impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the long term, indirect impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the important habitat types in the area?
-What is the current productivity of important habitat types in the area?

Organization

6913 2 What would be done to minimize the effects on neighbors and wildlife of daily 
blasting at the proposed Rosemont mine?

Individual

7253 109 Concerns regarding the vegetation in the area that should be addressed in the EIS 
include:
-What are the short term direct impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the long term, indirect impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the important habitat types in the area?
-What is the current productivity of important habitat types in the area?

Organization

Cumulative Impact

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

99

43 13 What will the cumulative impacts be of this mine and other proposed mining 
operations in the vicinity on wildlife?

183 3 What will the cumulative impacts be from this mine and the other proposed mining 
operations in the vicinity on wildlife

1660 2 Cumulative Impacts of all new mining proposals in this BIOLOGICALLY 
SENSITIVE AREA. I request that this be considered in the EIS.

Individual

2122 3 Augusta Mining's short term economic boom can not possibly offset the disastrous 
long term impact on wildlife habitat that this proposed encroachment would have.

Individual

2199 16 What will be the cumulative impact on wildlife of the mining and transport 
operations?

Individual

2214 15 What will the cumulative impacts be of this mine and other proposed mining 
operations in the vicinity on wildlife?

Individual

2360 4 I am writing to oppose the Mine's approval for many reasons. Here are some:
The destruction of pristine land that can never be restored, and as a result the loss of 
the homes of many animals.

Individual
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2677 18 There are so many demands on land in Arizona. Human population and urban and 
rural development are growing at such a rate that there will soon be a time when the 
only land left for the public to use for recreation, and the only land left for wildlife, 
will be the public land. The Forest Service should consider that the highest value of 
Arizona public land is for  wildlife.

Government

2677 63 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Impacts to wildlife habitat off-site

Government

2713 24 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
An analysis of all of the hydrologic and geological formations in the area, entailing a 
thorough evaluation of how the proposed project/s will impact the entire region, 
including a detailed analysis of the projected exposure of wildlife (including 
pollinators such as bats, insects) to these impacts and potential hazards.

Organization

2723 5 The proposed Rosemont Mine is located adjacent to and partially overlapping an 
area designed by the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan as biological core habitat 
The mine and associated traffic would put additional stress on wildlife already being 
impacted by rapid growth in the general area.

Individual

2745 14 The Tucson Active Management Area (TUMA) is a cmoprehensive system that is to 
large to quantify the critical impact that Rosemont Copper will directly and 
cumulatively indirectly impact the present and futures of these  willife.

Individual

2760 38 Identify direct, indirect and cumulative impacts to wildlife as a result of groundwater 
pumping assoicated with the proposed project.

Government

6880 20 Finally, all of these and other legitimate concerns that have been raised about this 
mine proposal should be analyzed for their cumulative impacts on surrounding 
communities, wildlife, water quality, water quantity, and air pollution.

Government

6919 3 What will the cumulative impacts be from this mine and the other proposed mining 
operations in the vicinity on wildlife,

Individual

7083 9 Please take into consideration the cumulative impacts from this mine and the other 
proposed mining operations in the vicinity on wildlife, water quality, water quantity, 
and air quality.

Individual

7088 80 What will be the full and cumulative impacts of the Rosemont mining project on 
these endangered, candidate species, other priority vulnerable species or Wildlife of 
Special Concern, and other wildlife, flora and fauna?

Organization

7163 67 In addition to the economic and social concerns discussed above, these proposals 
raise significant environmental concerns. If the mines are developed, they would 
destroy extensive areas of habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the 
endangered jaguar; degrade air quality; produce significant amounts of greenhouse 
gas emissions; drawdown aquifers, contaminate ground and surface water supplies; 
negatively impact scenic views; increase traffic on scenic and commuter highways; 
and eliminate current recreational use by a broad-cross section of local residents and 
visitors alike.

Organization
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7163 80 We suggest the environmental impacts of the proposed Rosemont Mine should not 
be analyzed in isolation. As noted above, numerous proposed hardrock mining 
proposals are on the table on the Colorado National Forest, all of which collectively 
impact wildlife habitat on a landscape to regional scale and potentially connected 
groundwater resources. Given the Forest Service's inclination to authorize numerous 
mining CEs within the span of only 1-2 years, this constitutes linked actions that 
have cumulative and synergistic environmental effects. As such, these consequences 
must be considered in an EIS.

Organization

7175 6 The Forest Service, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services, must seriously consider 
the widespread loss of foraging habitat that is occurring and will continue to occur. 
Cumulative effects; agencies should be given the same weight and consideration as 
direct and indirect effects; agencies should no continue approving projects that 
destroy agave habitat without knowing how much total habitat has been destroyed, 
and how much is needed to ensure the persistence of the species. A detailed map of 
agave distribution throughout southeastern Arizona, overlaid with layers of land 
ownership, known roost-sites, and current and planned changes in land use, would 
give tremendous insight into the status of foraging habitat for lesser long-nosed bats. 
Decision makers must have this information to make well-informed, wise decisions.

Individual

7259 9 Urbanization

What effects will a mine/employer like this have on the area in terms of increased 
commercial and residential development?  Increased housing in the area will also tax 
ground water, add to pollution, increase vehicle traffic, increase recreation on the 
National Forest and create new habitat for invasive species of plants and animals.  
All of these impacts will have adverse effects on wildlife.

Individual

7427 7 Cumulative effects – How will the mine affect  native wildlife of the area?Individual

7456 18 There are so many demands on land in Arizona. Human population and urban and 
rural development are growing at such a rate that there will soon be a time when the 
only land left for the public to use for  wildlife, will be the public land. The Forest 
Service should consider that the highest value of Arizona public land is for and 
wildlife.

Government

7456 63 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Impacts to wildlife habitat off-site

Government

7462 3 We request that the upcoming environmental analysis for the proposed Rosemont 
Project fully examine its potential impact on jaguar recovery and on the conservation 
of other wild species at the greater landscape level, as well as locally in the project 
area. Analysis should include direct project impacts combined with cumulative 
impacts from the full range of human activities affecting wildlife habitat in the 
broader geographic area surrounding the project (e.g., the I-10 corridor, recreational 
activities on the national forest, road densities, urban and exurban sprawl). As you 
undertake your analysis, please contact us for further details on the importance of the 
project area and the Santa Rita Mountains for jaguar population recovery.

Organization

7499 9 due to the population growth the forest and the animals, natural habitants of the area 
is already rapidly dwindling

Individual
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7504 156 What will be the full and cumulative impacts of the Rosement mining project on 
these endangered, candidate species, other priority vulnerable species or Wildlife of 
Special Concern, and other wildlife, flora and fauna?

7508

7558 10 The development that has taken place in Arizona has already stressed and isolated 
the species in the various "sky islands" near Tucson. I have seen no study of the 
impact of the mine on this exisiting problem. Is there one?

Individual

7812 11 Reduction in wildlife populations and/or habitats including threatened and 
endangered species;

Individual

8725 3 I just want to say that I'm against the open mining here in sahuarita because you guys 
have ruined Tucson as it is. And when is this going to stop. This just is getting 
bigger and bigger and the water, environment -- and the animals have no place to go. 
So I'm against open mining for copper in Sahuarita. That is ridiculous. So I am 
against it.

Individual

General

Record 
ID
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01

2 4 Our primary concern:
Wildlife: There is abundant wildlife on our property (hawks, deer, pronghorn, etc) - 
will the Rosemont Mine development and operation affect local wildlife; how?

Individual

19 3 We  lose already dwindling natural habitat.Individual

24 9 The Sky Islands of the Coronado National Forest are a globally recognized 
biodiversity hotspot.

24 10 The Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding desert and grassland seas are globally 
recognized for the diversity of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees and plants.

24 17 There is every likelihood that a mine -- a Rosemont Ranch as is being proposed -- 
would dewater wells currently in use (as has already been done by Augusta Resource 
Corporation test wells) and imperil important wildlife habitat.

24 22 Daily blasing is required to remove rock (or overburden) covering the ore body.  The 
impact to nearby wildlife will be equivalent to daily sonic booms.

24 30 Intensive development of the site as an open pit mine will result in loss of a 
significant portion of the wildlife habitat and movement corridor on the eastern side 
of the Santa Ritas.

24 32 The Santa Ritas are recognized for the biological values and are an Important 
Birding Area (IBA).

24 33 The Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan lists part of the area around Rosemont as part 
of the Biological Core.

27 2 Damaging acres and acres of habitat to wonderful flora and fauna. This will severely 
damage flora and fauna habitat which the FS should be a good custodian of.

Individual

30 2 I support it all unless the mine ruines the wildlifes habitats.Individual
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43 5 How will natural habitat and wildlife corridors be affected by the mining proposal 
and a proposed pipeline, and how will these impacts be mitigated?

47 2 The road: will become disruptive, danger to wildlife.Individual

51 5 [I]mportant wildlife areas would be disturbed.Individual

52 5 Potential species effected are Chiricahua Leopard Frogs, lesser-long nosed Bats, 
Naïve fish, Protected migratory songbirds, and other native flora and fauna.

Individual

52 9 Effects of noise from mining and machinery on wildlife, including endangered 
species needs to be considered.

Individual

60 4 Lights, truck traffic, noise, dust could affect transit routes for mamals and smaller 
creature large and small.

Individual

134 6 The wildlife corridors would be adversely affected with danger to threatened species. 
There is important biodiversity in that area that must be protected.

156 4 Please save the Santa Ritas, our scenic, beneficial, ecological, way-of-life supporting 
local mountain range that is a part of our culture, our hertiage, and our local human 
ecology & economy.

159 1 Pima County is working to preserve critical habitat and other areas of biological 
significance through the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

159 2 This property is located largely within the biological core management area of the 
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, and within a watershed that drains to the 
proposed Santa Rita Mountain Park and the Davidson Canyon Nature Preserve, both 
designations proposed in the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

159 3 The lands being considered for mining are prime wildlife habitat, home to abundant 
game and non-game species such as deer, javelina, bats, mountain lion, quail, hawks, 
vultures, golden eagles and songbirds

159 5 This area is an important wildlife corridor.
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160 63 COMMENT 4: DESTRUCTION OF IRREPLACEABLE AND INVALUABLE 
WILDLIFE AND WILDLIFE HABITAT BY THE MINE IS CERTAIN. THESE 
ADVERSE REGIONAL EFFECTS ARE UNDERESTIMATED BY AUGUSTA 
AND MUST BE FURTHER AND INDEPENDENTLY STUDIED TO BE 
SUFFICIENTLY UNDERSTOOD AND AVOIDED OR FULLY MITIGATED. The 
Coronado National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan states the 
following: "The diversity of plants and animals found on the Coronado is unique in 
the National Forest. This uniqueness, coupled with a great deal of local and national 
interest in this resource, generates a complex management opportunity. Five issues 
involving wildlife management follow:       1 The amount of time and resources to be 
given between threatened, endangered, or unique species; and other flora and 
fauna.     2. Critical wildlife habitat must be identified, along with needed controls on 
other uses (mineral extraction, recreation, etc.).     3. Appropriateness of predator and 
rodent control, when and where.     4. Fishing lakes which will be maintained, and 
consideration of any new construction.    5. Maintenance and improvement of the 
wildlife habitat for future generations in conjunction with other Forest activities."    
Augusta plans to destroy a total of 4,415 acres of irreplaceable wildlife habitat for 
special-status, rare, and endangered plant and animal species. The Mine will 
significantly and detrimentally impact some of the most biologically important areas 
and wildlife habitat in Pima County as identified in the County's Sonoran Desert 
Conservation Plan.

160 65 Operation of the Mine will disrupt species reproduction within and beyond the 
Mine's physical footprint, and block established animal migration routes within a 
declared major bio-diversity corridor. The Rosemont area is part of or adjacent to 
three potential wildlife linkage zones identified in the Arizona Wildlife Linkages 
Assessment, completed by the Arizona Game and Fish Department and Arizona 
Department of Transportation in 2007. These wildlife linkage zones are defined by 
the Assessment as being "important to Arizona's wildlife and natural ecosystems." 
One of these zones was determined to be a "high priority" linkage zone, meaning it 
has both high biological value and high threat and opportunity value. In addition, 
one of the six "Critical Landscape Linkages" identified in Pima County's Sonoran 
Desert Conservation Plan lies just north of the project area across U.S. Interstate-10 
and south into Cienega Creek.

160 67 Augusta underestimates the number of rare and endangered species of plants and 
animals present at or frequenting the proposed mine site, and overestimates the 
ability of its plan to protect such wildlife and such wildlife's habitat. It is imperative 
that impacts of the Mine on all plant and animal species be considered, especially 
those classified as endangered/threatened (Federal), a species of concern (State), or 
vulnerable (Pima County). The presence of species listed under the Endangered 
Species Act will require the preparation of a Biological Assessment and then a 
Biological Opinion (BO) by the listing agency (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service). 
Until these are available, it is not possible to design the form or extent of the 
mitigation needed. Thus the scoping report should note the requirement, and list the 
BO requirements in the final environmental assessment.
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160 68 COMMENT 4A: THE MINE'S SULFURIC ACID SOLUTION LEACH 
PAD/COLLECTION PONDS AND THE PROCESS WATER TEMPORARY 
STORAGE POND POSE DEADLY THREATS TO WILDLIFE.     Discussion: Two 
facilities of the Mine pose direct and immediate threats to wildlife: the sulfuric acid 
solution leach pad/collection ponds and the process water temporary storage pond. 
Sulfuric acid solution fumes are caustic and if inhaled will damage respiratory organs 
and potentially cause death. Sulfuric acid solution is caustic and if contacted will 
burn skin, eyes, and nasal and throat passages, and if swallowed will damage 
digestive organs and potentially cause death.   Industrial process water and 
wastewater ponds that contain acid, oils, salts, or other toxic chemicals are 
dangerous to all wildlife, but are particularly dangerous to birds. Birds landing in 
these acidic ponds can ingest the polluted water, which causes severe trauma to their 
gastrointestinal tracts and eventual death. The acidic water removes natural oils from 
the birds' feathers causing death by drowning or hypothermia.     Mitigation: All 
sulfuric acid solution collection ponds and process water and wastewater ponds must 
be covered.  COMMENT 4B: DISRUPTION BY THE MINE OF WATER 
RUNOFF TO DAVIDSON CANYON WASH POSES DEADLY THREATS TO 
ENDANGERED WILDLIFE.   Discussion: Disruption of the water runoff to 
Davidson Canyon Wash (see COMMENT 1A), lowering of the local groundwater 
table (see COMMENT 2A) will likely have an adverse impact on the surface water 
of the Cienega Creek. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife service has classified the Cienega 
Creek (upper and lower) as a critical habitat for the Gila Chub (Gila Intermedia) 
which is designated as endangered with critical habitat under the Endangered 
Species Act.

777 3 Even is the NEPA process concludes (incredibly) that an open pit mine more than a 
mile wide, together with its thousands of acres of tailings and maintenance facilities, 
will not destroy wildlife habitat, pollute ground water, and poison air quality, put an 
intolerable burden upon existing water supplies and destroy the natural beauty of that 
area of the Santa Ritas, it is a foregone conculsion that its steady stream of ore trucks 
will make Scenic Highway 83, a hellish obstacle course.

Individual

1538 4 A mine should not be allowed to destroy thousands of acres of  wild animal habitat 
unless the public surrounding the area is in agreement.

Individual

1548 1 I am deeply concerned about the negative effect the proposed Rosemont project will 
have on the resident and migrating wildlife in the affected area.

Individual

1555 3 The biodiversity of this magnificent sky island is already under threat by climate 
change and drought. We must not hasten their destruction.

Individual

1558 1 Every development is a threat to the biodiversity of the Sonoran desert.Individual

1564 1 Biological diversity is critical for short and long term human existance.Individual

1566 9 healthy wildlifeIndividual

1572 3 Immediate concerns:
Disruption of wildlife habitat

Individual

1574 5 It will interfere with the wildlife corridor.Individual

1580 1 Unique flora/fauna in area?Individual
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1585 4 The health consequences to all other species would be irreparable and 
unconscionable.

Individual

1590 1 The damage to the bird and animal habitat is enourmous!Individual

1592 7 Important habitat,Individual

1611 4 The Sky Islands of the Coronado National Forest are recognized all over the world as 
special areas for birds, mammals, reptiles, amphibians and insects.

Individual

1614 3 My biggest concern is distruction of the land and what it will do to the wild life.Individual

1616 4 I live within 1 mile of the proposed mine. As such the following will severely affect 
me:
Biological resources: The mule tail and white tail deer will be adversely affected.

Individual

1620 9 My primary concerns are:
Loss of wildlife and eco systems.

Individual

1622 8 Destruction of wild life!!Individual

1622 9 Destruction of plants/treesIndividual

1623 4 This is all in addition to plant and animal habitat destructionIndividual

1625 4 (2) 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;

Organization

1625 6 (3) the mine would irretrievably impact prime wildlife land used extensively by 
ranchers, trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from throughout 
Southern Arizona and beyond;

Organization

1631 2 I feel the Rosemont mine project will be a horrible detriment to the environment and 
destroy the beauty, natural resources and majesty of the Santa Rita mountains.

Individual

1631 4 Animal habitat destruction are also high concerns.Individual

1641 7 The proposed Rosemont Copper mine will not only disturb archeological and 
historic sites, it will also disrupt sensitive bird and wildlife areas.

Individual

1641 8 This mine will disrupt nesting, breeding and migratory areasIndividual

1642 5 The Rosemont mine will destroy precious wildlife habitats.Individual

1645 2 I am concerned about the following with regard to increased mining in the Rosemont 
copper project:  
Water-use increase;
Effect on wildlife in Davidson Canyon and surrounding areas;
Increased traffic and construction on wildlife.
All of the above seem to be detrimental if the proposal is allowed to go through.

Individual

1647 4 The filling in of Barrel, Wasp, McCleary and Scholfield Canyons by the mine wastes 
(tailings and rock) will destroy valuable/irreplaceable wildlife habitat.

Individual
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1660 7 Destruction of wildlife habitat.Individual

1680 2 With as much growth as we experience, wildlife is losing it's havens for refuge. This 
proposal leaves irreversible damage to our fragile ecosystem.

Individual

1696 5 500 jobs means nothing when destroying habitat.Individual

1701 3 Please do not allow this operation to begin if the wildlife and water use of current 
residents is impacted negatively.

Individual

1703 4 Deleterious and dangerous reasults to grownd water, traffic safety, and travel times, 
wild life habitat, soil and water pollution and permanent damage to the tourism-
based economy of South Pima and Santa Cruz counties.

Individual

1731 4 I am concerned fot the fragile desert environment, the flora, the fauna, those species 
unique to our desert climes.

Organization

1746 3 The Board of the Cienega Watershed  Partnership (CWP) is deeply concerned about 
the potential devastating environmental impacts of the open pit mine proposed for 
Rosemont Ranch. In particular, the Board believes that: 
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

Organization

1746 5 The Board of the Cienega Watershed  Partnership (CWP) is deeply concerned about 
the potential devastating environmental impacts of the open pit mine proposed for 
Rosemont Ranch. In particular, the Board believes that: 
the mine would irretrievably impact prime wildlife land used extensively by 
ranchers, trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from throughout 
Southern Arizona and beyond

Organization

1748 7 The Mine's operation will deleteriously affect:
Wildlife

Organization

1755 1 What will be the impact of the amount of groundwater used by mining operations 
over the life of the mine and beyond its current and future availability of 
groundwater to the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia and 
Green Valley) residents as it pertains to sustainablity of wildlife.

Individual

1760 4 How is this mine going to affect the ecosystem?Individual

1760 5 How is this mine going to affect wildlife?Individual

1761 3 I am concerned about the impact on wildlife in the adjacent canyons both activity 
and geochemical impact.

Individual

1762 2 The biological resources of Rosemont Ranch should be preserved.Individual

1763 2 I greatly fear the proposed mining will adversely affect water availability for the 
large cats, deer, javelina and many other animals and birds that call the Santa Rita 
Mountains home, which will upset the ecological balance.

Individual
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1770 6 I am concerned about the impact of heavy truck Traffic widening of Hwy 83, the 
toxic leaching from the tailings into our groundwater supplies, the pumping of 
Groundwater from the Sahuarita area, the noise pollution, effect on the wildlife, the 
scenic beauty of our Forest.

Individual

1817 1 The Rosemont Mine will have an unmiticable and strongly negative impact on a 
large biologic area. The lower slopes of the greatest sky island in the region. Air, 
Noise, and Habitat destruction will necessarily adversely impact animal and 
vegetative communities now part of a viable conservation program.

Individual

1828 1 How will the proposed mine operations affect wildlife and vegetation in the area?Individual

1833 1 Will the proposed mine have any predictable impacts to wildlife and specifically 
birds from the exposure to toxins?

Individual

1841 1 As you well know, the history of mining in the southwest over the past hundred or 
more years has been notoriously destructive of flora and fauna.

Individual

1845 8 No pup fish no wildlife ruined nature.Individual

1853 3 The whole ecosytem is dependent on the water which the mine will suck up. Without 
water the ecosystem and the native species in it will be exterminated.

Individual

1854 5 The so-called "profits" of this mine would cost loss of the auquifer, destruction of 
the " sky islands" and area desert and grasslands; upset the diversity and habitat of 
wildlife and birds, create traffic, waste, and damage to the forest.

Individual

1855 2 I would severely compromise a critical wildlife corridor - one essential for the 
movement of animals from the Santa Ritas and places south of there to the 
Rincons/Catalinas etc. The proposed site is also part of unique habitat. As such it is 
an important part of Pima County's planned conservation area - and holds an 
important relationship to the La Cienega Conservation area.

Individual

1857 9 The habitat will have been destroyed and the wildlife will be gone. Desert 
environments are very fragile systems and cannot be disturbed and then replicated; it 
doesn't work that way.

Individual

1864 2 If allowed to mine, Rosemont Copper will be gone in 19 years. In the mean time, 
they will have ruined the ecology in the area, raped the land, and killed God-knows 
how many animals with the chemicals they use.

Individual

1874 2 The water table in the aquifers is critical to this Sonoran Desert area not only for the 
human residents here but also for the abundant but fragile plant life. Singing Valley 
North, and the valley that surround it are full of century oak trees that survive from 
the same aquifers that will be drained to meet the requirements of the Rosemont 
Copper Mine. These unique desert trees will die out along with the grasslands 
surrounding them as well as the raptors, songbirds, reptiles and mammals that call 
this area home.

Organization

1876 4 Concerns: Migratory mammal habitat loss "Sonora Desert Conservation Plan"Individual

1879 4 The projected open pit mine will have negative, in some cases disastrous impacts in 
critical areas of the Coronado National Forest, upon wild life and birds.

Individual
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1885 4 The Santa Rita Mountain area is unique in biodiversity in plants, animals, birds, 
reptiles and even bees and insects. This act is appreciated globally.

Individual

1889 2 This land is crucial "Sky Island" habitat and provides havens for a diverse and 
unique wildlife some species that are only found on the "Sky Islands". If a copper 
mine were to be open not only would it negatively affect wildlife in the area but it 
would destroy a part of America's natural heritage.

Individual

1891 21 Arizona is globally known for the diversity of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees and 
plants in the Sonoita/Rosemont/Patagonia region. For example, it has unique species 
that burrow underground in watersheds during drought and dry seasons. The effects 
of mining on this wildlife needs to be understood before such impact is brought 
down upon them.

Individual

1891 27 Filling in of the proposed canyons will destroy wildlife movement corridors.Individual

1892 4 The project as proposed will impact water resources and riparian areas both within 
and outside the project area. This includes impacts to washes, creeks, springs, and 
riparian habitat, including Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek. Both Davidson 
Canyon and Cienega Creek are within Pima County's Cienega Creek Natural 
Preserve, while Cienega Creek has been recognized as a national treasure and is 
protected within the Las Cienegas National Conservation Area. Both areas provide 
crucial habitat to numerous wildlife species

Organization

1892 13 CAP water is notorious for compiling the contaminants from agricultural and 
industrial processes throughout the Colorado River Basin, as well as for spreading 
invasive aquatic species and diseases.  Bringing these contaminants into such a 
relatively pristine basin poses obvious threats to the area's human and wildlife 
populations.

Organization
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1892 18 Impacts to important wildlfe linkages: This project will have significant impacts to 
wildlife linkage zones present in and adjacent to the project area. A recent important 
study should be especially considered when evaluating these impacts.

The Arizona Wildlife Linkages Workgroup completed the Arizona Wildlife Linkages 
Assessment (Arizona Wildlife Linkages Workgroup 2007). This statewide 
assessment identified 152 potential linkage zones in Arizona, three of which are in or 
adjacent to the project area. Furthermore, the assessment identified important habitat 
blocks; the project area lies almost completely within one of these blocks. Of 
particular note is that one of these potential linkage zones (San Xavier to Sierrita - 
Santa Rita, Zone 92) was classified as one of 28 "high priority" linkage zones. The 
workgroup assessed both the biological value and threat and opportunity value of 
each zone and those that fell in the top quarter of both values were designated as 
"high priority." The biological imprtance score was dependent on the "size and 
habitat quality of habitat blocks and the ability of the zone to support special status 
species, aquatic ecosystems, and seasonal migrations." The threat and opportunity 
score was dependent on the "barrier effect of canals, roads, urbanization, and 
railroads" (threat) and "ongoing and proposed conservation efforts [along with] 
whether impending major road projects provide the opportunity to increase 
permeability of roads" (opportunity).

Given the presence of multiple critical wildlife linkage zones in or adjacent to the 
project area, it is essential that the full range of impacts to these linkage zones be 
considered in the EIS. Impacts include habitat fragmentation from the open-pit mine 
and associated tailings piles and waste facilities; excessive noise; road construction; 
and an increase in large truck traffic on I-10 and SR 83 and related impacts to 
wildlife crossing areas.

Organization

1894 11 What effect will the mine have on wildlife and migration patterns? And if there is an 
effect, how will that effect ecotourism?

Individual

1895 4 The copper company will make money and leave and the rest of us will be stuck with 
the scars on the land, the pollution of the air and water, the ruined water shed, the 
vanishing wild life and the loss of one more wild and beautiful place in Southern 
Arizona.

Individual

1900 2 Millions of tons of waste rock and tailings from the Rosemont Mine will f… Barrel 
Canyon, one of the main tributaries to Davidson Canyon, mercury, arsenic… other 
solvents will be the risk for unintended leaks and spills, on surface and gro… water 
and our aquifers will be at risk from contamination.  What will be done to pro… wild 
life from contamination?

Individual

1900 7 All wildlife will be at risk in the Santa Rita Mountains for 20 square… Public land.  
What will be done to protect our wildlife?

Individual

1901 2 I am particularly concerned about the impact of mining on wildlife.Individual

1902 6 The Santa Ritas are very special to me and my family, I go to Mt. Hopkins once a 
week.  I enjoy the peace.  Please don't take the home to the animals away.

Individual

1903 4 After my return home in 1946 (WWII Navy Vet) I used to hunt with bow & arrow in 
this part of our country.  Hunted deer & javalina.  The mines ruined the natural 
habitat for this wild game, by preventing access to game & hunter!!

Individual
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1904 10 It is likely that a mine at Rosemont Ranch as is being proposed would imperil 
wildlife habitat.

Individual

1908 4 The Coronado Forest is known internationally as one of the finest birding sanctuaries 
anywhere not to mention the stunning beauty of the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

1911 9 Wild life habitat is at risk.  Mining is noisy and will drive away wildlife that makes 
its habitat there.  Where do we expect these animals to go?  They are forever being 
displaced.

Individual

1917 8 I am concerned about the following environmental & health issues:  Impact on wild 
life/habitat.

Individual

1920 4 I am concerned about the negative aspect the operation of mine will bring to bear on:
Animal life and century oaks in an eco sensitive area recognized globally.

Individual

1924 5 Destruction of wildlife habitat, wildlife movement corridors, native plants and 
ecosystems.

Individual

1927 5 There will be permanent destruction of thousands of acres of national forest land 
including wildlife habitats by the dumping of tailing on national forest land.

Individual

1930 5 Destruction of wildlife habitat, wildlife movement corridors, native plants and 
ecosystems.

Individual

1931 7 Hazardous dust from existing mining operations in the area already create significant 
public health issues for wildlife. Mine operators choose to pay the minimal fines 
levied rather than attempt to resolve the problem. How does Rosemont plan to 
address the problem?

Individual

1931 8 The valley running from Nogalas to Tucson is rapidly and aggressively being 
developed. This significantly impacts wildlife habitats. How is this loss to be 
mitigated?

Individual

1932 5 Wild life will dissapearIndividual

1935 3 An open pit mining operation in the pristine and unspoiled Santa Rita Mountains and 
the Coronado Forest will disturb wild life and the internationally famous Sky Island 
bio-diversity.

Individual

1937 2 It will negatively impact wildlifeIndividual

1938 2 It will negatively impact wildlifeIndividual

1942 7 Wildlife + natural beauty of the area will be destroyed forever.Individual

1948 1 I am concerned about the displacement of wildlife in the mine area.Individual

1949 2 much of the wildlife that now lives in the Rosemont area will disappearIndividual

1951 1 Foremost in my concerns is the potential & certain damage to the land,Individual

1953 4 The biodiversity of the animals, plants, reptiles is what makes it so special.Individual

1955 3 and harm wildlife habitats,Individual
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1956 9 The Sky Islands of the Coronado National Forest are a globally recognized 
biodiversity hotspot.

Individual

1956 10 The Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding desert and grassland seas are globally 
recognized for diversity of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees and plants.

Individual

1956 19 Destruction of wildlife habitat, wildlife movement corridors, native plants and 
ecosystems

Individual

1958 3 both short and long term.Individual

1965 4 The area Rosemont Copper plans for their mine is extraordinarily scenic and the 
home of abundant wildlife. The Views from State Highway 86 are famous and the 
road is designated as a scenic route in every road atlas I have encountered. 
Development of this mine will permanently destroy the area's scenic beauty, 
negatively affect the entire surrounding area, and deprive us all of an irreplaceable 
natural resource.

Individual

1966 2 …our sky-islands constitute a large part of the charm and beauty of this area, and 
these islands are vitally important to the wildlife that uses them. A mine would 
constitute an unacceptable disturbance to both people and wildlife.

Individual

1967 4 and abundant plant and animal life.Individual

1968 4 the negative impact on wildlife in and around the national forestIndividual

1971 2 Also as an avid hiker and environmentalist, destruction to this sensitive habitat 
would be a travesty.

Individual

1974 6 Stress on wildlifeIndividual

1976 3 The mine would damage the habitat for wildlife.Individual

1982 4 Most of the mine pit is planned to be on "private" land. The us public owns the 
Forest System lands which you manage for the citizens of the US. Do NOT allow the 
mine to destroy the natural plants and animal habitiats by covering large area of 
OUR land with tailings and waste rock.

Individual

1984 2 I am opposed to this operation for many reasons; such as effect on the environment, 
wildlife decimation, scenic route on Hwy 83.

Individual

2065 2 Animal rights must be considered. Our natural habitat need protecting consider 
future generations.

Individual

2076 6 I am very oppose to the existence of an open-pit mine in the Santa Rita Mountains 
for these reasons:
There is every likelihood that the mine at Rosemont Ranch that is being proposed 
would imperil important wildlife habitat.

Individual

2076 11 Intensive development of the site as an open pit mine will result in loss of a 
significant portion of the wildlife habitat and movement corridor on the eastern side 
of the Santa Ritas. This would potentially impact endanged, threatened, and 
candidate species, in addition to priority vulnerable species or species of special 
concern.

Individual
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2077 1 The foot-print of the Rosemont Mine is stated to come with in 4 miles of Madera 
Canyon; a world known birding area that harbors several rare species of birds; some 
endangered.

Individual

2077 7 Has Rosemont contracted biological population studies on all spices of endangered 
wildlife; and, can they say with certitude that their mine will not endanger the 
wildlife?

Individual

2084 2 The Sky Islands of the Coronado National Forest are a globally recognized 
biodiversity hotspot.

Individual

2084 9 Destruction of wildlife and plant habitat would quite likely be the consequence of 
this project.

Individual

2085 2 The Sky Islands of the Coronado National Forest are a globally recognized 
biodiversity hotspot.

Individual

2085 3 The Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding desert and grassland seas are globally 
recognized for the diversity of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees and plants.

Individual

2090 10 We feel that there are many valid reasons to not approving this project:
1. The negative effect on the fragile fauna of the area.

Individual

2091 5 The Sky Islands of the Coronado National Forest are a globally recognized 
biodiversity hotspot.

Individual

2091 6 The Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding desert and grassland seas are globally 
recognized for the diversity of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees and plants.

Individual

2091 11 Destruction of wildlife habitat, wildlife movement corridors, native plants, and 
ecosystems.

Individual

2094 4 The Sky Islands of the Santa Rita Mountains…………a magnificent place for so 
many species. How can any project be considered that will jeopardize this amazing 
place?

Individual

2108 1 This area still contains many pristine locations of beautiful Sonoran desert habitat 
that would be very adversely affected by mining in this area.

Individual

2142 2 I write to you as a veteran of the Rosemont battle of 1995 or 1996 whe we thought 
that our efforts had been successful only to learn that greed has once again raised its 
ugly head, this time in the form of a local real estate mogul who wished not the best 
for our beautiful Santa Rita Mopuntains but rather how much money he could get 
out of a deal on the land he owned there.  Instead of taking Pima County's offer for 
much more than he paid for the land, he held out to sell It to the highest bidder, a 
foreign copper mining company which is determined to undo all of the hard work 
that citizens a decade ago did to protect those mountains on our public land.It is 
clearly a truly unpopular project that will scar forever a beautiful and important 
wildlife habitat.

Individual

2143 12 The animals in our area, including many endangered, threatened or vulnerable 
species, should be protected. The habitat in this area, mountains surrounded by 
desert, is very delicate. It is irreplaceable.

Individual
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2144 16 I am opposed to the mine because that particular part of the US is a deser so 
beautiful and incredible with unique plants that it shouldn't be ruined for any reason! 
It is amazing with animal life.

Individual

2144 26 Also, The Santa Rita Mountains 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.

Individual

2147 3 Even if the NEPA process concludes (incredibly) that an open pit mine more than a 
mile wide, together with its thousands of acres of tailings and maintenance facilities, 
will not destroy wildlife habitat, it is a foregone conclusion that its steady stream of 
ore trucks will make Scenic Highway 83 a hellish obstacle course.

Individual

2148 8 The Sky Islands of the Coronado National Forest are a globally recognized 
biodiversity hotspot.

Individual

2148 9 The Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding desert and grassland seas are globally 
recognized for the diversity of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees and plants.

Individual

2148 19 Destruction of wildlife habitat, wildlife movement corridors, native plants, and 
ecosystems.

Individual

2149 6 We are concerned that we are compromising the continuing diversity of animal life 
in the region for an enterprise that cannot return to use the quality of life that it will 
take away with the ore it finds.

Individual

2152 3 The unintended consequences to the environment and the flyway will cause harm to 
animals.

Individual

2153 3 I do not believe the NFS should be amending its current forest plan to accommodate 
a mining project which when all told, will contribute to the decline in the health of 
the wildlife and ecosystems in the Rosemont valley area.

Individual

2153 4 The Sky Islands of the Coronado National Forest are world reknown for the 
biodiversity within their region. Mining does nothing to benefit the ecological health 
of the region.

Individual

2156 10 The Sky Islands of the Coronado National Forest are a globally recognized 
biodiversity hotspot. The Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding desert and grassland 
seas are globally recognized for the diversity of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees and 
plants.

Individual

2156 20 destruction of wildlife habitat, wildlife movement corridors, native plants and 
ecosystems.

Individual

2158 1 The copper mine you are proposing is too close to Ramsey Canyon-a prime bird 
habitat. -Please reconsider what you are doing!

Individual

2170 5 The Sky Islands of the Coronado National Forest are a globally recognized 
biodiversity hotspot.

Individual

2170 6 The Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding desert and grassland seas are globally 
recognized for the diversity of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees and plants, and this 
diversity will be significantly reduced nd endangered by the mine.

Individual
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2170 16 There will be destruction of wildlife habitat, wildlife movement corridors, native 
plants, and ecosystems.

Individual

2171 5 Not only the substantial likelihood of wildlife habitat DIRECTLY DUE TO THE 
MINE!

Individual

2174 9 The Sky Islands of the Coronado National Forest are a globally recognized 
biodiversity hotspot.

Individual

2174 10 The Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding desert and grassland seas are globally 
recognized for the diversity of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees and plants.

Individual

2174 20 Destruction of wildlife habitat, wildlife movement corridors, native plants, and 
ecosystems.

Individual

2177 2 We are hikers and concerned about the damage to the wildlife being displaced.Individual

2187 3 The destruction of habitat for wildlife would be very damaging to the Coronado 
Forest and to the Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

2188 4 the wildlife of the area belong to all of us as citizens, not to a foreign company.Individual

2196 2 Throughout the region, there are serval watering holes that I presume ranchers built 
years ago. I haven't seen any cattle, but I have seen deer, crane, coyotes and a variety 
of other birds and wildlife drinking from these holes.

Individual

2199 12 What wildlife will be affected by the mining operations?Individual

2199 14 How will habitat be protected and wildlife corridors be maintained as functional?Individual

2200 2 The process also releases acid, sulfur dioxide, mercury, and lead into the 
environment.

Individual

2201 6 Not only would these affect the human population, but the wildlife as well, not to 
mention cattle and other livestock for ranchers.

Individual

2208 4 This mine will destroy wildlife.Individual

2208 8 It is a unique and important bird and wildlife habitat area.Individual

2209 11 The quality of human and other life in the area is threatened by the destruction of 
wildlife habitat, loss of wildlife movement corridors.

Individual

2209 20 The Sky Islands of the Coronado National Forest are a globally recognized 
biodiversity hotspot. The Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding desert and grassland 
seas are globally recognized for the diversity of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees and 
plants.

Individual

2213 2 The area being considered for mining is prime wildlife habitat for many animals- an 
open pit mine would forever destroy this habitat to include the great recreational 
attributes it has today

Individual

2214 7 How will natural habitat and wildlife corridors be affected by the mining proposal 
and a proposed pipeline and how will these impacts be mitigated?

Individual
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2242 2 The Santa Rita mountain range is very small in size compare to other mountain 
ranges. The wildlife is concentrated in this small area (with a very limited water 
supply in the summer months) which is extremely affected by development.

Individual

2242 4 The open pit mine would destroy the local wildlife habitat (which is already very 
limited & surviving on the edge.

Individual

2244 5 What is their positive impact to the local environment ot the animals that inhabit 
their land and properties that surround their property?

Individual

2244 11 I say their conduct so far shows their inherent distain for the animals that inhabit 
their land. What about the old growth trees!

Individual

2260 5 The Rosemont mine will be bad for animals.Individual

2262 10 To add to the argument this is such a particularly beautiful place to pollute, it is not 
destined for horrendous strip mining complemented with irreplacable wildlife.

Individual

2265 17 Please deatil the effects on animal life especially birds.Individual

2265 20 Madera Canyon an internationally famous birding area in the Santa Rita Mountains 
may be directly affected by any distrubance. Will an impact study be completed and 
published?

Individual

2266 7 Don't let our precious Santa Rita Mountains and desert be destroyed: Protect the 
wildlife

Individual

2272 3 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 
wildlife habitat

Individual

2272 12 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.

Individual

2274 2 The proposed mine is right in one of the most important international flyways for 
birds and butter flies. Madera Canyon is to the SW, Ramsey Canyon is to the SE, 
and the grasslands and hills north of Sonoita are important stopovers in the flyway.

Individual

2290 5 Reasons for opposing this mine:
The Madera Canyon area is heavily supported by bird watchers every weekend, what 
will the impact be when blasting and heavy trucks enter the area? My guess is, there 
will be a negative impact to birds, not to mention the noise and dust.

Individual

2291 2 WATER: There is a great potentiality that toxic heavy metals and other chemicals 
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.  
More health issues here also…for us all!

Individual
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2291 13 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.

Individual

2291 36 Wildlife: Davidson Canyon is a wildlife corridor connecting the Empire Mountains 
in the south to the Rincon Mountains in the North. And with it's perennial water flow 
this riparian is vital to native wildlife along with the needle-spined Pinapple Cactus 
and Whiptail Lizard.

Individual

2292 8 Last but not least, I would like to bring up the area's precious wildlife. Already with 
the unfortunate urban sprawl the wildlife has been forced to survive on a fraction of 
the land that they need to survive. With this mine, they will be forced to forage in 
populated areas. Again, this increases the risk to residents as well as the risk of injury 
or death to the animals.

Individual

2292 10 Last but not least, I would like to bring up the area's precious wildlife. With the 
tainted water supply that is sure to follow the impact upon their environment they 
will be the hardest hit.

Individual

2296 2 I hope you will consider the wildlife habitat in the decision to open an open pit 
copper mine.

Individual

2303 5 The impact to the wildlife  would be catastrophic.Individual

2305 4 Nancy Freeman of the groundwater Awareness League, Inc. has commented as 
follows:
Impacts on Water:
Maintaining supplies of clean water and protecting watersheds were major reasons 
why public domain forests and rangelands were reserved. As regions have become 
more populated and States have failed to protect the valuable resource of water, the 
imperative for the Federal Government through the Forest Service and other agencies 
to protect these watersheds for their original intended use. The public can no longer 
dole out large quantities of water to industry, especially heavy water users such as 
mining and electro-power plants. If we are going to save the many species of animals 
that Federal Government has to take on this project to protect the water in the 
national forests, wildlife refuges, and designated conservation areas.

Individual

2318 9 There are surely other mining locations that do not closely border populated areas 
and are not located in sensitive habitat.

Individual

2323 2 A present there is an active mine on the Western slopes of the Santa Ritas and the 
dust generated by the trucks hauling material in and out of the mine area is visible 
for mines… the entire area around the mine and the road leading out as well as the 
Santa Rita road area is covered with a sheet of dust. Talk about unhealthy, that is an 
understatement and no one is doing to reduce the dust, not are there any plans to 
minimize or eliminate this problem.
Allowing another mining operation on the Eastern slopes would only compound the 
dust situation and all roads in and out MUST be paved and well maintained to 
reduce habitat problems.

Individual

2326 3 The destruction of wild life habitat will be devastating.Individual
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2331 5 The proposed Rosemont Copper Proejct should be stopped for many reasons that 
include but are not limited to:
Destruction of portions of the Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding desert and 
grasslands that are globally recognized for biodiversity.

Individual

2335 2 I am concerned with the health and safety of the wildlife of the Santa Cruz Valley 
and Santa Rita Mountains.

Individual

2337 8 The Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding desert and grassland seas ae globally 
recognized for the diversity of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees and plants.  The 
Forest Service should not allow Augusta to destroy this unique and sky island habitat.

Individual

2338 9 The Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding desert and grassland seas are globally 
recognized for the diversity of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees, and plants.  The 
Forest Service should not allow Augusta to destroy this habitat.

Individual

2339 7 Might the mine's ongoing operation obliterate and/or severly damage habitat fo 
wildlife and birds?

Individual

2340 2 The desecration of this pristine land is akin to drilling for oil in Yellowstone Park. It 
is unthinkable to allow massive destruction of this natural habitat to occur in this day 
and age.

Individual

2348 15 The Santa Ritas are recognized by 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.

Individual

2352 1 I became concerned when I was told that a huge mining project had been proposed 
for this area. I have seen other mining operations in Arizona over the years that I 
have been out there. I even worked for Magma Copper when I lived out there in the 
70's. I know that these large operations have large impcts on everything in the area 
where they are placed. Not just impacts on wildlife, but also roads, water tables, air 
quality, increased noise levels from operations, and light pollution. All of these 
things have direct impacts on quality of life for all creatures both human and 
otherwise.

Individual

2354 3 The habitat everywhere is Arizona is fragile and supports wildlife of all kinds. We 
prize every square inch of wilderness that we have.

Individual

2362 2 My overarching reason is the loss of habitat as we know it.Individual

2368 4 The biodiversity that is characteristic of the sky islands in the National Forest 
deserves special notice. My research indicates that Augusta is untried in the mining 
industry. But the record of mining in Arizona and elsewhere should guide our 
expectations; we can expect the loss of biodiversity.

Individual

2380 8 We live in a Wildlife corridor, the kinds of wildlife we have seen in the almost 10 
years of living here is extraordinary. We have seen bobcats, coatimundis, fox, deer, 
javelinas, rattlesnakes, kingsnkes, roadrunners, gila monsters, lizards, bats… the list 
just goes on and on. As for the birds, we have seen all kinds and species. In the 
spring and fall, we have the hummingbirds coming through here in the hundreds. We 
put out seven (7) feeders and go through 300 ounces of food a day during the peak 
season. We have hummingbirds three plus deep waiting their turn to eat (see attached 
pictures). The tree next to the feeders are filled with hummingbirds waiting their turn.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 20 of 83



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Wildlife and Habitat

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2380 9 We fear for the wildlife and for our lives while we live and play here. This mine 
would endanger us, our grandchildren, neighbors and the tourist that come here to 
play. Where will all the wildlife go when they run for their lives when the mine starts 
operating? They will exit to our backyard and endanger our pets, children and 
ourselves.

Individual

2383 10 Fifth, mine operations will destroy wildlife habitat and further endanger a number of 
sensitive species in the area.

Individual

2420 3 The sky island ecosystems of the Santa Ritas are beautiful and unique. They are an 
important asset to our state, and are significant to animals & humans. They must be 
cherished, preserved and protected.

Individual

2427 4 It would: disrupt wildlife corridorsIndividual

2429 5 My concerns are:
4. interference with wildlife- meaning cutting of their pathways from Sky Island to 
Sky Island. Reducing a large natural habitat

Individual

2440 7 The area is also a significant corridor for migrating birds from the northern to 
southern hemispheres. Brightly colored species, familiar to us prior only from 
pictures in natural geographic, landed frequently, fed and watered at our residence 
which was adjacent and south of the mine site for the many years we lived there. We 
also experienced that the area provides a vital corridor for many large (bear and 
mountain lion) and small mammals, the former needing to cross between the Santa 
Rita and Empire and Whetstone mountain ranges to encompass sufficient habitat for 
successful breeding and sustenance( Sky Mountain Alliance, Ray McBride, Wayne 
Pruett, Joe Orchides, Bob Bowman( ranchers and cowboys from the area)).

Individual

2446 3 This would also imperil important wildlife habitatIndividual

2446 12 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.

Individual

2449 4 Damage To: would be devastating
a. wildlife habitats

Individual

2461 2 Wild and open spaces are swiftly being obliterated by development and sprawl. I 
urge you to protect these last bastions of wildlands and the wildlife they sustain.

Individual

2468 16 Impact on wildlife ... habitat, moving corridors, food/water sources!Individual

2470 8 2] This proposed mine site is home to the endangered lesser longnose bat and 
pineapple cactus, six species of "special concern", and some threatened. It is also a 
movement and habitat corridor to the northeast. What impact will the mine and 
accompanying roads and power lines have? What are the current bat populations? 
How many reptiles will be lost to road kill? How will whitetail and mule deer 
populations be affected by loss of habitat and movement corridors? Will the seismic 
activity harm bat populations?

Individual
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2470 10 2] This proposed mine site is home to the endangered lesser longnose bat and 
pineapple cactus, six species of "special concern", and some threatened. It is also a 
movement and habitat corridor to the northeast. What impact will the mine and 
accompanying roads and power lines have? What are the current bat populations? 
How many reptiles will be lost to road kill? How will whitetail and mule deer 
populations be affected by loss of habitat and movement corridors? Will the seismic 
activity harm bat populations?

Individual

2470 26 How much forest will will be lost for the roadways this project will require? How 
safe will they be for wildlife? Hwy. 83 is not equipped to handle explosives, 
hazardous materials, large equipment, and constant truck traffic. It will need to be 
made into a four lane highway, with what impact to wildlife movement and mortality 
rates?

Individual

2470 28 How much forest will will be lost for the roadways this project will require? How 
safe will they be for wildlife? Hwy. 83 is not equipped to handle explosives, 
hazardous materials, large equipment, and constant truck traffic. It will need to be 
made into a four lane highway, with what impact to wildlife movement and mortality 
rates?

Individual

2473 5 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:
Ruin habitat (look at cananea & Green Valley, Mission mine etc on Google Earth)

Individual

2473 10 Please record my opposition to Rosemont Mining for the following reasons:
National land is not intended for tailings & mining, it is your job to protect the 
habitat & animals not mining interests

Individual

2483 7 What about the destruction of habitat for the desert dwellers?Individual

2484 6 My opposition is based on the following objections:
Permanent destruction of a very special and important natural area that now provides 
a home to a large population of native animal species.

Individual

2489 4 In particular, the Board believes that: 
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

Organization

2489 6 In particular, the Board believes that: 
the mine would irretrievably impact prime wildlife land used extensively by 
ranchers, trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from throughout 
Southern Arizona and beyond

Organization

2492 7 What about the destruction of habitat for the desert dwellers?Individual

2500 3 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 regional wildlife movements and habitat.

Government
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2500 4 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 of the region 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 Land 
System of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan. Thus was 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..

Government

2510 7 Why I am opposed to mining in the Santa Ritas 4. Loss of wildlife habitatIndividual

2512 7 I come from the hollistic health community- am well vensed in helping people 
detoxify their bodies from contaminates.  I am also a certified Equine Specialist and 
work with vets. We are seeing more & more tumors, immune system disorders- 
allergies in our animals.

Individual

2519 7 What alternatives can be put forth for the following other than denying Augusta's 
mining plans:  destroying wildlife habitat for untold number of years after mining 
operations cease - reclamation does not take place overnight.

Individual

2520 15 The Santa Ritas are recognized by 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.

Individual

2524 6 Also consider:
Valuable wildlife habitat destroyed forever.

Individual

2530 2 The habitat will forever be affected for the breif extraction and cash related value of 
ounces of ore for tons of waste rock.

Individual

2541 1 Please detail your plans requarding NEOTROPICAL MIGTANTS (birds) who 
migrate from the Neotropics to nest or land adjacent to this very destructive mining 
operation (Botteris and Cassins Sparrows, etc etc) These migrants are extremely 
sensitive to environmental pollution.

Individual

2542 8 An open pit mine would adversely affect (even destroy) the natural environment and 
wildlife.

Individual

2544 4 Wild life habit destroyedIndividual

2560 6 Wildlife impacts.Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 23 of 83



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Wildlife and Habitat

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2564 7 We live in a Wildlife corridor, the kinds of wildlife we have seen in the almost 10 
years of living here is extraordinary. We have seen bobcats, coatimundis, fox, deer, 
javelinas, rattlesnakes, king snakes, roadrunners, gila monsters, lizards, bats... the list 
just goes on and o . As for the birds, we have seen all kinds and species. In the 
spring and fall, we have the hummingbirds coming through here in the hundreds. We 
put out seven (7) feeders and go through 300 ounces of food a day during the peak 
season. We have hummingbirds three plus deep waiting their turn to eat. The tree 
next to the feeders are filled with hummingbirds waiting their turn . We fear for the 
wildlife and for our lives while we live and play here. This mine would endanger us, 
our grandchildren, neighbors and the tourist that come here to play. Where will all 
the wildlife go when they run for their lives when the mine starts operating? They 
will exit to our backyard and endanger our pets, children and ourselves.

Individual

2565 4 For example night lights and blasting one foot holes are thought to have no impact 
on wildlife (the Wilderness Area starts next to the proposed mine site).

Individual

2584 3 The mine project site ranges in elevation from 4,400 to 6,300 ft above mean sea level 
and supports a variety of upland habitat with vegetation characteristics of Madrean 
Evergreen Woodlands and Semi-desert Grassland. We see the development of this 
mine seriously and permanently affecting the northern portion of the Santa Rita 
Mountain (north of Box Canyon), and degrading the habitat of woodland and 
grassland dependent bird species. Some of these species find their prime habitat in 
Arizona in this region and habitat within the elevation range the project.

Organization

2584 12 In conclusion, we are against the permitting of this mine. We believe it degrades the 
overall wildlife value of the Santa Rita Mountain ecosystem and would degrade this 
scientifically reviewed and independently indentified Santa Rita Mountains 
Important Bird Area. Given the rapid and widespread human growth in southern 
Arizona, our public lands are key to the survival of most of our Arizona wildlife 
legacy in southern Arizona, our public lands are key to the survival of most of our 
Arizona wildlife legacy in southern and southeastern Arizona, it is thus absolutely 
critical to manage that the Coronado National Forest within the Santa Catalina, 
Nogales, Sierra Vista, and Douglas Ranger Districts for wildlife and recreational 
values as of highest priority within the multiple use mandate of the National Forest. 
Mine operations of this type would be a single use to the detriment of all other uses, 
and would significantly impact the wildlife resources and their habitat the Coronado 
National Forest Management Plan seeks to protect. Arizona citizens would thus be 
severely negatively affected in their opportunities to enjoy wildlife and benefit from 
natural ecosystem values.

Organization

2591 32 How would the explosions, noise, dust, light disturbance and ground disturbance 
affect wildlife and wildlife behavior in being able to use habitat, in wildlife corridors, 
in breeding, in sleep habits, in ability to thrive, in ability to survive?

Individual

2592 83 The EIS should consider mitigation alternatives to compensate the USFS and 
surrounding communites for the loss of habitat, species, and tourism that will attend 
the proposed project.

Individual
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2592 86 The Coronado National Forest is the only National Forest that borders Mexico.  
Specifically, the Santa Rita Mountain, Canelo Hils, Patagonia Mountains, and 
Huachuca Mountains are a continuous ecosystem that borders Sonora.  The EIS 
should evaluate what special biological systems or species are associated with the 
unique position of the Coronado National Forest and what impacts the proposed 
project could have to migratory species with a range that spans the border region.  
Any interrelationships between the biological systems and the economic 
opportunities for the region, such as tourism related to being a destination for bird 
watching, should be explored to evaluate the potential impacts due to the proposed 
project.

Individual

2592 88 The proposed project area is identified as a biological core management area and a 
wildlife corridor critical to the integrated regional planning of the Sonoran Desert 
Conservation Plan (Figures 3 and 4).  The EIS should evaluate the impact of the 
proposed project on the species  that use the area as habitat.  The evaluation should 
incorporate site-specifics attritbutes of the area as a link between the Santa Cruz and 
Rincon Mountains and identify at stressors and potential effects to wildlife and 
habitat in the larger context of the regional ecosystem.

Individual

2593 8 The Rosemont Valley provides unique habitat for wildlife, recreational opportunities 
such as hunting, hiking, off-road vehicle riding, horse back riding, bicycle riding, 
camping and bird watching.

Organization

2593 12 The EIS should also consider what other nearby areas of the Coronado National 
Forest provide these same features and opportunities for the wildlife and people of 
Southern Arizona.

Organization

2593 14 The EIS should also consider what other nearby areas of the Coronado National 
Forest provide these same features and opportunities for the wildlife and people of 
Southern Arizona. How would Augusta/Rosemont Copper replace the habitat and 
recreational opportunities that would be lost during the life of the mine and after? 
The amount and types of land disturbance that would result from this proposal must 
be considered.

Organization

2593 27 Important considerations are the impact of air and dust pollution on the health of 
both employees and area residents, region- wide visual impact on scenery and view 
sheds and the impact on plant and animal life.  The effect on recreational and 
property values should be established.  Furthermore, the consequences of mine 
operation for ongoing efforts by the City of Tucson and Pima County to meet EPA 
air quality standards must be considered.

The EIS should also consider the following questions and concerns:

-What is the current air quality of the area, and how would the mine affect it?
-What are the wind velocities (minimum, maximum and average) at the mine site 
throughout the year?
-What is the prevailing wind direction throughout the year?
-How far would windblown materials travel from the site and in what directions?
-What would be the composition of the windblown materials and what are the 
associated health risks?
-How does this compare to air quality standards?
-Does the project meet the State and County air quality control regulations?

Organization
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2593 36 - What species currently occur in or depend on the springs and perennial waters in 
this watershed an in what abundance?

Organization

2593 38  - What are the potentials for damage to the aquatic communities and ecosystems 
from this project.
 - Do present biological communities show any evidence of natural or man-made 
contamination caused by historic mining operations?
 - If any aquatic species are harmed by this project how would their demise affect the 
food chain in the area?
 - What is the potential for water catchments or storage ponds at the mine site to host 
invasive aquatic species that could harm the native species?
 - What are the possible impacts to the aquatic resources that could be affected by 
this project, and how would these impacts be mitigated?
 - How would the aquatic life and habitat be monitored during the entire project from 
start of construction to end of reclamation?

Organization

2593 51 Since the mine would require additional electrical power equivalent to the demand 
from a medium sized city  of 130,000 people, several impacts need to be investigated:
-Damage to animal and plant life, scenery and property values from the increased 
infrastructure (transmission lines, substations, etc.) that would be required.
-Impacts on planning for future growth in the area.  Would sufficient power be 
available, short term and long term, to accommodate regional growth of homes and 
businesses?
-Environmental effects generated at the power plant site due to the increased power 
demand from the mine.

Organization

2593 62 HEALTH IMPACTS
A number of questions need to be answered with respect to the health risks 
associated with the proposed mine:
-What are the types of chemicals that would be used at the mine, and how would 
they affect people and animals if they were released into the environment?

Organization

2593 64 HEALTH IMPACTS
A number of questions need to be answered with respect to the health risks 
associated with the proposed mine:
-What are the types of chemicals that would be used at the mine, and how would 
they affect people and animals if they were released into the environment?
-What are the concentrations proposed for use at the mine and at what concentrations 
do they become harmful to people or animals?

Organization

2593 69 The mine would cause many land disturbances, including loss of recreational land, 
loss of wildlife habitat and corridors, loss of open space, and viewsheds.

Organization

2593 74 -Where is the nearest similar location that the displaced wildlife can use for habitat, 
foraging, breeding or migration?

Organization

2593 88 -How much would the aquifer be drawn down as a result of pit dewatering?
-How far from the pit would the effects of dewatering occur?
-How would this impact Davidson Canyon and the springs in the area?
-How would the dewatering of these local resources be mitigated by Augusta?
-How would Augusta compensate the public for the loss of wildlife watering 
locations, impacts to vegetation from lowering of the water table, and the general 
loss of riparian areas from pit dewatering?

Organization
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2593 94 RECREATIONAL USES
The major concern is that elimination of this part of the Forest for recreational 
purposes will shift activities to already overcrowded places elsewhere in the Forest.
-What additional facilities will be made available?
-Who will pay for them, taxpayers or the applicant?
-What will be the effect on wildlife of this shift?

Organization

2593 131 An additional water consideration should be the effect on plant and animal life of 
any pipelines that are built to transmit water from well sites to the mine site. The 
impact from the pipe line construction must also be evaluated and a mitigation plan 
should be in place.

Organization

2593 135 WILDLIFE
According to Kurt Bahti (Arizona Game & Fish) many species of wildlife in the 
Santa Rita Mountains would be "devastated" by any level of open pit mining in the 
Rosemont Valley because of loss of habitat, boundary effects of industrialization, 
loss of corridors and fragmentation of forage and prey opportunities.
-What are the wildlife species that are found in the area, or likely to be found, that 
may be affected by this proposal?
-Which ones are threatened, endangered, species of concern, candidates for listing, 
or have other special status?
-What is the current condition and extent of the wildlife habitat in the project area, 
and the affected watershed?
-How would the project affect the wildlife and habitat?
-What physical and/or chemical agents would have the potential to cause harm to 
wildlife directly or indirectly?
-Which species were surveyed for and when were the surveys conducted?
-Were these surveys conducted over multiple years and seasons to get a true idea of 
what is there, due to the highly variable rainfall in this area that strongly impacts how 
species reproduce, and how easily they'll be found?
-Will new biological surveys should be conducted over several years to account for 
population variability from variable rainfall, new listings, etc.

Organization

2593 137 What is the projected wildlife mortality rate from the mine-related increase in traffic 
on highway 83? Which species are most likely to be impacted by the increased 
traffic? How would the company mitigate this impact?

Organization

2597 3 There are several reasons why we feel that this is not an appropriate use of forest 
service land.  The noise pollution from the blasting, which will have an effect on 
neighbors near and far, as well as its effect on wildlife.

Individual
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2599 3 It is my position that extensive biological surveys of the animals resident to and 
migrating through the areas affected by Rosemont mining activities, including the 
length of Arizona Highway 83 that will be traversed by mine-related vehicles, should 
be conducted as part of the NEPA process, and that thorough, impartial analysis of 
the data acquired be made prior to the completion of the draft EIS for this project.

Questions: Which animal species will be affected by the noise, dust, human and 
traffic movements, vehicular exhaust, light, toxic air and water emissions, physical 
barriers, water consumption, and seismic disturbances caused by the mine?  What 
will the likely effects be on the behavior, migration patterns, viability and population 
sizes of each of these species?  If any of these species were to be negatively impacted 
by the mine activities, would they be likely to return to the area and /or recover to 
pre-mine levels of health and viability after the mine shuts down?  If so, how long 
would it take for their pre-mine conditions to be re-established?

Individual

2601 2 We are deeply concerned about putting in the Rosemont mine for the following 
reasons:
1. Destruction of the headwaters into Davidson Canyon which would affect the 
wildlife living in the mountains.

Individual

2610 11 How will the mine operations affect wildlife?Individual

2610 49 What is the impact on the water flow and quality regarding wildlife in the Cienega 
creek area due to the infill of mine waste in the Barrel, Wasp, McCleary, and 
Scholefield canyons?

Individual

2617 5 We own and live on 34 acres just a few miles north of the proposed Rosemont mine 
and are deeply concerned with the devestating effect that this project would have on: 
the endangered animal and plant habitat

Individual

2617 21  How will you guarantee that the chemicals used by the mine or the many toxic 
metals and minerals that would be released from the soil or rock by the mining 
operation (for example but not limited to: uranium, asbestos, mercury, lead etc.) are 
not released into the environment causing animal health damage?

Individual

2617 41 We are not the only species on this planet. Every day, the planet looses more species 
of plants and animals. Are we to add to this list?

Individual

2620 8 The Freeport McMoran/Phelps Dodge project at Safford as well as the BHP/RTZ 
project at Superior are judged as being in the right place at the right time. The 
Rosemont Copper project is, on the other hand, the wrong place at the wrong time. It 
is in a pristine area which provides habitat to sensitive flora

Business

2625 6 If the Federal Government actually carried out the policies spelled out in NEPA it 
would have to reject this proposed mining plan. These plans need to be upheld. They 
are: attain the widest range of beneficial uses of the environment without 
degradation, risk to health or safety, or other undesirable and unintended 
consequences

Individual

2625 16 Other concerns I have are those affecting the  wildlifeIndividual
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2625 22 The mine would likely be operating around the clock. The lights, the noise, the 
explosive shocks, the dust, the size of the project-all would affect wildlife in the area. 
Wildlife movement cooridors would be disrupted by this massive enbroachment on 
their territories; feeding and mating habits would likely be disrupted.

Individual

2628 1 I am concerned about our beautiful natural environment and the desert animals living 
areas that will be destroyed in the process of building the mine

Individual

2629 3 We want to express our opposition to the Rosemont Mine based on the following 
considerations: This mine would severely impact the Santa Rita Mountains and 
could lead to the destruction of the bird habitat for which the mountains are world 
famous.

Individual

2630 2 I strongly object to the use of forest lands for any purpose supporting mining 
operations. It is environmentaly degrading

Individual

2639 6 Do we have a detailed, comprehensive impact study on flora and faunaIndividual

2640 4 My personal concerns encompass land that is dear to my heart, and the numerous 
wildlife gifts that is has given to those of us who live here

Individual

2640 13 The avialability of water affects all living creaturesIndividual

2641 8 Please no species degredation, no raping our beautiful Coronado National ForestIndividual

2646 6 Bad planning for the health of  non-human animalsIndividual

2648 12 Given all the other active likely potential mining activity in Southern Pima County, 
what will be the cummulative effect on people & the environment. In particular, 
wildlife

Individual

2648 14 What effect will the use of chemical dust suppressants on the mine roads have on 
wildlife

Individual

2651 3 We are against the proposed development of Rosemont Copper Mine because it will 
significantly and detrimentally impact some of the most biologically important areas 
and wildlife habitat in Pima County

Individual

2651 5 The project area is part of or adjacent to three potential wildlife linkage zone 
identified in the Arizona Wildlife Linkages Assessment, completed by the Arizona 
Game and Fish Department and Arizona Department of Transportation in 2007.  
These wildlife and natural ecosystems." One of these zones was determined to be a 
"high priority" linkage zone, meaning it has both high biological value and high 
threat and opportunity value.

Individual

2651 11 We believe that it would adversely impact: 4. wildlifeIndividual

2655 6 However, I also realize that an open pit mine couses desecration of the landscape by 
totally altering the ecology in the vicinity of the mine.

Individual

2658 9 Consequences direct and indirect may include the following:

Displacement or reduction in overall numbers of huntable game within Unit 34A, 
including but not limited to white-tailed deer, mule deer, javelina, cottontail rabbit, 
gambel's quail, scaled quail, mourning dove, and white-winged dove.

Individual
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2658 11 Adverse impacts to game populations  in areas affected by mine operations beyond 
the limits of the actual footprint and traffic corridors of the proposed project.

Individual

2658 18 Given that the proposed Rosemont Copper Project will permanently destroy habitat 
in the northern section of the Arizona Game and Fish Department (AZGFD) Hunt 
Unit 34A the effects of the proposed Rosemont Copper Project need to be mitigated.

Individual

2662 3 First, there are quite a few of us who frequent the Forest on our ATVs, motorcycles, 
bicycles and foot.  We make sure not to disturb the trails that nature has already 
provided, or the habitat around those trails.  The extra truck traffic along these lanes 
has already impact the wildlife in that it has widened the trails for trucks and 
equipment.

Individual

2662 10 Four thousand acres of dump, seems awfully large.  That's a huge habitat disturbance 
that will never be recovered if Augusta is not required to remove the debris and bring 
the area back to its natural state.  And to to not have this area as habitat for amlost 20 
years is not an acceptable solution to mining.

Individual

2663 3 When will someone have the courage to stand up for the animals, the environment, 
and most of all the people who live in this fragile desert and stop cramming big 
business with their deep pockets down our thoughts?

Individual

2666 9 The Memorandum of Understanding requires various experts for the consulting staff. 
We suggest that a lighting engineer or designer be added to the list. This consultant 
would help assess the impacts of artificial nighttime lighting on animals as well as 
the night sky.

Organization

2668 14 No doubt you have plant surveys (you are the FOREST Service after all), animal 
surveys to calibrate the loss of habitat.  So you know what will be lost.  The animals 
will (maybe) find new territories.  Displace somebody else.  How timely that the 
Jaguar was just de-listed.

Individual

2671 21 The Cienegas valley is a unique environment to all southern AZ with its high altitude 
grasslands and wildlife.  It is quiet, peaceful and beautiful.

Individual

2671 25 Please provide an analysis and any related studies on the impact of species 
distribution due to the effects of blasting.  Will the local species such as owls, hawks 
and antelope currently ranging in the Northeast section of the Cienegas Reserve be 
displaced?  If they are displaces, can it be estimated by how much and how far?

Individual

2671 30 I am concerned about the immediate and long term effects on habitat.Individual

2673 9 All of the flora associated with the buried Barrel Canyon drainage area will be 
eliminated or changed forever.

Individual

2673 11 All of the wild life associated with the buried Barrel Canyon drainage area will be 
eliminated or changed forever.

Individual

2675 40 Further attention should be paid to ensure all appropriate species are included.Individual

2675 41 Considerable disturbance will be produced by proposed activity on the west side of 
the Santa Rita Mountains. Analysis of the issues concerning endangered and 
sensitive species should be undertaken for this area as well.

Individual
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2677 2 Our preliminary review indicates that despite any and all mitigation measures, this 
project will result in significant adverse impacts to wildlife, wildlife habitat, and 
wildlife recreation. We believe that the project will render the northern portion of the 
Santa Rita Mountains virtually worthless as wildlife habitat and as a functioning 
ecosystem, and thus also worthless for wildlife recreation. Furthermore, the project 
has great potential to impact wildlife and habitat  off the forest.

Government

2677 4 The mine plan of opertations (Section 3.3.3) states, "is is anticipated that disruption 
to wildlife habitat and use will be minimal." Further, the mine plan of operations 
(Section3.5.2.1.2) states, "loss of hunting ground is not expected to have significant 
impact on hunting in the area." The Department completely disagrees with both of 
these statements. The amount of land disturbance, traffic, noise, light, and general 
mining activity will completely disrupt wildlife in the area. Wildlife and hunting 
impacts will be much greater than the footprint of the active mine area.

Government

2677 26 We understand that Rosemont Copper Company plans to replace their ground water 
withdrawl with CAP water, but at least for now that replacement water is being 
provided into the aquifer at Avra Valley, 36 miles away from the withdrawl site. 
Depositing water into the Avra Valley will do nothing for the water table that 
supports the wildlife habitats around the Santa Cruz River and the Santa Rita 
Mountains.

Government

2677 27 If the water table is lowered around the Santa Cruz River or in the Santa Rita 
Mountains, the impacts to vegetation will adversely impact wildlife (which in turn 
impacts wildlife recreation).

Government

2677 31 The only way to insure that the mine does not impact wildlife habitat in the Santa 
Cruz basin is for the mine to use only CAP water and be prohibited from using 
ground water.

Government

2677 34  This will decrease the ground water and surface water that should flow down Barrel 
Canyon and into Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek. Davidson Canyon and 
Cienega Creek and very important habitats for wildlife, and decreases in water flow 
to these habitats will adversely impact wildlife. This effect will be occurring off of 
Forest lands. The Forest should identify how you will insure that this impact does 
not occur.

Government

2677 37 There is a great concern about spills from the mine polluting the ground water and 
surface water down-canyon from the mine. Although Rosemont Copper Company 
states that they will use state-of-the-art technologies to prevents spills and 
contamination, virtually all mines have had spills. The Forest should identify how 
you will insure that water is not polluted from the Rosemont Mine. Any pollution of 
waters into Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek will have significant adverse 
impacts to wildlife

Government

2677 40 We also have a concern about failure of reclamation to occur or to be adequte for the 
needs of wildlife. When this happens, the wildlife are always the losers. One of the 
problems is the difficulty of establishing vegetation (at the level of a functioning 
ecosystem) in dry climates.

Government
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2677 44 As we stated above, we believe that this mine will impact wildlife, wildlife habitat, 
and wildlife recreation in an area that is much larger than the footprint of the mine. If 
this mine is permitted, the entire northern portion of the Santa Rita Mountains will 
be virtually lost of wildlife values.

Government

2677 50 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Loss of game and non-game habitat

Government

2677 52 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Impacts to wildlife corridors that allow wildlife movement from blocks of habitat

Government

2677 57 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Monitoring of wildlife impacts.

Government

2677 59 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Impacts to wildlife from increased vehicular traffic, both on the Forest and off the 
Forest

Government

2677 60 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following. 
-Impacts to wildlife from dust and air pollution during construction, during mining 
operations, and after mining has stopped, both on the Forest and off the Forest

Government

2677 64 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Best Management Practices that protect wildlife, including birds and bats, from 
being killed by the toxic solutions on the site

Government

2677 65 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Habitat fragmentation

Government

2680 6 What affect will they have on my animals? How will we even know if we are 
affected until it is too late?

Individual

2683 14 State Road 83 shows an ecosystem quite different from that of nearby Tucson.Individual

2683 27 And what effect will this operation have on the wildlife in the area?Individual

2683 30 If the pollution from tailings would be harmful to people, it would have an even 
greater effect on wildlife.

Individual

2683 31 Blasting and wildlife are unlikely to be able to coexistIndividual

2683 44 This mine would be far too detrimental to the wildlife of Southern Arizona to allow 
it to happen without considering every one of the points listed and insisting on 
solutions that will protect us from all the probable adverse effects.

Individual

2685 3 We are greatly opposed to any activity that has such a high probability of 
unrepairable damage to wildlife habitat

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 32 of 83



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Wildlife and Habitat

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

2687 6 It seems that the Forest Service is rushing into the Rosemont Copper Project without 
better studies on how the chemicals from the mines would impact the wildlife in the 
area.

Individual

2688 19 We are concerned for the fragile flora species unique to our desert climates.Organization

2688 25  What happens to our wildlife, our birds, our creatures big and small that inhabit the 
now quiet places that would resound with a din so foreign to their environment.

Organization

2689 7 All the major local and regional political entities (including Pima County, Santa 
Cruz County, City of Tucson, Patagoina, Vail, Sahuarita and congress people 
Grijalwa and Giffords) oppose the mine due to negative impacts on wildlife

Individual

2698 46 Clearly, all animal life on the mine site will be destroyed. Over a much larger 
surrounding area, the biome will be largely depleted as the various type of pollution 
take their toll.

Business

2698 49 Even with the best of reclamation efforts, which are rarely attempted and even more 
rarely achieved, the resulting biome will have much less diversity, as only certain 
plants and animals specifically adapted to mine tailings with steep slopes, high acid 
content, and poor soil survive.

Business

2713 25 The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine must consider both the immediate 
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses 
must be included:
A careful consideration of the "big picture" when evaluating cumulative effects of all 
these activities, including impacts to surrounding biological communities, corridors 
for wildlife and downstream effects on places such as Las Cienegas, Davidson 
Canyon, as well as the human communites of Sahuarita, Vail, and Tucson

Organization

2719 6 The effect of the mine on wildlife & wildlife corridors must be addressed.Individual

2721 5 Animal/Plant – From my observations the greatest impact on animal  life in the 
greater Tucson area has been the ever increasing housing and commercial 
development. A case in point: the big horn sheep no longer inhabit Pusch Ridge but 
still exist in the Silver Bell mine area. In fact a picture exists of big horn sheep 
drinking at the bottom of the Oxide pit. Before the present housing downturn the 
developers were denuding over 5,000 acres per year while the Rosemont mine will 
impact less than that over the life of the mine with much of it being reclaimed.

Individual

2722 2 The area proposed for mining is a major wildlife corridorIndividual

2723 4 The proposed Rosemont Mine is located adjacent to and partially overlapping an 
area designed by the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan as biological core habitat 
The mine and associated traffic would put additional stress on wildlife already being 
impacted by rapid growth in the general area.

Individual

2724 8 Wherever Augusta would get water, an aquifer will be depleted, springs would dry 
up and people and wildlife would be deprived of H2O resources.

Individual

2724 25 Wildlife corridors and ecosystems that are unique to this area would be affected 
adversely.

Individual
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2724 27 Disturbances of the areas would leave long-lasting impacts on the public land - for 
example - a mile wide hole in the ground and loss of habitat for sensitive species - 
for example -  32 sensitive animal species.

Individual

2724 56 I have 14 acres in Vali, 4 1/2 miles South from I-10 and Sonoita Hwy 83. I have a 
vwell, however there is every liklihood that a mine at Rosemont Ranch as is being 
proposed would dewater wells currently in use (as has already been done by Augusta 
Resource Corporation tet wells) and imperil important wildlife habitat

Individual

2726 46 Clearly, all animal life on the mine site will be destroyed. Over a much larger 
surrounding area, the biome will be largely depleted as the various type of pollution 
take their toll.

Business

2726 49 Even with the best of reclamation efforts, which are rarely attempted and even more 
rarely achieved, the resulting biome will have much less diversity, as only certain 
animals specifically adapted to mine tailings with steep slopes, high acid content, 
and poor soil survive.

Business

2729 19 We are concerned for the fragile desert fauna, those species unique to our desert 
climates.

Organization

2729 25 We dread the noise of the blasting, the explosions, the sounds of the heavy 
equipment, the pervasive clamor that pervades the surroundings when heavy industry 
encroaches on a bucolic haven. What happens to our wildlife, our birds, our 
creatures big and small that inhabit the now quiet places that would resound with a 
din so foreign to their environment.

Organization

2735 2 This land is in the Pima County Conservation plan as sensitive wildlife areas.Individual

2736 11 How will the fauna be impacted by the use of surface and groundwater for mining 
operations?

Government

2736 19 Where are the pipelines from the wells to the mine going to be located? How will 
they impact future development?  How will it impact the fauna of the area?

Government

2736 44 What impact will electrical lines have on the Sahuarita/Green  Valley area 
aesthetically?  How will it impact the fauna?

Government

2736 47 What impact will the stand alone proposed wastewater treatment plant have on the 
fauna?

Government

2742 10 This brings me to the other point that one doesn’t hear much about. We came to this 
area from all over the states and why did we choose to live here, we should ask. 
Wasn’t the  the animals we see of high importance?

Individual

2745 11 The change in water impacts on  wildlife need definintion.Individual

2750 9 The other concerns are:  the negative impact on  the destruction of wildlife habitats 
and wildlife

Individual

2752 3 Every year I visit  and enjoy the birds.Individual

2752 6 A copper mine near it would have disastrous consequences for the wildlifeIndividual

2754 8 It will disrupt interrupt wildlife corridors in the Cienega CreekIndividual
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2756 4 The area projected to be mined and covered with tailings has been prime habitat for 
wildlife including some endangered and threatened species – lesser long-nosed bats, 
Mexican long-tongued bats, Bell’s vireos amount others – and the size of the 
impacted area will surely have a large negative effect on the wildlife populations.

Individual

2758 3 Arsenic used in the refining process is injurious  to domestic and wild animals.Individual

2760 36 Identify direct, indirect impacts to  wildlife as a result of groundwater pumping 
assoicated with the proposed project.

Government

2760 50 The EIS should also describe the potential impacts to wildlife from open pits, 
backfilled pits, and partially backfilled pits after closure, as well as the measures that 
will be taken to prevent these impacts.

Government

2760 62 Poisoning of animals attracted to heap leach and tailings ponds can be a serious 
problem. The EIS should discuss the mitigation measures that would be taken to 
prevent exposure of migratory waterfowl and other wildlife to all toxic waters used 
in or resulting from processing the ore. Identify measures that would be used to 
prevent poisonings at solution impoundments, including maintenance requirements 
and monitoring to ensure their effectiveness.

Government

2760 63 the EIS should identify non-jurisdictional wetland and riparian habitat as well as 
other unique or important habitat areas that could be affected by the project. The EIS 
should discuss avoidance, minimization, and mitigation of losses or modification of 
habitat and  plant and animal species composition. We recommend that the EIS 
include a detailed mitigation plan for replacement of important habitat adversely 
affected by the proposed project.

Government

2761 4 Damage to riparian areas and other biologically sensitive land, to wildlife corridors - 
each of these injuries is sufficient ground to reject the proposed Rosemont Copper 
Project

Individual

4474 15 We are dealing with a forest habitat.  Regular dust from mining operations will cover 
plant foliage that animals have to consume for their survival.  This gritty forage 
could apply to stock animals as well as wildlife.

Individual

5012 1 WHY MINE HERE?  
-These lands have greater value as wildlife habitat than as an open pit mine,

Organization

5012 19 HOW ARE ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS BEING ADDRESSED?
-Wildlife corridors and ecosystems  that are unique to this area would be affected 
adversely.

Organization

5280 10 Environmental impacts not adequately addressed:
Effects on fauna & flora, wildlife corridors

Individual

5284 12 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Noise:

Has anyone done any studies on how this will affect residents and wildlife?

Individual
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5284 15 As a resident of Elgin, Arizona we are concerned about the following things.

Environment:

How will the habitats of the many animals, birds and plants be restored?

Individual

5285 7 Like most citizens my primary concerns center on quantity and quality of water, 
regional economy, including tourism, and vegetation and wildlife.

Individual

6715 3 Make no mistake about it, I can see only destruction of plant, animal, and people's 
communities here.

Individual

6726 8 The Cienegas Valley is a unique environment to all Southern Arizona, with its high 
altitude, grasslands, and wildlife.  It is quiet, peaceful, and beautiful. Scenic 
Highway 83 is the gateway to this environment, which will be impacted forever if 
this project goes forward.  Regular blasting, with the sonic and seismic effects could 
likely impact local species and their distributions.  I know it will affect myself and 
my neighbors.

Individual

6734 2 Uranium is in the bedrock throughout Arizona, which presents a uiniqe challenge to 
mining here.  The danger is so significant, that when the Washington, D.C., office of 
EPA published a report in 1999 on the health hazards of Technologically Enhanced 
Naturally Occuring Radioactive Materials, TENORM, they used only Arizona mines 
as their examples.

All three that are here in Pima County, Cyprus Sierrita, Twin Buttes, and Cyprus 
Tohono, are under Superfund actions at this time for having polluted the 
groundwater heavy metals and are radioactive chemicals produced in mining 
operations.

Freeport-McMoran has recently submitted to Department of Environmental Quality a 
540-page work plan regarding the mandated cleanup of heavy metals and radioactive 
materials all in the Cyprus Sierrita Mine.  The EPA TENORM report references 14 
assessments of uranium levels in Pima County and Santa Cruz Counties.

Uranium is practically inert in its natural state.  However, when it is ground into 
powder, and treated with chemicals in copper processing, it is converted into gross 
alpha, gross beta, Radon, and other components that are regulated by EPA as they 
are known to be carcinogens.

We do not know the effects on our bird and animal population that we should be 
protected in our National Forest.  Even so, it is easy to surmise the consequences of 
their ingesting chemicals that cause cancer in humans.  The Federal Department of 
Justice cited Morenci, Arizona, Copper Mine for bird deaths on that premises.

Individual

6735 4 This proposed open-pit mine would do irreparable damage in a beautiful mountain, 
and it would do irreparable damage to its clean air, water, and abundant plant and 
animal life.

Individual
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6741 2 I want to talk about water briefly, but I'm going to emphasize another aspect of the 
water, and that's the toxin contamination.  The toxin runoff help impact -- how will 
that affect our residential wells, how will that affect our wildlife, and will it affect the 
health of the wildlife, the reproduction of the wildlife, the birth defect, how will it 
affect birth defects?

Individual

6741 5 Wildlife, there was -- I'd like to mention wildlife briefly.  I have 30 seconds.  There's 
an immediate impact to the footprint wildlife.  And also, there's long-term -- and I 
touched on that about the possible birth defects.

Individual

6744 4 Second, we were concerned about the effect on the delicate ecological systems in the 
foothils of the Santa Ritas.

Individual

6765 4 We're in the wrong place; sticking another mine on this valley. We have got water 
issues. With have got habitat issues.

Individual

6770 5 No doubt the environment will be destroyed.  The mine, milled tailings, roads, 
pipelines, overhead lines, all of the other support that goes with this mine are going 
to change things or destroy things relative to wildlife,

Individual

6775 5 Air quality is also an issue.  I don't know about the rest of you, but withing the last 
month I have had to call the EPA on dust from existing mines.  It's suppose to be wet 
on top of those tailings.  If it's wet how come we have dust?  Guess what?  The new 
mine is suppose to be a dry tailing.  It's not going to be wet at all.  Think about the 
dust, the air quality. What about the impact on the plants, the animals in that 
environment, in that ecosystem.  What's going to happen to those?

Individual

6781 7 The noise of the heavy mining equipment, daily blasting seven days a week, air 
pollution from windblown dust, and sulfuric acid, and diesel fumes,and unlimited 
pumping of ground water at Rosemont, and destruction of wildlife habitat on the 
west side, is totally incompatible with the peace and serenity and conservation of the 
east side.

Individual

6781 9 There will be no peace for anyone in the Sonoita Valley or surrounding 
communities, nor for the wildlife if this mine is approved by the Forest Service.

Individual

6811 4 Under the guise of mining, Rosemont Company proposes  to invade a pristine 
ecologically and sensitive area, a portion of the Coronado National Forest, and 
thereby destroy and displace all of the flora, fauna, squander groundwater, cut off all 
public general recreation use.

Individual

6824 7 what about all the animals that are going to be there? Are they planning on 
protecting these animals? What are they going to do to stop those beautiful animals 
from being buried with tons of dirt? They're making it - - turn our forest into a dirt 
dump.

Individual

6834 8 What are the basic pros and cons of the Rosemont mine?
There would be a devastating impact on wildlife; the Santa Ritas are an important 
corridor between the Sonoran Desert and the surrounding areas.

Individual

6834 14 And think about this, in the entire mining history of Arizona, what percentages of the 
promises made by mining companies have been kept? How many smoking holes in 
the ground have not been cleaned up because money ran out? How much habitat has 
been destroyed?

Individual
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6853 4 For the price of 20 years of development, we lost this valley, the wildlife, and the 
natural springs. There will be a huge hole and many square miles of flat, 
uninhabitable land. You might call it a landscape pinata: Once you break it, you can't 
put it back together.

Individual

6857 3 The proposed Rosemont mine will have dramatic and irreversible impact; impacts on 
our water, our wildlife, culture, and archaeology.

Business

6865 2 Many other things obviously should be talked about. There is wildlife issues. It's 
near an urban area. There are sensitive areas that are just downstream that need to be 
protected. All that needs to be carefully talked about at length in the draft EIS.

Organization

6867 6 Health and safety impacts from explosions, excavations, noise, lighting, and tons of 
dust with particulates, many with contaminates carried by wind unknown numbers of 
miles affecting the astronomical skies with our world class observatories, affecting -- 
impacts on wildlife behavior and breeding and ability to survive there or threatened 
species, affecting possibility of health of humans with increase in respiratory 
problems, asthma, allergies, emphysema, valley fever, and many more possibilities, 
valley fever with spores that are stirred up.

Individual

6869 3 Here are some of the endangered who I think in the future, if this mine comes, will 
be called the disappeared. The archaeological sites in the area, the American Indian 
graves -- they're supposed to be protected by the American Indian Graves and 
Protection Act -- Indian holy sites, all the birds, animals, fish and plants. The 
tourists, they will be endangered too, you know, they won't come. The observatory, 
which will be endangered by the light and the dust. And the humans, we are all 
endangered, and the water and the land, and the air.

Individual

6870 2 In order to mine, you must extract much more rock than copper. What this means is 
the there are huge areas of ground and wildlife habitat destroyed during the mining 
for copper. The excess rock that has no value to the mine is tossed into a pile called 
tailings. In these tailings, harmful minerals such as asbestos, even radioactive 
minerals can be found. When rain fails on the tailings, the water reaches the waste 
material from the copper sulfide mineral, chalcopyrite, to produce sulfuric acid, 
which then runs into the streams, contaminating the water and harming the fish and 
life and humans, and this information is from the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency.

Individual

6880 14 In addition, it is quite possible a mining operation would want, or need, to carve new 
roads or rail lines through the area to service this mine.  The environmental impacts 
of such developments on wildlife habitat and water courses would be very significant.

Government

6882 2 If the Pit mine goes in, what happens to the wildlife corridor that runs through the 
Santa Rita Mountains?

What will happen to the natural habitat if they begin drilling?  What will happen to 
all the animals and the vegetation?

Individual

6884 1 What prevents the migrating birds and other wildlife from drinking the solutions 
used from the wastewater ponds?

Individual

6884 3 I propose a study be completed and recommended measures be taken to prevent birds 
and other wildlife from accessing the contaminated water.

Individual
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6886 5 Currently the state of Arizona is in the process of classifying the Davidson wash as 
as OAW (outstanding Arizona Water) due to its importance in providing vital links 
for wildlife migration.  Will this be considered in the Forest Services final decision?

Individual

6892 5 Experience with Tenorm in Arizona has been these minerals have contaminated the 
aquifer; and, have been potentially dangerous to man and wildlife.

Individual

6899 11 We need to protect habitat areas for wildlifeIndividual

6901 2 In summary, the Coalition requests that the EIS address the following issues:

- The proposed activities for the Rosemont Copper Project will significantly and 
detrimentally impact some of the most biologically important areas and wildlife 
habitat in Pima County as identified in the County's Sonoran Desert Consevation 
Plan.

Organization

6901 14 The project area is part of or adjacent to three potential wildlife zones identified in 
the Arizona Wildlife Linkages Assessment, a collaborative effort of the Arizona 
Wildlife Linkages Workgroup in 2007.  These wildlife linkage zones are defined by 
the assessment as being "important to Arizona's wildlife and natural ecosystems."  
One of these zones was determined to be a "high priority" linkage zone, meaning it 
has both high biological value and high threat and opportunity value.  In addition, 
one of the six "Critical Landscape Linkages" identified in Pima County's SDCP lies 
just north of the project area (across I-10 and south into Cienega Creek).

Organization

6901 27 Given the presence of multiple critical wildlife linkage zones in or adjacent to the 
project area, it is essential that the full range of impacts to these linkage zones be 
considered in the EIS.  Possible impacts include:

-major habitat fragmentation from the open-pit mine and associated tailings piles and 
waste facilities;

Organization

6901 31 Given the presence of multiple critical wildlife linkage zones in or adjacent to the 
project area, it is essential that the full range of impacts to these linkage zones be 
considered in the EIS.  Possible impacts include:

-and loss of downstream surface water resources from new dams.

Organization

6905 1 What would be the effect on the native birds and animals and migrator birds on the 
disruption of their habitat by the proposed mine.  An impact study should be done to 
determine this.

Individual

6906 2 What would be the effect of the proposed Rosemont mine on Cienega Creek and the 
fish living there?  A study is needed to determine this.

Individual

6918 1 How will the natural habitats and wildlife corridors be affected by the mining 
proposal and how will these impacts be mitigated?

Individual

6918 3 The use of 5,000 to 8,000 acre feet of water per year is what Rosemont Mining 
expects to utilize each year.  The use of over 1 billion gallons of water per year from 
this desert area is going to dry up all the aquifers in the area, springs will also dry up, 
and wildlife will be deprived of water resources..

Individual
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6923 7 What will be the affect on the critical wildlife corridors between the Santa Rita 
Mountains and Rincon Mountains?  If this corridor is shrunken or cut off, how will 
the health of game species in both ranges be affected?

Individual

6924 2 This area is also home to many plants, animals, birds and reptiles that have already 
had most of their habitat encroached upon by development.  Mining in the Santa 
Ritas would definitely endanger this desert life even further.

Individual

6935 2 For one, that would disrupt hordes of wildlife, and also greatly impact those who use 
the area for recreation, such as the airsofters with TAC that have a permit to use the 
land, and the dirtbikers, quaders and hunters.

Individual

6936 1 IMPACTS TO BIOLOGICALLY-IMPORTANT LANDS: The proposed activities 
for the Rosemont Copper Project will significantly and detrimentally impact some of 
the most biologically important areas and wildlife habitat in Pima County as 
identified in the County's Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Organization

6936 6 IMPACTS TO IMPORTANT WILDLIFE LINKAGES: The project area is part of or 
adjacent to three potential wildlife linkage zones identified in the Arizona Wildlife 
Linkages Assessment, completed by the Arizona Game and Fish Department and 
Arizona Department of Transportation in 2007.  These wildlife linkage zones are 
defined by the assessment as being "important to Arizona's wildlife and natural 
ecosystems."  One of these zones was determined to be a "high priority" linkage 
zone, meaning it has both high biological value and hugh threat and opportunity 
value.  In addition, one of the six "Critical Landscape Linkages" identified in Pima 
County's SDCP lies just north of the project area (across I-10 and south into Cienega 
Creek).

Organization

6938 2 For a governmental agency to knowingly subject the humans and wildlife 
surrounding the Coronado National Forest to such contamination and thereby 
jeopardizing the health of all concerned would be unconscionable.

Individual

6939 2 Although the impacts are many: ranging from wildlife habitat destruction to multi-
use recreational area destruction to tremendous highway damage to noise and dust 
generation for local residents, the issue concerning us mostly is water.

Individual

6944 9 I urge you to completely stop this operation from starting up.  Let's think of our 
environment, the animals who inhabit this area and the people who live there and not 
about the "money".

Individual

6955 3 Wildlife will be displaced, stressed or destroyed.Individual

6956 3 Wildlife will be displaced, stressed or destroyed.Individual

6957 3 What will be the costs to wildlife and vegetation?Individual

6957 11 5.  How would Rosemont insure that migrations routes for birds and other wildlife 
on and over Forest Service lands will not be adversely impacted?

Individual

6965 7 We have great concerns about the Rosemont Copper Project and ask that the 
following be addressed in great depth by a variety of experts:

Impact Upon Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat

Individual
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6966 3 The mine tailings can have profound health and environmental consequences 
especially for children in nearby communities or for sensitive riparian or wildlife 
refuge areas due to the metal content amoung other contaminants of the tailings piles 
that contain from as little as 0.1 percent to as much as 5 percent lead, arsenic, copper 
and zinc.

Individual

6971 3 Are there homes or/ sensitive habitat at risk by these airborne contaminants?Individual

6982 3 The unrecoverable destruction of the scenic Santa Ritas, the draining of our water 
resources, the obliteration of wildlife, the damage to our highways and the myriad of 
health and safety issues will be the effects felt by hundreds of thousands of 
southeastern Arizona residents.

Individual

6996 2 2.  The Santa Rita's are home to many Beautiful Animals, such as Bear, Deer, 
Mountain Lions and a host of other smaller animals; where will they relocate?.

Individual

6998 3 The destruction of the area will be destroyed along with nature and wildlife.Individual

7002 3 The unrecoverable destruction of the scenic Santa Ritas, the obliteration of wildlife,  
will be the effects felt by hundreds of thousands of southeastern Arizona residents.

Individual

7011 1 Mining not only destroys habitats,Individual

7019 1 Please   do not allow development of the copper mine in the Santa Rita Mountains. It 
is too close to urban Tucson suburbs..

It will hurt wildlife

Individual

7020 3 There are many animals that live out there that would suffer too.Individual

7021 1 I believe it would be an absolute disgrace to tear up the natural beauty of our Santa 
Rita Mountain region. The area hosts an abundance of wildlife, for families who 
once lived in the area or explore the region for their love of the outdoors.

Individual

7021 6 Arizona needs all the ecological support it can get to keep its indigenous species and 
sustain human life here as well.

Individual

7021 8 The amount of real estate that has come up in even just the last few years has taken 
away area for wildlife to thrive in; taking away even more for copper mine seems a 
huge waste.

Individual

7030 9 *Not acceptable to kill our wildlife,Individual

7031 11 Increased number of wildlife kills and displaced wildlife-will effect livestock and 
domestic animals.

Individual

7033 3 What animal corridors will be impacted by the above mentioned pipelines, roads and 
equipment accesses?

Individual

7041 3 We wonder what will happen to the habitat that will lose their homes and probably 
their lives.

Individual

7042 4 What about damage to habitat for endangered species?Individual
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7048 9 How will natural habitat and wildlife corridors be affected by the mining proposal 
(and a proposed pipeline) and how will these impacts be mitigated?

Individual

7052 1 I am opposed to the mine for several reasons:

It would destroy natural habitat

It would be a drain on water supplies

It would adversely affect tourism

The dust caused would be a health hazard throughout the Tucson area

The increase in truck traffic would not only be a health hazard because of emitted 
pollutants, but also because it would cause dangerous traffic conditions on a narrow, 
scenic route.

Individual

7058 3 It is your duty to protect national forest areas for flora, fauna, recreation use.Individual

7058 6 Also, service roads to acces the mining area will ruin habitat for many plants and 
animals.

Individual

7062 3 I don't have statistics to show how mining has contributed to Southern Arizona's 
economy. I don't have statistics to show what damage nmining has brought about to 
Southern Arizona.
What I do have is two eyes that see the wide scale and wholesale destruction of 
mountains, plant life, animal life, and scenic veiws for the sake of raping the land for 
precious metals in order for the mine owners to get rich.

Individual

7063 4 This may explain why next to zero earthly plants and animals are capable of living or 
growing in or near a mining waste streams, tailing piles and stacks.

Individual

7069 3 I would like to make a couple comments about the proposed Rosemont mine.
First of all, mining damages the environment.  In a localized area, where there was 
once vegetation and animals, there will be a hole in the ground and piels of broken 
rock.

Individual

7079 5 What about the animals that will be displaced by all this change to their 
environment.  They are already having a hard time with the development of the land 
for housing, that is destroying their habitat.

Individual

7082 2 I believe that the mining would damage ecosystem including flora and fauna in the 
immediate and adjoining areas, impact our water, and destroy a beautiful scenic area.

Individual

7083 7 How will the mining affect the plants and animals in the region? What about the 
wildlife corridors?

Individual

7087 2 Secondly, what will the massive influx of man and machinery have on the predator 
prey relationship in the area?  Coyote and other predator population are already 
having difficulty maintain their numbers because of the increase in the human 
population.  Rabbits and other small game have flourished in the predator decline.  If 
the predator population declines further, due to the mine, how will the surrounding 
areas hold up to a rise in rabbit and small game populations?

Individual
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7088 25 The effects of all this heavy metal contamination on the local; desert flora and fauna 
must be examined,

Organization

7088 50 How will natural habitat and wildlife corridors be affected by the mining proposal 
and a proposed pipeline, and how will these impacts be mitigated?

Organization

7088 52 Pits become toxic lakes that are harmful to wild life and not consistent with a 
recreational area:

Organization

7088 68 What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the 
Coronado National Forest from the deleterious impacts of daily blasting?  What will 
be the cumulative environmental, ecomomic, and cultural impacts of this blasting on 
nearby wildlife?

Organization

7088 72 Daily blasting is required to remove rock (or overburden) covering the ore body.  
The impact to wildlife in the National Forest will be equilavent to daily sonic booms 
and the cumulative effects need to be examined.

Organization

7088 78 Intensive development of the site as an open pit mine will result in loss of a 
significant portion of the wildlife habitat and movement corridor on the eastern side 
of the Santa Ritas, potentially impacting endangered, threatened, and candidate 
species, in addition to priority vulnerable species or species of special concern.  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.

Organization

7088 81 The foot-print of the Rosemont Mine is stated to come wihtin four miles of Madera 
Canyon; a world known birding area that harbors several rare species of birds, some 
endangered.  The wetlands within Madera canyon are spring fed possibly sharing the 
same source as the springs within the proposed Rosemont Mine area. 

Since these spring fed wetlands share the same water source will Madera canyon's 
wetlands suffer from the Rosemont mine; and, what will be the effect of the 
Rosemont mining project on endangered wildlife and these birds?

Has Rosemont contracted biological population studies on all species of endangered 
wildlife; and, can they say with certitude that their mine will not endanger the 
wildlife and International tourism to the Santa Cruz valley?

Organization

7092 2 Problem- local flora and fauna and the effects this proposed mine will have on it.  
The proposed mine is located within 10 miles from the protected Mount Whrightson 
wilderness area immediately to the South of this proposed project in the same 
mountain range.  What studies have been done to demonstrate that the mining 
activities will not have an adverse affect on the wildlife habitat in this unique area as 
is my understanding ther are several threatened and endangered species (jaguar, 
pineapple cactus, southwestern willow flycatcher, Chiricahua leopard frog, and lesser 
long-nosed bat) and desirable big game species (pronghorn, mule deer, white-tailed 
deer, and javelina). These species generate revenue from eco-tourism and hunting.

Individual
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7095 3 Problem - The water flow from a changed Barrel Basin has yet to be determined. Per 
the MPO Summary approximately 75,000 tpd of ore and between 195,000-267,000 
tpd of waste rock will be mined each day for 24 hours 365 days a year, the waste 
rock will be dumped and large berms will be made to "hide" the operations. Those 
sheer numbers will inexplicably alter the course of the water flow, animal habitat and 
flora forever.

Individual

7102 8 Prior to reading the Shareholders document, I had the same concerns as others:
1) Use of groundwater,
2) Potential for groundwater contamination / containment dam / etc,
3) Safety concerns for heavy commercial truck use of State Highway 83, (wide load, 
bus stops, Undersized road, mine traffic, etc
4) Containment of tailings, especially due to the heavy winds that are in this area in 
Spring, Fall, and Winter,
5) Cumulative impact of Proposed Mine since there are other Proposed Mines in the 
area (Cal-Port, Seel, and Andrada),
6) Loss of Tourism,
7) Wildfire corridor issues / contradiction of the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan,

Individual

7110 2 The Las Cienegas conservation area, managed by the BLM, is close to the proposed 
mining site. The 24/7 activity on such a mine would negatively impact wildlife and 
visitors to LCCA, with its noise, air pollution, possible withdrawal of ground water 
(affecting the Cienega watershed and wildlife).

Individual

7117 5 We have a significant interest in the proposed mine and strongly object to its 
development due to the significant negative and unmitigable impacts it will have on 
the air, land, wildlife, and water of the area.

Organization

7117 20 The Forest Service must also carefully and thoroughly evaluate the impacts on 
wildlife and wildlife habitat. As the comments from the Arizona Game and Fish 
Department indicate, the impacts of this mine on the wildlife and the habitat of the 
area are absolutely unmitigable. Per the agency's comments:
"Our preliminary review indicates that despite any and all mitigation measures, this 
project will result in significant adverse impacts on wildlife, wildlife habitat, and 
wildlife recreation. We believe that wildlife habitat and as a functioning ecosystem, 
and thus also worthless for wildlife recreation. Furthermore, the project has great 
potential to impact wildlife and habitat off the forests. We therefore do not support 
the development of the Rosemont Mine."
The proposed Rosemont Copper Mine Project will also significantly and negatively 
affect wildlife habitat identified in Pima County's Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, 
as indicated by the Coalition for Sonoran Desert Protection in comments dated June 
2, 2008. We support and incorporate by reference those comments.

Organization

7117 21 The project area includes Important Riparian Area, Biological Core Management 
Area, and Multiple Use Management Area per the County's Conservation Lands 
System, plus it is part of or next to potential wildlife linkages identified in the 
Arizona Wildlife Linkages Assessment, a collaborative effort of the Arizona Wildlife 
Linkages Workgroup in 2007.

Organization
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7117 23 The sulfuric acid solution leach pad and collection ponds and the process water 
temporary storage pond also present a direct threat to wildlife, especially birds that 
might come in contact with them. The sulfuric acid solution fumes are caustic and if 
inhaled damage lungs. When birds land on these acidic ponds they can directly 
ingest the polluted  water often resulting in their death, plus it 3.removes natural oils 
from the birds' feathers making it impossible for them to fly resulting in their death 
via drowning or hypothermia.

Organization

7117 31 The proposed mine with a footprint of approximately 4,415 acres will create 
significant eyesore and will detrimentally affect the scenic resources of the area, will 
likely affect many species of wildlife and as stated above significantly and 
detrimentally affect wildlife habitat in the area.

Organization

7117 41 There are significant negative and unmitigable impacts of this proposed copper mine 
on the resources of the Coronado National Forest. They include impacts to water 
quality and quantity, impacts to wildlife, and impacts to recreation, among many 
others.

Organization

7121 1 The Santa Rita Mountains is a critical area of potential prey base for the jaguar 
according to a Smithsonian Magazine article of November 2007. It is also home to 
rare birds such as the spotted owl and the Apache Goshawk. If Rosemont Copper 
Project is approved over 4,000 acres of land is ruined for the wildlife.
What studies have been conducted to determine the affects of blasting on wildlike 
throughout the Santa Rita Range and the jaguar if it's prey base is affected?

Individual

7122 3 I totally OPPOSE the Rosemont Mine for I believe it will have a negative impact on 
the envirement, the air quality and the wild live. I certainly don't think it has any long 
term positive impact on the economy either.

Individual

7125 2 WATER: There is a great potentiality that toxic heavy metals and other chemicals 
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.  
More health issues here also…for us all!

Individual

7125 13 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.

Individual

7125 36 Wildlife: Davidson Canyon is a wildlife corridor connecting the Empire Mountains 
in the south to the Rincon Mountains in the North. And with it's perennial water flow 
this riparian is vital to native wildlife along with the needle-spined Pinapple Cactus 
and Whiptail Lizard.

Individual

7126 8 This is an extremely fragile ecosystem and I believe the threats of such a large scale 
open pit mining operation to plant life and wildlife in this important natural habitat 
and wildlife corridor cannot be mitigated.

Individual
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7130 1 I have read through the information posted on Rosemont's web-site, and admit I am 
impressed with the fact that they plan to voluntarily take steps to minimize their 
impact on the environment.

However, there are several areas I did not see addressed:
-The Santa Rita mountains provide habitat for a variety of wild life, some of whom 
are endangered or threatened.  Development of such a large area of the Santa Ritas 
will further threaten these native creatures by reducing their habitat.

While I did see info on Rosemont's site concerning re-establishing plant life, what 
protections are there for the animals that will be displaced as a result of their 
operation.  Will the EPS address this issue?

Individual

7134 46 The Forest Service correctly identified the effects on vegitation and wildlife, 
including special-status wildlife, as a type of impact that needs evaluation in the EIS. 
It will, of cource, need to consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on a 
variety of wildlife issues.

Business

7140 1 Sirs: I am very much concerned about the wonderful birdwatching place - those, 
about 200 birds, will fly away, scared with the blasting of the mine and never come 
back.

Individual

7143 5 The proposed Rosemont mine will have significant, detrimental and irreversible 
impacts on our regional water quality and quantity, our wildlife, cultural and historic 
resources.

Organization

7145 5 The proposed mine would obstruct a major wildlife corridor and if undertaken would 
create a permanent scar on the landscape.

Individual

7151 5 It contains a unique ecosystem (mid-elevation oak grassland) that provides habitat 
for wildlife, valuable watershed features (headwaters of Davidson Canyon/Cienega 
Creek), critical water supply for Tucson, and important recreational opportunities 
(hunting, hiking, off-road vehicle riding, horse back riding, bicycle riding, camping, 
bird watching, etc) for the citizens of Southern Arizona.

Organization

7151 16 Other questions that should be answered by the EIS are:

What is the current habitat condition and trend for riparian habitat, benthic, 
macroinvertibrate, and fish communities in the affected watershed?
What species currently occur in or depend on the springs and perennial waters in this 
watershed and in what abundance?

Organization
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7151 18 Other questions that should be answered by the EIS are:

What is the current habitat condition and trend for riparian habitat, benthic, 
macroinvertibrate, and fish communities in the affected watershed?
What species currently occur in or depend on the springs and perennial waters in this 
watershed and in what abundance?
Are any of these species listed as threatened, endangered, sensitive, or any other 
special status?
What is their sensitivity to water quality degradation?
What level of water quality do they require for survival?
What are the potentials for damage to the aquatic communities and ecosystems from 
this project?
Do present biological communities show any evidence of natural or man-made 
contamination caused by historic mining operations?
If any aquatic species are harmed by this project how would their demise affect the 
food chain in the area?
What is the potential for water catchments or storage ponds at the mine site to host 
invasive aquatic species that could harm native species?
What are the possible impacts to the aquatic resources that could be affected by this 
project, and how would these impacts be mitigated?
How would the aquatic life and habitat be monitored during the entire project from 
start of construction to end of reclamation?

Organization

7151 35 Recreational Uses
The major concern  is that elimination of this part of the Forest for recreational 
purposes will shift activities to already overcrowded places elsewhere in the Forest.

What additional facilities will be made available to replace existing facilities that 
could be lost?
Who will pay for them, taxpayers or the applicant?
What will be the effect on wildlife of this shift?

Organization

7151 42 Concerns regarding the vegetation in the area that should be addressed in the EIS 
include:

What are the short term direct impacts to the vegetation in the area?
What are the long term, indirect impacts to the vegetation in the area?
What are the important habitat types in the area?
What is the current productivity of important habitat types in the area?

Organization

7151 53 Wildlife
According to the Arizona Game & Fish, many species of wildlife in the Santa Rita 
Mountains would be "devastated" by any level of open pit mining in the Rosemont 
Valley because of loss of habitat, boundary effects of industrialization, loss of 
corridors and fragmentation of forage and prey opportunities.

What  are the wildlife species that are found in the area, or likely to be found, that 
may be affected by this proposal?

Organization
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7151 55 Wildlife
According to the Arizona Game & Fish, many species of wildlife in the Santa Rita 
Mountains would be "devastated" by any level of open pit mining in the Rosemont 
Valley because of loss of habitat, boundary effects of industrialization, loss of 
corridors and fragmentation of forage and prey opportunities.

What  are the wildlife species that are found in the area, or likely to be found, that 
may be affected by this proposal?
Which ones are threatened, endangered, species of concern, candidates for listing, or 
have other special status?
What is the current condition and extent of the wildlife habitat in the project area, 
and the affected watershed?
How would the project affect the wildlife and habitat?
What physical and/or chemical agents would have the potential to cause harm to 
wildlife directly or indirectly?
Which species were surveyed for and when were the surveys conducted?
Were these surveys conducted over multiple years and seasons to get a true idea of 
what is there, due to the highly valuable rainfall in this area that strongly impacts 
how species reproduce, and how easily they'll be found?
Will new biological surveys should be conducted over several years to account for 
population variability from variable rainfall, new listings, etc.

Organization

7151 57 New  surveys for reptiles should be conducted over several seasons to account for 
variations in climate that make them more or less abundant.

What is the projected wildlife mortality rate from the mine-related increase in traffic 
on Highway 83? Which species are most likely to be impacted by the increased 
traffic? How would the company mitigate this impact?

Organization

7152 7 According to Rosemont's own website, "Rosemont will be one of the largest copper 
mines in the United States." How can this NOT impact the environment, the water 
supply and its quality, the scenic beauty and recreational values, and the wildlife?
Breathing, air quality, light pollution for Mt. Hopkins Observatory must be given 
high priority.

Individual

7153 7 WILDLIFE AND WILDLIFE HABITAT
(1) What sensitive, threatened and endangered species might be affected by the 
mining proposal, and how will impacts on these species be mitigated?
(2) How will natural habitat and wildlife corridors be affected by the mining 
proposal and a proposed pipeline? How will these impacts be mitigated?

Individual

7155 14 Transportation issues involved with this proposal appear to be overwhelming. There 
is no way that Scenic Highway 83, in its current condition, an handle the projected 
volume of traffic that will be generated by an operating mine in the area. Also, the 
scenic values of the highway will be compromised to the point of irrelevance should 
the mine be put into operation, and the exponential increase in traffic will have 
dangerous  and far-reaching consequences for both humans and wildlife attempting 
to travel or cross the highway.

Organization
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7156 6 I support withdrawal of my federal lands from mining and, as mentioned above, am 
opposed to new mining in southeastern Arizona. I love birding and hiking and 
camping in the Santa Rita and Patagonia Mountains. and believe that the noise, 
water, and air pollution will detrimentally affect my public lands experience, as well 
as imperil the habitat of endangered species, increased truck traffic on local roads 
and highways, negatively affect the wildlife movement corridors and native plants 
and ecosystems.

Individual

7156 8  I support withdrawal of my federal lands from mining and, as mentioned above, am 
opposed to new mining in southeastern Arizona. I love birding and hiking and 
camping in the Santa Rita and Patagonia Mountains. and believe that the noise, 
water, and air pollution will detrimentally affect my public lands experience, as well 
as imperil the habitat of endangered species, increased truck traffic on local roads 
and highways, negatively affect the wildlife movement corridors and native plants 
and ecosystems.

Individual

7163 7 If the mines are developed, they have the potential to destroy extensive areas of 
habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the endangered jaguar; degrade 
air quality; contaminate ground and surface water supplies; negatively impact scenic 
views; and eliminate current recreational use by a broad cross-section of local 
residents and visitors alike.

Organization

7163 16 Conservation and Research 
The proposed activities for the Rosemont Copper Project have the potential to 
significantly and detrimentally impact some of the most biologically important areas 
and wildlife habitat in Pima County as identified in the County's Sonoran Desert 
Conservation Plan. The Project area occurs entirely within the County's 
Conservation Lands System, including the specific designations of Important 
Riparian Area, Biological Core Management Area, and Multiple Use Management 
Area. In Addition, the affected lands contain numerous "Special Elements" Pima 
County has committed to conserve, including springs, limestone outcrops, 
intermittent streams, oak/ grass ecotone, mesquite, and un-incised floodplain. It is 
paramount that impacts to these ecologically sensitive and important lands be fully 
considered in the EIS.

Organization

7163 19 How will the project impact the native flora and fauna of the area for generations to 
come?

Organization

7163 38 Questions to be answered in the EIS:
What are the potential ecosystem and health-risk effects of contamination and point 
and nonpoint source pollutions resulting from mine operations, especially with 
regard to uranium, lead, arsenic, thorium and other hazardous materials used and 
generated during and after the life of the mine's operations?
Which pollutants pose the greatest human and ecosystem health risks, and how much 
of these will be emitted into the environment?
What would be the human and wildlife-health related impacts of increased pollution 
due to mining operations?

Organization
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7163 40 Water pollution

Questions to be answered in the EIS:
What are the potential risks of surface and groundwater pollution from mining 
operations?
What water contamination prevention measures are proposed, and are they sufficient 
to safeguard sources of water vital to the health of human and natural communities?
Is there a risk that wildlife will drink contaminated water on-site, bringing 
contaminants off site and into the greater ecosystem?

Organization

7163 41 Light Pollution

Questions to be answered in the EIS:
How will light pollution from the mining operations impact the surrounding 
environment, including avoidance of the area by nocturnal wildlife species, and/or 
impacts upon foraging behavior and mitigation of birds and bats?

Organization

7163 56 Threatened, Endangered, Vulnerable, Sensitive Species & Habitat

The Santa Rita Mountains have long been recognized as an ecologically diverse and 
sensitive mountain range. The mountains, surrounding grasslands and desert are a 
globally-important biodiversity hotspot, providing important habitat for many 
species of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees and plants. The Santa Rita Mountains are 
a designated area of biological concern and a wildlife corridor that connects isolated 
habitats from central Arizona into northern Mexico at a regional scale.

Organization
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7163 59 In addition to the proposed Rosemont Mine, there are currently several proposed 
large new hardrock mines in close proximity to one another on the Coronado 
National Forest land: the Hardshell mine; the Four Metals mine; the Providencia 
Project; Humbolt Canyon; and the Margarita Mine. In each of the decision 
memorandums approving the mining CEs, the Forest Service states that the "District 
Wildlife Biologist determined that the proposed action would have no effect on 
Federally listed threatened and endangered species known to occur in the project 
area." From the information provided, it appears that the Forest Service did not 
consult with FWS, but instead summarily reached its "no effect" determination.

The Forest Service's no effect determination is contradicted by the best scientific data 
available. The Patagonia Mountains, Santa Rita Mountains and surrounding areas 
(including the California Gulch area where the proposed Margarita Mine is located) 
have been identified by leading biologists as "ideal habitat" for the jaguar, and the 
Arizona Game and Fish Department in 2003 identified the Patagonia Mountains as a 
"hotspot" for jaguar distribution, noting that it was part of an area where 55% of all 
historic jaguar sightings had occurred (Hatten 2003). The Patagonia and Santa Rita 
Mountains were both included within a zone identified as "the most suitable 
conservation area" for jaguars within the state of Arizona.

In addition to the wide-ranging jaguar, additional species listed under the ESA are 
known to occur in the region and thus may be directly or indirectly affected by 
concurrent mining projects, including: Chiricahua leopard frog, Gila chub, Gila 
topminnow, Longfin dace, Lowland leopard frog, Arizona shrew, Swainson's hawk, 
rufous-winged sparrow, Giant spotted whiptail, Pima pineapple cactus, western red 
bat, Mexican long-tailed bat, pale Townsend's big-eared bat, Lesser long-nosed bat, 
Mexican spotted owl and the Sonoran desert bald eagle. Because the road 
construction, vegetation clearing, habitat destruction and increased traffic resulting 
from numerous mine exploration and development projects would adversely affect 
habitat for these species, the Forest Service's failure to initiate section 7 
consultations, and its previous determinations that the mining projects would have 
no effect on listed species, is arbitrary and capricious and unlawful under the ESA.

Organization

7163 62 To comply with Endangered Species Act section 7(a)(2) safeguards, the federal 
agency taking action and FWS must initiate a cooperative analysis of potential 
impacts to listed species and their designated critical habitat known as a consultation 
process. Federal agencies must consult with FWS when their actions "may affect" a 
listed species or designated critical habitat. 50 C.F.R. ss 402.14(a). Federal agency 
actions include those projects "authorized, funded, or carried out by such agency." 
Id. "Action area" is defined broadly under the ESA implementing regulations to 
include "all areas to be affected directly or indirectly by the Federal action and not 
merely the immediate area involved in the action." 50 C.F.R. ss 402.02.

It is imperative that the EIS consider negative impacts to all species, including 
species of concern (state), or vulnerable (Pima County). In addition to these "listed 
species", we anticipate negative impacts to more common species such as white-
tailed deer, black bear, mountain lion, bobcat, javelina, northern gray hawk, ornate 
box turtle, Sonoran desert tortoise, among many others.

Organization
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7163 63 The proposed mine operations are projected to significantly increase truck traffic 
along State Scenic Route 83. This presents another wildlife-related concerns: 
negative impacts to landscape-level habitat connectivity and wildlife/ vehicle 
collisions. State Route 83 bisects portions of the "Rincons-Santa Ritas-Whetsons" 
wildlife linkage indentified in the ADOT-sponsored Arizona Wildlife Linkages 
Assessment (Nordhaugen et al. 2007). A detailed linkage design and report has been 
developed in conjunction with Northern Arizona University for this area (Beier et 
al.2007). This report states: "State Route 83 (Sonoita Highway) lies between the 
Santa Rita Wildland block and other two Wildland blocks. Only moderate traffic 
now occurs on this 2-lane road, so it is not a major barrier today. However, if the 
road is widened or traffic increases significantly, it could become less permeable to 
wildlife". The EIS must address the potential impact to landscape-level habitat 
connectivity.

Organization

7163 65 Questions to be answered in the EIS:
What direct and indirect impacts to threatened, endangered and sensitive species and 
their occupied and potential habitats will likely result from numerous proposed 
hardrock mining operations on the Coronado National Forest?
How will mining operations impact core habitat and wildlife linkages in the affected 
area? Will increased truck traffic on State Route 83 result in increased vehicle-
animal accidents, and if so, what is the projected number of increased roadkills per 
year, and how will vehicle-animal accidents impact wildlife populations, genetic 
exchange, human safety and economic damages incurred from wildlife-related 
accidents?

Organization

7166 2 I am writing with concerns I have about the proposed Rosemont Mine. I am a child 
welfare social worker in Pima County and my elderly parents live in Green Valley 
near and open pit copper mine. My objections to this mine are based on the 
following areas of concern. WATER: It's well documented that the Rosemont mine's 
operations will require a large quantity of precious groundwater. This groundwater 
pumping will lower the water table and could affect the viability of wells in the 
surrounding area, as well as creating potential environmental impacts to wildlife 
corridors and plant life. Will this concern be addressed in the environmental impact 
study? Also, how can Pima County citizens be sure that Rosemont mine's use of 
groundwater is a wise choice if our state encounters a long-term, serious drought and 
this water is needed by people and wildlife?

Individual

7166 7 HEALTH: The environmental hazards of open pit mining are well documented. How 
will the Augusta Corporation protect the public, wildlife and any threatened animal 
species, and surrounding natural ecosystem from potential water and air pollution?

Individual

7166 20 QUALITY OF LIFE: I have heard that the blasting and mining operations will go on 
24 hours daily at this time. How will the noise, vibration, and lighting from the mine 
affect people living in the area and what will be the effect on wildlife? I would be 
very concerned that nearby residents' ability to sleep would be impacted. Will the 
environmental impact study address such issues?

Individual
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7167 3 The billions of gallons of water required for development and operation of the mine, 
in any configuration, will be delivered at the expense of the environment, including 
water tables near and far, impacting habitat far beyond the mine's proposed 
boundaries, including Cienega Creek and even the Babocomari and San Pedro 
Rivers. The consumption of water and lowering of water tables is certain to greatly 
impact nearby residents and communities, also, and this impact must be examined. A 
complete study of the effects of water consumption must be conducted, and 
conducted comprehensively, realistically, and independently.

Individual

7171 3 The billions of gallons of water required for development and operation of the mine, 
in any configuration, will be delivered at the expense of the environment, including 
water tables near and far, impacting habitat far beyond the mine's proposed 
boundaries, including Cienega Creek and even the Babocomari and San Pedro 
Rivers. The consumption of water and lowering of water tables is certain to greatly 
impact nearby residents and communities, also, and this impact must be examined. A 
complete study of the effects of water consumption must be conducted, and 
conducted comprehensively, realistically, and independently.

Individual

7175 1 I am writing to identify and discuss an issue that should  be addressed in the 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Rosemont Copper Project: the effects 
of the project on roosts and foraging habitat for bats. In the Notice of Intent, this 
topic is part of an issue listed in the "Preliminary Identification of Issues:" effects on 
vegetation and wildlife, including those having special-status designations by the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), Arizona Game and Fish Department, 
Forest Service, Region 3 Regional Forester, and Forest Plan.

Individual

7175 3 Most people do not think about bats when considering the effects of a project on 
wildlife. However, bats are an integral part of the ecosystems in which they live. 
Unfortunately, many species of bats in the U.S. are declining, primarily from human 
disturbance to their roost sites and loss of foraging habitats. The Rosemont Copper 
Project may destroy roost sites, and will certainly destroy foraging habitat. It may 
also negatively affect reproductive success and drinking water quality. These issues 
must be addressed in the EIS.

Individual
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7175 8 One cannot determine the significance of a roost site by the number of bats or guano 
present. Surveys for all species of bats should be conducted throughout the action 
area. The standard accepted protocol for surveying caves and mines, written by Scott 
Altenbach, is to conduct multiple internal surveys at the same site in different 
seasons to look for bats or bat sign. External surveys ( sitting outside the entrance of 
a cave or mine waiting for bats to emerge) are safer than internal surveys but can 
only determine presence, not absence. The recommendation for a site where external 
surveys have yielded only negative data must be to preserve and protect the site.

Many people think that if bats lose one roost site, they can just fly to another one 
nearby. In fact, the characteristics of what makes a particular mine or cave suitable 
for bats is complex, and varies not just among species, but between the sexes of the 
same species and the time of the year. Most abandoned mines and caves are not used 
by bats. If roosts are found in the action area and plans are to destroy the area, 
careful decisions must be made based on knowledge of the species' ecology. The use 
of roost sites by bats must be looked at from a landscape level, and decisions on 
closing a particular site must be made with the knowledge of how that species uses 
all the sites in an area. Closing one particular, even when there are other occupied 
sites in the area, can cause the bats to abandon the area. A colleague of mine working 
with Townsend's big-eared bats witnessed this unfortunate situation in Nevada.

Foraging areas for insectivorous bats are lost when natural vegetation (harboring 
insects or being eaten by them ) is altered or destroyed. Different species of bats 
forage on different insects and have different maximum commuting ranges from their 
day-roosts. The Forest Service should know which species of bats forage in areas 
where vegetation will be destroyed by mine operations, and how far these foraging 
areas are from the roost site. The loss of foraging areas close to roosts, particularly 
maternity roosts, will have a greater negative effect on the bats than those areas 
farther away. The diversity of bats in the Santa Ritas, the diversity of foraging 
habitats, and the changing foraging patterns of the bats throughout the year makes it 
difficult to describe how special-status species and others will be affected by mine 
operations. However, a determination of effect cannot be made without this 
information.

Individual
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7175 9 Other issues concerning bats
Reliable water sources for drinking are important to bats in arid climates, particularly 
during the dry months and when mothers are lactating. It is generally thought that 
roosts need to be close to water source (Adams 2003). This is particularly true for 
maternity colonies where mothers must fly out to drink and eat, and then return to 
nurse their young.  Altering or removing water sources could affect the reproduction 
of local bat populations and possibly their survival. There is some evidence that 
females and young select water sources that contain the highest amount of dissolved 
calcium (Adams 2003).
Because most bats produce only one young per year, a decline in reproductive 
success will affect population dynamics, and recovery from a severe decline is slow. 
Surface water sources ma be affected by mining operations by being buried, 
contaminated, or through groundwater removal. A simple action such as removing or 
not maintaining a cattle tank may negatively affect a colony, particularly if there are 
not  other similar sources of water nearby. Altering the size of a water source, or 
access to it, affects which species can use it; a smaller water-surface area prevents 
less agile species from drinking. The Forest Service must determine  how the project 
will affect surface water quantity and quality within the project footprint, and 
throughout the action area. If the mine becomes operative, all water sources must be 
monitored for quantity and quality throughout the life of the mine, and negative 
effects corrected promptly and adequately.

Bats are sensitive to light and noise. The mine will produce large amounts of both. 
The effect of artificial light on bats is a complex issue, varies with species, and is not 
fully understood. However, if the mine operates as planned, 24 hours a day, those 
bats sensitive to light may avoid former foraging places near lighted areas. Increased 
traffic on roads and noise from the mine will likely have a negative effect on 
gleaning bats, such as pallid bats. In a controlled experiment, gleaning bats, which 
listen for sounds made by their prey, avoided foraging under continous broadband 
noise, and to some extent, under transient traffic noise. Traffic noise had a negative 
effect on the foreging success of gleaning bats up to distances of 50 meters (Schaub 
2008).

Heavy metals associated with mining operations can accumulate in bats; arsenic, 
copper, lead, mercury, and zinc are among the metals ingested by bats and found in 
their carcasses (Adams 2003). Insects that feed on plants contaminated by mine 
operations are ingested by bats. A study of bats living five miles from a copper 
smelter neat Morenci, Arizona found that the bats had taken up atmospheric mercury 
accumulated through the terrestrial food chain (Adams 2003).

Individual

7175 20 I have spent considerable time in writing these comments because I think most 
people are not aware of how difficult it is to obtain information on bats in the field, 
how different species are in their roosting and foraging requirements, and how 
vulnerable they are to changes in their environment. Bats as a group, and particularly 
the endangered and special-status species, must be given the same consideration as 
other species of wildlife in determining the effects that the proposed project will 
have on them.

Individual
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7184 2 Manganese, selenium, thallium. lead, copper, zinc, cadmium, aluminum, iron, and 
arsenic are all potential products of acid mine drainage. These toxic substances, 
together with sulfuric acid which can be 20-300 times more acidic that acid rain, can 
impact mammals, riparian vegetation, and most importantly, human health.   Acid 
mine drainage can last for thousand of years and cost millions of dollars to manage.

Individual

7188 5 Humans and wildlife would suffer illness and death.Individual

7192 4 The project as proposed will impact water resources and riparian areas both within 
and outside the project area. This includes impacts to washes, creeks, springs, and 
riparian habitat, including Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek. Both Davidson 
Canyon and Cienega Creek are within Pima County's Cienega Creek Natural 
Preserve, while Cienega Creek has been recognized as a national treasure and is 
protected within the Las Cienegas National Conservation Area. Both areas provide 
crucial habitat to numerous wildlife species

Organization

7192 13 CAP water is notorious for compiling the contaminants from agricultural and 
industrial processes throughout the Colorado River Basin, as well as for spreading 
invasive aquatic species and diseases.  Bringing these contaminants into such a 
relatively pristine basin poses obvious threats to the area's human and wildlife 
populations.

Organization

7192 18 Impacts to important wildlfe linkages: This project will have significant impacts to 
wildlife linkage zones present in and adjacent to the project area. A recent important 
study should be especially considered when evaluating these impacts.

The Arizona Wildlife Linkages Workgroup completed the Arizona Wildlife Linkages 
Assessment (Arizona Wildlife Linkages Workgroup 2007). This statewide 
assessment identified 152 potential linkage zones in Arizona, three of which are in or 
adjacent to the project area. Furthermore, the assessment identified important habitat 
blocks; the project area lies almost completely within one of these blocks. Of 
particular note is that one of these potential linkage zones (San Xavier to Sierrita - 
Santa Rita, Zone 92) was classified as one of 28 "high priority" linkage zones. The 
workgroup assessed both the biological value and threat and opportunity value of 
each zone and those that fell in the top quarter of both values were designated as 
"high priority." The biological imprtance score was dependent on the "size and 
habitat quality of habitat blocks and the ability of the zone to support special status 
species, aquatic ecosystems, and seasonal migrations." The threat and opportunity 
score was dependent on the "barrier effect of canals, roads, urbanization, and 
railroads" (threat) and "ongoing and proposed conservation efforts [along with] 
whether impending major road projects provide the opportunity to increase 
permeability of roads" (opportunity).

Given the presence of multiple critical wildlife linkage zones in or adjacent to the 
project area, it is essential that the full range of impacts to these linkage zones be 
considered in the EIS. Impacts include habitat fragmentation from the open-pit mine 
and associated tailings piles and waste facilities; excessive noise; road construction; 
and an increase in large truck traffic on I-10 and SR 83 and related impacts to 
wildlife crossing areas.

Organization

7197 2 In addition to providing a safe haven for wildlife in their evershrinking frontier, this 
area is a critical anchor for the humanity of Tucson

Individual
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7197 6 The inadequacy of water resources has been eloquently stated by many others - 
suffice it to say - I am intimately familiar with the fragile balance of water in this 
watershed from having designed the commemorative poster for the Las Cienegas 
National Conservation Area, across the highway and in direct path of the impact of 
the mine, which hosts the best remaining intact populations of native desert fish in 
the state, such as the longfin dace and the Gila topminnow. For more information on 
this, you can read the description in that poster on my website at: 
<http://home.mindspring.com/~matilda/lcncafront.htm>.

Individual

7197 11 From the tailings dust to the road traffic to the sound and light pollutiont to the 
habitat fragmentation, this mine would destroy the beauty of this valley, and in doing 
so, the lives and incomes of many who have investing years into building their 
homes and careers around it.

Individual

7198 7 The company also has committed to create a 25 million dollar endowment to be 
managed by Arizonans to benefit local communities. In addition, $500,000 will be 
donated by the company annually during mine operations to be used for the 
preservation of open space, mitigation of wildlife habitat and to meet other 
community needs.

Organization

7200 5 For the Rosemont Copper EIS, the Environmental Baseline includes a complete list 
of currently threatened and endangered species of both plants and animals and the 
current status of each, including whether they are stable, declining or improving. It 
must also include a full description of the wildlife habitat found in the area and 
current condition of that habitat, including current fragmentation, presence of 
invasive species, and other ongoing activities, even those conducted by other 
agencies that are currently impacting the habitat. It must also include current status 
of formal species and habitat protections that exist on in the area, most notably the 
designations under Pima County's Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan (SDCP) 
Conservation Land System (CLS).

Organization

7200 12 Impacts to Species
The EIS must fully outline the impacts to all species present in the project area

Organization
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7200 14 Impacts ot Wildlife Linkages
The EIS must consider impacts to wildlife linkage zones present in and adjacent to 
the project area. There are two previous efforts that should be especially considered 
when evaluating impacts to wildlife linkages.

First, Pima County's Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan identified six "Critical 
Landscape Connections" in Pima County. One of these critical landscape 
connections, across the I-10 corridor along Cienega Creek, lies due north and 
adjacent to the project area. Critical landscape connections are defined in section (1) 
above.

Second, in 2007, the Arizona Wildlife Linkages Workgroup completed the Arizona 
Wildlife Linkages Assessment (Arizona Wildlife Linkages Workgroup 2007). This 
statewide assessment identified 152 potential linkage zones in Arizona, three of 
which are in or adjacent to the project area. Furthermore, the assessment identified 
important habitat blocks; the project area lied almost completely within one of these 
blocks. Of particular note is that one of these potential linkage zones (San Xavier to 
Sierrita - Santa Rita, Zone 92) was classified as one of 28 "high priority" linkage 
zones. The workgroup assessed both the biological value and threat and opportunity 
value of each zone and those that fell in the top quarter of both values were 
designated as "high priority." The biological importance score was dependent on the 
"size and habitat quality of habitat blocks and the ability of the zone to support 
special status species, aquatic ecosystems, and seasonal migrations." The threat and 
opportunity score was dependent on the "barrier effect of canals, roads, urbanization, 
and railroads" (threat) and "ongoing and proposed conservation efforts [along with] 
whether impending major road projects provide the opportunity to increase 
permeability of roads" (opportunity).
Given the presence of multiple critical wildlife linkage zones in or adjacent to the 
project area, it is essential that the full range of impacts to these linkage zones be 
considered in the EIS. Possible impacts include: major habitat fragmentation from 
the open-pit mine and associated talings piles and waste facilities; excessive noise; 
construction of new roads; an increase in large truck traffic on SR 83 and related 
impacts to wildlife crossing areas; and loss of downstream surface water resources 
from new dams.

Organization

7201 9 It is our position that the United States Forest Service should insist on and 
participate in an extensive study to reveal the entire spectrum of negative impacts of 
open-pit mining on the following areas:
Water quantity
Water quality
Depletion  of the water table affecting agriculture on the west side of the Santa Rita 
Mountains
Road access, highway safety and highway maintenance
Impact on "Scenic Byway" Highway 83
Habitat fragmentation

Organization

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 58 of 83



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Wildlife and Habitat

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7202 13 6. Regarding Davidson Canyon; what is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers to suspend the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its 
tributaries as a navigable river? Will the resulting ease of the discharge of waste 
increase the amount of groundwater contamination by Rosemont via Davidson 
Canyon? How will this decision impact the Davidson Canyon? How will 
contamination be controlled and who will be responsible for such control? What is 
the impact on the water flow and quality of water, vegetation, and wildlife in the 
Cienega Creek area?

Individual

7211 7 Another aspect of pumping ground water for mine use is that it could damage caves 
in the area (and there are many) by draining water that keeps the caves environments 
humid. Caves in the region of the proposed Rosemont project have known 
archaeological sites as well as unique biological communities, and these would be 
irreparably impacted if water pumping were done to close to the caves, and because 
of the nature of the caves and the locations in which they occur, localized recharge 
would not be a viable means of protecting them.

Individual

7212 7 Another aspect of pumping ground water for mine use is that it could damage caves 
in the area (and there are many) by draining water that keeps the caves environments 
humid. Caves in the region of the proposed Rosemont project have known 
archaeological sites as well as unique biological communities, and these would be 
irreparably impacted if water pumping were done to close to the caves, and because 
of the nature of the caves and the locations in which they occur, localized recharge 
would not be a viable means of protecting them.

Individual

7222 2 The proposed mine site is situated in a critical area for wildlife habitat, recreation, 
and perhaps most importantly, the watershed for Pima County's Davidson Canyon 
Natural Preserve.

Individual

7222 8 There will be inevitable degradation of air quality, destruction of scenic views , 
negative impacts on tourism-related business, adverse impact on wildlife and wildlife 
habitat, and a slap in the face of our Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

Individual

7223 2 I am lodging a complaint regarding the proposed Rosemont Mine Project. I have 
frequently visited Sonoita area from my home is Seattle, Washington, and I have co-
facilitated workshops at the Epona Center at the Apache Springs Ranch. I am 
disturbed to hear that a mine is even being considered in this beautiful historic area, 
which would be forever marred by the irreparable damage a mine would cause to the 
landscape, the wildlife, and the environment, much less the rare peace and quiet I 
have experienced there, which is so unique and such a contrast to the now urbanized 
desert cities of Phoenix and Tucson.

Individual

7228 2 The problems that will be caused by mining in the Rosemont Ranch area are many, 
including damage to wildlife and wildlife habitat, increased truck traffic in an area 
that is a scenic byway and not meant for heavy use by mining equipment.

Individual

7230 3 It is worrying to think of the impact it will have on the wildlife, trees and vegetation 
that will be destroyed and the pollution that will do doubt affect the surrounding area.

Individual

7253 8 The Rosemont Valley provides unique habitat for wildlife, recreational opportunities 
such as hunting, hiking, off-road vehicle riding, horse back riding, bicycle riding, 
camping and bird watching.

Organization
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7253 12 The EIS should also consider what other nearby areas of the Coronado National 
Forest provide these same features and opportunities for the wildlife and people of 
Southern Arizona.

Organization

7253 14 The EIS should also consider what other nearby areas of the Coronado National 
Forest provide these same features and opportunities for the wildlife and people of 
Southern Arizona. How would Augusta/Rosemont Copper replace the habitat and 
recreational opportunities that would be lost during the life of the mine and after? 
The amount and types of land disturbance that would result from this proposal must 
be considered.

Organization

7253 27 Important considerations are the impact of air and dust pollution on the health of 
both employees and area residents, region- wide visual impact on scenery and view 
sheds and the impact on plant and animal life.

Organization

7253 36 - What species currently occur in or depend on the springs and perennial waters in 
this watershed an in what abundance?

Organization

7253 38  - What are the potentials for damage to the aquatic communities and ecosystems 
from this project.
 - Do present biological communities show any evidence of natural or man-made 
contamination caused by historic mining operations?
 - If any aquatic species are harmed by this project how would their demise affect the 
food chain in the area?
 - What is the potential for water catchments or storage ponds at the mine site to host 
invasive aquatic species that could harm the native species?
 - What are the possible impacts to the aquatic resources that could be affected by 
this project, and how would these impacts be mitigated?
 - How would the aquatic life and habitat be monitored during the entire project from 
start of construction to end of reclamation?

Organization

7253 51 Since the mine would require additional electrical power equivalent to the demand 
from a medium sized city  of 130,000 people, several impacts need to be investigated:
-Damage to animal and plant life, scenery and property values from the increased 
infrastructure (transmission lines, substations, etc.) that would be required.

Organization

7253 62 HEALTH IMPACTS
A number of questions need to be answered with respect to the health risks 
associated with the proposed mine:
-What are the types of chemicals that would be used at the mine, and how would 
they affect people and animals if they were released into the environment?

Organization

7253 64 HEALTH IMPACTS
A number of questions need to be answered with respect to the health risks 
associated with the proposed mine:
-What are the types of chemicals that would be used at the mine, and how would 
they affect people and animals if they were released into the environment?
-What are the concentrations proposed for use at the mine and at what concentrations 
do they become harmful to people or animals?

Organization

7253 69 The mine would cause many land disturbances, including loss of recreational land, 
loss of wildlife habitat and corridors, loss of open space, and viewsheds.

Organization
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7253 74 -Where is the nearest similar location that the displaced wildlife can use for habitat, 
foraging, breeding or migration?

Organization

7253 88 -How much would the aquifer be drawn down as a result of pit dewatering?
-How far from the pit would the effects of dewatering occur?
-How would this impact Davidson Canyon and the springs in the area?
-How would the dewatering of these local resources be mitigated by Augusta?
-How would Augusta compensate the public for the loss of wildlife watering 
locations, impacts to vegetation from lowering of the water table, and the general 
loss of riparian areas from pit dewatering?

Organization

7253 94 RECREATIONAL USES
The major concern is that elimination of this part of the Forest for recreational 
purposes will shift activities to already overcrowded places elsewhere in the Forest.
-What additional facilities will be made available?
-Who will pay for them, taxpayers or the applicant?
-What will be the effect on wildlife of this shift?

Organization

7253 131 An additional water consideration should be the effect on plant and animal life of 
any pipelines that are built to transmit water from well sites to the mine site. The 
impact from the pipe line construction must also be evaluated and a mitigation plan 
should be in place.

Organization

7253 135 WILDLIFE
According to Kurt Bahti (Arizona Game & Fish) many species of wildlife in the 
Santa Rita Mountains would be "devastated" by any level of open pit mining in the 
Rosemont Valley because of loss of habitat, boundary effects of industrialization, 
loss of corridors and fragmentation of forage and prey opportunities.
-What are the wildlife species that are found in the area, or likely to be found, that 
may be affected by this proposal?
-Which ones are threatened, endangered, species of concern, candidates for listing, 
or have other special status?
-What is the current condition and extent of the wildlife habitat in the project area, 
and the affected watershed?
-How would the project affect the wildlife and habitat?
-What physical and/or chemical agents would have the potential to cause harm to 
wildlife directly or indirectly?
-Which species were surveyed for and when were the surveys conducted?
-Were these surveys conducted over multiple years and seasons to get a true idea of 
what is there, due to the highly variable rainfall in this area that strongly impacts how 
species reproduce, and how easily they'll be found?
-Will new biological surveys should be conducted over several years to account for 
population variability from variable rainfall, new listings, etc.

Organization

7253 137 What is the projected wildlife mortality rate from the mine-related increase in traffic 
on highway 83? Which species are most likely to be impacted by the increased 
traffic? How would the company mitigate this impact?

Organization
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7259 1 The Tucson Herpetological Society is an organization dedicated to conservation, 
education, and research concerning the amphibians and reptiles of Arizona and 
Mexico.

The Tucson Herpetological Society on behalf of our membership want to facilitate 
the Forest Service NEPA precess by voicing our concerns of how the proposed 
Rosemont Copper mining operation might affect the herpetofauna and other wildlife 
of the area.  It is our opinion that Coronado National Forest as well as the entire 
Cienega Creek watershed could be adversely affected by an operation of this 
magnitude.

Individual

7259 3 Fish and amphibians are extremely sensitive to water quality.  Further more, these 
animals are low on the food chain supporting an entire ecosystem.

Individual

7259 5 Invasive Species

A hazardous byproduct of mining operations is water catchments or reservoirs that 
support invasive aquatic species and could potentially devastate native aquatic 
ecosystems down stream and throughout the watershed.  Many of the worst aquatic 
invasive species like green sunfish, crayfish, and bullfrogs depend on man made 
water impoundments to thrive in our arid climate.  These populations become 
breeding sites with dispersal events throughout the wet seasons.  Bullfrog dispersals 
have been documented to cover a radius of 8 miles from the source population in one 
summer.  Piping water from the Central Arizona Project could bring invasive aquatic 
pests to the facility threatening the entire watershed.  The Rio Grande leopard frog is 
an introduced species to the Colorado River that hybridizes with our native lowland 
leopard frogs producing sterile offspring.  There is potential for these invasive 
species to be transported via CAP water to the Cienega Creek watershed.

Individual

7259 6 Loss of Habitat

The immediate area of the proposed mine and the surrounding National Forest are 
habitat for many often overlooked reptiles and amphibians as well as other wildlife.

Individual

7304 2 We are deeply concerned about putting in the Rosemont Mine for the following 
reasons:

destruction of the headwaters into Davidson Canyon which would affect water to 
Cienega creek & the Pantano Wash & cause adverse conditions to the wildlife living 
in the mountains.

Individual

7311 3 Has there been a study of the ecological impact upon the area’s flora and fauna of the 
proposed mine?

Individual

7313 8 What are the impacts of dust and chemical dust suppressants on the health of the 
Area residents, wildlife, and vegetation?

Individual

7313 12 4. How will the proposed mine operations affect wildlife and vegetation in the area?Individual
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7313 38 11. There is a concern that Scenic Highway 83 does not have the capacity for mine-
related traffic. This highway is narrow with inadequate shoulders and has poor traffic 
visibility. Without major improvements, Scenic Highway 83 will not be able to 
safely handle the increased traffic from mine operations. The Highway is especially 
unsafe from Marker 44 to Interstate 10. Large trucks are routinely encountered 
driving over the centerline in this area because the roadway is narrow and often has 
not shoulders on either side of the road. What consideration will be given to the 
safety of the many bicyclists who enjoy riding along Scenic Highway 83? What 
measures are being taken by Rosemont to ensure that heavy mining traffic does not 
damage the pavement or make the road even more dangerous than it now is? Who 
will be responsible for improving and maintaining the road? What consideration is 
being given to the fact that free-roaming cattle can oftentimes be found on the 
"wrong side of the fence"? What planning is being done in consideration of the 
wildlife whose migratory paths intersect Scenic Highway 83?

Individual

7316 10 2)�The impacts on listed species (Threatened, Endangered, Sensitive, Species of 
Special Concern) such as losses due to:
a.�Habitat fragmentation and migratory routes disrupted by roads, fences, power 
lines and greatly increased traffic.

Organization

7316 15 f.�Degradation or outright loss of habitat.Organization

7323 2 Please see the attached picture of the deer which are on our property. We’ve had as 
many as 30 at one time. This mine will adversely affect the wildlife, including but 
not limited to mule deer, white-tailed deer and the many species of birds.
How will this be mitigated?

Individual

7325 2 I am opposed to the pit mine and would like a reconsideration of the environmental 
impact on the wildlife, as well as, a second look at how this mine will economically 
impact tourism and ranching in this specific area.

Individual

7327 8 The loss of wildlife, habitat, and recreation on the proposed mine site and dump.Individual

7327 16 The loss of hunting, camping and hiking opportunities; wildlife corridors; disruption 
of runoff waterways; and, potential to harm or disrupt freshwater springs.

Individual

7328 7 What about wildlife and recreational areas nearby?Individual

7329 5 Imagine wildlife whose home will be destroyed; where will they go? how will they 
live? What will happen when they disappear?

Individual

7334 3 First, the environmental impact is not negligible. This includes the scenic impact, the 
impact to wildlife and the impact to water and air quality in the Corona de Tucson 
and Green Valley area.

Individual

7334 7 It will also likely lead to health impacts to the human and wildlife inhabitants.Individual

7336 26 Environment- The Rosemont Mine's proposed plan will completely destroy over 
4,000 acres of land. Identify all flora and fauna that live here full time, part-time, and 
migrate through this wild corridor connecting Northern Mexico to the Rincon's , the 
Catalina's, and central Arizona…

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 63 of 83



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Wildlife and Habitat

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

7336 28 Environment- The Rosemont Mine's proposed plan will completely destroy over 
4,000 acres of land. Identify all flora and fauna that live here full time, part-time, and 
migrate through this wild corridor connecting Northern Mexico to the Rincon's , the 
Catalina's, and central Arizona… Specifically look at the risk to Tarahumara frogs, 
recently reintroduced in the Santa Rita's. Copper mine runoff is considered to be the 
most likely reason for their extirpation from Arizona in 1983, according to the Fish 
and Wildlife website. How many other threatened or endangered species exist here? 
How thorough can a handful of wildlife surveys be? How will all of the animal and 
plant species be affected by crushing, burying, heavy machinery, construction, 
chemical storage and ore processing facilities, blasting, lights, noise, dust, traffic, 
exposed contaminated surface water, rock and soil, exhaust, fumes, etc.?

Individual

7340 3 The area aforementioned within the Coronado National Forest are recognized 
biodiversity hotspot.
The Santo Rita Mountains and surrounding desert and grassland areas are globally 
recognized for the diversity of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees and plants.

Individual

7340 12 Destruction of wildlife habitat, wildlife movement corridors, native plants and 
ecosystems.

Individual

7343 4 Streams with high metal concentrations will not support desirable plant and animal 
life. Streams with a pH less than 4 are usually sterile except for acid tolerant bacteria 
and algae.

Individual

7348 15 3) Other impacts:
A) A vital wildlife corridor, identified by the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan will 
be disrupted.

Individual

7349 2 Please don't allow another travesty in beautiful and majestic Arizona to be developed 
by yet another large corporation which has no concern for your local quality of life 
for humans or the welfare of local wildlife.

Individual

7359 3 I wonder how it is that you can sell off not only the beauty of this area, but also the 
communities and their livelihoods to people who, not only don't live in our country, 
but don't care about the people, the wildlife and the natural beauty and resources of 
this area. You were entrusted with the stewardship of this land, and to approve this 
would betray the people, the land, and the history of the area. Once it's gone, it's 
forever.

Individual

7364 7 Having spent the past year not only working at, but also living at the Espona Center 
at Apache Springs Ranch, I have had a unique opportunity that few others share. In 
how many places can one still walk about in the night and be guided only by the 
light of the full moon, or look up on a clear evening at the wonder of a star filled 
sky? I've not only had the pleasure of spending hours enjoying the horses of the 
Espona herd, but have also watched in amazement as a bobcat wandered by in broad 
daylight, listened as a young mountain lion called for its mom in the late hours of the 
morning, and watched deer, foxes, and skunk move about the property on a daily 
basis. To sit and enjoy the setting sun in the company of hawks, owls, woodpeckers, 
hummingbirds and a multitude of other splendid birds is amazing. Who is it that is 
looking out for the interests of these magnificent creatures during this process?

Individual
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7371 4 Liabilities:
1. Draining potable water supply, which is more precious than copper, to thousands 
of residents. Contaminating water supply with toxins, that will be there forever, that 
wildlife and plants need to survive..

Individual

7374 2 This is not even limiting access to preserve the area but permitting a process that has 
significant impact on the beautiful natural setting and wildlife in the area

Individual

7377 2 Not only would this irreparably scar the land, it would displace the wildlife and 
destroy the ecosystem.

Individual

7379 7 The noise of heavy mining equipment, the added danger on a two lane scenic 
highway of 88 roundtrips daily of mine related vehicles, including 56 twenty four ton 
ore trucks, daily blasting, (seven days a week) air pollution from windblown dust and 
sulfuric acid and diesel fumes, the unlimited pumping of groundwater, destruction of 
wildlife habitat on the West side, is totally incompatible with the Peace and Serenity 
and… Conservation of the East side of Highway 83!

Individual

7379 10 There will be no peace for anyone in the Sonoita Valley and surrounding 
communities, nor for wildlife, if this mine is approved by the Forest Service… and 
this government agency will have failed to honor it's motto--"Caring for the Land 
and Serving the People."

Individual

7405 3 The risk to the wildlife is not worth the monetary human gain. I urge you to put a 
stop to this travesty before it's too late.

Individual

7410 1 We plead with you to please help this community, including all the wonderful birds, 
bears, deer, mountain lions that will be sacrificed for a mine owned by foreign 
companies and investors.

Individual

7419 10 For the wildlife that suffer or are killed, you will be responsible.Individual

7431 2 Importantly, the general area of the proposed mine is a vital wildlife corridor 
between the Santa Ritas and the Rincon Mts.

Individual

7442 2 Mining not only destroys habitats, but historically, mining companies have been hit 
with violations, more often than not. When regulations fail, we are left with those 
consequences.

Individual

7443 3 One of the places we love to enjoy, relish and share is the Santa Rita mountains, part 
of the Sky Island bioregion. Designated a World Biodiversity Hotspot by 
Conservation International, this region is both ecologically rich and imperiled by 
human development.

Individual

7443 14 And then there's loss of habitat not only for recreationists - the area is heavily used 
by mountain bikers, hikers, off-highway vehicles, bicyclists, and hunters - but for the 
wildlife that depends on the landscape for its home, corridor, existence. The Santa 
Ritas are recognized as an Important Birding Area (IBA) and the Sonoran Desert 
Conservation Plan lists part of the area around Rosemont as part of its Biological 
Core.

Individual

7451 19 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
27. Wildlife Corridors will be blocked-impact as this is project area

Individual
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7453 19 There are SO many issues and following is just a few to consider:
27. Wildlife Corridors will be blocked-impact as this is project area

Individual

7456 2 Our preliminary review indicates that despite any and all mitigation measures, this 
project will result in significant adverse impacts to wildlife, wildlife habitat, and 
wildlife recreation. We believe that the project will render the northern portion of the 
Santa Rita Mountains virtually worthless as wildlife habitat and as a functioning 
ecosystem, and thus also worthless for wildlife recreation. Furthermore, the project 
has great potential to impact wildlife and habitat  off the forest. We therefore do not 
support the development of the Rosemont Mine.

Government

7456 4 The mine plan of opertations (Section 3.3.3) states, "it is anticipated that disruption 
to wildlife habitat and use will be minimal." Further, the mine plan of operations 
(Section3.5.2.1.2) states, "loss of hunting ground is not expected to have significant 
impact on hunting in the area." The Department completely disagrees with both of 
these statements. The amount of land disturbance, traffic, noise, light, and general 
mining activity will completely disrupt wildlife in the area. Wildlife and hunting 
impacts will be much greater than the footprint of the active mine area.

Government

7456 26 We understand that Rosemont Copper Company plans to replace their ground water 
withdrawl with CAP water, but at least for now that replacement water is being 
provided into the aquifer at Avra Valley, 36 miles away from the withdrawl site. 
Depositing water into the Avra Valley will do nothing for the water table that 
supports the wildlife habitats around the Santa Cruz River and the Santa Rita 
Mountains.

Government

7456 27 If the water table is lowered around the Santa Cruz River or in the Santa Rita 
Mountains, the impacts to vegetation will adversely impact wildlife (which in turn 
impacts wildlife recreation).

Government

7456 31 The only way to insure that the mine does not impact water resources (and thus 
wildlife habitat) in the Santa Cruz basin is for the mine to use only CAP water and 
be prohibited from using ground water.

Government

7456 34 Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek and very important habitats for wildlife, and 
decreases in water flow to these habitats will adversely impact wildlife.

Government

7456 37 Any pollution of waters into Davidson Canyon and Cienega Creek will have 
significant adverse impacts to wildlife, including federally listed and sensitive 
species.

Government

7456 40 We also have a concern about failure of reclamation to occur or to be adequte for the 
needs of wildlife. Rosemont Copper Company tells us that mining operations can be 
completely rehabilitated. However, we have never seen this occur in Arizona's dry 
habitats. There is always a legitimate reason for the lack of reclamation, e.g., the 
mine is staying open to extract ore in the future, or the original company declared 
bankruptcy and is no longer responsible.

Government

7456 44 As we stated above, we believe that this mine will impact wildlife, wildlife habitat in 
an area that is much larger than the footprint of the mine. If this mine is permitted, 
the entire northern portion of the Santa Rita Mountains will be virtually lost of 
wildlife values.

Government
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7456 50 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Loss of game and non-game habitat

Government

7456 52 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Impacts to wildlife corridors that allow wildlife movement from blocks of habitat

Government

7456 57 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Monitoring of wildlife impacts.

Government

7456 59 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Impacts to wildlife from increased vehicular traffic, both on the Forest and off the 
Forest

Government

7456 60 Impacts to wildlife from dust and air pollution during construction, during mining 
operations, and after mining has stopped, both on the Forest and off the Forest

Government

7456 64 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Best Management Practices that protect wildlife, including birds and bats, from 
being killed by the toxic solutions on the site

Government

7456 65 As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Other 
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following.
-Habitat fragmentation

Government

7462 1 The proposed Rosemont Copper Project would destroy or degrade many square 
miles of habitat in the northern Santa Rita Mountains for the  wildlife (1) (2). 
Impacts from this large-scale mining operation would likely have far-reaching 
negative consequences for the conservation of wild species--the project area 
gateways principal habitat linkages in southeastern Arizona, connecting the 
Tumacacori-Atascosa and Santa Rita-Patagonia mountain ranges with the Rincon 
Mountains and other ranges to the north

Organization

7462 4 Frankly, this project, if approved, would cause tremendous damage to a vital core 
area of habitat for wildlife, as well as degrade or destroy what may be the most 
significant north-south movement corridor for wildlife in southeastern Arizona.

Organization

7466 9 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
-How will the mine ensure wildlife does not drink from the tailings pond?

Individual

7466 20 I would like you to address the following issues in the EIS.
- What is the effect of blasting on wildlife near the proposed mine?

Individual

7474 3 I would think the mining project would also adversely impact the wildlifeIndividual

7484 6 And of course I am opposed to the proposed mine on all the other issues cited by 
environmentalists: disruption of wildlife

Individual

7487 21 The Cienegas valley is a unique environment to all southern AZ with its high altitude 
grasslands and wildlife.  It is quiet, peaceful and beautiful.

Individual
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7487 25 Please provide an analysis and any related studies on the impact of species 
distribution due to the effects of blasting.  Will the local species such as owls, hawks 
and antelope currently ranging in the Northeast section of the Cienegas Reserve be 
displaced?  If they are displaces, can it be estimated by how much and how far?

Individual

7487 30 I am concerned about the immediate and long term effects on habitat.Individual

7488 3 It is especially difficult to estimate the impact of open pit mining on wildlife and 
wildlife habitat. The Santa Ritas are widely recognized as an Important Birding Area 
(IBA) and as difficult as it is likely to be, we believe that it is essential for the EIS to 
include multiple scenarios estimating the impact of both traditional and novel 
approaches to handling the waste materials generated by this form of mining 
throughout its active life, and for an extended period thereafter. These analyses 
should be detailed, taking note of the likely impact of this project on specific, highly 
valued, and especially vulnerable species common to the Rosemont area. We count 
among them: the lesser long-nosed bat, Chiricacahua  leopard frog, and yellow-billed 
cuckoo.

Individual

7491 3 I have concerns about the  the impact on the area's biodiversityIndividual

7491 6 With almost 4,000 acres being involved it will destroy wildlife habitatIndividual

7493 9 My other concerns are:
The effect of the mining operations on wildlife corridors in the area.

Individual

7495 6 The Santa Rita's represent a priceless and unique land heritage that deserves to be 
protected for its natural fauna

Individual

7497 2 This mine is no way helps our country.  A legacy of pollution and destruction of 
habitat, that as public lands we have a right and duty to protect.

Individual

7500 5 How is this going to affect the migration and mating habits of our ecosystem?Individual

7502 7 Questions remain regarding how this mine will affect:
5. habitat

Individual

7504 34 The effects of all this heavy metal contamination on the local; desert flora and fauna 
must be examined, especially in the streams and riparian areas adjacent to this 
proposed Rosemont mine.

7508
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7504 70 The northeastern Santa Rita Mountains receive approximately 18 to 22 inches of 
rainfall each year, almost twice that received by the adjacent valleys.  This rain, fresh 
and uncontaminated, flows from the mine area via two streams northeastward into 
Davidson Canyon and then into Cienega Creek and, finally, Pantano Wash, which 
drains westward toward Tucson.  The streams serve the following purposes:

1.  They create riparian zones that support healthy vegetation necessary for a diverse 
ecology and for control of erosion of stream banks.

2. They supply a number of springs and tinajas that are the source of water for 
countless birds and other animals, large and small, that inhabit the area.

3. They recharge small groundwater basins along their courses - the sources of water 
for a number of domestic wells.

4. They are a significant source of fresh, uncontaminated water for the Tucson 
groundwater basin, the source of most of Tucson's potable water.

5. They serve as treasured recreation sites for residents and visitors alike.

7508

7504 91 How will natural habitat and wildlife corridors be affected by the mining proposal 
and a proposed pipeline, and how will these impacts be mitigated?

7508
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7504 98 Toxic chemicals are used in the Flotation Process to separate the copper and out of 
the milled powder.  Link to a complete explanation of processing copper:  
http://electrochem.cwru.edu/ed/encycl/art-m02-metals.htm

This Flotation Process is the major extraction method where there is poor quality of 
the ore.  Xanthate chemicals produce bubbles that the copper adheres to and the "bad 
stuff" falls to the bottom. These chemicals used for flotation are hydrocarbons with 
complex configurations, but some are as simple as kerosene.  It is claimed that the 
volatile organics used in the Flotation Process do not go into the slurry that goes into 
the tailings impoundment because they are filtered out before the slurry goes to the 
impoundment.  This is not a sound analysis.

1) Filtration is not a treament technology for volatile organics.  Treatment is pushing 
air through the solution, which releases the volatile chemicals into the air, the 
equivalent of landfilling the waste chemicals in the air.

2) Some are amine compounds that break down into nitrates, so the presence of 
nitrates in the groundwater is an indicator of travel of these compounds, which can 
be very mobile in an oxygen solution (H2O).  

Some of the Chemicals Used in Flotatino Process and in the Thickening Process that 
takes the water out of the used slurry:

Alky Aryl Oxime
Petroleum Distillate
Sulfosuccinate surfactant
Alkyl Xanthate salt
Nalco 7873 - no chemical formula given
Alcohol/hydrocarbon blend

Pits become toxic lakes that are harmful to wild life and not consistent with a 
recreational area:  The operation plans to remediate the tailings and waste rock as it 
goes along, which means there will be no back-filling of the pit because there will be 
nothing to fill it with. When the operations cease, the pit will no longer be 
dewatered.  Therefore, the pit will fill with water from the ground and storms.  A 
natural lake has mud and clay lining, whereas the pit will be exposed minerals which 
will create a significant potential for acid water in the pits once the mining has 
stopped.  What will be the long term and cumulative impacts?  How will this be 
prevented and mitigated?

7508
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7504 103 The Forest Service has written a report on the flooding by groundwater of open-pit 
mines in several abandoned mines in Region 6 pit lake.  Water quality in these pit 
lakes varies from highly acidic to alkaline.
Www.fws.gov/pacific/ecoservices/envicon/pim/reports/Reno/PitMines.htm

The Berkeley Pit in Butte, Montana is a 1.5 square mile open pit approximately 
1,700 feet in depth.  Ground water has infiltrated the open pit and created a pit lake 
about 710 feet in depth containing 30 billion gallon of water with a pH of 2.5.  Birds 
landing these acidic pit lakes can ingest this water which causes severe trauma to 
their gastrointestinal tracts and eventual death.  The acidic water also removes 
natural oils from the birds' feathers causing them to die by drowning or 
hypothermia.  In 1995, the Berkeley Pit proved lethal to over 300 snow geese which 
used the pit lake as a migratory stopping place.

7508

7504 138 What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the 
Coronado National Forest from the deleterious impacts of daily blasting?  What will 
be the cumulative environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of this blasting on 
nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the Coronado National Forest?

7508

7504 142 What will be done to protect nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the 
Coronado National Forest from the deleterious impacts of daily blasting?  What will 
be the cumulative environmental, economic, and cultural impacts of this blasting on 
nearby residents, wildlife, and recreational users in the Coronado National Forest?

7508

7504 151 Intensive development of the site as an open pit mine will result in loss of a 
significant portion of the wildlife habitat and movement corridor on the eastern side 
of the Santa Ritas, potentially impacting endangered, threatened, and candidate 
species, in addition to priority vulnerable species or species of special concern.

7508

7504 153 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.

7508

7504 157 The foot-print of the Rosemont Mine is stated to come within four miles of Madera 
Canyon; a world known birding area that harbors several rare species of birds, some 
endangered.  The wetlands within Madera canyon are spring fed possibly sharing the 
same source as the springs within the proposed Rosemont Mine area.

Since these spring fed wetlands share the same water source will Madera canyon's 
wetlands suffer from the Rosemont mine: and, what will be the effect of the 
Rosemont mining project on endangered wildlife and these birds?

Has Rosemont contracted biological population studies on all species of endangered 
wildlife; and, can they say with certitude that their mine will not endanger the 
wildlife and International tourism to the Santa Cruz valley?

7508
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7504 159 The foot-print of the Rosemont Mine is stated to come within four miles of Madera 
Canyon; a world known birding area that harbors several rare species of birds, some 
endangered.  The wetlands within Madera canyon are spring fed possibly sharing the 
same source as the springs within the proposed Rosemont Mine area.

Since these spring fed wetlands share the same water source will Madera canyon's 
wetlands suffer from the Rosemont mine: and, what will be the effect of the 
Rosemont mining project on endangered wildlife and these birds?

Has Rosemont contracted biological population studies on all species of endangered 
wildlife; and, can they say with certitude that their mine will not endanger the 
wildlife and International tourism to the Santa Cruz valley?

7508

7509 4 Those of us who live here and will be directly impacted by the environmental 
damage to our landscape, water, wildlife - and perhaps even our abiltiy to remain in 
our homes- have no voice in this matter.

Individual

7510 3 The proposed mining site is contiguous with the Santa Rita Mountains and I am very 
concerned about the LOSS OF CONTIGUOUS WILDLIFE HABITAT which is a 
well-documented concern amongst conservationists (Google :loss of contiguous 
wildlife habitat: and explore websites such at that of the Vermont Fish and Wildlife 
Department).

Individual

7514 1 The proposed mine will endanger wildlife in the surrounding areas, especially 
Madera canyon, Box canyon, Gardner canyon, Davidson canyon, Las Cienegas NCA 
and Cienega Creek Preserve.

Individual

7514 17 I am extremely concerned about the impact the mine will have on birds and wildlife 
in the area. Some of the birds and wildlife seen in this area are not seen anywhere 
else in the United States. People come from all over to view wildlife in this area. The 
value of tourism is long reaching and not dangerous to the environment. The copper 
in these mountains is a limited resource that will play out in a few years leaving an 
environmental hazard in its wake. The damage the mine will cause cannot be undone 
and the area will never be restored to its former beauty.

Individual

7517 6 However, along with the vast majority of Forest Service Volunteers in Southern 
Arizona, I want to express my deep concern and negative feelings about a mne in 
that area.  Depletion of water table, diminished air quality due to both mining 
operation and increased traffic, negative implact on home values, depletion of flora 
and therefore fauna in the area are some of the concerns.

Individual

7523 8 In the PRISTINE environment of the proposed mine site,  the earth itself would be 
killed, to say nothing of its flora and wildlife, who with each such undertaking have 
less and less habitat.

Individual

7540 3 The mearns habitat needs to be protected at all cost.Individual
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7546 7 People travel from all over the United States and Arizona to hunt Mearns quail in the 
Santa Ritas. Southern Arizona is one of the only places to hunt these quail, the other 
being a small part of New Mexico. The proposed tailings area would destroy 
thousands of acres of prime Mearns habitat - rolling hills of oak with grassy cover. 
This is also ideal habitat for Coues whitetail deer. Because the area is relatively 
accessible from FS 62 ( or "Box Canyon road"), it is a favority destination for 
sportsmen. I regularly travel down to the area in quail season to hunt. The economic 
benefit to the community provided by hunters like myself and others should be 
considered.

Individual

7546 9 Additionally, the Arizona Fish and Game Department along with local chapters of 
the National Wild Turkey Federation recently has reintroduced Gould's turkey in the 
area. Arizona is the only state in which these turkey may be legally hunted. The hills 
in the proposed area are vegetated with oak and grass, which are ideal winter and fall 
habitat for wild turkey populations. There are also canyons that contain pools and 
perennial water sources, as well as several springs in the area. The mining developers 
propose to bury these areas in tailings, thus completely eliminating and negatively 
impacting areas where dispersing turkey populations could eventually establish 
themselves. The operation of the mine also presents a threat to the turkey populations 
due to noise, light, and dust. The footprint of the operations will likely exceed 
beyond the large tailings piles. 

The US Forest Service in cooperation with the Arizona Game and Fish Department 
should study the impact of the mine on the Gould's reintroduction program and the 
ability for growing populations to reproduce and disperse prior to issuing any EIS or 
draft EIS.

Individual

7550 4 Intensive development of the site as an open pit mine will result in loos of a 
significant portion of the wildlife habitat and movement corridor on the eastern side 
of the Santa Rita's, potentially impacting endangered, threatened, and candidate 
species, in addition to priority vulnerable species or species of special concern. The 
Santa Rita's are recognized for the biological values and are an Important Bird Area 
(IBA). In addition,the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan lists part of the area around 
Rosemont as part of the Biological Core.

Individual

7550 6 Intensive development of the site as an open pit mine will result in loos of a 
significant portion of the wildlife habitat and movement corridor on the eastern side 
of the Santa Rita's, potentially impacting endangered, threatened, and candidate 
species, in addition to priority vulnerable species or species of special concern. The 
Santa Rita's are recognized for the biological values and are an Important Bird Area 
(IBA). In addition,the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan lists part of the area around 
Rosemont as part of the Biological Core.

Individual

7562 3 These site diagrams also show that the tailings piles will be 600 to 1000 feet 
(southern end to northern end) higher than the current exisiting terrain. This increase 
is the equivalent of a wall of 60 to 100 story buildings over a length of 
approximately three miles of the western side of the Sonoita Hwy. All of the flora, 
fauna, wildlife and recreation associated with the buried Barrel Canyon drainage area 
will be eliminated or changed forever.

Individual
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7563 2 We are land owners near the proposed mine. This is a terrible idea. It will ruin the 
area and destroy the habitat. Mines can be placed further from city limits. Not near 
homes.

Individual

7566 2 Do not build the mine. Save our animals!Individual

7571 11 This proposal would disturb extensive amounts of Forest Service land. The EIS 
should analyze the amounts and types of land disturbances that would result from 
this proposal. Many existing land uses would never be replaced if this mine were 
approved, including loss of recreational land, loss of wildlife habitat, loss of wildlife 
corridors and foraging opportunities, loss of watershed functions, loss and damage to 
water resources, loss of soil and plant resources, loss of open space, and loss of 
viewshed. The EIS should determine whether these losses are worth the benefits 
from this mine, and determine how these extensive land disturbances should be 
mitigated.

Individual

7571 32 Many studies have shown that the Santa Rita Mountains contain important wildlife 
habitat and serve as a key migration corridor from Mexico to the Rincon/Santa 
Catalina Mountains. The EIS should determine which wildlife species are found in 
the area, or are likely to be found, that may be affected by this proposal. It should 
determine which ones are threatened, endangered, species of concern, candidates for 
listing, or have other special status. The EIS should determine how these species use 
the area, and how far the displaced wildlife must go to find similar habitat for 
foraging, breeding or migration. Surveys must be conducted to determine the 
presence, absence and abundance of each of these species. Similar information and 
surveys must be conducted for plants species, also.

For example, the Rosemont Talussnail (Sonorella rosemontensis) is likely to be 
found here as it is endemic to the Santa Ritas. The Arizona Game & Fish Heritage 
Database states that the type locality for this species is "the Santa Rita Mountains, 
North end at Station 49 near Rosemont, Pima County; elevation not given, but 
collected later at ca 5,500 ft" (Bequaert, J.C., and W.B. Miller 1973. The Mollusks 
of the Arid Southwest. The Univeristy of Arizona Press, Tucson, Arizona).

At least four species of State protected reptiles are known to reside at this site: ridge-
nosed rattlesnake, rock rattlesnake, desert tortoise and the Gila monster. Surveys 
must be conducted to determine whether these species are present in the area, and in 
what abundance. Surveys for reptiles, and all wildlife and plant species should be 
conducted over several seasons over multiple years to account for variations in 
climate that affect population abundance.

Individual

7579 11 Wildlife and Wildlife habitat: With intensive development of the site as an open pit 
mine this will result in a significant portion of the wildlife habitat and movement 
corridor on the eastern side of the Santa Rita's. This could impact endangered 
species. This is a wonderful birding area and this would be impacted.

Individual

7579 13 Wildlife and Wildlife habitat: With intensive development of the site as an open pit 
mine this will result in a significant portion of the wildlife habitat and movement 
corridor on the eastern side of the Santa Rita's. This could impact endangered 
species. This is a wonderful birding area and this would be impacted.

Individual
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7582 13 We believe that the Rosemont mine would negatively impact the air, water, scenic 
view, recreation, wildlife, plantlife and traffic within a far reaching area surrounding 
the mine and that these negative long term impacts for many US citizens should not 
be overlooked so a few can gain financial reward for the short term.

Individual

7587 5 Other concerns are that mining activities will negatively impact the abundant wildlife 
habitat of animals and plants, including that of endangered species such as the Pima 
Pineapple cactus.

Individual

7588 7 We regularly have 20-30 mule deer on our property and 4 white tailed deer, along 
with many, many different types of birds. There is no question that all of these 
animals will not be handing around while this mine is constructed and operated 24/7 
every single day of the year.

Individual

7590 1 My biggest question is if the rosemont mine were in place how can you assure that 
the protected creatures and habitat of these areas would stay a viable life sustaining 
home. The measures proposed do not prove that these areas would stay safe from 
pollution, how would a clean up bill restore the habitat, water and delicate balance to 
the vital and unique area?

Individual

7592 41 A cursory examination of listings by the US Fish and Wildlife Service resulted in an 
endangered species, the Pima Pineapple Cactus, whose range is well within the 
proposed project area. Further attention should be paid to ensure all appropriate 
species are included.

Individual

7592 42 Considerable disturbance will be produced by proposed activity on the west side of 
the Santa Rita Mountains. Analysis of the issues concerning endangered and 
sensitive species should be undertaken for this area as well.

Individual

7595 4 Just a few of the reasons that generate the most concensus include: The impact on the 
local roads/traffic, the tremendous waste of water and what that will mean for local 
residents, the destruction of the environment including plants, animals, forests, etc, 
the eyesore it will create, and the fact that this is an endeavor owned and operated 
primarily by foreign concerns.

Individual

7598 30 The Cienegas valley is a unique environment to all southern AZ with its high altitude 
grasslands and wildlife. It is quiet, peaceful and beautiful. Scenic Hwy 83 is the 
gateway to this environment which will be impacted forever if this project goes 
forward. Regular blasting with the sonic & seismic effects could likely impact local 
species and their distribution.

Individual

7598 31 Please provide an analysis and any related studies on the impact of species 
distribution due to the effects of blasting. Will the local species such as owls, hawks, 
and antelope currently ranging in the Northeast section of the Cienegas Reserve be 
displaced? If they are displaced, can it be estimated by how much and how far?

Individual
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7598 40 a) Please provide analysis of air constituents as a function of distance and direction 
from mining operations and year of operation. Analysis should include all stimulus 
factors such as dust generation from blasting, shoveling, hauling, dumping, and 
grading, emissions from power generation and vehicles both onsite and in transit, use 
of chemical volatiles in the course of operations, effectiveness of dust control 
techniques, variability of the local climate and winds, and changes in the local micro-
climate due to effects created by mining operations such as wind pattern changes 
created from the pit and waste tailing mounds. Please provide an uncertainty analysis 
on these predicted effects.

B) Please provide the long term health effects of item a above.

C) Please provide the plant and animal effects of item a above.

Individual

7600 2 This whole area is truly a natural sanctuary for the vast amount of wildlife that 
inhabit this very blessed spot on Mother Earth.

Individual

7620 3 Has there been a study of the ecological impact upon the area's florn and fauna of the 
proposed mine?

Individual

7630 4 There will be the destruction of animals, birds.Individual

7632 4 Water will go into hole in ground, will impact Cienega Creek bought also for 
wildlife habitat

Individual

7642 4 It will harm too many animalsIndividual

7648 2 This is NOT a "not in my backyard" situation. To say this is to be little wildlife 
issues.

Individual

7650 14 We live in the Sonoran Desert, with limited water.  Water dictates life here.  It is 
absolutely critical for human, animal

Individual

7651 9 Myself and friends and family have enjoyed this area for over 40 years. It has a lot of 
wildlife, whitetail and mule deer javelina. Coati's, bobcats and mountain lions,etc. If 
they are hunted they are a renewable resource. If you take their home away they will 
be gone forever.

Individual

7652 8 How does Rosemont mine plan to protect the animals of the Coronado National 
Forest from being buried alive under the hundreds of tons of dirt which they plan to 
cover the 4,400 acres with?

Individual

7654 3 OUR WILDLIFE,Business

7655 3 In order to mine copper you must extract much more rock than copper. What this 
means is that there are huge areas of ground and wildlife habitat destroyed during the 
mining for copper.

Individual

7692 1 The Santa Rita Mountains are an important range within the sky island region, 
providing important habitat for a wide array of wildlife species.

Organization

7694 1 All aspects of mining compromise & destroy the environment and sensitive wildlife 
habitats.  Unless these issues are adequately addressed, we hope the Rosemont Mine.

Organization
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7698 2 This mine is counterproductive to the conservation goals of this community and 
would result in habitat destruction, fragmentation.

Organization

7809 3 THE PROPOSED ROSEMONT MINE WILL HAVE DRAMATIC AND 
IRREVERSABLE IMPACTS:

IMPACTS ON OUR WATER, OUR WILDLIFE, CULTURE AND 
ARCHAEOLOGY---

Business

8594 6 I really think that the impact on the wildlife and the scenic values there do not make 
it worth this mine.

Individual

8604 1 I just wanted to oppose the Rosemont Mine for the environmental reasons as far a 
the animals, the pollution, air pollution, and noise pollution and, uh, draining the 
water table. Also for the health hazards it's going to cause for the people in the area.

Individual

8622 2 the Santa Ritas are home to many beautiful animals, bear, deer, lions and where will 
they relocate.

Individual

8642 3 I live in Benson, which is a short ways away from where the Rosemont Mine has 
been proposed. That is absolutely total destruction of a beautiful area. The 
environment, the animals, the people that live nearby, and the biggest issue is the 
water and the traffic that will be generated by this absolute horrendous idea of 
running trucks, working 24 hours, 7 days a week is absolutely insane.

Individual

8663 3 Cienega Creek, which by the way Augusta wants to fill (unintelligible) Canyons, yet 
claims no impact to the Cienega Creek water shed. And Davidson Canyon and not 
only wildlife habitats as well as Rosemont are decreasing water tables, peace, beauty, 
solitude and scenic (unintelligible) for thousands of out of state tourists all in seeious 
peril of becoming a beautiful memory our children will only have heard of.

Individual

8680 5 With so many people living in Southern Arizona now, water has become a precious 
commodity.  Far more valuable than copper or other minerals in the earth.  
Regardless of how many EIP's are conducted, the Rosemont Mine poses a potential 
threat to our water table, the wells, the wildlife and the scenic beauty of the Santa 
Rita Mountains.

Individual

8703 4 The animal life there, the beauty the fact that it is in a very pristine and lovely area 
close to the Tucson area, which is growing, is not an auspicious place to have the 
mine.

Individual

8704 4 The animal life there, the beauty the fact that it is in a very pristine and lovely area 
close to the Tucson area, which is growing, is not an auspicious place to have the 
mine.

Individual

8715 4 A hundred years from now, nobody will know the difference as far as the shape of 
the mountain is concerned or the effects of the mining of the remedial aspects that 
are in play now will not damage anything over the long run and the wildlife will 
benefit as they have from the former AMAMAX mine. That mine being alive with 
deer heards and coyotes and bobcats and other wildlife.

Individual

8730 2 I'm against open pit mining for copper, and it's too close to Tucson, for one. And I 
don't like it. I'm not against it in the state, but I'm against being so close to Tucson, 
and mostly because of the way it affects the animals and the water.

Individual
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8740 2 Ecologically, it has a very negative effect on the wildlife and many other aspects of 
ecology.

Individual

8784 2 And I want you to know that I have spent quite a bit of time in the area that the 
Rosemont Mine is going to be. It is a beautiful and in many ways pristine area with 
unique land and in -- unique plants and animals that simply can't be found any place 
else. It's an area where many people go for recreation and spend time.

Individual

8802 2 Animal life and ecosystems will be harmed if the mine is built.Individual

8806 4  I think that it is of very, very deep concern to me related to what it will do to our 
water table, and the impact on wildlife,

Individual

8806 11 and we will have a disruption of the wildlife.Individual

8865 6 It's a sky island and there are many plants and animals that I think should be 
preserved.

Individual

8874 5 I would like to go on record strongly objecting to the Rosemont Mine project.  The 
reasons are inadequate water, and water contamination, air pollution, destruction of 
habitat and other safety issues.

Individual

8882 3 We're also concerned that it will ruin the environment for the wildlife.Individual

8883 3 I'm concerned about how the toxins from the road that isn't going to be kept dust free 
by water but by chemicals, how that will affect the terrestrial species such as snakes 
and lizards, horny toads, turtles, or the tortoises, how that will be affected. That 
needs to be studied and the affects of that also need to be made known to the public.

Individual

8896 5 What planning is being done in consideration of the wildlife whose migratory paths 
intersect Scenic Highway 83?

Individual

8903 5 Regarding Davidson Canyon; what is the impact of the decision by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers to suspend the designation of the Santa Cruz River and its 
tributaries as a navigatable river? Will the resulting ease of the discharge of waste 
increase the amount of groundwater contamination by Rosemont via Davidson 
Canyon? How will this decision impact the Davidson Canyon? How will the 
contamination be controlled and who will be responsible for such a control? What is 
the impact on the water flow and quality of water, vegetation and wildlife in Cienega 
Creek area?

Individual

8906 5 Have studies been done to compare "mine" vs. "no mine" and the impacts on the 
economy, tourism, recreation, the ecosystems, vegitation, wildlife, groundwater, 
surface water, water quality and availability, roadways and emergency services? If 
so, are the studies available for public scrutiny? If studies have not been done, what 
is the reason for this inaction?

Individual

8922 3 STOP MAKING WILDLIFE LOOK FOR A PLACE TO EXIST!!!!!!Organization

8933 1 Wildlife should rate over a mine!Organization

8987 2 The loss of this beautiful area would be staggering. For those of us who live nearby, 
the loss of wildlife is just unthinkable.

Organization
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9147 5 It is sad day to think that our county and state leadership would approve destroying 
the wildlife.

Organization

9155 1 We have so little left as legacy to our future generations, so little that indicates our 
respect for the land whose biodiversity assures the future of the earth on which all 
living things depend for survival.

Organization

9236 1 There is too much destruction in the proposed mining proposal and would destroy 
too much of a delicate habitat of the Sonoran Desert.

Organization

9265 1 A large mine at Rosemont would imperil biological values in Davidson Canyon and 
Cienega Creek.

Organization

9299 2 Stop destroying what's left of scarce wildlifeOrganization

9346 3 This is home to a large diversity of fauna.Organization

9394 2 The area is biologically important and should be protected from the deleterious 
impacts that a copper pit mine would have on the area.

Organization

9462 1 Mining will be a travesty for the biodiversity- just say NO!Organization

9488 4 I urge the US Forest Service to do the right thing -- protect this landscape important 
to wildlife by rejecting Augusta's Mining Plan of Operations and withdrawing these 
lands from Mineral Entry to ensure their permanent protection from mining.

Organization

9510 1 save the wildlifeOrganization

9532 2 The Santa Ritas are our favorite areas for exploring. I have seen may different types 
of wildlife.

Organization

9599 1 Preserve wildlife for future generations.Organization

9629 1 I am strongly opposed to any further degradation of wildlife habitatOrganization

9641 3 I oppose the loss of such a wonderful area to such a greedful and useless need this 
area has FAR TOO many Copper mines as it is and I see no reason to ruin the habitat 
and the wildlife corridor for a developer who not only is NOT a citizen of our 
country (and should have no right to buy it) nor are they acting in the best interest of 
the area and its residents.

Organization

9659 2 This land is far more valuable to the residents of Arizona as it is - a home for 
wildlife - then it would be degraded as a mine. Please to not allow this to happen to 
this beautiful land.

Organization

9671 4 It is a disgrace to rob future generations of this beautiful area with such a rich 
history. Furthermore, it would be a shame to lose the Rosemont area to a short-
sighted, greed driven lot with no true regard for the land, much less the  animals.  I 
believe that only a huge outcry from the public will put a halt to Canadian-based, 
Augusta Mining's "fifty billion dollar dream".

Organization

9698 1 We have to protect our natural habitats!!!Organization
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9718 1 We are required, as citizens of the Earth, to protect nature and preserve what little 
balance there is between man and the environment, including all of what the 
environment encompasses. When we take all native habitat away from the organisms 
that have survived there, where will they go? Will we continue to exterminate these 
"pests" when they have no other choice but to survive in our houses and yards?  This 
land is a corridor and vital territory for millions of animals. It is bad enough that new 
hoursing developments are encroaching on this beautiful wilderness, the last thing it 
needs is a mine.

Organization

9844 1 This land is too precious of a wild life area to be minedOrganization

9849 2 Please save all the animals, This can not be replaced, we our the caretakers of this 
earth.

Organization

9918 3 There is nothing positive which can come from mining the Santa Rita Mountains -- 
only a detrimental & destructive impact to the  wildlife. Who benefits? only the 
mining companies and then they move on. This must not happen.

Organization

9967 1 There are numerous unique fauna that occur in the Santa Ritas and to consider 
mining them is a travesty. Particularly with the Bush Administration working harder 
every day to loosen or remove any ecological operational mandates that promote 
preserving the surrounding areas and watersheds.  Together, allowing this mining to 
go through under the rule of the current administration is a time bomb the US Forest 
service will regret.

Organization

10092 2 Please consider carefully the cost to our natural habitat, to our diminished wildlife 
sanctuaries.

Organization

10110 1 This area is too valuable to scar. Our wildlife depend on this unspoiled area.Organization

10115 2 Save the habitat & open space for society & wildlife.Organization

10116 2 Save some wildlife habitat! Do we have to destroy everything? Stop the mine!Organization

10140 3 The needs of wildlife should take precedence over the economic benefits to a private 
enterprise.

Organization

10161 2 This area represents an irreplaceable wildlife resource. The long term benefits of 
managing the area as such, far outweighs the short term benefits of its use for 
mineral extraction.

Organization

10255 3 Only if there were an ecologically friendly way to mine, which didn't kill the animals 
would I even consider any mines.

Organization

10255 5 I love precious stones and copper and other beautiful minerals, but I would rather do 
without them than endanger animals and ruin the earth.

Organization

10279 1 This is a unique and important bird and wildlife habitat area that should remain 
undeveloped by extractive industries.

Organization
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10296 1 I would just like to say that Rosemont is my favorite place to bowhunt for deer. Ive 
seen alot of deer in their, to include some trophy bucks, Up, until they started cutting 
roads there. And now I don't see nearly the deer I use to. Before I could go in there 
every wekend and see deer. Now, youre lucky if you see a deer. Especially the 
bucks! Ive also seen alot of other wildlife in there too, some people hardly ever see 
or it is rare to see in the wild. Such as Mountain Lion, and seen a badger in there one 
time. Two coyotes were chasing it, I would imagine the coyotes, would be in for a 
big surprise once they caught up to the badger.

Organization

10304 1 Our natural habitats are more precious than a handful of short-term jobs. Join the 
fight!

Organization

10347 1 preserve habitat for future generationsOrganization

10352 1 This propsed mine will be a disaster to the Santa Ritas and surrounding areas in 
terms distruction of habitat and eco systems.

Organization

10370 1 I oppose the mine due to environmental concerns. This area has high wildlife value.Organization

10405 1 There is already encroachment by houses, mining would decimate the area which is 
rich in birdlife and other important species particular to this habitat which I visit 
frequently. Because of the this important bird area and sky island, many visitors from 
all over the world come and provide ongoing revenue for the state and local 
merchants. The mining would be a one shot deal and give revenue to the industry. It 
is not sustainable and would not be renewable. Mining would change the area 
forever. Please do not let this happen. Thanks.

Organization

10559 3 The impacts to the animals by mining operation is completely unacceptable.Organization

10584 1 Pronghorns! YEAH! YEAH!! YEAH!!!!!Organization

10706 3 They won't care about what they distroy let alone the wild life!Organization

10777 2 This area is not suitable for mining due to the inevitable harm and degradation it will 
do to the wildlife

Organization

10798 2 landowner near mine concerned about  environmentOrganization

10799 2 Please save our wildlifeOrganization

10807 1 Please don't let one of the best birding areas in the World be desecrated.Organization

10809 2 save our  wildlife...PLEASE!!Organization

10810 2 save our wildlifeOrganization

10819 5 I strongly oppose any mining activity in the Rosement Ranch area. It would have 
devastating long term negative impact on the animals in the area.

Organization

10839 3 Save our animal life!Organization

10877 3 More damage to the planet, irreversible destruction to the wild life and natural fauna.Organization

10905 2  It is important to preserve wildlife corridors.Organization
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10924 2 Stop the destruction of our  wildlife in our state by big corporate businesses and 
corrupt politicians who are destroying our planet and the future of generations.

Organization

10928 1 I feel the value of biodiversity in the area and preservation of habitat are critical so 
that mining should not be allowed in this area.

Organization

10960 2 This is a bad idea for the residents who live in the area, not to mention the 
destruction of a diverse animal preservation.

Organization

10978 1 Save the enviroment and it's wildlife, don't allow the mining.Organization

10997 1 Bad choice for a location. Too much biodiversity is lost to outweight the gain in 
copper ore.

Organization

11000 1 It would be an extreme shame to destroy such diversity of wildlife.Organization

11023 1 Habitat destruction must be stopped.Organization

11047 14 As the dry tailings, according to my understanding, have not been tried in a climate 
with this high of a rainfall, what will happen if the suppressant is sprayed, and then it 
all runs off in the rain? What happens to the wildlife (to include insects, amphibious 
creatures and so forth if they drink water with chemical suppressnts?)

Individual

11047 20 How will the project prevent wildlife from trying to access these poison water areas? 
Will there be walls? Fences? I have miniature cattle and have done extensive 
research with the USDA on how to keeps Mountian Lions away from my cattle. 
There really is no fencing to keep out big cats so we use a combination of 6-7 foot 
stock flimsy stock fence with a cattle guard dog. How does Rosemont propose to 
keep Big Cats away from the water that has chemicals in it? I suggest two tiers of 
protection. One layer of electric flagged fence and then a ten foot deer fence around 
any potential areas of poisonous water. This should keep deer and cats out.

Individual

11055 1 How will natural habitat and wildlife corridors be affected by the mining proposal 
(and a proposed pipeline) and how will these impacts be mitigated?

Individual

11055 3 How will the wildlife on our property in the attached pictures be protected in our 
immediate area? How will the impacts on these species be mitigated?

Individual

11068 41 A cursory examination of listings by the US Fish and Wildlife Service resulted in an 
endangered species, the Pima Pineapple Cactus, whose range is well within the 
proposed project area. Further attention should be paid to ensure all appropriate 
species are included.

Individual

11068 42 Considerable disturbance will be produced by proposed activity on the west side of 
the Santa Rita Mountains. Analysis of the issues concerning endangered and 
sensitive species should be undertaken for this area as well.

Individual

11073 2 There is some truth to the reasons given for not opening the mine. First of all, the 
scenery will be changed forever. This is unavoidable, but the disturbed area will be 
contained and regulated with some of the most strict environmental laws around. 
There is going to be a forced relocation of of the animals that live in the area along 
with water that becomes polluted. However, the animals will be able to adapt as they 
have for millions of years (this time they will have human help to care for any that 
are sick and wounded before the mine opens so some will actually live longer) and 
the water contaminants must be below the guidelines set by our government.

Individual

Wednesday, August 05, 2009 Page 82 of 83



Comments by Resource Category
Rosemont Copper Project EIS
Scoping Comments

Wildlife and Habitat

General

Record 
ID

Comment 
Number

Comment TextCommenter
Type

01

11078 1 How will natural habitat and wildlife corridors be affected by the mining proposal 
(and a proposed pipeline) and how will these impacts be mitigated?

Individual

11078 3 How will the wildlife on our property in the attached pictures be protected in our 
immediate area? How will the impacts on these species be mitigated?

Individual

11082 5 "A stormwater diversion ditch along the planned mine access road will divert 
water…" 
I would like to know how exactly. Is it going to run off the access road which is used 
by concentrate trucks, delivery trucks and other misc. vehicles which have tires with 
chemicals and so forth, engines that leak oil? What other potential pollutants from 
other locations will run off the planned main access road? The main storm water 
diversion drainage tunnel is quite large according to the Tetra Tech Dry Tailing 
Facilities Design Book I read this evening. Who will maintain this (The large culvert, 
not the book) and keep it free of debris and Undocumented Immigrants? As you may 
know, Border Patrol is quite active in the area. I have also heard from a Rancher in 
the area that the CNF has been releasing bear and mountain lion secretely into the 
Santa Ritas. How does Rosemont Copper intend to keep these animals out out of the 
storm water diversion drainage? Also, Africanized bees are an issue in the area and 
can make places such as this their home.

Individual
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