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PLEASE do NOT approve the mining. It will profit the owners who do not even live here but can do much damage to our
Kathleen |waters and land and air. We are the state noted for our lakes, why would anyone take any chances of harming it. Wisconsin GEN NS X 1
Whitson  |was smart enough to vote NO, why would MN. even consider this. IT IS NOT WORTH IT TO OUR MINNESOTA OR OUR
FAMILIES. GOD BLESS YOU AND OUR PEOPLE.
The environment will eventually be polluted by the NorthMet Mining Project and Land Exchange Project. The project may
meet the State of Minnesota's legal requirements, but these requirements are not sufficient to maintain the integrity of the
environment. If the project goes forward the developers, investors and other groups benefiting from the project should back
Mark environmental cleanup with the entirety of their corporate and personal assets. Failure to do this should stop the project. If FIN NS X 1
at any time the assets of the company and their personal wealth are not sufficient to complete cleanup and restore the area
to it's original condition should place the failing parties in prison for life or until the cleanup is complete. Our environment is
not for sale.
Bob Have there been other projects of this nature and if so, have they been successful? To what degree? Is that acceptable? If
. . . I . . PER NS X 1
Woodbury not, the project should be denied. If it has a degree of acceptability, how would that apply to this project?
| could go on in this vein, but my point is that we need to rely on what we know. “With the technology we have today...” is
Bob . S .
not acceptable because the outcome is unknown. No best guesses, no projections based on known facts. Their outcomes PER NS X 1
Woodbury
are unknown.
Bob We need to make a decision on what we know, not what we think we know. NEPA NS X 1
Woodbury
This is not just a Northern Minnesota concern. It is not just a Minnesota concern. It is not just a mid-west concern. | am in
Bob Maine and | am concerned, very concerned, about the outcome. I'm sure you have received concerns from the west coast as
. . . S . . ) NEPA NS X 1
Woodbury |well. That makes it a national concern. And this project is not far from the Canadian border and I'm sure many Canadians are
concerned, making this an international problem.
What happens if the project is denied. There will be other, less vulnerable sites, that will be explored and developed. Can we
Bob afford even the slightest chance for the destruction of a vital wilderness area, whose existence is at least as valuable in its
own right as the proposed project - and to many, many more people. Because of its location, common sense says this ALT NS X 1
Woodbury . . . . . -
project should never have been pursued in the first place. The area is revered by thousands, if not millions, of people from
all over the world — an overwhelming majority over the few who want to develop this project and who will benefit from it.
Bob Our lands are vast. This isn't the only place in our country where these metals can be found. There is absolutely no sense of
. . . ALT NS X 1
Woodbury [urgency to mine this particular ground.
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ohn- It is my understanding that returning the area affected by the mining operations to its full, natural state once mining is SDEIS Themes ALT 03, ALT 06, ALT 13
Marilyn concluded is also an option...Full Reclamation. | also understand that doing so would presumably eliminate the need for ALT s 0 3
Rossi ongoing water treatment because any remaining waste rock at the site would be placed back underground and covered with

overburden and reforested to re-establish habitat. Was full reclamation ever considered...and if not why?
John- Why is the state of Minnesota not requiring full reclamation? The cost of full reclamation would assuredly be higher, and SDEIS Themes ALT 03, ALT 06, ALT 13
Marilyn that might make the project less profitable. Yet if the project isn’t economically viable without full reclamation, it should not ALT S 0] 8
Rossi be up to Northern Minnesota’s Environment to pay the price for this and other projects.
Michelle But | am informed enough to know that this is a terrible idea. 0] NS X 1
Hensley
Nancy We need you to protect the waters for future generations. This is a bad thing, look at their track record. What little jobs this WAT NS X 1
Karjalahti |will provide will never make up for the amount of money it will take to clean up (if you can) the waters that will be polluted.
E:S:rahti The health problems that come down from this mining will never get fixed. HU NS X 1
rayoungsm [This company can just declare bankruptcy and walk away from any clean up at any time. Then we tax payers are stuck with MERC NS X 1
n@aol.comithe clean up bill.
rayoungsm |Please see the long-term consequences of polluted fresh water supplies and vote against this and any other proposals that WAT NS X 1
n@aol.com|threaten our natural resources.
Jana After reading the changes to the most recent Environmental Impact Statement concerning Polymet's proposed copper- NEPA NS X 1
Guseynova |nickel mine in and around the Superior National Forest, I'd like to express my complete opposition to the mine.
Jana | still feel the risks posed by the proposed mine are too great to the state of Minnesota, and know that this type of mining ALT NS X 1
Guseynova [cannot be done safely.
Jana Part of my coursework concerns water sustainability, and the construction of this mine would jeopardize some of the most WAT NS X 1
Guseynova |important water systems in North America, mainly Lake Superior

| stand with the Duluth Downstream Coalition of businesses in their opposition to any hard metal mining on the North Shore
Jana . . . .

of Minnesota, as well as the countless Outdoor Recreation businesses in around the Boundary Waters that oppose LU NS X 1
Guseynova . . .

development like this around their homes.
|ana Despite the precautions outlined in the FEIS, I'm concerned that the system Polymet has proposed to treat sulfate-latent

wastewater is inadequate. Similar wastewater treatment systems were used by every open pit copper-nickel mine ever WAT NS X 1
Guseynova . .

operated in North America, and each one has polluted.
Jana Each of those mines passed a similar environmental impact statement process, then left unacceptable amounts of pollution EIN NS X 1
Guseynova [to clean up, paid for mostly by taxpayers.
Jana This mine that promises to provide 350 jobs for twenty years has no place jeopardizing the thriving tourism-based economy SO NS X 1
Guseynova [that sustains 18,000 jobs annually.
RONALD & [The waters of northern Minnesota must be kept pristine for future generations. Lake Superior, with 10% of the world's

WAT NS X 1

JEANETTE |fresh water, must be preserved at all cost.
RONALD & . .
IEANETTE Jobs are important to Northern Minnesota...they should enhance the beauty of the area SO NS X 1

1. While the FEIS claims PolyMet will treat contaminated water for as long as it takes to keep that water from polluting the
Mark environment (during operation and after plant closing), there is no Minnesota mining precedent or model of this "after
Roalson treatment". As a matter of fact, a recent article in the newspaper Timber Jay brings out the fact that mining companies are PD NS X 1

incapable of doing this. During the existence of the old LTV mine, copper ore was dug up along with taconite in the Dunka

Pit, (now owned and monitored by Cleveland Cliffs and their contractors). Sulfate and heavy metal runoff was supposed to

Page | 2



2:,:;::)f Comment Issue :lil:\itsaunl:;‘t’: n/t ive 3:\1/ FI: sponse RGU Consideration
be mitigated by the operation of water treatment systems
That particular set of equipment is NOT running at the present time, although it is supposed to be in operation. There have
been several documented aquatic life kills in the Dunka watershed and Birch Lake into which it drains. Contractors
Mark "monitor" this drainage but there is no enforcement of the water standards. This tells me that the DNR, EPA, MPCA and any PER NS X 1
Roalson other governmental agency chartered to prevent water pollution is incapable of doing this. Enforcement is non-existent.
Cleveland Cliffs is only charged with "monitoring", not treatment. What assurance does the public have that this will not
happen again with PolyMet? None.
By court order the mine has sunk two cleanup wells and brings up dirty water and runs it through two reverse osmosis AWMP v9, Sec 4.2.2.3.9
Mark plants to purify dirty water into potable water. 80% of all water can be recovered as usable. 20% of all water is left as an
Roalson unusable, unmarketable brine of sulfate and heavy metals that has to be stockpiled at the mine site. The PolyMet FEIS does PD S 0] 8
not address this common issue of pollution plumes from sulfide ore mines contaminating the surrounding water tables and
aquifers. There is nowhere in the PolyMet FEIS covering this issue.
Chr.IStle Polymet makes all the required promises. We should believe them, that they will keep their promises? What sort of God is
white . . . . " . " . . . FIN NS X 1
dauphin this that we believe in? The God of Science. "To be human, is to err." How long will this corporations be solvent?
christie . . ) . . . .
. When copper/nickle/platinum are extracted from sulfide rock formations it must, of necessity, be exposed to air,
white . L WAT NS X 1
. dampness, water in some form. Sulfuric acid results.
dauphin
christie
white The land is forever. Do we really want it polluted forever (termed indefinitely, by Polymet). WAT NS X 1
dauphin
christie . . . . . . . . . . . .
white Is your idea of jobs, jobs, jobs, that this project, if approved will provide the next generations with work cleaning up the 50 NS X 1
. inevitable pollution?
dauphin
christie
white I am 100% against this mining venture, and the land swap. GEN NS X 1
dauphin
Spencer  |After reading the changes to the most recent Environmental Impact Statement concerning Polymet's proposed copper- NEPA NS X 1
Shaver nickel mine in and around the Superior National Forest, I'd like to express my complete opposition to the mine.
Spencer |l still feel the risks posed by the proposed mine are too great to the state of Minnesota, and know that this type of mining GEN NS X 1
Shaver cannot be done safely.
Spencer  |Part of my coursework concerns water sustainability, and the construction of this mine would jeopardize some of the most WAT NS X 1
Shaver important water systems in North America, mainly Lake Superior.
| stand with the Duluth Downstream Coalition of businesses in their opposition to any hard metal mining on the North Shore
Spencer . . . .
Shaver of Minnesota, as well as the countless Outdoor Recreation businesses in around the Boundary Waters that oppose LU NS X 1
development like this around their homes.
Spencer Despite the F)r(.ecautions outIi_ne.d in the FEIS, I'm concerned that the system Polymet has propgsed to tre?t squafce-Iatent
Shaver wastewater is inadequate. Similar wastewater treatment systems were used by every open pit copper-nickel mine ever WAT NS X 1

operated in North America, and each one has polluted.
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Spencer Each of those mines passed a similar environmental impact statement process, then left unacceptable amounts of pollution EIN NS X 1
Shaver to clean up, paid for mostly by taxpayers.
Spencer  [This mine that promises to provide 350 jobs for twenty years has no place jeopardizing the thriving tourism-based economy
. . SO NS X 1
Shaver that sustains 18,000 jobs annually.
Heidi . . .
Aubrey There is plenty of copper in the world as is. PD NS X 1
Heidi The long term effects of any strip mining operation are not limited to just the blatant destruction of the natural ecology,
N WAT NS X 1
Aubrey they are also well know for contaminating the ground water.
ESI‘:rley I would like you to analyze the cancer rates of populations around strip mining pits vs. the national averages. HU NS X 1
ESI‘:rley | am against it. It is irresponsible and smacks of greed, corruption, and personal profiteering from PUBLICLY HELD land. GEN NS X 1
Larr What in the world are you doing wasting our tax dollars, mailing out sets of 4 CDs to some one who has no decision-making
¥ power and little interest in the environmental review process. | will return them to you to use again or recycle. Please GEN NS X 1
Ekegren e . . . .
remove me from your Mailing list, which | have no idea how | got on in the first place.
Eigrgren Incidentally, | am quite opposed to the proposed PolyMet mine. GEN NS X 1
| object to PolyMets plan to for land exchange and expansion project near Hoyt Lakes and Babbitt in northeast Minnesota
Diana because predictions about where PolyMet’s polluted water would spread are not backed up by independent science. Only
. " . . . . WAT NS X 1
Tapelt private contractors who stand to benefit if PolyMet is permitted have run the water models used to predict where pollution
would flow.
?;z:)r;?t PolyMet proposes storing billions of gallons of toxic mine waste behind a forty year old leaky dam. GT NS X 1
. There are not detailed plans for securing a damage deposit sufficient to protect taxpayers from being stuck with a massive
Diana . . ,,. s “ s g .
Tapelt cleanup bill. PolyMet would require treatment of polluted water “indefinitely” after closure. “Indefinitely” is a delicate way FIN NS X 1
P of saying “forever.”
_II?:)ZT,[ PolyMets plan is not worth the risks to Minnesota’s clean water. WAT NS X 1
Kathy Klietz I am writing to state my opposition to this mining project as it presents too much danger to the sustainability of our GEN NS X 1
environment.
Kathy Klietz|l request you look more closely at the water flow charts put together by the Ojibwe tribes. WAT NS X 1
I've been here before, about ten years ago, when confidence man Cherry teamed up with Foth's Donohue and the "mining
Jack Parker man" in Michigan's DEQ to present Kennecott's Eagle Mine as a sure thing, with absolute confidence, ignoring both the facts GEN NS X 1
and the laws of the land. And it worked. It really was a done deal. The "mining man" at DEQ wielded the rubber stamp, lying
as necessary, unchallenged. The evidence is available and Kennecott does not bother to respond.
And that "done deal" approach meant that the protesters were few and faint-hearted - whereas they should have sent
Jack Parker [those ringleaders to jail, where they belong. Today your defender of the land has made it quite clear where he stands, and GEN NS X 1
it's not on conservation.
Let's start at the beginning: show us the orebody. Show us the dd holes and the thickness and grade. If you cannot do that
Jack Parker . . . . . . . GEN NS X 1
Tom you might as well be peddling another Penokee Pit. And don't forget the power plant, you're going to need it.
- — - - P —
Jack Parker Do you expect the public to make a reasonable decision without even seeing what you are selling? How about an artist's PD NS X 1

concept of the finished product?
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Go back to your computers and drawing boards and show us what you have to offer. And you Tom, defender of the land,
Jack Parker |[show us how you are going to ensure a satisfactory future for the environment, locally and downstream. | know you cannot PER NS X 1
do that.
Linda | do not understand why the state of Minnesota would even consider doing something that would affect our waters WAT NS X 1
Simmons [FOREVER for 360 jobs for only 20 years.
Linda This seems like the wrong way to take care of our planet and create jobs. Please don't let this happen here. | am 66 years old
Simmons and have been going to the boundary waters for 30 years. My husband and | enjoy the beauty of our 10,000 lakes and want PER NS X 1
our grandchildren to have the same opportunity.
GMS Just the description and scope of this proposal is too far fetched to receive approval. Please tally me as against this GEN NS X 1
Industrial |proposal.
This land surrounds the Boundary Waters southern border. It abuts Lake Superior. | could wish that you aren't really thinking
Barbara this is a good idea. Please listen to those who have a good understanding of watersheds; who realize the issues with surface
. . . . . . - s GEN NS X 1
Richards |flows, storage- like the ones that just collapsed creating a huge mud slide destroying lives, livelihoods and communities; and
who know the dangers to underground water- aquifers.
ﬁ?cr:aarrjs | am hoping you will let the native peoples speak. | NEPA NS X 1
I am hoping that you will gather more facts than a few outsourced jobs and inflated single bottom lines for extractive
Barbara . . . . o . . . o
Richards industries. | hope you will consider whether a quick (in universe/evolutionary clock time) profit is worth the loss forever: SO NS X 1
think eternity.
Barbara | hope you will consider what kind of society we are creating with each act; what kind of legacy we hand on to the seventh CUM NS X 1
Richards |generation.
Todd How much pollution remains from mining companies owned by Global Tech after every single open pit mine has its minerals
Gremmels extracted? Is there any mine in existence that Global Tech has been a part of that has been cleaned up and not left a lasting GEN NS X 1
impact on the ground water and creatures of the ecosystem of the area surrounding the open pit mines?
Schmidt |l am against the nickel sulfide mining project in any form whatsoever. It has not been proven to any degree that this typing
. o . . GEN NS X 1
Michael of mining is long-term safe to the watershed and environment of MN or anywhere in the world.
ls\/cl:lhc?:: The long-term costs (potential and actual) to the State of MN are far greater than any projected economic gain. SO NS X 1
T.C. Smith |l am deeply concerned about this project; 1- potential negative environmental impacts GEN NS X 1
. mining is a commodity market business-mines only pay a production tax & no proerty tax-so when times are good some tax
T.C. Smith |, . . . Ly . . SO NS X 1
is paid & when times are bad no tax is paid-infact the companies often fold up their tents & bug out
T.C. Smith |we are being told 1000 "new jobs" how many of these jobs are only for 18 month construction period? SO NS X 1
i have spent time in SE Alaska (Skagway) & know that often times if commodity prices are spiking over a several year period
the mines increase production -everyone is fat & happy-which leads me to forecast that if such a condition occurs toward
T.C. Smith [the beginning of the mines life the estimated 20 year life expectancy could easily be cut in half or more-thats just good SO NS X 1
business acumen for the stockholders but what about the miners who mbenefitsay well have families & homes ,thinking
they have a20 year job with benefits?
Norman . . .
Lee Any risk to the natural resources of northern Minnesota is unacceptable. GEN NS X 1
The true value of the natural resources of northern Minnesota can best be appraised by the people who have grown up in
Norman . . . S
Lee the area. Those who have grown up in northern Minnesota, gone hunting and fishing in undeveloped areas of the north GEN NS X 1

woods, experienced the changing seasons of the north woods, and seen the variety of animals and plant life understand the

Page | 5



2'::;::” Comment Issue :il:\itsaunl:;‘t’: n/t ive 3:\1/ ﬁ: sponse RGU Consideration
true value.
At what level of development do we tell the mining companies that enough is enough. Especially when there is a risk to the
Norman |entire eco system. Minnesota has made it's sacrifice to the nation during World War Il by allowing the destruction of many GEN NS X 1
Lee acres for iron ore mining and the greed has not subsided since that time with the mining of taconite. When is enough
enough?
Norman Please reject additional mining in northern Minnesota on the basis that any risk to the natural resources of our north land GEN NS X 1
Lee treasure is unacceptable.
Norman | keep hearing about jobs as a critical issue. All the jobs will be temporary except for the pollution clean-up jobs that will go
Lee on forever. If jobs are needed in that area, move 1% of the States 40,000 employees to northern Minnesota. That will more SO NS X 1
than cover the new temporary jobs claimed by the mining interests.
1. With 1600 volcanoes, 12 tectonic plates covering earth with over 50,000 miles of natural emissions plus volcanic
emissions, account for well over 99% of all emissions on Earth, toxic emissions particularly. 2. At much less than 1% of the
Terry D tote.xl gmissions on Earth, huma'nities contribution to pollution is less thén minuscule; much less than 1% .Of Earth’s total toxic
Welander emissions. 3. The Polymet project and all human resource projects, being much less than 1% of the 1%; is not and has never GEN NS X 1
been, and will never be a pollution source compared to nature. These above 3 facts have been ignored for at least 10 years,
more likely longer, and have allowed NE MN to be turned into an abhorrent Appalachia; lacking investment in highly
valuable resources. There is no nickel mine in North America currently.
Meaning any conflict could leave North American civilization in dire straits without a supply of Nickel; threatening
civilization; an unacceptable situation. The Polymet mine and other new mines in NE MN will remedy this potentially dire
situation; and are very late for not having placed the above 3 facts front and center in getting these investments in humanity
Terry D . . , . . \ s - .
Welander moving forward. NASA has pictures of the Sun's solar wind connecting to Earth's magnetic field; transmitting this solar GEN NS X 1
energy to the core of Earth. Meaning, Earth's core can only get hotter; eventually melting Earth's crust; destroying nearly all
if not all Earth life. Making nearly all human resource projects an absolute necessity for gaining the resources for humanity
to leave Earth; to survive. We all hope these intolerable delays have not cost humanity its existence on other worlds.
| am a lifelong resident of northeastern Minnesota, a frequent visitor to the BWWCA, child of resorters on Seagull Lake, and
a true lover of our wilderness. But | fully support the NorthMet project. The balance of environmental protection and
Gerald . . Lo . . - s L
Brown economic necessity weigh in favor of this project. The objective experts have studied it to death and concluded mining GEN NS X 1
activity can safely co-exist with a healthy environment. Now it is time for final approval of this project and the benefits it
offers for all Minnesotans.
My name is Allen Killian-Moore, and | am a resident of Duluth, Minnesota. | am writing to voice my comments on the
Allen proposed Polymet mine in Minnesota. After plowing through an arduous reading of the NorthMet Mining Project and Land
. Exchange Final Environmental Impact Statement, and after reviewing a dozen or so articles written about similar projects in
Killian- . . . o . . o GEN NS X 1
moore other places, including the a burst dam at a British Columbia tailing basin, which gave way and sent 1.3 billion gallons of
tainted, sludgy water into local streams and lakes, | must say that | continue to be opposed to the Polymet plan to
implement a copper-sulfide mining operation in Minnesota.
Allen Our wildlands are far too precious to take such risks. Our wildlands already provide far too many jobs for those working the
Killian- the outdoors industry, forest industries, land water management industries, tourist industries, children's and adult camps, SO NS X 1
moore farming, etc.
ﬁiIIII?ann- | don't think the benefits of jobs potentially provided by the mine outweigh the risks to the jobs and livelihoods that already 50 NS X 1
moore exist in this region of our state.
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Similar to what | had read in the previously issued Supplemental Draft EIS, the Final EIS statement doesn't make it clear how
on earth the potential post-mine water treatment would be handled. | as understand it, two wastewater treatment plants to
Allen treat polluted water from the mine site and the tailings basin would operate when the mine is running and would continue
Killian- operating after the mine closes. But, treatment will be needed at the mine site for a minimum of 200 years and at the plant PER NS X 1
moore site for a minimum of 500 years and this seems like an awfully long time, post-mine, in order to guarantee accountability
and safety. We're talking somewhere between 2 to 5 centuries in which the water would need to be consistently and
effectively managed in order to ensure safety for people and the ecosphere.
Allen | don't see any consistent mechanisms laid out in the plan to ensure that safety and regulation, and water cleaning will
Killian- continue unhindered for such a long, long period of time, and therefore | still do not thing, all things considered, that this PER NS X 1
moore mine should be allowed or permitted to operate in Minnesota.
Heyward |DON'T ALLOW THIS MINING PROJECT TO HAPPEN. IT'LL POLLUTE LARGE SWATHS OF NORTHEASTERN MINNESOTA, GEN NS X 1
Nash INCLUDING PRISTINE WATERS THAT FLOW INTO THE BWCA AND LAKE SUPERIOR. STOP IT NOW.
THIS PROJECT SHOULD BE DROPPED IMMEDIATELY AND NOT CARRIED OUT ANY FURTHER. YOU'RE PLAYING RUSSIAN
Heyward ROULETTE WITH THE HEALTH, SAFETY AND BEAUTY OF NORTHEASTERN MINNESOTA AND LARGE PORTIONS OF LAKE
Nash SUPERIOR. YOU'LL NEVER BE ABLE TO CLEAN UP THE TOXIC MESS THIS PROJECT WILL CREATE--NO MATTER HOW MANY GEN NS X 1
YEARS AND LARGE SUMS OF MONEY YOU POUR INTO THE CLEANUP. YOU'D BE MAKING A TERRIBLE MISTAKE TO CONTINUE
WITH THIS DISASTROUS ENTERPRISE. END IT NOW!!
Katiewilli@ | am opposed to the PolyMet Mine proposal. GEN NS X 1
aol.com
KatieWilli@|l am very concerned that this sulfide mine would affect drinking water and fish and lead to the negative impact of
. . ) . HU NS X 1
aol.com methylmercury on the developing brains of babies and young children.
KatieWilli@|As one who treasures the BWCA and visits there every year, | am concerned that this mine would negatively impact water WAT NS X 1
aol.com quality there and pollute our national treasure.
KatieWilli@|l am concerned that streams and wetlands in western Ontario and Manitoba could also be affected by sulfide mines in WET NS X 1
aol.com northern Minnesota.
KatieWilli@|l am also a property owner on the end of the Gunflint Trail and | am concerned that development of sulfide mining will SO NS X 1
aol.com negatively impact my property value.
II;Ci)cnhnnaqond | am against any new open pit mining operations. GEN NS X 1
Jack Parker !.ori Andresen ha?s suggested that .my letters wou.Id "carry.more weight" if | included my credentials. | respect her opinion so GEN NS X 1
instead of referring you to my online resume | will attach it.
.. [This is the last place one would want to place a huge filthy mining operation, at a headwaters that drains in all directions
healing line through the North American continent, into both USA and Canada. WAT NS X !
we are being misled into thinking that only the huge open pit mine is feasible. | doubt that, and | doubt that they have
Jack Parker |seriously considered underground mining of portions showing higher grade, same as the neighbors have - same as Messrs ALT NS X 1
Cherry and Donahue set up at the Eagle mine.
Please require maps and sections showing grade and thickness at the diamond drill holes, to allow intelligence to select FEIS Sec. 3.2.3.4.1
Jack Parker |what is ore and what is not ore - and go on from there. They imply that they have done so but show no evidence, so PD S N 3
suggesting duplicity. In essence the study is incomplete.
David The risks (in a worse case scenario) to our water shed resources, including the north shore and Lake Superior are WAT NS X 1

incalculable. No amount of profit could justify the risk.
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you see what happened in Brazil just days ago with the iron mine which has the same idea, holding pools for the sludge
which BROKE and devastated several communities in Brazil. This would be sad to see in the affected communities in
Jerry Werle| . . L . . . . . WAT NS X 1
Minnesota. the same idea is with sulfide mines. These pools can either leak acid which would devastate the water supply or
simply break like they did in Brazil.
Please look cautiously at the remaining unknown variables post comprehensive studies. The ways in which we still can not
rb hughes |accurately predict the level of environmental damage by contamination to our beautiful (traveling) waters is enough to halt WAT NS X 1
this project.
linda | am personally against the irreversible blight on this precious landscape that will be created if this project goes forward.
L GEN NS X 1
kennedy |Everyone should be against it.
Err:?nnel | agree with those who say that this type of extraction should be limited to dry-land areas. ALT NS X 1
Bryan ) . . - N
Emmel The water filled NE Minnesota is a sitting duck for contamination. WAT NS X 1
rozronrock |Anyone who believes this will not lead to a environmental nightmare has their head in the sand or worse! Show me one
androll@m |copper/nickel mine that has not severely damaged the surrounding environment and that report would be false! May the GEN NS X 1
chsi.com |Good Lord have mercy on your soul and all the people who will be subject to it.
rozronrock We are fooling ourselves to believe big money, the people who control it, and legislature's that support it and the things
androll@m . . GEN NS X 1
. they go after is necessary for our very existence. FOOLISH!
chsi.com
My most significant objection to the project is that you are dealing - perhaps unwittingly - perhaps not - with unconvicted
felons who practised very similar deceptions, with prearranged collusion from the courts, to obtain illegal permits to mine at
the Kennecott Eagle property in Upper Michigan. The two principals involved in the fraud, as at PolyMet, were Mr Cherry,
then Project Manager, and Mr Donahue of Foth Engineering who, to quote him, "Knows how to get permits". We still have
the evidence. It is significant that Kennecott never denied wrongdoing. In court they would stroke their mustaches
thoughtfully and change the subject. We allowed them to do that. Everything was under control. A "Done Deal". The EPA
had earlier delegated power to MDEQ to handle all mining regulation in Michigan, without having mining expertise, but they
ignored real expert advice and handed out the permits. One item stands out very clearly: Our experts easily recognized lack
of expertise and manipulation of data fed into mine design, which led to mine design with safety factors lower than one,
Jack Parker| =~ " - . T . . GEN NS X 1
indicating that the structure, as planned, is likely to collapse. They simply denied it, without evidence. The judge took a nap.
That matter is now in the hands of MSHA (responsible for underground mine safety and health) but they too appear to have
been enlisted and compromised, despite Director Joe Main's vow to eliminate all "Sudden and Unexpected Mine Collapses".
| remind them every month or two but they have implemented Joe Main's vow by "Talking to Lundin, the current
owner/operator, who says that there is no problem." As did the fox in the henhouse. According to Michigan Mining Law,
Part 632, pp 14-16 they - and all persons having knowledge of the deceptions - are felons and are subject to stiff penalties -
more so now that lives are knowingly endangered. Please acknowledge receipt of this letter, which will go public, then
arrange a little chat with the two principals, and go public.with your findings. It would seem to make sense to do that at an
early stage in the permitting proceedings.
Tegwin Please do not mine, just too crappy on all levels. No Mine!! GEN NS X 1
Erica | disagree with the use of public, taxpayer-paid land (ie, public forests being used for corporate gain, especially as it will ruin GEN NS X 1
Johanson |[the land for our enjoyment.
gcf(rJISeRr | am totally against this project. GEN NS X 1
Gene R What happens when the mine is closed in years to come and the land and water are polluted? FIN NS X 1
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Cooper
Gene R It would take hundred of years to correct this pollution. In the meantime the land and water with the citizens of Minnesota
. . GEN NS X 1
Cooper would suffer. This project should not be allowed to proceed.
Mary | oppose PolyMet mining. Yes, it would help an economically depressed area, but it is only a temporary solution and not for GEN NS X 1
Ofjord long-term gain.
Mary Once it’s gone, it’s gone. We only have a certain amount of resources on the planet, and | am concerned about the
. . . . GEN NS X 1
Ofjord environmental chaos that might be left behind.
Christine |l am opposed to the Polymet mine because water is life. GEN NS X 1
Christine We have erllough resources, we can infinitely recycling our current copper, iron, and nickel. My father has been a scrapper ALT NS X 1
my whole life;
Christine I unde_rst?nd th.ere is employment opportunities within this company however the devastation caused to our beautiful SO NS X 1
Superior is not in the least bit worth it.
mlcr:/:illen As a native Minnesotan, | most strongly feel there should be NO mining nor land exchange where proposed. GEN NS X 1
| have canoed the Boundary Waters as have millions of others and want nothing to disturb this magnificent area. Once
Mimi disturbed, it will never be the same. We have destroyed millions of acres in America for energy purposes. We must cease GEN NS X 1
McMillen |doing so or our lives on Earth will come to an end long before it should! PLEASE say NO to this ill-advised proposal despite
all the environmental assessments which can be configured to prove whatever one wants.
il;zzaetlJceth Can ground water for my well which is 75 ft. deep become contaminated through ground water movement? WAT NS X 1
. Should city water be supplied to this development, wynne ridge, by Giants ridge resort? The city of Biwabik , town of white
Elizabeth . . L . . .
Anzelc and Aurora are planning a new city water system. Should this city water supply include Wynne Ridge where | live because of |  WAT NS X 1
possible water well contamination by underground water movement from poly met?
Jean Public |i do not support this project. this comment is for the public record. please receipt GEN NS X 1
Please include in project documentation, the planned dissolution of the site and all project resources (buildings, inventory,
Holly Wells |waste products, etc) once project is completed and required clean up activities to ensure leaving site/land in condition that PD NS X 1
is not dangerous to neighbors or the environment.
With growing awareness of how inter-related our planet's ecosystems are; my request is that this project have written clear
Holly Wells [procedures to ensure the land and any structures or storage area's created or directly build into the land are proven safe to PD NS X 1
anyone who may enter the project site/land area during or after project completion.
Holly Wells Also critical to document that this project's ongoing activities will not, by deisgn or by accident, negatively impact local WAT NS X 1
water sources.
Holly Wells And if any negative impact on local water resources does occur, that there are designated means for this project to clean up EIN NS X 1
source of negative impact to local water supply and provide interim safe water to locals who are effected by the situation.
\C/::]?;A' This whole deal needs to be taken OFF the table. After what happened in Canada this should be a no brainer. GEN NS X 1
Cathy A.  |No company can guarantee 100% that no "accidents" will happen and that in itself is an ideal reason to reject the mining EIN NS X 1
White project.
Cathy A. Northern Minnesota is a jewel in the crown of the state with the Boundary Waters and just the total wildness of the place.
White We need these wild places to stay as pristine as possible not just for us but for the flora and fauna that thrive there as well WILD NS X 1
as for future generations.
Cathy A.  |[Money should NEVER a reason to pollute and pillage any untouched land. SO NS X 1
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White
Scott Copper/nickel mining in or near an environmentally sensitive area or any area prized and used for recreation is just a bad
. . GEN NS X 1
Einbinder |idea.
Global warming is going to get much worse before it gets better, even if all emissions were to magically stop tomorrow. The
total collapse of civilization by the end of the century is a real possibility. If you think I'm exaggerating the seriousness of the
situation, consider this. It was calculated several years ago that 80% of the known fossil fuels reserves presently on the
Gary books must remain in the ground to avoid a global catastrophe that will reek havoc for many thousands of years. It's GEN NS X 1
Geisler virtually guaranteed that large energy corporations will use their tremendous wealth and political power to avoid taking a
huge loss no matter what the consequences. Highly populated areas of our country may become inhabitable due to, among
other things, severe droughts. Minnesota may be one of the few places left on Earth that humans can eek out a meager
living.
Gar
Geizler Conserving fresh water wherever it exist should be a top priority to give future generations a fighting chance at survival WAT NS X 1
Gar
Geizler Sacrificing this invaluable future resource for a lousy 350 mining jobs is utter madness! SO NS X 1
Gary Does anyone actually believe PolyMet will stick around to monitor their tailing ponds for the next several centuries? A
. . . . FIN NS X 1
Geisler hundred years from now, all the needed infrastructure necessary to do so probably won't even exist anymore!
Amb . S .
Gr:rlaer: Please do not allow sulfide mining in northern Minnesota to proceed. GEN NS X 1
Amber . . . . . . -
Garlan When sulfur comes into contact with water or oxygen it becomes sulfuric acid. There is no safe way to do sulfide mining. WAT NS X 1
| want this very serious concern and complaint documented on the process used for public comment on the EIS for the
proposed suffide mine by Polymet (and others). How can the DNR expect anyone, let alone the lay citizenry (including
myself) to review a 3,000 plus study and comment on it within 30 days. Moreover, part of that period will cover some of the
Michael holidays. In light of the length and complexity of the EIS and the very high risks involved for the State of Minnesota, | hereby NEPA S N 5
Kinzer request on behalf of myself and all Minnesota residents that the DNR extend the comment period to at least 90 days.
Unless such extention of the time for public comment is provided, then please deem this comment on the EIS as stating it is
de facto inadequate due to the fact that any inadequacies it may contain will be overlooked due to the short time allowed
for review.
| am disappointed in the Minnesota DNR for going through with this new mining plan and continuing to invest its assets into
McKenna . . . . . . . . .
. the unsustainable, destructive and unjust fossil fuel energy that contributes to environmental decimation, natural disasters GEN NS X 1
Eckerline . . s .
and health risks such as infertility, birth defects and cancer
McKenna |With renewable energy sources at their lowest prices ever, now is the time for Minnesota to halt new developments for this GEN NS X 1
Eckerline |outdated industry and instead put department's resources towards sustainable energy resources.
Theresa . . N S
Rooney I am 100% against the polymet mine Please do not allow this mine here in Minnesota GEN NS X 1
| just received CDs with a copy of the draft final report. In looking at my submitted comments (submission 47660 — please SDEIS Theme NEPA 11
see text of original and transcribed comments below), | was surprised to see that they were incompletely and inaccurately
reported. As a result, the details and substance of my comments were not included, categorized, or addressed in the draft
Bob . . . . .
Shannon FEIS report. As an environmental professional myself, | most certainly do not envy the folks responsible for responding to NEPA S 0] 3

the large number of comments, and | appreciate the challenges involved. The fact remains, however, that you have not
accurately included my comments in the draft final report. My concern is compounded since if my case is any indication of
the accuracy of the larger process, , it would seem reasonable to ask if you have with reasonable accuracy and completeness
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identified and addressed commenters; concerns as you implied below would be done.

Jason As a resident of Duluth and Ely, | would like to express my strong opposition to the Polymet sulfide mine operation and land GEN NS X 1

Kuehn exchange.

Jason The proven risks and ensured negative outcome resulting from such a mine is not worth the minuscule benefit to our 50 NS X 1

Kuehn economy.

Jason What benefit we do fetch from this project would be instantly and forever overshadowed by any incident involving leakage GEN NS X 1

Kuehn of mine waste.
Something that is guaranteed to happen to some extent over the next several generations. Science and history have shown

Jason . . . . . . . . . .

Kuehn that this project is not in the best interest of residents in Northern Minnesota and | plead with the appropriate agencies to GEN NS X 1
reject this mine proposal.

Lawrence |l oppose the proposed PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine. Environmentally precarious - economically very

\ . GEN NS X 1

Clemens [tenuous What's to like?

Richard PolyMet has been a terrible dream that became an awful nightmare. Relieve us of the apprehension that their destruction GEN NS X 1

Mammel |will vanish to never happen.

Amber . S .

Garlan Please so not allow sulfide mining in northern Minnesota! GEN NS X 1

Amber . . . . . . L

Garlan When sulfur comes into contact with water and oxygen it becomes sulfuric acid. There is no safe way to do sulfide mining. WAT NS X 1

Amber . . L . L

Garlan 500 years of pollution damage is not worth engaging in sulfide mining. FIN NS X 1

Jim and . . S . .

Diane | am writing today to voice my concerns about the proposed Polymet Copper Mine in Minnesota. | fear there is a great GEN NS X 1
danger of severe and widespread environmental damage as result of this mine.

Malcolm

Jim and

Diane Mines nearly the same as this proposed one have caused much damage in other parts of the world. GEN NS X 1

Malcolm

Jim and

Diane It has been stated that the water could possibly be contaminated for at least the next 500 years. WAT NS X 1

Malcolm

Jim and . S . . .

Diane Apparently, SDEIS does not contain any credible information on actual ongoing costs. How can anyone estimate the costs for EIN NS X 1
such a disaster that far to the future? This would mean perpetual clean-up.

Malcolm

Jim and Keep in mind, that water will be the next big shortage in this country and elsewhere. We in Minnesota have been blessed

Diane with bountiful good and clean water. This mine will draw many, many gallons of water to process its operation. We can't WAT NS X 1

Malcolm |afford to drain our aquifer for this purpose.

Ji d . . .

Dlri];na; Property values would plummet and the tourism which that area of Minnesota greatly depends upon, would decrease SO NS X 1
significantly.

Malcolm
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Jim and My family are campers, hunters, and fishermen. Our lakes and streams are suffering already. We can't afford to risk
Diane damaging them further. That region of Minnesota depends a great deal on tourism. If that source of income and state LU NS X 1
Malcolm |revenue is taken away, the people in the area will have an even greater difficulty sustaining their way of life.
| understand their reason for supporting the mine because of the need for jobs in the area. But, there really is no guarantee
Jim and that the mine will actually provide good paying jobs for those who now live in the area. It often is the practice of these
Diane companies to bring in from outstate, people to fill the high paying jobs claiming there weren't any local people trained or SO NS X 1
Malcolm |educated to fill those jobs. The jobs left for local citizens will be unstable as they will be based on the demand for copper
When people are laid off the state will be left to pay unemployment.
Jim and If would be much more beneficial to the region to look elsewhere for companies willing to relocate in their area of
Diane Minnesota. There is some new businesses doing quite well in northern and northwest Minnesota. Look to the real and long NEPA NS X 1
lasting future. Many people would love to live there. New startup companies would be a good place to start for recruitment.
Malcolm .
We need to stop looking at "today" and plan for the future.
1. The engineering firm that will be the lead for PolyMet Copper Nickel Mine to design and build its tailings dikes was also
the designer for the failed Mt. Polley Imperial Metals Copper-Gold Mine of British Columbia, Canada. This mine burst its
Mark dikes in August of 2014, releasing tons of sulfates and heavy and other metals into the local watershed. Knight-Piesold
Engineering claimed that their firm warned Imperial Metals that they had already put too much sediment and water into PER NS X 1
Roalson . . . . L . o
the ponds, and their warning was ignored. The mine also had logged 5 major violations from the Province of British
Columbia. They. too, had warned the mine to correct its operations, but obviously it did not. What assurance is there that
our own regulatory agencies are going to put teeth into its authority?
2. There is a tradition of allowing a variance in effluent from taconite mines here already when it comes to the sulfate
standard. Taconite dikes here already leak. How is that going to be mitigated by PolyMet, especially if they are going to re-
Mark use the abandoned dikes for their new load of waste. Who is going to be responsible for actually enforcing these
. . . I . ) . . . PER NS X 1
Roalson regulations? The leaking Dunka Pit has no water purification equipment running as per stated in law. No one is enforcing
regulations there. The public has no assurance that any of the regulatory agencies "in charge" will do what they are charged
to do at PolyMet, if they cannot enforce what is already on the books.
3. The failed Mt. Polley Mine in B.C. has only been fined money in its violation of environmental laws. However, its owners
and operators are guilty of criminal acts of negligence and threats to public health. as well as outright pollution. No one has
Mark gone to jail or been charged with any crime. Just as in Wall Street's "mortgage securities" & Realty Brokers/ Insurance
industry malfeasance of the housing scandal of 2008, no one went to jail, even though outright fraud was committed. What GEN NS X 1
Roalson . . L . . . .
assurance is there in the NorthMet FEIS that this will not be repeated? Mining has a long history of screwing up, polluting,
and then declaring bankruptcy. What financial vehicle of corporate surety is going to be the bulwark against long-term or
sudden pollution events? As a member of the public, | am NOT ASSURED by the FEIS to prevent this.
| apologize for this automatic reply to your email. To control spam, | now allow incoming messages only from senders | have
mtjohanse |approved beforehand. If you would like to be added to my list of approved senders, please fill out the short request form
n@earthlin|(see link below). Once | approve you, | will receive your original message in my inbox. You do not need to resend your GEN NS X 1
k.net message. | apologize for this one-time inconvenience. Click the link below to fill out the request:
https://webmail.pas.earthlink.net/wam/addme?a=mtjohansen@earthlink.net&id=11e5-8a4e-841ea250-a0ef-00144fec6578
Janet Hill I'm told that a phone number is required for the U.s. Forest Service to consider my comment. My phone number is 218-259- ROD NS X 1
4090.
Although the "Land Exchange" is well intentioned, | believe it is in no way "equivalent" to maintaining acreage that is part of
Colles B.  |the larger whole, a national forest. The exchange is in no way a replacement, but a "feel good" trade of numbers/acreage
. . . . . . . . LAN NS X 1
Larkin which does not hold the same ecological, environmental benefits to habitat that being part of a larger whole does. Dicing up

the national forest, contaminating the mining adjacent land and waters with poisonous sulfide will have serious
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ramifications down the decades.
We need to protect our land and, especially, our waters. Not one of these copper-sulfide mining companies has ever
Colles B. [avoided compromising the land it mined; the cost of clean-up are prohibitive where clean-up is even possible. The startling WAT NS X 1
Larkin hazard with these mines is the certain contamination of our water. Water is increasingly precious and restricted. For the
present generation and future generations, we need to deny this mining.
Colles B. |And, at the same time, we must find alternative jobs for our miners; it is the responsibility of our State, our universities and 50 NS X 1
Larkin our sustainable industries to do so!
Me?ryjo You are welcome. GEN NS X 1
Reiter
E?drgtler | want to express my opinion as very much against the proposed mining in northern Minnesota. GEN NS X 1
Dnr For Let's get the permits going and start constructing this worthy PROJECT!! GEN NS X
Bjorn Reed |Please do not mine near the bwca! GEN NS X
rachel | am writing to voice my opposition to the proposed sulfide mine in the Babbit/Hoyt Lakes area, and my objection to the GEN NS X 1
susan implication that the project
| do not believe that the final EIS adequately addresses the predicted environmental consequences. Over and over again, it
rachel . . Wi " ‘o
susan is stated in the report that the consequences would be "mitigated" or have minimal effect. These statements are made MEPA NS X 1
without supporting evidence as to why the consequences would be negligible.
rachel In addition, | do not feel that the EIS adequately addresses the cumulative effects likely from this project. | believe that the
susan negative environmental consequemces and cumulative effects of this project would far outweigh the short-term miniscule Cum NS X 1
employment benefits provided by the mine.
rachel It seems to me that the enormity of negative impact on this project is being minimized in favor of the enormity of short-
susan term economic gain for a few people very far removed from the actual location of this project. The long-term losses to the SO NS X 1
ecosystems necessary for health should not be sacrified for short-term economic gains.
rachel | object to the advancement of this project based upon the shallow nature of the EIS. | also object to the EIS under the GEN NS X 1
susan concept of the Precautionary Principle, which it appears is being ignored.
mary jane I'm just someone's grandmother but | have enough sense to know that if it is imperative to contain mine waste for 500 years
manion to get rid of the toxicity then it should never be started because we can't control what happens in 50 years, let alone 500 PER NS X 1
years.
mary jane |So far, we only have one planet with fresh water for life. Why, why why would we keep doing what we know will destroy the WAT NS X 1
manion complicated and interwoven ecosystems that sustain all life.
Kevin The type of mining that Polymet proposes has never been tested. This type of mining has never been done before in PD NS X 1
Kramer Minnesota.
E(::rl:er This project will not create any more jobs than your average grocery store. SO NS X 1
E(::::er How long before Polymet declares bankruptcy and leaves us with the bill to clean up their mess. FIN NS X 1
Kevin How long before their waste leaks into our drinking water? Who cares which way the waste water drifts? Whether it drifts
Kramer towards the Boundary Waters Wilderness or whether it drifts towards Lake Superior. Either way is an environmental WAT NS X 1

tragedy.
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Kevin They said that drilling in the Gulf of Mexico was safe. They said all of the environmental protections were in place in the Gulf
Kramer of Mexico. We all know how that turned out. For the good of all, | beg you to stop this Polymet mining project before it is GEN NS X 1
too late!
Louise L
lames | am strongly opposed to any mining development by PolyMet. GEN NS X 1
Louise Having lived in Colorado for 30 years, | experienced the rape and pillage of mining companies on the land. All they care GEN NS X 1
James about is the dollar.
I am writing you to express my disgust and disbelief that the state of Minnesota is willing to threaten the environment,
Jacob Davis|thousands of tourism jobs, and its own collective dignity to pander to foreign mining interests who will extract wealth from GEN NS X 1
our state as they extract minerals from the land they destroy.
Jacob Davis| we are debating this issue based on a flawed and biased environmental review, commissioned by the mining company, NEPA S 0 2 SDEIS Theme NEPA 02
. |[Unemployment is steadily decreasing and our economy strengthening; yet this state is willing to gamble away its precious SDEIS Themes SO 01, SO 02
Jacob Davis . . . . . SO S 0 2
land and water resources, which generate tax dollars and jobs already, in the name of jobs and economic impact?
._|It wont be hard for me and others like me to take our education, professional knowledge, and talents to another state which
Jacob Davis \ . SO NS X 1
doesn't abuse its people and resources.
The BWCA gives us natural beauty, perspective on the important things in life, chances to decompress from the monotony
of everyday life, the ability to feel healthy, good, and proud about ourselves, the opportunity to escape from brutal and
Erik Maritz [sometimes violent home-lives, and so much more. It has changed my life and I’'ve watched it change the lives of dozens of WILD NS X 1
campers I've guided through it’s pristine waters — what a shame it would be to take that opportunity away from future
generations.
Johnnie The final draft Environmental Impact Statement addressed the environmental and safety concerns necessary to safely treat
s S GEN NS X 1
Forrest the water and utilize the LTV mine site.
| think it is completely unreasonable for the State of Minnesota to approve a mining operation that will in the end leave a
polluted site that will need treatment for 500 years. The future is unknown and it would be foolish to assume we will be able
lan Andrus [to maintain a water treatment program that long. Once it's polluted there is no going back. As a resident of northern PER NS X 1
Minnesota, clean water is one of the things | value most and is becoming more a more rare. | also think that we should be
monitoring pollution on the site not the boundaries.
| support the proposal to mine put forth by Polymet. Their plans for environmental protection seem adequate to me. While
Andrew . . . . . .
Thorsen there is no such thing as a 100% perfect plan or complete safety their plans seem to cover foreseeable situations that might GEN NS X 1
arise.
Monica Please do NOT jeopardize all Minnesotans’ long term health and environment for the short term sake of high corporate GEN NS X 1
Petrov profits and jobs for only a few.
Krishna Sulfide mining has never, in the history of mining, been done safel GEN NS X 1
Woerheide g ’ ¥ & Y-
. The Polymet project will, by their own admission, have dire consequences for the watershed and the riparian ecosystem.
Krishna . . . L . .
., |Multiple studies have been done that show conclusively that biota in the downstream habitat cannot withstand the stresses AQ NS X 1
Woerheide . . .
of Acid Mine Drainage.
Krishna | urge you to truly consider the science, and the current world wide water issues. We cannot afford to poison our fresh WAT NS X 1
Woerheide water. And don't listen to the DNR officials - sulfides do not become sulfates and then turn into hydrochloric acid.
Krishna There are a number of water quality professionals, chemists, hydrologists and ecologists outside of the mining industry
. . . GEN NS X 1
Woerheide [whose advice and expertise should be sought.
Courtney |Please please please, for the love of Mother Nature. Keep the pristine beauty in the Boundary Waters. GEN NS X 1
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Scott
Clearly the mass of mining accidents caused by attempts to mine highly disseminated low grade metals out of sulfide ores
Liz Bercaw |without degrading and polluting our environment for the next 500 years, has not been effective. Nor do we have the GEN NS X 1
technology or the political will to clean up the pollution that is already here.
As citizens, we understand that we seek to approve mining in MN for the sake of jobs, stability for some people. While this is
Liz Bercaw |honorable, the number of people who suffer both now and in the future will be much greater if we continue with this short SO NS X 1
term way of seeing.
Already | hear stories of large numbers of children living in northern MN having to be treated for heavy metal poisoning,
Liz Bercaw that is only available through a hospital, at great unsupported cost to the families. These, | have heard, already live at a low HU NS X 1
income level, on reservation land. This not only dishonors promises to a people who our ancestors moved out of the way,
taking their land for our own sake and our lifestyle, but dishonors our MN goals of social equity.
If the Lands and Minerals Division of the Minnesota DNR is responsible for permitting our mines, and the agency stopped
promoting mining that is inadequate to protect MN waters, the agency division would basically put itself out of business. But
Liz Bercaw surely such educated people can find themselves employed within the economic system. Understandably the DNR feels GEN NS X 1
obligated to hear out such suggestions as Polymet's. It is clear however that Polymet is only hoping for variances and
permission to solve the pollution problem later, as has been granted previously, causing the mining pollution we already
have.
| love the BWCAW, and it would be morally impermissible if it were harmed by toxic sulfide mining corporations. | implore
Mary Pavia |you to block proposals from mining companies in the lands adjacent to the Boundary Waters. If action is set forth, then the GEN NS X 1
benefits will be incredible.
Protecting the BWCA would continue to provide opportunities for outdoor recreation and benefit the local economies that
are dependent on this ecotourism industry. The need for outdoor recreation is important, especially as the urbanization of
Mary Pavia |society continues to grow. The protection of wilderness is integral to maintaining biodiversity and preserving something that| WILD NS X 1
has a deep, intrinsic value for many people. In the words of Henry David Thoreau, “In wilderness is the preservation of the
world.”
There is a need for radical change as the dangers threatening ecological systems are the result of production and
Mary Pavia consumption, and we must encourage legislators to understand this need by urging them to co-sponsor and support the GEN NS X 1
National Park and Wilderness Water Protection Act. If we do not, the social and environmental cost would be catastrophic,
and only act as a catalyst for greater and greater ecological destruction.
thun440@
netscape.n |l live in northeast Mn. and | am completely opposed to to the Polymet project!! GEN NS X 1
et
thun440@ |In your environmental statement you say the the Polymet project "would not cause any significant water quality impacts".
netscape.n |My question is, what do you consider an insignificant water quality impact. ANY impact is unacceptable----PERIOD!!! And WAT NS X 1
et who's going to do the on-going clean-up necessary after it's all over with?
If we are going to risk ruining the BWCA and sinking tourism around Ely, why are we offering this to the least experienced,
smallest company of its kind instead of the most experienced corporation with a track record of success in this type of
mining? Polymet itself has no track record for this type of operation. The company has no earnings and is what's called a
Gene Dale [shell corporation. Its stock (PLM) trades for 95 cents per share and is priced not on current operations but on possible future GEN NS X 1
Kalligher |projections, the most risky type. Companies like this go out of business every day which is why the stock is priced so low.

Everyone including the Governor and Mr. Landwehr state there is some risk to this effort. So I'll ask again why are we placing
this risk in the hands of a company that is inexperienced with no track record to demonstrate their ability to manage the risk

we are placing in their hands?
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Brad Hill  |Please deny the Polymet mine the ability to operate in Minnesota. There is too much risk to the public. GEN NS X 1
Any contamination that is leaked can destroy wetlands and is reduced to the ownership of the public when the Polymet
mine and it's financial backers go bankrupt. A perfect example of this is the former Dunka mine near Babbitt, MN. The
Dunka mine went bankrupt sometime in the 1970's however there is still the contamination problem today and nothing is
being done to clean it up. Today the public bears the financial burden of the chemicals leaching into the surrounding ground.
Brad Hill  |There may be some fact that not much money is spent on the project today but why are we letting contamination leak from FIN NS X 1
a former mine into the water? We are polluting ourselves and doing nothing to clean it up. The former Dunka mine may be
in environmental compliance but that means nothing. The environmental compliance factor only means something like the
mine has to report contamination level to the state, not to do anything meaningful to reduce the contaminates or clean
them up.
So this proposal by Polymet would place the people of Minnesota in the same position. Once a there is a contamination leak
and the mine goes bankrupt and the financial backers move out, the mine will be allowed leak continuously. Any leaking
Brad Hill  |mine will come at the expense of the people of Minnesota because we are left to deal with the contamination and if we FIN NS X 1
want to spend our tax money to clean it up. It's not fair to burden the people of Minnesota with a contaminated
environment and the costly clean up.
| would like to request as a member of the public and a taxpayer that you have a completely independent analysis of the
groundwater movement at the mine and contaminants the mine will produce. Much of this "analysis" in the FEIS is done by
BARR Engineering. Though theynare reputable, they stand to benefit greatly from this project and even though no contracts
have been drawn- they have a relationship with Polymet. This type of mine pollutes, there is no question about that. We
K need to make sure that our land of 10,000 lakes stays as great as it is for future generations- it is our responsibility. There
. . . . . . . . WAT NS X 1
Tharaldson |are taconite mine pits near the proposed Polymet site and this needs to be taken into account. It is irresponsible of the DNR
to utilize a company that has an existing relationship with the mining company to do unbiased analysis. The responsible
thing to do- and the honest thing to do- is have someone unrelated to the project assess everything- including the
surrounding taconite pits and how they affect the movement of water and will affect the movement of what we know will
be contaminants leaving the mine.
K | am not in support or agreement of this environmental impact study. You did not look deeply enough or have the unbiased
Tharaldson review you claim to have had. Please reconsider before seeming to approve something that will pollute into perpetuity and GEN NS X 1
harm the environment that you are charged with protecting.
:SZSr:l;?ein | am writing to express deep opposition to the proposed PolyMet mine. GEN NS X 1
loshua the pr(?posed mine would reap .de\./as.tating cqnsequences or.1 Minnesota’s e_c.ology, and the Ion.g-te.rm damagg will f.a.r
Bernstein outweigh any short-term benefits in job creation or economic growth. Specifically, the contamination from mine tailings and SO NS X 1
from the elevated levels of mercury and aluminum in the water will prove fatal for the already-threatened ecosystems.
Joshua The resultant contamination will also likely endanger the habitats and survival of numerous threatened species, such as the Wi NS X 1
Bernstein |Canadian Lynx.
the resultant pollution from the mine will almost certainly disrupt waterways and lands that hold tremendous spiritual and
Joshua economic significance for Native Americans in Minnesota. To destroy these resources, which have been in their possession CUM NS X 1
Bernstein [for hundreds of years, and have represented the natural habitats of numerous species for thousands of years, is simply an
affront to humanity and unconscionable on numerous levels.
loshua The Environmental Impact Statement, which ostensibly addresses these concerns, reflects unsubstantiated claims and
Bernstein dubious science at best. At worst, it represents the corruption of science and environmental review by overzealous GEN NS X 1

investors.

Page | 16



Name of
Sender

Comment

Issue

Substantive /

Non-Substantive

old /
New

Response
ID

RGU Consideration

Joshua
Bernstein

While some Minnesotans may support this proposed mine on the grounds that it would purportedly create jobs, the truth is
that these supporters have been misled or coopted by the mining industry. Any economic gains would be short-term and
primarily limited to the financial stakeholders of the mine, while Minnesotans as a whole will invariably have to pay for the
enormous and long-term costs of site repair and environmental cleanup. There is simply no sustainable way to run a mine in
Minnesota, as any honest scientist or economist will attest. The best solution for job growth in Minnesota is to promote the
industries that can work in harmony with the state’s natural resources, such as tourism and camping, rather than those,
such as mining, that exploit those resources for the good of the few. The State of Minnesota can also devote funds to
worker training and education, two strategies that are far sounder in the long-run and likely to reap greater economic
benefits than destroying the state’s precious lands.

SO

NS

Craig David

I would like to express my TOTAL OPPOSITION to the proposed PolyMet Mine.

GEN

NS

Craig David

There is one reason we must not allow the mine to be built. That reason is the INDEFINITE TREATMENT OF WASTE WATER
from the mining process. It is outrageous that the DNR, and the State of Minnesota, would even consider such a proposal.
Human beings, if we look at their capabilities, will in no uncertain terms be unable to maintain toxic water treatment for 500
plus years.

PER

NS

Craig David

With all prudence, and caution, to protect the state's environment, especially the pristine waters of the northern tier, | beg
of you not to make this huge, shortsighted mistake. PLEASE - DO NOT LET THE MINE BE BUILT.

GEN

NS

Shawn
Roed

Vote NO!

GEN

NS

Shawn
Roed

PolyMet company never has operated a mine and that the company and state have yet to tell taxpayers how they PolyMet
would pay for cleanup needed for at least decades after the mine closes.

FIN

NS

Shawn
Roed

Even With Modern Technology, Disasters Happen ? A landslide occurred at the huge Bingham Canyon open-pit copper mine
in April 2013. Reuters News Service reported: “A landslide at Rio Tinto's Bingham Canyon mine in Utah extended farther
into the pit than predicted, and there was greater damage to equipment than previously estimated, Rio's Kennecott unit
said on Friday. Kennecott Utah Copper, which operates the mine ... said it had not yet determined the impact of the slide .
.. or atime frame for resuming mining operations.” More than two hundred people lost their jobs—more than half of them
permanently. At Summitville Mine in Colorado pollution spilled from a containment pond and impacted all aquatic life for
18 miles in the Alamosa River. At Mike Horse Mine in Montana 1 million cubic yards of metals-contaminated mine waste is
piled behind an eroding tailings dam at the headwaters of the Blackfoot River, an important trout river; a failure of a prior
dam poisoned the river for years, causing fish kills and environmental damage for miles downstream. Aleakin a
Charleston, West Virginia storage tank that held a chemical used in the coal mining industry polluted the water supply of
three hundred thousand people for several weeks in early 2014; economic harm has reached $61 million and continues to
increase. ? The Montcalm Mine, Ontario closed abruptly after structural changes and unforeseen ground movements
threatened the underground mine. Tailings dams for mining waste storage fail; on average one major tailings dam failure
occurs each year. Industry’s track record is full of examples of unintended consequences: A vast landslide (about one
square mile) caused by heavy rains on a slope that had been clear-cut by loggers where geologists had warned logging
should not occur destroyed much of the community of Oso, Washington in March 2014. Fukushima Nuclear Power Plant in
Japan melted down and released radioactive materials following an earthquake and tsunami in March 2011; officials
incorrectly assumed the plant was safe because no previous tsunami had ever been high enough to reach the plant site. BP
(British Petroleum) oil spill in the Gulf of Mexico in 2010 caused by the explosion and sinking of the Deepwater Horizon oil
rig was the largest accidental marine oil spill in history. Exxon Valdez oil spill occurred in Prince William Sound, Alaska in
1989 when an oil tanker struck a reef and spilled crude oil; it is considered to be one of the most devastating humancaused
environmental disasters. Oil is still present on the beaches, and the herring population, which is vitally important

commercially and ecologically, has collapsed.

GEN

NS
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Abbie Both the proposed mine (open-pit) and the Eagle mine (underground) are located in the Lake Superior watershed. Both GEN NS X 1
Debiak mines have sulfide-based ore bodies. The proposed Minnesota mine is approximately 100 times larger than the Eagle mine.
Governor Dayton was impressed with the independent Community Environmental Monitoring Program (CEMP) on his
Abbie recent tour of the Eagle mine (www.cempmonitoring.com). The CEMP program monitors for mine-related impacts to
Debiak groundwater, surface water, air quality, wildlife and plant life. After the tour, the Governor indicated that he would insist on PER NS X 1
a similar independent monitoring program if he decides to allow an open-pit copper mine near the Boundary Waters
Wilderness Area.
. the SWP feels that requiring an independent monitoring program should not be a factor in his decision. It should be stressed
Abbie . . . . . e
Debiak that while the CEMP program was designed to detect environmental impacts from mining activities it is not capable of PER NS X 1
preventing such impacts.
Abbie In our opinion state required monitoring should remain completely separate from independent monitoring (ie; the state SDEIS Themes PER 06, PER 24
. . D . PER S 0] 2
Debiak should not mandate independent monitoring, it should be locally-driven).
Abbie In our case, independent monitoring became possible only after it was clear that local opposition had failed and the mine
. . PER NS X 1
Debiak would be a reality.
Abbie Linking independent monitoring to a proposed mine’s approval process can imply tacit community support (social license) PER NS X 1
Debiak and this was definitely not the case with CEMP (the region continues to be about evenly split regarding the mine).
. In 2006 the SWP developed the Salmon Trout River Watershed Management Plan which included the recommendation to
Abbie " L . e . . . .
Debiak prohibit all sulfide-based mining” in this sensitive natural area (http://superiorwatersheds.org/admin/wp- PER NS X 1
content/uploads/2014/06/Salmon-Trout-River-Watershed-Management-Plan.pdf see page 41).
Abbie Both the proposed mine in Minnesota and the new Eagle mine in Michigan are located in sensitive, wild watersheds that
. . . - . WAT NS X 1
Debiak drain to Lake Superior (St. Louis River and Salmon Trout River).
Abbie With a looming national and global water crisis many people feel that protecting the headwaters of the Great Lakes (more
. , . . WAT NS X 1
Debiak than 20% of the world’s fresh water) is more important than ever.
Abbie American Rivers (Washington D.C.) designated the Salmon Trout as one of the Ten Most Threatened Rivers in the country in
. 2006. Not coincidentally, American Rivers nominated the St. Louis River for the same distinction in 2015 ( WAT NS X 1
Debiak . . . L
http://www.americanrivers.org/endangered-rivers/2015-report/st-louis-river/).
In all fairness the SWP believes that Eagle mine is a state-of-the-art facility using the best practices available and that Eagle
staff are truly committed to environmental protection. Eagle has also provided significant economic support to the region
Abbie and the state. On the other hand the mine has only been in full operation for just over a year and CEMP is currently tracking
. - . . GEN NS X 1
Debiak several groundwater trends that could indicate future problems. More importantly, the very real potential for long term
environmental impacts after mine closure has still not been adequately addressed. Historically, sulfide-based mining
operations have left a legacy of pollution.
Abbie Deciding whether to allow a mine near a wilderness area is far more complicated than simply choosing between economics SDEIS Theme SO 02
Debiak and the environment, especially when nature tourism and the tradition of the wilderness experience is such an integral part SO S 0] 2
of Minnesota’s economy.
Abbie For decades Minnesota has been an environmental leader among the Great Lakes states. Long before it was common,
. . . . . . L GEN NS X 1
Debiak Minnesota required intensive environmental education in the classroom.
Even if a mining company could provide 100% assurance that there would never be any water quality impacts there is still SDEIS Theme WI 02
Abbie the glaring fact that mining is an incredibly disruptive industrial process. Both open-pit and underground operations use WILD s 0 )
Debiak massive mining equipment with ore trucks running continuously, literally for years on end. A true wilderness never fully

recovers from such an onslaught.
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Abbie
Debiak

The first decision facing Governor Dayton is whether to allow an industrial zone immediately adjacent to a wilderness area.
In our opinion independent monitoring should not be part of that decision process.

PER

NS

Darrell patt
erson

| would like to see the DNR approve the final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the PolyMet Mine. After 10 years,
millions of dollars, and countless hours of labor, PolyMet has convinced me they will comply with the strict state and federal
environmental laws.

GEN

NS

Darrell patt
erson

If an extensive EIS that satisfactorily meets the state and federal requirements can be overridden by a group of naysayers,
then | am concerned we will discourage businesses from investing in our state in the future. Let's approve PolyMet's final EIS
so we can show the rest of the country that there is a safe way to mine the precious metals that we all use every day.

GEN

NS

Jan Kilian

| oppose the current PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal.

GEN

NS

Jan Kilian

We cannot afford even a small amount of more water pollution in our state. A large percentage of our lakes are already
beyond recovery and PolyMet would threaten those still viable.

WAT

NS

John Roth

| oppose the current PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal for legal, economic and moral grounds.

GEN

NS

John Roth

Given the current worldwide surplus of the minerals, and the large number of mining projects already in development
elsewhere, the price for these minerals will virtually guarantee PolyMet NorthMet's bankruptcy and inability to pay for
environmental monitoring and cleanup. While not openly admitted by the mining companies, bankruptcy is a central part of
their business model. Most importantly, | consider it to be absolutely immoral to allow any mining action that will require
our children and grandchildren, and potentially generations after them, to pay the price for cleanup. We have a moral
responsibility to give the next generation a world that is equal to, if not better, than the one we inherited from our parents.
If PolyMet NorthMet are allowed, we will be giving our children and grandchildren a polluted and damaged northern
Minnesota. That we cannot allow. No amount of money earned by the owners of the mining companies and mine workers
can justify that damage or compensate future generations for their loss.

FIN

NS

John Roth

The proposed mines are simply not needed and prudent, conservative resource management dictates that the minerals
should be left in the ground and extracted only if needed by future generations and the environmental risks can be
eliminated. The reason why the mines are not needed is that there is no shortage of copper and nickel. According to the
International Copper Association and the U.S. Geological Survey, "Since 1950 ... there has always been, on average, around
40 years of copper reserves (which are defined as 'deposits that have been discovered, evaluated and assessed to be
economically profitable') and over 200 years of resources left." Resources are defined to "include reserves, discovered
deposits which are potentially profitable and undiscovered deposits that are predicted based on preliminary geological
surveys." The U.S. Geological Survey further reported in its February 2014 Mineral Commodity Summary that "The
International Copper Study Group predicted that global refined copper production in 2013 would exceed demand by about
390,000 tons." It went on to state that "Global production of refined copper was projected to increase by 3.9% and
consumption was projected to remain essentially unchanged." In another report issued on March 6, 2014, the U.S.
Geological Survey stated that "geologically-based global assessment of undiscovered copper resources estimated that 3.5
billion metric tons of copper may exist worldwide." PolyMet's website says that they estimate 275 million tons of reserves
and 694 million tons of resources - a tiny fraction of what the U.S. Geological Survey estimates may be available. What is
important to note, as well, is that "copper is one of the few raw materials which can be recycled repeatedly without any loss
of performance.” (International Copper Association) If the recycling of copper already in the waste stream, or slated for it
in the future, could be increased, it would significantly reduce the need for newly refined copper. At present, the U.S.
Geological Survey states that "about 32% of the U.S. copper supply" comes from recycled copper. Each year, however, we
recycle only a fraction of the waste copper available. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency reported that the U.S.
generated 3.412 million tons of e-waste (waste from old computers, cell phone, TVs, wires and other electrical items) in
2012. We recycled only 29.2% of it. The EPA also estimated that there are probably 100 million old TVs in storage, resting in

people's closets and basements, ready to be thrown out. And that doesn't include the number of old computers, printer,

NEPA

SDEIS Theme NEPA 06
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phones and other devises. Clearly there is a huge potential for increased recycling, and the value of that recycled material
exceeds the value of newly refined metal. According to the United Nations University (September 17, 2009), "A ton of used
mobile phones ... - or approximately 6,000 handsets (a tiny fraction of today's 1 billion annual production) - contains about
3.5 kilograms of silver, 340 grams of gold, 140 grams of palladium and 130 kg of copper ... The average mobile phone battery
contains another 3.5 grams of copper. Combined value: over US$15,000 at today's prices." On July 11, 2014 the COMEX
spot copper price for newly refined copper was $3.27 per pound. The price for copper scrap was $3.021 per pound. And
that price does not factor in the enormous benefits achieved by recycling, such as the reduced pollution and costs of
landfills. Accordingly, when there is excess production of newly refined copper and large supplies of scrap, why would any
prudent steward of our natural resources allow environmentally risky and highly expensive mining to occur? It doesn't
make economic sense. We should save the resource for our children and future generations.
This is the same old story of mining companies claiming to be able to now safely mine the sulfide ores that have led to so
James many ecological disasters in the past. And it's the same old story of politicians backing any project that produces new jobs,
. . . . L . GEN NS X 1
Mayerle  |no matter what the ultimate cost. | am a native of the Iron Range and am sympathetic to the difficulty of creating jobs in
the region. However, in this case, the risk is just too great.
Jenny Dahl |Please reject mining proposals in northeastern Minnesota. GEN NS X 1
Yes, mining generates jobs, but they are ALWAYS temporary. They always put at risk the potentially permanent tourism jobs.
Moreover, | personally believe clean water will be the "oil" of the next generation -- worth big S and fought over. So please
Jenny Dahl |, . . . . . SO NS X 1
let's not put water -- our invaluable, irreplaceable, and to some degree uniquely Minnesota -- resource at risk for some
temporary jobs.
Dan Korpi |please build mine slready. We need the minerals to build wind mills (bird choppers) GEN NS X 1
Chris | oppose the current PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal. My understanding is the current proposal does
. . . ALT NS X 1
Erickson  |not use the best available technology, for reasons which | do not understand..
Chris Furthermore, these types of mines with hundred-plus year treatment obligations are logically suited to more arid WAT NS X 1
Erickson |landscapes, not in the land of 10,000 lakes, and certainly not next to the pristine BWCA.
John | oppose the current PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal. GEN NS X 1
Tonsager
John | have an issue with both the financial and ethical aspects of the PolyMet mine. The holding company providing the
. . . FIN NS X 1
Tonsager |monetary backing to PolyMet is problematic at best.
The ore has been and will continue to be in the ground and available forever. There is no demand for this ore that outweighs
John . . . L . :
Tonsager the risks. Leave it there until sometime in the future when it can be safely extracted and not create such a huge risk to us PD NS X 1

and the environment.
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John We are only fooling ourselves to believe the money can be set aside to mitigate any known and unknown hazard for ever EIN NS X 1
Tonsager |into a future we know nothing about.
kell There will be NO benefit for the State of MN, and it is IMPOSSIBLE for PolyMet to honor any cleanup guarantee into the
herr:/sath future....there could be a spill 300 years from now. Just tour ALL the mining failures, they were once state-of-the-art mines FIN NS X 1
too and the same promises were made to their area.
kell 350 jobs is one of the most laughable parts of this proposal. Where is the breakdown of income and positions for these
y ridiculously low number of created jobs? There are so many companies looking for workers in a 200 mile radius that to SO NS X 1
hemsath . . _ .
destroy an entire ecosystem for the profit of overseas CEQ's is what makes this deplorable.
I;\erlr\:sath Also, what if PolyMet goes bankrupt? They are off the hook, and who is on the hook? FIN NS X 1
kelly The environmental study is also laughable, using phrases like "not likely" to cause the destruction of the area, and
. g GEN NS X 1
hemsath probably" safe.
kelly The RISKS FAR OUTWEIGH any gain the state of MN would benefit from, and what are the details of the 10 billion they say GEN NS X 1
hemsath |will be the benefit to MN? Their lack of details alone is an embarrassment that the DNR is even considering this
tony. | oppose sulfide mining in Northern Minnesota. GEN NS X 1
vavricka
The PolyMet FEIS is inadequate under federal and state laws and regulations because health risks and impacts on children,
tony , ) I . . L . .
Vavricka and communities who rely on fish and wild rice for subsistence, including risks from asbestos-like particles and HU NS X 1
methylmercury.
Nicholas |l am a Minnesotan and a frequent visitor of the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness. | believe that Minnesota must GEN NS X 1
Huelster |protect its natural heritage,
Although there are sound rational and scientific arguments why the mine project would do more harm than good, | am also
Nicholas |of the belief that we must on principle be even more automatically protective of our wilderness areas, and this mining
S . . . ) . GEN NS X 1
Huelster |project is but one large example of a business-minded decision making process that immorally obstructs what should be a
universal Minnesotan principle of environmental conservation of our natural heritage.
Wilderness is something that is under assault every day. Because we can't commoditize it, it shrinks in value in people's
Kelly . . . . . . S
Munson minds. Minerals are very important to human development but Wilderness is more important. Mining is temporary, nature GEN NS X 1
is forever.
- I am th owner of property in northern Minnesota. The property is on a large lake with a large watershed. The possibility for
Winifred . . . . . .
Tillmann spills and leaks; although assurances have been given that they would be minimal or none at all, is too great a risk to take in WAT NS X 1
this vulnerable area.
IF_XaTjtlji?\g | oppose the current PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal. GEN NS X 1
Amber Do not allow sulfide mining in Northern Minnesota! When sulfur comes into contact with water or oxygen is becomes
L . . . . . . GEN NS X 1
Garlan sulfuric acid. There is no safe way to do sulfide mining. Five hundred years of pollution must be avoided.
Marilvn Why are we being so shortsighted? Jobs are important. BUT once the natural world is polluted, there is no way back. Why
Bensgn do we think a dam will hold? Look at what happened in Brazil this last week? Why do we think a company will continue into FIN NS X 1
infinity to pay for clean-up?
kathleen With water being the resource touted as more powerful and pervasive to life on earth than oil, | am amazed that it is given
kelnberger so little regard in this proposal. THERE HAS NEVER BEEN A CLEAN COPPER SULFIDE MINE. Why is our DNR, the state GEN NS X 1

government, and our elected officials in a state of denial especially in THIS STATE, which prides our clean and plentiful lakes.
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| see no gains to be made by Minnesota in pursuing this mining proposal. It will mean the destruction of the thousands of
kathleen |permanent jobs supported by those who travel to the BWCA each year. We are giving that up for a limited ( | believe | read 50 NS X 1
kelnberger {30 year) extraction of an ore which is close to 99% waste. Putting that waste in water, in an already failing tailing pond, is
insanity of the worst dimension.
I'm not against mining; I'm against mining that is economically and environmentally unsound from the start, meaning that
Dirk the odds of a cleanup in the future are even worse. This is one of the reasons people speak of the "resource curse," one GEN NS X 1
Hanson aspect of which is that some people make money--but not the locals, who just get stuck with the Superfund site. For a grand
total of 350 jobs, this one is a bad bargain from every angle.
Where's the protection for taxpayers? Why aren't "we the people" making demands that THEY clean up their mess
Matt Straw [afterward? Why aren't we demanding AT LEAST a $10 million deposit, to be returned only when the pollution is gone and FIN NS X 1
cleaned up by THEM, not US, for a change?
Why would you otherwise want to risk the CERTAIN gainful employment of tens of thousands of Minnesotans that can be
Matt Straw maintained FOREVER with a clean environment through tourism, guiding, retails sales of everything from boats to gasoline, 50 NS X 1
lodging, camping fees, park fees, etc.? Employment gained by that mine is a drop in the bucket comparatively, won't last,
and will leave whole communities stunned and hurting with unemployment.
No way will a PolyMet mine help this state. In the long run, it can only impoverish the people and cause health and
Matt Straw . . . . . . GEN NS X 1
environmental problems that could last centuries. Only sociopaths could possibly consider accepting the PolyMet plan.
| oppose the current PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal. Their documentation is inadequate and
assumes that heavy metal binding to mammalian systems is well understood, it is not. The chemistry of heavy metal binding
Dr. Scott |is not understood at the molecular level. Even more critical are biological effects. Toxicity studies have only been done HU s N 6
Cram using model tissue culture systems that have been shown to be inadequate when predicting effects on humans. Ata
minimum normal human cells (vs. say Hela cells) should be used for toxicity studies involving heavy metals. Peer reviewed
literature citations validate my concerns.
Tom | support the polymet proposal as it now stands. That said this whole process along with yet another public comment period GEN NS X 1
Mattson |has been a disgrace to the human race.
We are not in favor of the Polymet project. We feel that there have been exaggerated and even dishonest claims about the
number of jobs which will become available. We are also unhappy about the reputation of the companies behind this
ctok endeavor. There definitely could possibly be threat of danger to the environment and the people who sitll hope to live here GEN NS X 1
after Polymet's proposed 20 year lifespan is complete. My grandchildren will be in their 30's and out of work if they hope to
work there. Please count our 2 votes against the project.
The Final EIS for PolyMet's proposed mine concludes an inadequate review of the project's potential environmental effects.
After 10 years of study, the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and U.S. Forest
Service have looked at the evidence and incorrectly found that the NorthMet Mine can comply with strict state and federal
Bruce Hart |environmental standards. The Final EIS for the NorthMet Mine is grossly inadequate from the beginning ! in that it puts a PD NS X 1
en Potential pollution problem in the footprint of an existing pollution problem! - The Co-lead Agencies have spent 10 years
evaluating potential project effects and have completely ignored the existing tailings pond. Earthen bermed tailings ponds
LEAK and Fail Period ! (an integral Poured Concrete tailing pond shrouded in the crushing and balling mill facility that reuses
water from which all sulfides have been removed is requisite !)
Bruce Hart |- The project's water modeling—shows that PolyMet's treatment and mitigation plans will not prevent acid mine drainage ALT NS X 1
en and meet all water quality standards unless used in a Engineered Closed Loop Facility
Bruce Hart |After careful review, of the Final EIS | have concluded that these documents are flawed and skewed to enable 300 iffy jobs GEN NS X 1
en and give minnesotand 500 plus years of devastation
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In short, the Final EIS does not meet the requirements of todays available technology in that it does not provide a
Bruce Hart |"Completly Closed Loop Facility....One enclosed facility that crushes, ball mills, rodmills, separates, extracts, ALT NS X 1
en smelters....reuses water and REMOVES SULFIDES....dries and compacts tailings befor retuning them to the pit ! "When the
power shuts off EVERYTHING STOPS....for a minute or 500 years !
Bruce The DNR should recognise the inadequacy of the Final EIS ....and serve notice that permitting will not proceeds in the future
Lo . o . o GEN NS X 1
Harten I Non-ferrous minning is not conducive to maintaining Minnesotas Woods and Wildlife !
I am not in favor of this mining.. these company do not care about the environment only profits | worked in the mining
Thomas . . . .
Borbiconi industry and | have seen first hand how irresponsible they can be and they pollute everyday and when they get caught all GEN NS X 1
they do is pay the fine and do nothing more
Is this the legacy that the Dayton name wants to be tied to? http://news.yahoo.com/brazil-mining-flood-could-devastate-
environment-years-142842186--finance.html RIO DOCE, Brazil (Reuters) - The collapse of two dams at a Brazilian mine has
Rowan cut off drinking water for quarter of a million people and saturated waterways downstream with dense orange sediment GEN NS X 1
Glaser that could wreck the ecosystem for years to come. Or perhaps one of these?
http://www.msha.gov/MSHAINFO/FactSheets/MSHAFCT8.HTM When will we accept alternatives that do not harm the
earth or its people? How about now!
Jonathan |[the proposed Polymet site has the potential to affect some of Minnesota's most wonderful and environmentally sensitive LU NS X 1
Baker places.
Just because a resource is available, does not mean we should do whatever it takes to harvest it. This state and this country
Jonathan . . " . Vo . .
Baker have reached a tipping point where we need to say "enough is enough': if we continue to make compromises, soon enough NEPA NS X 1
there will be nothing left to compromise.
Case in point, | grew up in the northwoods of Minnesota, about 25 miles southeast of Walker. What has happened, and
Jonathan . . . . . . . .
Baker continues to happen, to that area is an atrocity. Lakeshore has been developed with the mentality that it is an inexhaustible| CUM NS X 1
resource. The result: hardly a lake that isn't overrun with people.
Jonath . . ) . . . .
BZT(Zr an public lands are purchased and set aside not for the benefit of private interests, but for the benefit of the public. NEPA NS X 1
Jonathan |Certainly there will be short-term benefit to members of the public who will obtain employment at the proposed mine, but
. . . SO NS X 1
Baker those benefits will be short lived.
Jonathan |we continue to value benefits to a small group of wealthy individuals over those of the public who enjoys the pristine beauty
. ) NEPA NS X 1
Baker of northern Minnesota and the vulnerable animals that call the area home.
._[The jobs the mine would provide would be a plus in the short term, but the potential for environmental damage is too great.
Coby Maria . . . . . L SO NS X 1
Northern Minnesota is an outdoor vacation area, tourism also provides a living for many people.
Please, please, please, Do not let the true birthright of ALL Minnesotans be literally poisoned and polluted by the lure of
money, the amount of which that in the future will be likened to "beads & trinkets" compared to what will have been lost.
Kristopher {The number of jobs gained is only politically significant and while the welfare of individuals is certainly affected, there is a GEN NS X 1
Olson greater good that needs to be obeyed. Small towns that exist only because of the business of extracting resources from the
earth, have no real or legitimate expectation of that work in perpetuity. These unfortunate peoples lives are being used by
the corporate interests that are driving the quite literal desire to rape our land.
grant | feel that this project has been studied to a point that it will be safe. Enough with all the red tape lets get people working GEN NS X 1
mcdougall |and get this mining project started.
David | support the permitting of polymet to mine in northern Minnesota. This area of the state is in much need of a diversified
Rutford employment base and there has not been a company more scrutinized as polymets. Issue the permits and the whole state SO NS X 1

will benefit!
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mbk004@f |Polymet, if allowed to run its course, is going to ruin what's left of this state's watersheds in too many ways to list. We've
rontiernet. |destroyed countless wetlands and watersheds with our arrogant, ignorant, meddling human ways as it is without even GEN NS X 1
net counting mining.
mbk004@f | . . . . . . . e . . .
rontiernet. It is already pollgtlng fas it stands with unlined ba5|.ns holdlng tailings Jusjt a-seeping away - &‘they just pIa‘n on heaping the WAT NS X 1
net newly created pile of it on top of that. Eventually it will seep & pollute its way to Lake Superior, bottom line.
mbk004 @f . o L
rontiernet. If you depepd op water, or klj\O'W som('eone who does...pleaf,e take a stand against open pit mines or any mines in or near a GEN NS X 1
net watershed in Minnesota. Mining can’t be done clean. Period.
The DNR, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the U.S. forest service have determined after 10 long, grinding years of study
Ron shode that the North Met Mine project has proven they can and intend to comply with the extremely strict state and federal
N environmental standards. Obviously, the Polymet opponents do not trust these agencies, which is totally ridiculous. We GEN NS X 1
thank these agencies for their hard work in drawing this process to a very expected positive result. Congrats and "LET'S GET
THIS PROJECT STARTED"!!!!
f:lc;)a(:\(ijelson Can | do this everyday? | certainly will if it helps over power those environmentalist IDIOTS! GEN NS X 1
Bill Doran |l live on Lake Eshquaguma and SUPPORT the MN final EIS for the Polymet project GEN NS X 1
rkhudnut@ |It is my understanding that the EIS was prepared without the dry-filtered tailings approach, which produces one one-tenth ALT NS X 1
aol.com of 1 percent of the contaminated seepage of PolyMet's wet slurry tailings waste heaps.
rkhudnut@ It is inconceivable that Minneéota would even consider grz?\nting a permitto P.onMet, Which states that "We have not
a0l.com developed or operated any mines, and we have no operating history upon which an evaluation of our future success or GEN NS X 1
failure can be made."
Furthermore, PolyMet's parent company, Glencore, is in grave financial condition, selling off assets, eliminating its dividend,
rkhudnut@ |closing two African copper mines, laying off large numbers of workers. How could such a company possibly guarantee the EIN NS X 1
aol.com funding needed for PolyMet, not only now but for the hundreds of years into the future that PolyMet will be required to
continue monitoring and remediating?
rkhudnut@ . .
a0l.com For these reasons alone, no permit to PolyMet should be issued. GEN NS X 1
Please protect the health of Minnesota infants and children. Please support the Minnesota Department of Health's request
LS . . . . . HU NS X 1
for a comprehensive analysis of the human health risks of the proposed PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel mine.
It is important to assess: 1.) Risks to vulnerable populations -- infants, children, and people who rely on fish for subsistence -- FEIS Section 7.3.4
from increases in mercury contamination of fish in the lower reaches of the St. Louis River, as well as the Partridge and
LS Embarrass River watersheds. 2.) Risks to the health of plant and mine workers from exposure to cancer-causing asbestos- HU S 0] 2
like fibers and metal dust. 3.) Risks to downstream communities and residential well owners from arsenic, manganese, and
other toxic metals seeping into drinking water.
Doctors and nurses across Minnesota have asked that a comprehensive analysis of human health risks be performed for the FEIS Section 7.3.4
PolyMet sulfide mine project under the guidance of the Minnesota Department of Health. Department of Health
Commissioner, Dr. Edward Ehlinger, has recommended to the Minnesota DNR that a Health Impact Assessment be prepared
Ls to help policymakers balance health risks and potential benefits of the PolyMet project. Please follow the advice of HU s 0 )

Minnesota's medical leaders and protect the health of generations to come. Push the Department of Natural Resources to
require a Health Risk Assessment managed by the Department of Health as part of the PolyMet environmental review
process and direct the Department of Health to initiate a Health Impact Assessment for the PolyMet sulfide mine project to

address public health concerns.
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Carol The long-term health of Minnesota's waters & the tourism industry is worth much more than a limited number of jobs for a 50 NS X 1
bechtel limited time.
Ezzcl')ultel Mining is an exploitive industry by nature & we need to get beyond it. GEN NS X 1
Ezzcl')ultel Even the Eagle mine in Ml that is supposed to be a model is rife with environmental problems & potential problems. GEN NS X 1
Carol . . . I
If there is any kind of glitch, it is too late. GEN NS X 1
bechtel
dale Saari |l never commented. Just hoping it goes through. What more can the range handle. GEN NS X
Chad Sahr [This is simple. They will meet everything they need to and we NEED the jobs. Done deal, move forward! GEN NS X
David Polymet and the DNR have been excruciatingly meticulous in reviewing the possible environmental impact of a Polymet
L . . e . . . GEN NS X 1
Marty mining operation. We have met due diligence and it is time to move forward with this project
While PolyMet claims that sulfide mining will "diversify" the mining economy, | feel that it is not the kind of economic
Leah . e . . . . .
diversification we need in northern Minnesota. We need to protect our sustainable industries that depend on SO NS X 1
Nelson .
environmental health for the future hundreds of years.
Leah | dread to see the day where the PolyMet 'bust' occurs and people are out of jobs along with loss or degradation of our most 50 NS X 1
Nelson precious natural resource - water.
Il:leeeigon Sweetwater is a synonym for 'fresh water' - | hope to see it preserved as | know it for the rest of my life and into the future. WAT NS X 1
Leah | am proud to be a Minnesotan - I'm happy to live in a place where my environmental values and priorities are supported in NEPA NS X 1
Nelson government - a luxury and privilege not many can claim.
Illleea:?on | believe that allowing this project to happen would be a mistake. GEN NS X 1
It is my opinion the groups that lined up against Polymet, from the very beginning, would be against any mining, even if they
Greg . . . . . L . .
Holcomb had total control over the operation. It is the same world view that is destroying good paying jobs in my industry. For the GEN NS X 1
"environmentalist" the only solution is NO.
Jim | believe they can comply safely with the clean water, If they circle the holding pond with. Sheet piling within. the berm
. . . GEN NS X 1
Companion|surrounding the holding ponds.
Catherine . - .
ohnson | would like to express my strong opposition to the proposed Copper Nickel plan offered by Polymet. GEN NS X 1
Catherine |1) Copper mining in such a valuable wetland area will permanently harm this valuable resource that we hold dear to us,
. . . WET NS X 1
Johnson  |including Lake Superior.
Catherine 2) There is not a 100% assurance that this operation is capable of cleaning up a spill if it does occur (Polymet and its partner
lohnson Glencore have had financial difficulties recently). More likely, a Superfund would be created with the obligation falling to FIN NS X 1
the taxpayers.
Catherine |3) This operation has been compared to the Michigan mine, which is underground. This is not comparable as an
. . . . . ALT NS X 1
Johnson  |underground mine better contains the toxins that occurs with Copper Mining.
. 4) Tourism is a large part of this beautiful area and a toxic spill would result in the loss of many valuable jobs and businesses
Catherine |. . S . . oL
ohnson in the area that rely on tourism. 5) Mining is a very unreliable job venture, as proven by the recent layoffs. A determination SO NS X 1

to approve just to provide jobs is unrealistic and unsustainable.
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| am opposed to Copper mining in Northern Minnesota. The cost of polluting this valuable natural area is to high to permit a
dancath operation like this from happening. By allowing Polymet, you open the door to other operations as well, each with the GEN NS X 1
potential to permanently harm our natural environment. The DNR has the responsibility to protect the natural resources
and is not obligated to hold up the economy of the Iron Range. Please do not allow Copper Nickel Mining in this area.
stevg I am all for this project to go forward! GEN NS X 1
merling
Richard Please protect the health of Minnesota infants and children. Please support the Minnesota Department of Health's request HU NS X 1
Schuh for a comprehensive analysis of the human health risks of the proposed PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel mine.
It's important to assess: 1.) Risks to vulnerable populations -- infants, children, and people who rely on fish for subsistence --
. from increases in mercury contamination of fish in the lower reaches of the St. Louis River, as well as the Partridge and
Richard . . . .
schuh Embarrass River watersheds. 2.) Risks to the health of plant and mine workers from exposure to cancer-causing asbestos- HU NS X 1
like fibers and metal dust. 3.) Risks to downstream communities and residential well owners from arsenic, manganese, and
other toxic metals seeping into drinking water.
Doctors and nurses across Minnesota have asked that a comprehensive analysis of human health risks be performed for the
PolyMet sulfide mine project under the guidance of the Minnesota Department of Health. Department of Health
Commissioner, Dr. Edward Ehlinger, has recommended to the Minnesota DNR that a Health Impact Assessment be prepared
Richard to help policymakers balance health risks and potential benefits of the PolyMet project. Please follow the advice of
. . . HU NS X 1
Schuh Minnesota's medical leaders and protect the health of generations to come. Push the Department of Natural Resources to
require a Health Risk Assessment managed by the Department of Health as part of the PolyMet environmental review
process and direct the Department of Health to initiate a Health Impact Assessment for the PolyMet sulfide mine project to
address public health concerns.
Gretchen . . . .
Flynn Minnesota's waters are our most important resource and nothing should be undertaken that would pollute them. WAT NS X 1
Gretchen [the thought that the mine will have to be monitored indefinitely says it all. Will we still have to be testing and watching 100 WAT NS X 1
Flynn years from now?
Gretchen |If this sounds ridiculous look at the abandoned gold mines in the west. They are still dumping sulfides decades after they PD NS X 1
Flynn have closed.
opening the mine under very strict rules, excersizing strict testing practices and maintaining the natural resource so that
sam shaw |now and into the future it can be monitered and kept clean, | can only say that this resource should be mined, it should be PER NS X 1
opened and passed.
. Minnesota's permitting process is cumbersome and unpredictable, and being exploited and further complicated by endless
David . . . - . .
Collins meddling from opponents to everything. Time to move the process forward in a timely and ordered manner and resolve this PER NS X 1
issue soon, hopefully it support of the project which seems to have proven its viability.
Lyle Salmi The risks of such a project far outweigh the short term economic gains. Stop this project from moving forward. Our natural GEN NS X 1

resources are too valuable to allow the potential for pollution from this type of mining.
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Mike
McDonald

| support the current PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal. The PolyMet Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS) is adequate under both federal and state standards; | do not object to the U.S. Forest Service proposal to
exchange Superior National Forest land for the PolyMet proposal; and | support issuing any federal permit allowing PolyMet
to develop wetlands and improve water quality. The PolyMet FEIS is adequate under federal and state laws and regulations
because: - It succeeds to evaluate pollution risks to drinking water, fish, wild rice and human health using realistic
assumptions about how much polluted seepage will be captured and treated during operations, reclamation, and closure. -
It succeeds to analyze health risks and impacts on children, workers and communities who rely on fish and wild rice for
subsistence, including risks from asbestos-like particles and methylmercury. - It does evaluate the impacts of polluted
seepage north of the mine site on the 100 Mile Swamp and the Rainy River (Boundary Waters area) Basin. - It succeeds to
adequately consider alternatives to minimize environmental harm, reduce polluted seepage from unlined permanent waste
facilities, mitigate wetlands destruction, and reduce the threat of catastrophic dam failure. | do not object to the proposed
NorthMet Mining Project Land Exchange in the Superior National Forest because: - It does not conflict with federal policy to
protect wetlands, resulting in direct destruction of 913 acres of wetlands and destruction or impairment of up to 8,264 acres
of wetlands. - It would not degrade surface and groundwater, violating the Superior National Forest plan and state, federal
and tribal water quality standards. - It would not harm endangered, threatened and species of concern, including the
northern goshawk, great gray owl, lynx and moose. - It is in the public interest, would not impair tribal resources, and would
not result in a loss of ecological services.

NS

Jim
Bendtsen

| fully support the current PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal. The PolyMet Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS) is fully adequate under both federal and state standards; | support the U.S. Forest Service proposal to
exchange Superior National Forest land for the PolyMet proposal.

GEN

NS

Eric Ament

| don't want to pay for someone else to get rich. That is not the America | know. | will be paying, my children will be paying
and for 10 generations we will be left paying for the cleanup when the problems do arise. Perpetual cleanup is not okay. We
might see some brief profits but our future generations won't. Instead we are asking them to pay for us when we should be
investing in them.

FIN

NS

Eric Ament

This company will close this mine if opened. Ask yourself how this process will happen. Look at all the examples of mining
companies who have closed mines. Have you researched how many of them go bankrupt? If the company goes bankrupt
who will pay for the cleanup? What are the statistical probabilities of a company being around in 500 years? If they aren't
around who will be paying to clean the tailing, the water? Perpetual cleanup or 500 years is too long to comprehend. The
legality of the pollution that needs to be controlled is debatable. But even if it was found legal it is not the representation
we need from our politicians. We need politicians who can look at the morality in this to make the right decision.

FIN

NS

Eric Ament

The government is in place to protect the people....the majority. It is also in place to step in and make difficult decisions for
the people and their well being. If laws need to be changed to protect the majority then we need to think about those. It
shouldn't be as much about is this legal right now or not. Laws change. If a mine goes in and disrupts a population there is
no going back. Yes, there are some short term economic gains. But we need to project our budget into the future and all |
see is the majority of people paying for a small few people to get rich.

PER

NS

Sieglinde
Gassman

approval of this short-termed venture assumes that there will be long-term negative effects on the environment ifn the
state of Minnesota. We should not be undertaking any such thing. There are other initatives to provide jobs without trading
and destroying land and pollutting the water.

SO

SDEIS Theme SO 01

Linda Rolf

We don't owe 300 people a job or Polymet a mine. There has never been a safe copper-nickel mine--ever--so why would you
trust Polymet, who has never operated this kind of mine, to be the first? Even if there were no Mt. Poly-like natural disaster,
the toxic waste water from this mine would still need to be treated for 200 to 500 years. How could you even calculate the
cost of the treatment, let a full scale disaster? | wonder what the reviewers of Mt. Poly, Ladysmith and all the other copper-

nickel disasters recommended? Can't MN learn from all the other existing copper-nickel disasters?

GEN

NS
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Linda Rolf

Freshwater and a clean environment are a million times more valuable to the people of this state than this dirty mine. |
don't care how many years you spent studying this mine, anyone with a shred of common sense should know better than to
gamble with our pristine wilderness areas and freshwater. | have to ask what the MN DNR and the other government
agencies are getting out of this doomed venture? Do the math: 300 jobs for 20 years vs. 500 or more years of toxic cleanup
paid for by the MN taxpayers or whatever entity rules this region in the year 2565.By that time, the state of MN may no
longer exist and Polymet most likely will cease to exist after they have finished extracting our natural resources and
polluting the Boundary Waters, Lake Superior and all the related waterways because that is the modis operendi of mining
companies.

GEN

NS

Linda Rolf

The fact that you did not have a single objection to Polymet's plan is a huge red flag. Hopefully, you will actually listen to the
opinions of native Minnesotans this time instead of just going through the motions kike you have done in several recent
public comment periods. You have the responsibility to do what is right for the state and people of MN--not yourselves,
Polymet or the 300 Iron Rangers who are demanding jobs at any cost. 300 jobs is a pathetic reason to risk MN crown jewels.
Reject the Polymet Mine in the name of reason, dollars and common sense, and the pristine legacy we owe to future
Minnesotans who deserve to inherit a state that is at least as good as the one we inherited. Just Say NO to Polymet!

GEN

NS

Linda Rolf

| request a specific response to my comments.

NS

Art Alanen

Because all northern Minnesota should work for minimum wage while they wait on Twin City tourists.

GEN

NS

Ray
Cleveland

Please approve PolyMet's plan. No company in its right mind would proceed with a project haphazardly with the
astonishingly high degree of scrutiny the offered by the lefty dirt worshiping goons deployed by environmental extremists.

NS

Paul Sears

That water treatment would be needed for hundreds of years is unacceptable. Consider that it has not been determined for
HOW MANY hundred years that water treatment will be required. 400? 900? 14,9007 How can this proposed mine be
justified to uncountable future generations? What will they think of us, if we allow this mine to happen?

GEN

NS

Duluth
Coffee
Company
Eric Faust

We are a growing group of 56 small businesses, representing a cross-section of industries, including technology,
manufacturing, service, entertainment and the trades. We employ nearly 1000 people in the North and we are continuing to
succeed and invest, adding jobs and dollars to our economy. Our businesses depend on the health of our watershed. WE
ARE PRO RESPONSIBLE MINING AND PRO JOBS We support and benefit from ferrous mining, which has built the economy
and culture of the North. We rely on mined products in our businesses. As primarily owner-operators, we are pro worker
and pro quality of life, and we have and will continue to rely on union labor as we expand. We are vitally connected to the
entire regional economy, and its success is our success. COPPER-NICKEL MINING POSES A SIGNIFICANT NEW THREAT TO
OUR WATERSHED But we are also part of a regional ecology, which is why we are concerned about copper-nickel mining.
The proposed PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel mine, and others like it, are vastly different from ferrous mining, and have
the potential to spread toxic metals throughout our watershed. In copper-nickel mining, water that passes through the site
leaches toxic metals, including mercury, from the metallic sulfide ore. According to the NorthMet Environmental Impact
Study (EIS), this pollution will continue for a "minimum of 200 years at the Mine Site and a minimum of 500 years at the
Plant Site," requiring treatment "indefinitely". 1,2 Flow path maps in the EIS show that the plume of contamination will
reach the Partridge and Embarrass Rivers, which flow to the St. Louis River and ultimately Lake Superior.3 This mine does
not just threaten a water source; it threatens one of the world's greatest freshwater resources. Lake Superior contains 10%
of the world's freshwater. We trust that PolyMet intends to meet all applicable regulations, but our concerns are based on
the track record of similar projects. We welcome them to show us one metallic sulfide mine of this type that has operated
for 10 years and been closed for 10 years without exceeding government pollution standards. Indeed, under Wisconsin's
'Prove It First' law, no such example has yet been identified. Like the rest of the resources we rely on, we want mining to
continue to become more technologically advanced and more environmentally friendly. But until the technology is proven,
we simply don't believe the Land of 10,000 Lakes is the place for a test case. WE'RE STILL CLEANING UP FROM THE

UNSUSTAINABLE PRACTICES OF THE PAST The St. Louis River, after decades and more than $100 million dollars spent on

GEN

NS
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cleanup from the unsustainable practices of the past, is finally becoming a safe place to live, work and play again. Up to an
estimated $240 million will likely be spent over the next 5 years to continue the cleanup and restoration. We owe it to
future generations to finish the cleanup, not to put our water at risk again. THE RISK TO OUR REGIONAL ECONOMY
OUTWEIGHS THE BENEFIT The value of jobs now is real, in any number. We all rely on mined products. And yes, copper
mining has to happen somewhere. However, we believe this type of mine, in one of the world's great freshwater resources,
is too great a risk. We know some people will take issue with us getting involved in what is perceived to be a political issue.
Indeed, a recent article in the newspaper - without a clear explanation of our position - was enough to cause some of our
customers to boycott our products. This is an economic issue resulting from an environmental issue. We believe the risk to
the environment poses a long-term threat to the regional economy that far outweighs the shortterm benefits. OUR
REQUEST: INVEST THE MONEY THE STATE WOULD SPEND ON POLYMET IN SUSTAINABLE LOCAL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT
INSTEAD

Duluth
Coffee
Company
Eric Faust

There is an alternative to the boom and bust extraction economy that benefits foreign corporations and leaves local
communities worse off in the end. Our locally owned small businesses are proof positive that a more sustainable model is
possible. We, and other locally owned businesses, will continue to reinvest the wealth we create into new jobs over the next
20 years. And there's another important resource on the table the money the state will spend on environmental review,
permitting and regulation of Polymet. We call on Governor Dayton to reject the Polymet proposal, and instead invest that
state money in sustainable local small business development on the Range. This investment has the potential to make a
larger and longer-term impact than the proposed copper-nickel mining project. WE WILL CONTRIBUTE TO JOB GROWTH
AND LESSEN OUR DEMAND FOR MINERALS We will do our part to contribute to job growth in the North, and we will reach
out to existing Range businesses to partner with them wherever possible. We will also continue our efforts to lessen our
demand for minerals by using resources more efficiently. WE WELCOME CONTINUED CONVERSATION We know our voice is
only one of many, but we feel it is necessary to say that this is more complicated than jobs vs. the environment. Both are
important, and they are linked, and we hope to engage in an amicable debate about responsible mining and building a more
sustainable economy in the North for generations to come. We invite other businesses across the region to reach out to us
and become part of the Coalition. Sign up at DownstreamBusinessCoalition@gmail.com. And we thank the customers &
suppliers that stick by us. WHO'S INVOLVED? See our members page for a list of businesses involved. MEMBERS 1 PFEIS
(Preliminary Final Impact Statement, NorthMet Mining Project and Land Exchange), Minnesota Department of Natural
Resources, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and U.S. Forest Service, June 2015, pp. ES-26 and 5-8. 2 Supplemental Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for the NorthMet Mining Project and Land Exchange, Appendix C, November 2013, p. 12 3

PFEIS, Figures 5.2.2-7 and 5.2.2-9

NEPA

SDEIS Theme NEPA 06
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Lake
Superior
Art Glass

We are a growing group of 56 small businesses, representing a cross-section of industries, including technology,
manufacturing, service, entertainment and the trades. We employ nearly 1000 people in the North and we are continuing to
succeed and invest, adding jobs and dollars to our economy. Our businesses depend on the health of our watershed. WE
ARE PRO RESPONSIBLE MINING AND PRO JOBS We support and benefit from ferrous mining, which has built the economy
and culture of the North. We rely on mined products in our businesses. As primarily owner-operators, we are pro worker
and pro quality of life, and we have and will continue to rely on union labor as we expand. We are vitally connected to the
entire regional economy, and its success is our success. COPPER-NICKEL MINING POSES A SIGNIFICANT NEW THREAT TO
OUR WATERSHED But we are also part of a regional ecology, which is why we are concerned about copper-nickel mining.
The proposed PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel mine, and others like it, are vastly different from ferrous mining, and have
the potential to spread toxic metals throughout our watershed. In copper-nickel mining, water that passes through the site
leaches toxic metals, including mercury, from the metallic sulfide ore. According to the NorthMet Environmental Impact
Study (EIS), this pollution will continue for a "minimum of 200 years at the Mine Site and a minimum of 500 years at the
Plant Site," requiring treatment "indefinitely". 1,2 Flow path maps in the EIS show that the plume of contamination will
reach the Partridge and Embarrass Rivers, which flow to the St. Louis River and ultimately Lake Superior.3 This mine does
not just threaten a water source; it threatens one of the world's greatest freshwater resources. Lake Superior contains 10%
of the world's freshwater. We trust that PolyMet intends to meet all applicable regulations, but our concerns are based on
the track record of similar projects. We welcome them to show us one metallic sulfide mine of this type that has operated
for 10 years and been closed for 10 years without exceeding government pollution standards. Indeed, under Wisconsin's
'Prove It First' law, no such example has yet been identified. Like the rest of the resources we rely on, we want mining to
continue to become more technologically advanced and more environmentally friendly. But until the technology is proven,
we simply don't believe the Land of 10,000 Lakes is the place for a test case. WE'RE STILL CLEANING UP FROM THE
UNSUSTAINABLE PRACTICES OF THE PAST The St. Louis River, after decades and more than $100 million dollars spent on
cleanup from the unsustainable practices of the past, is finally becoming a safe place to live, work and play again. Up to an
estimated $240 million will likely be spent over the next 5 years to continue the cleanup and restoration. We owe it to
future generations to finish the cleanup, not to put our water at risk again. THE RISK TO OUR REGIONAL ECONOMY
OUTWEIGHS THE BENEFIT The value of jobs now is real, in any number. We all rely on mined products. And yes, copper
mining has to happen somewhere. However, we believe this type of mine, in one of the world's great freshwater resources,
is too great a risk. We know some people will take issue with us getting involved in what is perceived to be a political issue.
Indeed, a recent article in the newspaper - without a clear explanation of our position - was enough to cause some of our
customers to boycott our products. This is an economic issue resulting from an environmental issue. We believe the risk to
the environment poses a long-term threat to the regional economy that far outweighs the shortterm benefits. OUR
REQUEST: INVEST THE MONEY THE STATE WOULD SPEND ON POLYMET IN SUSTAINABLE LOCAL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT
INSTEAD There is an alternative to the boom and bust extraction economy that benefits foreign corporations and leaves
local communities worse off in the end. Our locally owned small businesses are proof positive that a more sustainable model
is possible. We, and other locally owned businesses, will continue to reinvest the wealth we create into new jobs over the
next 20 years. And there's another important resource on the table the money the state will spend on environmental
review, permitting and regulation of Polymet. We call on Governor Dayton to reject the Polymet proposal, and instead
invest that state money in sustainable local small business development on the Range. This investment has the potential to
make a larger and longer-term impact than the proposed copper-nickel mining project. WE WILL CONTRIBUTE TO JOB
GROWTH AND LESSEN OUR DEMAND FOR MINERALS We will do our part to contribute to job growth in the North, and we
will reach out to existing Range businesses to partner with them wherever possible. We will also continue our efforts to
lessen our demand for minerals by using resources more efficiently. WE WELCOME CONTINUED CONVERSATION We know
our voice is only one of many, but we feel it is necessary to say that this is more complicated than jobs vs. the environment.
Both are important, and they are linked, and we hope to engage in an amicable debate about responsible mining and
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building a more sustainable economy in the North for generations to come. We invite other businesses across the region to
reach out to us and become part of the Coalition. Sign up at DownstreamBusinessCoalition@gmail.com. And we thank the
customers & suppliers that stick by us.
Why would we take any action that has the possibility of destroying what we live most about Minnesota? It's crazy. There is
Robert risk. It IS a possibility. That means it can happen. Your names would be associated with this destruction. Earthen dams can
Gore break. 1,000 year flood events occur. We are setting a poisonous trap that will survive 100ss of years. It is not worth it. | GEN NS X 1
worked in economic development for a year up on the Iron Range, and | can tell you nothing will change until the Iron Range
is able to move away from mining. Approving the mine is foolish. 300 jobs is a pittance for what we are risking.
The PolyMet NorthMet sulfide mining proposal and the Final EIS is inadequate to guarantee environmental safety or long-
Scott term economic advantage. It would generate decades of revenue at the higher cost of centuries of pollution abatement,
. . . . . . MEPA NS X 1
Slocum with the risk of environmental disaster in the case of an undetected leak or an uncontrollable breach from containment. The
MN DNR should reject the PolyMet Final EIS.
Scott The USFS should reject the proposed exchange of Superior National Forest lands for the PolyMet project. The EPA and Army
Slocum Corps of Engineers should deny any Section 404 permit that would allow PolyMet discharge to pollute wetlands and public ROD NS X 1
waters.
iﬂgger Hello, | object to PolyMet's mine plan in Northern Minnesota. GEN NS X 1
| oppose the current PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal. Even if the mine operates for 30 years and
creates 2000 jobs for Minnesotans (which is debatable), a disaster would wipe out 10s of thousands of jobs in the tourism
Joe Krall  |industry. A disaster would also destroy a beautiful wildlife habitat. So once again, it all boils down to money. Let Minnesota GEN NS X 1
set an example for the rest of the country by declaring our clean air, water and land is more precious than a few tons of
copper.
| feel that mining is shortsighted and betting the farm on a few years if mining over a lifetime of pristine beauty is
ridiculous.. The Ely area economy is doing fine and it's tourist based economy will only grow as the population grows. How
many true wilderness areas are left in this country. Not many, How many places on the planet are left with clean water?
Water that you can drink directly from the lakes without any ill effects. Not many. | know a few people dream about the hey
day of the sixty coming back. What killed a lot of small towns wasn'tt a lack of jobs it was progress. Mega malls, big box
stores and the internet. | can get things cheaper at Amazon.com. Delivery right to the house the next day. A mine might
Robert make a few people prosperous but not necessarily the community as a whole. We do have mines in northern Minnesota and
Oliva many of these communities don't seem very prosperous. Not as prosperous as mining proponents would lead you to GEN NS X 1
believe. I'm willing to bet Ely's future on a pristine area of Resorts and wilderness over growth and mining. Let's look out 50
or even 100 years like our leaders of the past were willing to do. As the population of the planet grows there will be fewer
and fewer areas like the arrowhead region left. The kind of Mining proposed for the Ely area has a lousy track record. Let the
big mining companies prove their new mining practices some place else. The head of the Kawishiwi river, which leads
directly into the heart of the BWCAW is not the best place to try this out. The minerals will still be there after these new
mining practices are proven. Once an area is polluted it is almost impossible to bring.it back. Holing ponds don't always hold
and water treatment aren't always effective.
Downstrea . . S . .
m Business The proposed PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel mine, and others like it, are vastly different from ferrous mining, and have
Coalition the potential to spread toxic metals throughout our watershed. In copper-nickel mining, water that passes through the site PD NS X 1
¢/o Loll leaches toxic metals, including mercury, from the metallic sulfide ore.
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Designs
Downstrea
m Business |[Flow path maps in the EIS show that the plume of contamination will reach the Partridge and Embarrass Rivers, which flow
Coalition [to the St. Louis River and ultimately Lake Superior.3 This mine does not just threaten a water source; it threatens one of WAT NS X 1
c/o Loll the world's greatest freshwater resources. Lake Superior contains 10% of the world's freshwater.
Designs
Downstrea
m Business We trust that PolyMet intends to meet all applicable regulations, but our concerns are based on the track record of similar
Coalition . ’ PD NS X 1
¢/o Lol projects.
Designs
Downstrea
m Business |We welcome them to show us one metallic sulfide mine of this type that has operated for 10 years and been closed for 10
Coalition |years without exceeding government pollution standards. Indeed, under Wisconsin's 'Prove It First' law, no such example PD S N 5
c/o Loll has yet been identified.
Designs
Downstrea
m Business |Like the rest of the resources we rely on, we want mining to continue to become more technologically advanced and more
Coalition |environmentally friendly. But until the technology is proven, we simply don't believe the Land of 10,000 Lakes is the place PD NS X 1
c/o Loll for a test case.
Designs
Down_f,trea The St. Louis River, after decades and more than $100 million dollars spent on cleanup from the unsustainable practices of SDEIS Theme WR 158
m Business . g . . . . - .
Coalition the past, is finally becoming a safe place to live, work and play again. Up to an estimated $240 million will likely be spent WAT s N )
¢/o Loll over the next 5 ye'ars to 'continue the cleanup and restoration. We owe it to future generations to finish the cleanup, not to
Designs put our water at risk again.
THE RISK TO OUR REGIONAL ECONOMY OUTWEIGHS THE BENEFIT The value of jobs now is real, in any number. We all rely
Downstrea |on mined products. And yes, copper mining has to happen somewhere. However, we believe this type of mine, in one of
m Business [the world's great freshwater resources, is too great a risk. We know some people will take issue with us getting involved in
Coalition |what is perceived to be a political issue. Indeed, a recent article in the newspaper - without a clear explanation of our SO NS X 1
c/o Loll position - was enough to cause some of our customers to boycott our products. This is an economic issue resulting from an
Designs environmental issue. We believe the risk to the environment poses a long-term threat to the regional economy that far
outweighs the short-term benefits.
OUR REQUEST: INVEST THE MONEY THE STATE WOULD SPEND ON POLYMET IN SUSTAINABLE LOCAL BUSINESS
Downstrea DEVELOP.MENT INSTEAD There is an al.tc.arnative to th.e boom and bust extraction economy th'at benefits foreign N
m Business corporations and leaves local communities worse off in the end. Our locally owned small businesses are proof positive that
L a more sustainable model is possible. We, and other locally owned businesses, will continue to reinvest the wealth we
Coalition . . . . . SO NS X 1
¢/o Lol create into ne_w jobs over the next 20 Yez.ars. And there s another important resource on the table the moT\ey the state will
Designs spend on environmental review, permitting and regulation of PolyMet. We call on Governor Dayton to reject the PolyMet

proposal, and instead invest that state money in sustainable local small business development on the Range. This
investment has the potential to make a larger and longer-term impact than the proposed copper-nickel mining project.
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Kim Young

| object to PolyMet for all the reasons above, and | live in northern Minnesota. We already have problems from mining here
in the north. Mesothelioma is a huge problem from mining, although everyone thinks of taconite mining as safe. Spills are
basically a given although know one really wants to believe it will happen. How can we play with the most precious resource
we have-water??? For a few hundred jobs for a number of finite years? People of the north deserve jobs that will last. |
believe that this FEIS has been tainted by biased people, people that want to give people jobs for the wrong reasons.
Science should be taken into more consideration than politics. Science is what matters and is reliable. Water models should
be done by an independent company to check Barr Engineerings results. Please be considerate of science, not just what
people want to happen.

GEN

NS

John
Deitering

The polymet is an INSANE idea...to risk our environment for hundreds of year for a few hundred jobs for 20 years. Here is a
better idea: hire the same number of people and have them retrofit every public building north of Minneapolis . You will not
only save the environment, but you will get your money back over time in energy savings.

GEN

NS

Shylan
Rose

| oppose the current PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal. Based on U.S. and Minnesota history of mining
pollution and other serious environmental damage from industrial pursuits, | have no reason to believe that this mining
would be conducted in a way that would not damage the environment--and the humans that treasure and depend on it for
our lives and livelihoods. The few jobs that would be provided by a copper-nickel mine could destroy just as many jobs by
damaging an environment that must remain pristine in order to support a vibrant tourism industry, and in order to provide
clean drinking water, edible fish, safe swimming, and non-toxic soil to support food plants and natural ecosystems. | have no
trust in either regulators or PolyMet to conduct copper-nickel mining AND safeguard the environment. As a former canoe
guide in the Boundary Waters and Quetico; as someone already concerned about toxins in Minnesota fish that | would like
to eat; as someone acutely aware of how much | depend on a clean, healthy environment for my well-being, and as a daily
user of copper and nickel in the infrastructure of my life: | object to this mine. We can recycle copper and nickel that have
already been mined. We can also find and create alternatives to the ways we use these metals. We can not find an
alternative to a clean environment; we cannot continue to poison our life-support system. It has been reported that this
mine may create "some pollution" that may take 100 years or more to clean up. That is absolutely unacceptable. The few
people who would profit from this mine would be stealling everything--potable water, nontoxic soil, a healthy healing
vibrant ecosystem to live in--from generations of people over an unknown geographic area, leaving them with unsaleable
land, undrinkable and unswimmable water, destruction of their tourism industry, and destruction of their health. That is
absolutely unacceptable. We can do better and we must. | oppose the PolyMet copper nickel mine as it is currently
proposed.

GEN

NS

Gary Gross

| support the current PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal. Let's get this thing built ASAP so that the hard-
working people on the Range can find meaningful employment.

SO

NS

brad
carlson

i do not want the polymet mining to be allowed. there are all sorts of reasons i do not want this type of mining to be allowed
in the state of minnesota overall but the thought of it being allowed in the water rich environment of n.e. minnesota is
appalling. it is my researched and verified opinion that this type of mining/industry will cause profound irreparable damage
to the area. anyone who believes an industry that leaves behind horrendous pollution problems that last for hundreds of
years should be allowed to operate has not thought through the issues. | OPPOSE THE POLYMET MINING AND WANT THE
PERMIT DENIED.

GEN

NS

Melissa
Roach

| oppose issuing any federal permit allowing PolyMet discharge of pollutants that will destroy wetlands, municipal water
supplies, aquatic life, wildlife, human health and welfare, environmental justice and special aquatic sites.

GEN

NS

DD W

I am really surprised that we are having this discussion and wasting our time and resources on entertaining a proposal from
people like this and within the Federally Protected area of the Boundary Waters Canoe Area (BWCA), which flows into the
"cleanest"/largest body of fresh water in the world. When are we going to learn that raping, pillaging, and plundering the
landscape isn't SUSTAINABLE? First we cut down all the trees in that region, then we take away their topsoil and other parts

GEN

NS
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of the healthy ecosystem, then we take as much of the iron ore as we profitably can, and now PolyMet open-pit copper-
sulfide mining. Can't you see the outcome for these people continues to get worse with ever stage of raping, pillaging, and
plundering their landscape? What is the current health of that area after all the years raping, pillaging, and plundering?
PolyMet open-pit copper-sulfide mining would be catastrophic to that part of Minnesota and beyond. Also, pay attention to
where the Laurentian Divide is; they have already crossed that line, which should have never happened in the first place. |
wish Albert Einstein was here to tell you this, maybe people would get it. He might say, "Insanity is doing the same thing
over and over again and expecting different results." Which sub-committee at the Minnesota State Capital is in charge of
making decision(s) regarding this matter? Why is it so hard to say, "NO, go away"? Who on this email list supports this
mining in the BWCA watershed? Who on this email list opposes this mining in the BWCA watershed? Have you read the link
below; I'm sure there is more too, but this really seems like a "no-brainer"? After first search and picking first non-profit, |
get this info: http://www.miningtruth.org/sulfide-mining-minnesota/polymet-mine-proposal/#.Vk6aXXarTcs

Elizabeth
Larsen

| strongly oppose the entire PolyMet's project, it will cause far more harm than anything good that comes of it. The EIS does
not assess the value of the ecological benefits the lands that will be impacted will cost the people and they must be
calculated to provide us with a meaningful evaluation of the project

GEN

NS

John Eggert

| want to express my opposition to the Northmet project. It is not safe for our environment and the company does not have
a good record.

GEN

NS

KR STOKES

I am in favor of the current PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal. The PolyMet Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS) is adequate under both federal and state standards; | was glad to see the U.S. Forest Service proposal to
exchange Superior National Forest land for the PolyMet proposal; and | support issuing any federal permit allowing PolyMet
to begin operations. The PolyMet FEIS is adequate under federal and state laws and regulations because: - It evaluated
pollution risks to drinking water, fish, wild rice and human health using realistic assumptions about how much polluted
seepage will be captured and treated during operations, reclamation, and closure. - It analyzed health risks and impacts on
children, workers and communities who rely on fish and wild rice for subsistence, including risks from asbestos-like particles
and methylmercury. - It evaluated the impacts of polluted seepage north of the mine site on the 100 Mile Swamp and the
Rainy River (Boundary Waters area) Basin. - It adequately considered alternatives to minimize environmental harm, reduce
polluted seepage from unlined permanent waste facilities, mitigate wetlands destruction, and reduce the threat of
catastrophic dam failure. | strongly support the proposed NorthMet Mining Project Land Exchange in the Superior National
Forest and any federal Clean Water Act permit for PolyMet. | request the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
approve the PolyMet FEIS as adequate; the U.S. Forest Service support the proposed exchange of Superior National Forest
lands for the PolyMet project; and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency support and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
approve any Section 404 permit that would allow PolyMet to operate.

NS

Virgil Sohm

My name is Virgil D Sohm, an enrolled member of the Lake Superior Band of Ojibwe, Vermilion sector of the Bois Forte
Band, a federally recognized tribal government. Under the Treaty of 1854 recognized as Federal Law, you are not entitled to
interfere with our usufructuary rights to hunt, fish and gather our foods and medicines. We have a responsibility as stewards
of the land to protect our land for our children and grand children to the 7th Generation.

CR

NS

Virgil Sohm

Endangered, threatened and species of concern, specifically moose and wolf populations have our tribal protection in our
legends, tribal history and culture. Because the habitat of the moose is already severely impacted by climate change, human
encroachment and wetland reduction, we have opted at the Bois Forte Tribal Council level to suspend our annual moose
hunt. We have also declared our 1854 Treaty area as a sanctuary in light of the wolf hunts of 2012 and 2013. Federal court
ruling makes killing wolves illegal, effective Dec. 19, 2014, Minnesotans can no longer legally kill a wolf.

Wi

NS

Amber
Garlan

| oppose the proposed PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine. The track record across the United States for sulfide

mining is 100 percent failure.

GEN

NS
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John
Trullinger

I’'m writing in support of the Polymet project. While | am not intricately familiar with all aspects of the EIS, | believe there is
a plan in place that is compliant with the laws of the land. If any project comes up with a plan that can meet the law, | am a
firm believer that project should be allowed to happen. | trust the government, and | trust that the USACE, the USFS, and
the MNDNR have thoroughly reviewed and vetted the plan to the point where they are comfortable with the mine plan.
There were tens of thousands of public comments regarding the plan during the draft phases, and the EIS owners were able
to address all of these comments. The fact that Polymet, the USACE, USFS, and MNDNR were able to justify and slightly
tweak the FEIS following all of these comments, and still want to proceed with the project, leads me to believe they have a
viable plan in place. The mine will provide many benefits for the region. It will provide much needed high paying jobs and
allow for the iron range to start diversifying the types of minerals it is mining. This will also buy the communities of the iron
range additional time to transition into other types of manufacturing to keep these communities viable beyond when the
minerals run out. Polymet will provide new taxes and school funds for the state and nation. Proponents argue that copper
prices are currently low, and there isn’t much of a demand for it, however, in copper’s case this seems to be more of a short
term anomaly rather than a lengthy trend. I've read studies where the world’s demand for copper will outlast its’ current
mineable reserves in a frighteningly short time period. | am not a fan of the nebulousness of the water treatment period
that the EIS proposes at plant closure; however | realize that there will be many unknowns by then including sulfate laws
making it difficult to plan for, so | am willing to overlook it and still provide my support for the project. My biggest concern
with this project is outside the realm of Environmental impacts. This is a very polarizing proposed project, and short of some
unforeseen politics, | believe this project will be permitted. There are good caring people on both sides of the argument.
My biggest concern is that the people who are against this project do not trust their government, and do not trust the
process, and because of this, they have been forced to resort to "dirty tricks" and "dirty politics" to try and do anything they
can to try and stop the project. After the dust clears, I'd like to see the respective government agencies to do what they can
to try and rebuild trust in their government by all. This process has worked, and it has made the project environmentally
viable. It has turned a draft EIS that the EPA gave a very poor rating to into a viable final EIS that will safeguard the people
of the region while aiding the region's economy.

GEN

NS

Sandra and
William
Lavin

We are against Polymet .

GEN

NS

Turk_
BryanJ

| can’t see all the worries, because technology is amazing and has come a long way. The people that work at the mine, will
all live around here, and not want to damage their homeland. Technology is cheap, so redundant systems are cheap
insurance and a definite option. We need the jobs up here and in this country, so let’s finally break ground on this project.

NS

jmonacelli
@duncanc
o_com

After 10 long years, and millions of dollars it seems as though we may be building a mine soon. The final EIS is far beyond
antiquate, and covers every foreseeable scenario. Polymet has proven they can mine the Northmet site, while being
sensitive to the surrounding environment. While mines are closing throughout the Iron Range, this project would be just
what we need to help hard working families in the area. WE KNOW HOW TO MINE... WE'VE LIVE HERE, AND HAVE BEEN
DOING IT FOR GENERATIONS!

MEPA

NS

Ed Casper

It"s time to get Polymet up and running. All concerns have been answered.

PER

NS

Ed Casper

Polymet may actually reduce overall pollution by being the low cost producer and shutting down other foreign mines.

GEN

NS

Ed Casper

Technology has advanced to allow mining to proceed in a safe environmental way. Let"s get this project approved so others
can begin the process and get the "Range" back to work.

GEN

NS

Marilyn
Magnuson

Please take these comments as a great concern for the health of our state and nation. We must look at this situation in the
long term.

GEN

NS
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Cindy
Jindra

| am writing to support DNR approval of the Polymet Mining Project. Ten years is more than adequate to study, study and
study some more. | am totally supportive of this mining project, not only for the economy of the Iron Range, but also for the
benefit it will have for our country, to provide a copper/ nickel source within our borders. | love on the Range, and believe
that the Polymet project is safe and should be allowed to proceed.

MEPA

NS

Mark C
Wihriala

| still don't believe that polymet has our best interest at heart. They state right in the eis that they still will poison our water!
We will still have to deal with that for at least 500 years....How can you even come up with a dollar amount for risking our
childrens water supply , not to mention the the damage to our wetlands. | just really think we can find better ways for
Minnesota to employ its people in a more environmentally safe way. | totally oppose this mining effort.

GEN

NS

Alyssa
Friske

Polymet shown through its EIS that they can safely mine with minimal effects to the environment. Polymets operation will
be able to pave the way for a new standard of mining, and when it is show it can be done successfully it will open the gates
for other exploration and mining projects in northern Minnesota which will allow for even greater economic impact for
Northern Minnesota. Please approve polyments final EIS and allow polymet to lead northern Minnesota to a new age of
Mining. The Final EIS for PolyMet's proposed mine concludes a thorough and independent review of the project's potential
environmental effects. After 10 years of study, the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, and U.S. Forest Service have looked at the evidence and correctly found that the NorthMet Mine can comply with
strict state and federal environmental standards. The Final EIS for the NorthMet Mine is far beyond "adequate." It takes a
careful and comprehensive look at the project from every angle. - The Co-lead Agencies have spent 10 years evaluating
potential project effects and alternatives. - The Final EIS responds in detail to thousands of public comments and questions
submitted during the review periods for the Draft EIS and the Supplemental Draft EIS. - The project's water modeling—
which was fully updated for the Final EIS—shows that PolyMet's treatment and mitigation plans will prevent acid mine
drainage and meet all water quality standards. - After careful review, the Final EIS concludes that groundwater flows from
the NorthMet project will not directly, indirectly, or cumulatively affect the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness or
Voyageurs National Park, and that any possible groundwater flow would be prevented. - The Final EIS also specifically
considered the project's potential effects on air quality and water quality with respect to human health, and identified no
adverse health risks. - In short, the Final EIS meets all of the requirements of the Minnesota Environmental Policy Act and
the National Environmental Policy Act. The time has come to move forward. The DNR should affirm the adequacy of the
Final EIS so it can serve as the foundation for the state of Minnesota's permitting process.

MEPA

NS

Jim Togeas

| oppose the current PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal. | am an emeritus professor of chemistry. The
proposed mine will lead to the formation of sulfites and sulfates, which, when mixed with water, produce a mixture of
sulfurous and sulfuric acids. If these escape into the environment JUST ONCE, the damage is done. | am supposed to believe
that over the course of decades or even centuries there will NEVER be a single event that allows them to escape into the
environment. NEVER over such a long period has a probability approaching zero, meaning that the probability of one escape
approaches unity. Sound reasoning must be based on probabilities. | conclude that sound reasoning means that you must
reject this proposal.

WAT

NS

Geoffrey
Johnson

| complelty agree with openeing the new mines in MN. Bringing in jobs and stability to a dying region in our great north.
This response was sent VIA the mining truth website. as a Northern MN native | request a specific response to my
comments and hope you get to open the mine.

GEN

NS

Ann
Gustafson

I'm an almost 40 year old, teacher, wife/mother, City Councilor, 4h leader, avid outdoors woman: biking and skiing. I love
living in northern Minnesota! | think allowing for the proposed copper-nickel mine would be a big Mistake. Current and
future generations already have enough environmental-baggage to clean up. We need to help the local economies come up
with sustainable economic development. The amount of jobs that this mine could create does not come close to justifying
the associated risks.

GEN

NS

Deanna
Arce

| strongly oppose any mining that has the potential to poison our land or water.

GEN

NS
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| want to register my objection to permitting copper-nickel mining in northern Minnesota. | have followed the progress of
. this matter for many months, and | cannot imagine for one minute that anyone would do anything that would in any way
Judith o . . . . .
would harm the water quality in northern Minnesota. All it takes is a quick read of the newspaper or an hour of television GEN NS X 1
Cherveny . . .
news to be made aware of the value of clean water on our planet. We have an abundance of it where we live, and | think we
take it for granted at times.
Please, please, please do not allow the mining of these heavy metals to take place in Minnesota. Is 20 years of 350 jobs
worth the risk? | don’t think so. The mining companies are only interested in profit. They couldn’t care less about the impact
their mining practices have on our communities. They will be gone as soon as they have used up our resources and will go
Judith on to other places to woo them into sacrificing their natural resources for a few more years of profit. Will they clean up their SO NS X 1
Cherveny |mess after they are gone? They say they will, but do you really trust them? If you truly have the best interest of the citizens
of Minnesota at heart when making your decision, you will make the right one: not the easiest one; not the one that
politicians want you to make; not the one mining enthusiasts want you to make; you will do the right thing and say “No. It's
not worth the price we could very well pay.” And there’s no reversing a bad decision this time.
Jeff Wehr |But what is the plan if contamination of our waters and lands. What is the cleanup plans? No one seems to have an answer WAT NS X 1
Jeff Wehr |It just seems mining co lie a lot and do not bring the jobs that they claim to the area. SO NS X 1
Jeff Wehr [They just destroy our lands and they just leave it to the tax payers to fix. FIN NS X 1
Aiya Butler |l strongly oppose any mining that has the potential to poison our land or water. GEN NS X 1
In closing | would just like to say that | can't believe we are even considering allowing this kind of mining in a wetlands, by an
international company none the less. Yes mining produces jobs, but it also leaves impoverished towns once the mining
operations are done. My question to you is has PolyMet ever had an operation that did not result in a spill or accident? Once
the mining jobs move out, which they always do, can PolyMet guarantee that the wilderness will be left uncontaminated so
In Closing that the only sustainable industry (recreation/tourism) can continue to thrive? What happens if there is a spill? Can PolyMet GEN NS X 1
afford long term cleanup? You know as well as | do that companies such as this simply file bankruptcy and go on their merry
way when things go wrong, leaving the tax payers to clean up their mess...if the mess can even be cleaned up effectively.
Please, please, don't let the greed of a few ruin a rare gem like the BWCA for a little nickel and copper. There are plenty of
places in the U.S. where these minerals can be mined safely without threat to one of the earth's most valuable
resources...clean water!
Nancy Just because it's proposed doesn't mean we have to accommodate it. There is no way that the plans in place are guaranteed
Conger to work -- as you well know, no sulfide mine has yet been successful in preserving the environment. This is a BAD DEAL for GEN NS X 1
Minnesota!
| am opposed to the poly met project. These are not long-term sustainable jobs. When has a mining company ever kept its
Gail promises. Never. Taxpayers of Minnesota will be left to pay for cleanup after Poly-NET either goes bankrupt or pulls out. GEN NS X 1
Matthews |1000 jobs lasting 20 years is not a good trade-off for 500 years of monitoring. Does anyone really believe poly Matt will be
around that long to clean up it's mass. It's preposterous. This is a bad deal for Minnesota
Enough of the red tape to get the approval for Polymet to get up and running. Let's show the world how to do copper and
Susan Kern |nickel mining safely. We have heard enough from the environmentalists and the potential for disaster. Let's please move 0] NS X 1
forward with Polymet and progress.
Not worth the risk if harming our water! Polymet will just skip town when then go bad or global copper prices go down
Andrew . . . . .
Kuncel People have worked so hard to protect this area, constantly turning down offers, knowing how important natural land is. GEN NS X 1
Don't be weak and give in.
Sally The long-term risk of catastrophe far, far outweighs the short-term economic gain. | strongly oppose the current PolyMet GEN NS X 1
Ruvelson |NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal. It really is that simple.
John Flaten|The substantive comments which | made to the SDEIS have not been addressed by or in the FEIS in any meaningful way. MEPA NS X 1
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ohn Flaten Iziglcéincorporating and restating those comments which | made to the SDEIS, none of which have not been addressed in the 0 NS X 1
| strongly and pleadingly object to PolyMet building a mine in Northern Minnesota... It is too close to the Boundary Waters
. . Canoe Area Wilderness with a significant risk to polluting the lakes and rivers there. The company can say anything it wants
Lilla Gidlow . . . . . . . GEN NS X 1
to promise this and that, but those are just empty words. Perhaps they wish their protections and safety will be true, but
time tells that it will not be so, and the resulting pollution and damage is proven to happen and be true.
| am opposed to the Polymet mine proposal. Even with the best of intentions, | don't believe that the safety of our water
flynn karen [supply can be protected. Time passes, leadership changes, promises can be broken, and polluted water is forever. |foresee| GEN NS X 1
a disaster for our future.
Matt | do not support the proposed Polymet mine. | believe it will not do that much for the area, economically, and it will GEN NS X 1
Kokotovich |ultimately pollute our water. Please do not allow it to move forward.
| oppose the current PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine proposal. While | support mining and the livelihood it
brings to the residents of northern Minnesota, and, while | understand that mining will occur in the Duluth Complex at some
Ryan point in the future, | oppose issuing state or federal permits allowing Polymet (or any other entity) to destroy this land until PER NS X 1
Bergstrom |better mining technologies have proven themselves. The need for these resources is not so great, nor has it been proven as
such, that it warrants issuing permits and risking (even in the slightest) the environmental integrity of our most valued
natural resource - the natural splendor that is northern Minnesota.
David Danz | would like to go on record as OPPOSED to the PolyMet cooper-nickel sulfide mine proposal. As a critical decision maker in GEN NS X 1
the final determination of allowing this mine to become operational or not, | ask you also to oppose this mining proposal.
1. The benefit of the jobs created is far outweighed by the potential risk. The creation of a couple hundred high paying jobs
in, and in support of, the mining operation is insignificant compensation in face of the potential risk of exposing our
David Danz |northern Minnesota waters and lands to the poisons leached into them from a copper-nickel mining operation. 2. The SO NS X 1
lifetime of the economic reward to NE Minnesota is a mere 20 YEARS, while the potential damage to our valuable land and
water resources is ETERNAL. This is a lousy trade.
3. The odds of permanently damaging our lands and waters through this copper-nickel mining operation are high. Based
. upon the history of copper-nickel mining operations world wide, betting on the promises of PolyMet that the mine will not
David Danz . . . . . GEN NS X 1
leave poisoned lands and waters in its wake is a mighty poor bet. How can you take this bet on behalf of current and future
generations and sleep well at night?
4. The promise by PolyMet to build control ponds, monitor leakage and pay for damage in the event of poisonous leaching
. for a period of 500 years is so ridiculous it insults the intelligence of us all. For God's sake, empires rise and fall in a fraction
David Danz o . . . . . . FIN NS X 1
of this time. How can one rely on the promise of a corporation which can declare bankruptcy and dissolve itself into non-
existence in the course of one day to protect us from the damage they cause for the next 500 years?
. As a resident of NE Minnesota whose home is 40 miles as the crow flies from the proposed mine site, | have a considerable
David Danz . . . S . GEN NS X 1
stake in your decision. With this in mind, | respectfully request a response to this letter and my expressed concerns.
David Don't be on the wrong side of history. Don't be another individual bought so a corporation can destroy an entire ecosystem GEN NS X 1
Dresbach |that is so dear to so many people and the very essence of Minnesota. This CANT BE REVERSED!
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alyssa
greening

| completely, with great passion object to Polymet/sulfide mining in Minnesota. With great urgency | plead for you to
decline this mining endeavor permanently. It is extremely shortsighted to downplay the value of the pristine habitat and
wealth of clean fresh water that our state holds. As our world continues on its consumption trajectory at greater and greater
speeds, more and more resources will be tapped, more of the natural world violated by oil spills, chemical leaks, mining
runoff, etc etc. When all the clean corners of the planet are polluted, when the west coast hasn't seen rain in 20 years,
when we're having a hard time growing enough food to feed our nation, when fresh water from the ground is a rare
delicacy, our state could be the crown jewel source of vitality. water brings life. and we have so much of it. nature brings
healing to humans, and we have so much raw beautiful powerful nature that can help us - if we let it. The short term
financial gain from the sulfide mining is minimal in comparison to the long term financial gain that the state could garner
from clean fresh water. water not tainted with sulfide runoff, chemicals, radiation, not recycled gray or purple water ... but
clean fresh water from the ground. It will be a novel thing. There are parts of California currently looking at desalinization as
their new water source - which is expensive and toxic. I'm telling you. WATER WILL BE GOLD! Do not ruin our greatest
resource! The Boundary Waters, Lake Superior ... these are incredibly special places, tourist attractions. Lets keep them that
way for generations to come. What if we refocused our attention reacting to now, from getting money out of mining
minerals now at the cost of the future... to focusing on how we can be the locus of clean water for the future?

GEN

NS

Charles
Huber

| feel The PolyMet Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) is inadequate under both federal and state standards

MEPA

NS

Mark
Trainor

| am strongly opposed to any copper mining in the fragile Northeast MN. Yet, | realize all my objections and strong scientific
support against doesn't mean anything as there is ONE TRILLION dollars of metal underground. This is all for show because
the money always wins. Right?

GEN

NS

GeneR
Cooper

| am totally against the NorthMet Mining Project and Land Exchange, This is a total waste of natural resources. If this project
is allowed to proceed, it will reek havoc on the Boundary Waters Canoe area and will eventually pollute surrounding waters,
the water supply and the natural beauty of the wilderness. | would hope that the people in charge of approving this project
will reconsider and vote not to let this project move forward. This project is not worth all the damage that it will do the
environment, and the few temporary jobs this will create. The people of Minnesota deserve better from our leaders.

GEN

NS

Russ
Mattson

We are asked to decide what is the best for our communities. That of course is loosely interpreting the governor. But there
is a bigger question here. The issue presented, by some, is the choice between economic development, good jobs and the
environment and health. To frame the choice as correct or incorrect, right or wrong is simplistic. The question, as are all
policy questions, is not so clear as it would first appear. Is the choice between employment and fresh air and clean water? Is
it that simple. Maybe the question should be turned around. Can you have a clean green environment and healthy
individuals and communities without good jobs, without concerned families, and an engaged community? And would it
matter if the environment was clean and green but no community? Sort of a nature park or zoological exhibit? Can you have
a productive stable economy with opportunity for our children and their children without both? | suggest that the
environment is not so narrow as some would make it to be. A stable economy builds communities, families, futures and
ensures that all benefit, not only the environment of the community, and families, but the health of the people and that of
the physical environment and ecosystems. Much concern is voiced about the potential for pollution from the mine. But lets
take a closer look at our environment. The mine proper would encompass less than 1000 acres of mostly previously mined
land. The Mining would reuse an existing tailings basin and utilize state of the art pollution prevention in the entire process.
It would produce mainly Copper, Nickel and lesser amounts of Cobalt, Silver, Platinum, Palladium and Gold. By contrast
Farming/Agriculture in Minnesota (per farmlandinfo.org) covers 40,000 (25,600,000 acres) square miles of Minnesota. And
almost 1,450,000 square miles in the entire US. In the process farming has a tremendous impact on the environment. This
industry applies more than 8.91 million tons of minerals(from the USDA), such as potash and phosphorus to this land. Both
of which are mined. Neither of which are easily recycled, unless one removes these elements from the ocean in which they

end. 80% and 30% of the Potash and Phosphate(Phosphorus) respectively are imported. These totals do not include the

NS
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nitrogen injected into the soil coaxed out of the atmosphere by the Huber-Bosch process with the use of natural gas. This
amount is an amazing 12.89 million tons. 50% of the nitrogen fertilizer, as well, is imported. In addition there are other
additives, chemicals, such as; herbicides, fungicides, pesticides which control or kill; pests, molds, insects, bacteria, viruses.
Approximately 76 million pounds of Atrazine and Endosulfan(from the EPA and CDC), in round numbers, are applied to the
land and crops. In the process of Farming/Agriculture much of what is added finds its way via erosion the Mississippi into the
ocean as indicated previously. As well this industry, Farming/Agriculture has caused to be removed via erosion several cubic
miles of topsoil, with any of the remaining additives in that topsoil. This mix of topsoil, fertilizers and pesticides also finds its
way to the ocean. This industry, Farming/Agriculture farming uses in planting, harvesting, transport, processing and
packaging about 15% of all the petroleum products consumed in the US. This summary does not include the potential
impact of genetically modified products which have been planted on this same land, or the known impairment of aquifers,
lakes and rivers by Farming/Agriculture in the state of Minnesota. In comparison any copper nickel mining of whatever
extent would cover less than 1/1,000,000 th of the land surface covered by that of Farming/Agriculture. As well the Mining
places no additives on or in the soil. No herbicides, no pesticides, no chemicals. Are we missing something here? Is the
wrong industry being monitored? Of course we want food and the products that come from Farming/Agriculture. We want
the products from the farm and we use the products every day from Mining. We all want the iconic farmland of Minnesota.
But we could get those products from elsewhere; (as well do with many critical metals and minerals) Chile, New Zealand,
Mexico, Argentina, Brazil, Russia, or Europe and let others deal with impacts. This is even more curious when we look at
where these metals, copper, nickel, palladium and gold are used: Cell Phones, Flat Screen TVs, Solar Panels, Wind Farms and
Electric Cars In particular each cell phone, of which there are over 100,000,000 in the United States, use .572 oz. of copper,
.01 oz. of silver, .001 oz. of gold and .0005 oz. of palladium (from Electronic Recyclers). Multiply that by 100,000,000 and we
see a substantial amount of these metals. For a typical 2.5MW Wind Turbine more than 1200 pounds of copper(from
copper.org), and slightly more for a Solar Farm with a similar capacity. And electric car such as a Prius? About 64 pounds of
copper and 22 to 32 pounds of nickel depending on which source one uses. (Not to mention the rare earth metals used by
both the cell phone and electric vehicle.) Some of these metals are recyclable, such as copper. 44% of the copper used in the
United States is recycled copper. Today there is no practical way to recycle the minerals used in Farming/Agriculture;
Potassium and Phosphorus. No one is so out of touch as to suggest seriously outsourcing farming. Hopefully the same can
be said of mining these essential metals. Mining is not old fashioned, out of date, or irresponsible of the environment. It is
crucial to a modern economy, an absolute necessity. Both industries, Mining and Farming/Agriculture need attention to the
processes, need boundaries, need practical regulation and monitoring. We want a community that is viable, stable, healthy
and to the greatest extent practical resourceful and self sufficient.

Lawrence
Miller

I am finding that the analysis of water flow is incomplete and could be easily rectified if the U of M was allowed to use the
roads that Polymet owns north of the proposed site and get access to the watershed there. But since Polymet has been
unwilling to allow access to the sites north | find it highly suspect that your findings are correct because apparently the
company fears something being discovered. If the company was confident about the water flow they would allow access,
and let this issue be settled. It would be a shame to ruin the BWCA and the tourism economy for some volatile short term
mining jobs. Please not that at least one of the taconite mines closed do to the fluctuation in the market.

WAT

12

Comment noted. SDEIS Theme WR 074 addresses
data adequacy. FEIS pages 6-40 through 6-41
address potential northward flow. SDEIS Theme SO
01 addresses the economic aspects of the comment.
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The problem with inflicting environmental damage is once it's done you can't repair it. We argue about climate change, but

do very little to address the problem. Jobs trump resource destruction when all at issue is training oneself to do a job, not

demand that the job must conform to your "skills." America was not built on people demanding work, it was by Americans

working to make the country strong, not rolling over to a corporation that wants to minimize their costs and drive up their

profits. If it was cheap to mine copper or other "precious metals" under the Washington Monument, the White House, etc.

in Washington, DC, would we plow under those structures to create jobs to mine there? No, you manage your resources,

not go wherever it is easiest or cheapest to get resources that are not vital to anything but a company's bottom line. Mining

copper-nickel sulfide at a place, such as the proposed site in Northern Minnesota, is not worth the damage it will do to the
James . . - . .

area. Create something good for the country instead of stripping the land at a higher cost than any minerals you take out of GEN NS X 1
Ferstle . . . . . .

it. Take a trip around the area and look at what mining has left behind. Pits and waste. Yes, it built great schools, such as

Hibbing HS in the era when companies were more responsable and the profits trickled down to education and community,

not merely for the carpet bagging practices of today where companies don't care about the community. They promise things

that they have no intent on keeping. Use out of work mine workers as a bargaining chip. Spend money bussing them into

public meetings, rather than putting money into retraining them so they can have the skills to do something aside from

mining for the times when the environment does not need their mining skills. They'll also ship in workers from outside the

area, rather than maximize the economic impact on the skilled workers who already reside on the iron range. In short they

take out minerals, money, opportunity from the area and leave behind their waste.

| oppose the proposed PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine. The final environmental impact statement is seriously
Scott Cram lacking in detail and DOES NOT meet both federal and state standards. The proposed mine will be prohibitively expensive to GEN NS X 1

reclaim so the likely result is the company declaring bankruptcy and then nothing gets cleaned up. Please do not approve

this mining operation. A specific response to my comments would be appreciated.

| was raised in Northern MN and now live in Minneapolis. However, | have a summer home in Northern MN, which is very
Judy close to PolyMet. From my opinion the amount of jobs/money that come in for this mine will be equal to the loss of tourism GEN NS X 1
Kelloway |and money that people like me that like to support the area with tourism and buying and buidling summer homes if the

area. If this goes through, | will move to Wisconsin that has STRICTER regulations on perserving the wilderness.
Elaine | strongly and vehemently oppose the proposed PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine, and all such mines in GEN NS X 1
Thrune Minnesota.

No amount of "new jobs" would be worth any risk of degrading the health of Minnesota citizens, adults and children, and

those who visit our state, and the livestock and pets who use the water. No amount of taxes or jobs is worth any risk of

degrading our precious Boundary Waters Wilderness Canoe Area or any of the surrounding areas that feed into it or drain

from it, nor any risk of degrading any part of the North Shore or Lake Superior drainage. No amount of jobs or taxes or
Elaine temporary prosperity is worth the risk of degrading surface and groundwater and causing harm to any wildlife, including 50 NS X 1
Thrune endangered, threatened and species of concern, including the northern goshawk, great gray owl, lynx and moose. Whatever

enters the environment and water affects EVERY size of every species of every plant and animal, including humans. No

amount of jobs or taxes is worth impairing tribal resources. No amount of jobs or revenue is worth degrading Minnesota's

tourism through poisoning our environment--water, air, land, beauty, and aesthetics of any kind. And no amount of

additional extracted metals are worth any of the above!!!!
i:lglféon Can anything replace the loss of precious water? This mine will pollute both the Boundary Water area and Lake Superior. WAT NS X 1
Shirley . . . .

Will destroying wetlands for the profit of one company be worth this loss? WET NS X 1
Anderson
Shirley . . . . .
Anderson The few jobs that will be created will not compensate for the loss of this precious area. SO NS X 1
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Marlise
Riffel

As | read the FEIS, | am not convinced that the NorthMet project will be safe. On page 36 of the Executive Summary, the FEIS
identifies 10 gallons per minute of untreated water to be released during closure from the Mine Site and 20 gallons of
untreated water per minute released from the Tailings Basin. That's 43,200 gallons of water per day or about 1.29 million
gallons per month. An Olympic swimming pool contains 660,000 gallons of water, so this ongoing release of UNTREATED
water is the equivalent of 2 Olympic swimming pools per month seeping into Northern Minnesota's groundwater.

WAT

NS

Marlise
Riffel

| am also concerned that the citizens of northern Minnesota will be left with the cost of "indefinite" water treatment.
Because the models do not allow any predictions about the length of ongoing treatment required, there is no adequate way
to require Polymet to contribute sufficient funds to cover what might be required. | found this disclaimer about the models'
inability to predict in at least five different places in the FEIS. | object to the project and | request a specific response to my
comments.

FIN

NS

Paul
Musegades

Every article | have read states that the water around the mine will need to be cleaned for 200+ years. So | ask can you to
name a mining company that has been in business for half of that time period, how many companies can you name that are
still in business after 200 years, who will pick up the bill for cleaning the water after the PolyMet leaves Minnesota?

WAT

NS

Paul
Musegades

Next, think of the superfund pollution areas around Minnesota that have been left behind by companies that had good
intentions, but poor follow through. 20 years of jobs and 200 years of cleanup just sounds terrible to me. Would you ask the
People of Minnesota to remodel the state capital if the the projection was that the building would last only 20 years? Think
of the future of Minnesota and invest in businesses that will last a lifetime.

GEN

NS

Steven
Schild

| oppose the PolyMet mine proposal because the risks to the environment and health are just too great. On numerous
projects in the past, numerous companies have made numerous promises about how they'd safeguard against
environmental problemsr. And on numerous occasions, those promises have been broken. We as a society simply must stop
using wishful thinking as a guide to public policy, as there is no way to undo environmental damage once it occurs. That's
especially the case with a mining process such as that would be used in this instance, which is inherently, inescapably risky.
Please look to the long-term future rather than to short-term gain in this case. Please don't allow PolyMet to go ahead with
this project.

GEN

NS

Douglas
Wallace

As reported in the Timberjay Newspaper (8/19/15) "According to a June 18, 2015, letter from the Great Lakes Indian Fish
and Wildlife Commission (GLIFWC), one of the cooperating agencies on the decades-long study, Barr Engineering, the
PolyMet contractor that actually ran the water flow model used in the study, made fundamental miscalculations, rendering
the results of this key element of the environmental study invalid. Barr works as a consultant for PolyMet, yet the lead
agencies have relied heavily on its technical work throughout the environmental review process." "GLIFWC, which
represents 11 Indian bands in Minnesota, Michigan, and Wisconsin, maintains its own scientific research staff. The agency,
based in Odanah, Wis., is the only entity, other than Barr Engineering, which has actually run the MODFLOW model, a highly
complex computer program for determining water flow through the environment." "Yet, according to GLIFWC, Barr got it
wrong when it set the assumptions while calibrating the MODFLOW model, using water levels within the Peter Mitchell pits
that were ten meters too high for the time period in question. With the higher water levels used by Barr, the model
predicted that--since water flows downhill-- the higher the elevation of the water in the pits, the greater outward pressure
and flow of that water towards lower terrain, such as the Partridge River, located just south of the Peter Mitchell pit and
adjacent to the proposed PolyMet mine. But if the water level is assumed to be 33 feet lower, as GLIFWC officials maintain
was the proper assumption, then the headwaters of the Partridge River would be higher in elevation than the water in the
Peter Mitchell pits, and that would reverse the flow of water, and potential contaminants, according to Coleman." "Because
of this error, the calibration model has the local direction of groundwater flow 180 degrees reversed from the actual
conditions during the calibration period," states Coleman. Rather than pushing ground and surface water from the
Laurentian Divide to the south, lower water levels in the Peter Mitchell pits would essentially move the continental divide to
the south and incorporate much of the area surrounding the proposed PolyMet Mine into the Rainy River watershed."

WAT

MDNR et al. 2015c
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| along with many seasonal residents spend months at a time within the Rainy River watershed. We believe that Polymet's
Douglas flow studies are biased, do not rest on solid independent science, and will put a pristine northern watershed at substantial WAT NS X 1
Wallace risk in future years. Polymet's proposed mining operation should not be allowed to move forward. The EIS is not complete
and it represents flaws putting a whole pristine watershed at great peril.
E|Ztéi§ra The U.S. Forest Service proposal to exchange Superior National Forest land for the PolyMet proposal should never happen. LAN NS X 1
Emboldened by successes at the Eagle and at Flambeau (where they still proclaim no pollution, without shame, as the
Jack Parker |manganese leaks out) and now in the early stages at PolyMet - we can expect more of same and must be prepared to repel GEN NS X 1
it.
The tipping point ... for encroachment on the Minnesota wilderness will be a decision to allow Polymet to proceed. The next
reaches into the forests and lakes will be even more easily justified with a Pollyanna view of the present danger to health of
., [the people the animals and the forests and waters. Science is science and facts are facts. The deep struggle of the human
Joe Musich . . . . . . GEN NS X 1
has always been overreach as exemplified by hubris. A decision to allow Polymet to mine will be exactly this. We are not
bigger and more powerful then we are even if we would like to think so. There are many examples of the miscalculation of
the "margin for error." Do the right think. Say No !
| would like to comment on the Polymet FEIS and state that | am fully in favor of the project and think that the FEIS is more
Larry D. than adequate to allow the project to be permitted and go into production. The agencies are to be commended for all of the
Popovich hard work and studies that have gone into this. Please accept my thanks for all of the effort and let’s get this much needed GEN NS X 1
project going on the Eastern Iron Range, so it can benefit the state and the nation. I live in the area and my place of work is
next to the plant site. We have worked with Polymet and are eager to get going.
dianne Protect fresh water - just say no to tar sands - frack oil - sulfuric mining. the mid- west holds the largest bodies of fresh water
carey in the world. we have a responsibility and obligation to protect it - do not allow toxins to enter it from mining, rail, pipeline, WAT NS X 1
farms. people should not have to compete with corporations for ownership of water quality.
Rebecca |l dont think the long term condition of our Minnesota wilderness is worth risking over the short term gain of jobs and 50 NS X 1
Dudley economy.
Rebecca . .
Dudley Our real economy is the tourism and the beauty of the northern part of the state. SO NS X 1
Rebecca Mining equals pollution GEN NS X 1
Dudley '
Jane The PolyMet NorthMet Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) proposed on 6,700 acres of public land in the Superior GEN NS X 1
Koschak  |National Forest, is a bad plan for Minnesotans and should be rejected with all permits denied.
This flawed sulfide-ore copper mine plan, to be located between the Boundary Waters and the Lake Superior watersheds,
Jane the first of its kind in Minnesota, risks polluting the headwaters of both iconic places with toxic metals and acid mine
. . . . L . . WAT NS X 1
Koschak |drainage for hundreds of years. We all know, that if permitted, this type of mining activity will not stop because based on
the geology, mining of the Duluth Complex could extend eventually all the way to the Gunflint Trail.
| do not endorse exchanging our public federal land for a mine site so that our present lakes district can be turned into a
Jane giant mining district. Our region would never recover from this, and when the minerals are removed, we will have a
. . . . LAN NS X 1
Koschak |devastated landscape, polluted water, and air and the present sustainable economy of the Superior could never be rebuilt.
Instead, we would get hundreds of years of pollution.
Why would we take the crown jewel of the national forest system in the eastern two-thirds of our nation and turn it into FEIS Chapter 6
Jane what would become almost a solid and continuous industrialized zone? This is a huge flaw in the Poly Met FEIS. The CUM s o 7
Koschak |cumulative effects of this type of development on the Superior National Forest were not studied by the DNR. Hard, scientific

facts have been ignored, including those related to health issues from methyl mercury toxicity to the developing brain.
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Instead, a political document, all 3,500 pages of it, was produced, and pushed upon the citizens of Minnesota.
PolyMet mine is the tip of the iceberg for sulfide-ore copper mining companies wishing to stake their claim in northeastern
Jane . . . . . . . . . .
Koschak Minnesota. There will be a half dozen or more mines with miles of open pits, wasterock piles, intrusive roads and corridors, GEN NS X 1
concentrator plants, railroad lines, heavy truck traffic...all dissecting the heart of the Superior National Forest.
lane Despite years of citizens raising concerns about the impact PolyMet would have on Minnesota’s clean water legacy, and
Koschak despite some 50,000+ comments against PolyMet’s Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) in 2014, GEN NS X 1
PolyMet’s plan has not changed much at all. Considering that our clean water is at stake, PolyMet is not worth the risk.
PolyMet would require treatment of polluted water “indefinitely”. In other words, forever. This is surely a bad plan for
Jane . . . .
Koschak Minnesota and one that | adamantly oppose. It is up to you, the decision makers to safeguard human and environmental WAT NS X 1
health.
| do not believe the EIS contains enough analysis of the proposed land exchange. An exchange of nearly equal acres is SDEIS COOP Response #3152
inappropriate and unfair to taxpayers. The land that Polymet would obtain through a land exchange is worth a lot more
than the lands the federal government will obtain. The appraisal process used by the Forest Service does not fully consider
Robin Vora [the value of future uses of exchanged lands. This should be remedied in the EIS. In a fair exchange Polymet should provide NEPA S 0] 8
the federal government with total acres that are several multiples of what is presently proposed. If Polymet were to turn
around and sell their lands to another mining company, what price would they likely get for it? | suspect the proportional
gain from the federal lands acquired would be enough to buy far more than 6,723 acres of private land.
The analyses in the EIS shows gains in some resources through private lands made public through the proposed exchange FEIS Section 7.2.4, Table 7.2.4-1 and Sec 3.3.1
(e.g., a gain of 3 special status plant species). This analysis would only make sense if the natural environments on those
Robin Vora |private lands were planned for obliteration. That is not the case on most of the these parcels and so this type of analysis LAN S N 8
showing net environmental gains from the proposed land exchange is misleading. The real overall effects on wetlands from
a northeastern Minnesota perspective may be similarly misleading.
I am concerned about 90% thresholds being adequate for water resources, if | am understanding that correctly. |1 want to FEIS pg 5-83 to 5-94
know if there is a 99-100% chance of no significant contaminants at my property downstream on the St. Louis River. For
Robin Vora |[example, as an analogy, 3% of wildfires cause 97% of the damage. | don't want that 3% or even 1% event to effect me and WAT S 0] 8
my neighbors, and the environment. | would like to see a better explanation of these thresholds used in analyses and why
they are appropriate.
. | think the overall net loss of high quality vegetation, rare species and wildlife habitat and corridors is unacceptable. This
Robin Vora . . . . L . Cum NS X 1
and all the other mines along the Laurentian Divide have resulted in a significant cumulative loss of these resources.
ngi?; the state and federal standards proposed are more than adequate to protect the environment. PER NS X 1
PeBBY  \We need the added jobs and mineral base i o) NS X 1
Parise jobs and mineral base in our area,
Bill Parise |the state and federal standards proposed are more than adequate to protect the environment. PER NS X
Bill Parise |We need the added jobs and mineral base in our area SO NS X
It doesn't matter who looks at this project or what is said to try and persuade the public that this is a good idea,IT IS NOT!!
karlene Humans do not learn from their mistakes. This will cause major damage to the region. We set aside the Boundary Waters
. |Canoe area to preserve nature and allow people to enjoy a specific experience. Iron ore mining is bad enough. Allowing
plante Jim ) . . . . . . . . . GEN NS X 1
Etzel sulfide mines in the region will be the biggest mistake made by Minnesotans. Please turn this project down and have them

mine these products from the dumps that we have created throughout this country. We throw so much useable material

away in the name of money. Do something right for once. Deny this project.
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| have had the pleasure of being involved in the early days of this project, initially as a director of Fleck Resources and
Stephen  |subsequently as a director of PolyMet for several years. As a result, | am knowledgeable about the project and its potential
. s . . . . . SO NS X 1
Quin for significant benefits to the economy and people of Minnesota and the USA. | also recognize the importance of protecting
the natural environment and ensuring a sustainable outcome.
aaerlraynder The Co-Lead Agencies have adequately considered the potential project effects and alternatives. NEPA NS X 1
Harry The Final EIS addresses the thousands of public comments and questions submitted during the review periods for the Draft
NEPA NS X 1
Melander |EIS and the Supplemental Draft EIS.
Harry The project's water modeling—which was fully updated for the Final EIS—shows that PolyMet's treatment and mitigation
. . . . . WAT NS X 1
Melander |plans will prevent acid mine drainage and meet all water quality standards.
Harry After careful review, the Final EIS concludes that groundwater flows from the NorthMet project will not directly, indirectly, WAT NS X 1
Melander |or cumulatively affect the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness or Voyageurs National Park.
Harry The Final EIS also specifically considered the project's potential effects on air quality and water quality with respect to AQ NS X 1
Melander |human health, and identified no adverse health risks.
My response to the adequacy of the mining FEIS is that it cannot really peer adequately into the future, by looking at current
and historic information. In every realm of science and technology, improvements are being developed with breathtaking
speed. Mining is not at the forefront of this parade of newly developing knowledge, but even the mining industry will
Michael W. |eventually discover ever-safer ways to develop natural resources. Why should we jump the gun, in the face of almost
. . . . - . . GEN NS X 1
Garbisch |universal problems worldwide with hard-rock mining? We should wait until we are able to look at numerous examples of
clean, safe mining technology in the then-current time. Maybe this is 25 years away, but the resource won't be going
anywhere in the interim. When mining is proven to be safe and clean rather than speculative, based on established
examples, then we can open new mines in northern Minnesota.
Neighbors: As a son and grandson of iron miners and a supporter of proposed copper / nickel mining in the Duluth Complex,
Hans Olsen . . . . . . . GEN NS X 1
| am disappointed in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) released this week on the DNR website.
The good news is that the PolyMet operation is south of the Laurentian Continental Divide and it will be theoretically
Hans Olsen |possible to manage the potential pollution from this one mine in the St Louis River drainage, some 200 miles away by river WAT NS X 1
from Lake Superior.
The old news is that PolyMet is refusing to accommodate and deal with certain important issues that have been raised in
the public comment process. Their response can be neatly summarized in one word: no. This is to be expected, | guess, in an
Hans Olsen |age when corporations have only one ethical imperative, shareholder value. It is still depressing to witness first hand. | was GEN NS X 1
hoping for something more, particularly because so much good work has already gone into this. | know the PolyMet
executives working here locally want to do this right, Minnesota right.
The bad news is that the Cooperating Agencies seem poised to approve this FEIS and move on to the permitting process and
Hans Olsen |are content to accept no as the final answer on the following specific environmental issues which were repeatedly and PER NS X 1
strongly raised in the 53,000 public comments on the PolyMet SDEIS. Commissioner Landwehr has as much said so.
Cumulative Impact: The public strongly urged the Cooperating Agencies to broaden the EIS to consider the cumulative FEIS Chapter 6
impact of opening an entire new mining industry that will operate for a 100 years, rather than limit their scope of review to
one mine for 20 years. This broader review would have allowed the DNR to make better decisions about the proposed land
Hans Olsen exchanges that are required, by considering the needs of multiple mines operating in this narrow area. It also would have CUM s 0 7

allowed the EPA to better asses the pollutant load levels in the headwaters of the Partridge and Embarrass Rivers from
multiple mining operations impacting the same water resources. PolyMet said no to considering these cumulative effects
and the Cooperating Agencies apparently said, "Oh, okay, fine with us." It took them many words to say that, but that is

essentially what is implied.
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RGU Consideration

Hans Olsen

Catastrophic failure of the proposed PolyMet copper / nickel tailings basin. The public demanded to know how PolyMet
would deal with such a failure. These tailings basins fail all the time. There are at least two or three such failures world wide
every year. It was known that PolyMet has done a detailed engineering study of the effects of a catastrophic failure of their
tailings basin but refused to include that report in the EIS according to engineers working on the project. PolyMet simply
asserts that the chances of such a failure are too remote to even be considered in the EIS. Apparently the Cooperating
Agencies rolled over and said: " Oh, okay, that's fine with us."

GT

SDEIS Theme WR 202

Hans Olsen

In my opinion if this stands and the permitting process is allowed to proceed without addressing this contingency, that will
constitute a failure to exercise due diligence in the exercise of the fiduciary responsibilities of the principals in the relevant
Cooperating Agencies.. This is a serious and substantive omission and a sad day indeed. I'll go further and say, in my
friendliest tone of voice, that If this were the FEIS for the Twin Metals project in the Kawishiwi drainage, it would be taken as
a declaration of war.

PER

NS

Hans Olsen

Financial Assurance. The public seeks to know if the operating companies standing behind PolyMet can provide adequate
financial assurance in the form of performance bonds or other forms of insurance to fund long term cleanup operations
which could run for hundreds of years. This issue has simply been punted down the road out of the FEIS

FIN

SDEIS COOP Response #3010

Hans Olsen

Wild Rice and the historic cultural values inherent in harvesting wild rice.. The public seeks to know if wild rice stands down
river from these operations will be either protected or re-established in alternative wild rice stands elsewhere in the area.
Don't waste your time reading the 3,500 pages looking for an answer to that question. It isn't in there.

WAT

FEIS Section 5.2.2.1, p. 5-22. Sulfate predictions for:

Embarrass River at FEIS pages 5-218 through 5-222;
Partridge River at FEIS pages 5-160 through 5-164.
Evaluation criteria not exceeded.

Hans Olsen

I'll end this letter with a simple assertion. Our public environmental regulatory agencies will make or break their reputation
for integrity and competence on this project. It is readily apparent from reading the FEIS that our public officials have done a
lot of good work to bring this analysis to this point. | hope they now live up to our high expectations and keep this EIS open
until the issues noted here are fully considered. | think these concerns can be addressed. and this mining could go forward,

but we are not there yet.

MEPA

NS
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Peter
Bormuth

The Religious Freedom Restoration Act of 1993 prohibits the government from substantially burdening a person's exercise
of religion, even if the burden results from a rule of general applicability, unless the government 'demonstrates that
application of the burden to the person - (1) is in furtherance of a compelling governmental interest; and - (2) is the least
restrictive means of furthering that compelling governmental interest" 42 U.S.C. Sec. 2000bb-1(a)(b). The Act defines
"government" to include any department or agency of the United States (Sec 2000bb-2(1). The United States Forest Service
and the Army Corps of Engineers are Departments or Agencies. The least restrictive means standard is exceptionally
demanding (see City of Boerne, 521 U.S. at 532) and cannot be met by the proposal for the NorthMet mine. Mesabe
Widjiu[1][1] is an acknowledged "cultural resource” and is an irretrievable resources under 42 U.S.C. 4332 Sec. 102 (2)(C)(v).
As amended by the Religious Land Use Act of 2000 (RLUIPA), the Religious Freedom Restoration Act covers "any exercise of
religion, whether or not compelled by, or central to, a system of religious belief.' Sec 2000cc-5(7)(A). A Court's "narrow
function...is to determine" whether the asserted religious belief reflects "an honest conviction" (See Thomas v. Review
Board of Indiana Employment Security Div. 450 U.S. 707 at 716). The NorthMet mine site is ceded land under the 1854
Treaty Authority. Under NEPA the human environment includes the natural and the physical, and the relationships of people
to that environment. The NorthMet Project Proposed Action is considered an undertaking as defined in 36 CFR 800, the
regulation implementing Section 106 of the NHPA. The area in which effects on resources are evaluated is the Area of
Potential Effect (APE). The APE is defined as, “... the geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may directly or
indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic properties, if any such properties exist. The area of potential
effects is influenced by the scale and nature of the undertaking and may be different for different kinds of effects caused by
the undertaking” (36 CFR § 800.16(d)). Mesabe Widjiu is within the APE of the NorthMet mine. Mesabe Widjiu is a
Traditional Cultural Property (TCPs). Beliefs or practices associated with a TCP are of central importance in defining its
significance. Mesabe Widjiu is the path of the Thunderbirds. Mesabe Widjiu is a tangible property as defined in National
Register Bulletin 38 as a place “eligible for inclusion in the NRHP because of its association with cultural practices or beliefs
of a living community that (a) are rooted in that community’s history, and (b) are important in maintaining the continuing
cultural identity of the community” (National Register Bulletin 38:1). Since Mesabe Widjiu is adversely affected by the
NorthMet mine, (see 36 CFR 800.5) the USACE and the USFS must avoid the effect by refusing to permit the land exchange,
since the effect cannot be mitigated. The destruction of a section of the Mesabe Widjiu destroys the integrity of the
landform and the earth energies and spiritual energies associated with the landform. As a Pagan Druid, | have taken my
staff, drum, and pipe and performed ceremony on the Mesabe Widjiu (though not at the overlook at the mine site. | have
never been on the proposed mine property) to ensure that the Thunderbirds continue to bring the rains to the Lake
Superior/Great Lakes Basin. If this NorthMet mine is allowed to proceed, the Thunderbirds may no longer travel along their
traditional path, bringing drought to the land ceded in the 1854 Treaty Authority and to the Superior Basin. Or they may
stop at the mine site in their anger and flood everything and not continue on to ThunderBay. This future harm is a physical
and quantifiable harm which proceeds directly from the honest spiritual conviction of the Ojibwe and Pagans that the
Thunderbirds follow Mesabe Widjiu (see Sec 2000cc-5(7)(A). There is no compelling governmental interest in either the
mine itself or the land exchange associated with the NorthMet mine that justifies the destruction of the Mesabe Widjiu. You
cannot break the path of the Thunderbirds without spiritual repercussions. The USACE and the USFS both admit that the
best feasible alternative to permitting the mine is to maintain the status quo (See FEIS — Chapter 3) and this action must be
adopted by the co-lead agencies. The Religious Freedom Restoration Act prohibits you from destroying the irretrievable
resource that is the Mesabe Widjiu and from burdening the religious beliefs of the Ojibwe and Pagans. The Thunderbirds
follow the Mesabe Widjiu and will alter their path if you destroy this culturally significant landform.

CR

NS

Hans Olsen

| am writing to you today to bring a single item from this overall comment to your attention and that is the refusal of
PolyMet to address the possibility of a catastrophic failure of the copper / nickel tailings basin that is part of this project. |
believe an analysis of such a failure must be included in the FEIS and if it is not this will be a material breach of trust

between the Cooperating Agencies and the people of Minnesota. | strongly urge you, as duly elected representatives of the

NEPA

SDEIS Theme WR 202
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people, to take action to insist that an analysis of tailings basin failure be included in the FEIS.
Always glad to see you have not lost your deserved sense of the historical record. | pray daily that folks will awaken to the
prowess of those who have blazed the trail with truth and blood. Reading your actual records of events is like reading the
bible. We are told what and who we can not trust and given the direction we must follow for a positive legacy for future
Chaunce . . . . - . . o NS X 1
generations. After all, if your assertions were not true, why is there no retribution from the accused. There is only one right
answer. The continued tenacity of each of you Is always appreciated by me. At times when praising the Creator, | ponder
the welfare of each of you In my heart .
We believe that Polymet will be responsible in the activities that they are proposing. This whole process has taken over 10
Greg and years of research and planning for responsible open pit mining. Even though my family does not live on the iron range, it is
Iulie our belief it will help our economy in Duluth and surrounding areas with spin off jobs and stable employment for many GEN NS X 1
unemployed people from our area. Yes, we have concerns about our water, fish and animals in our area, but with the
Carlson . . . . . s . . . .
extensive planning, we feel that this operation has done their due diligence in understanding the environmental impact the
operation may have.
Andrew | oppose the proposed PolyMet NorthMet copper-nickel sulfide mine. | am a NE Minnesota land owner, taxpayer, and year- GEN NS X 1
McKibben |round resident. | work and live here. These decisions will have a direct impact on my life and livelihood.
Andy | believe that mining can have a good short term effect on the local economy, but that the long term negative effects aren't 50 NS X 1
Schuster |worth the potential risks.
?::Jster If we're going to mine it at all, | say WAIT until the prices for these materials are skyrocketing NEPA S 0] 4 SDEIS Theme NEPA 06
Andy hopefully as more time passes, we will have much better technological resources and methods to do this in a more efficient NEPA S 0 ) SDEIS Theme ALT 16
Schuster |manner with less risk to the surrounding environment.
Andy let technology and mining methods get better and better through trial and error in other places before we let it happen in NEPA S 0 ) SDEIS Theme ALT 16
Schuster  |our beautiful northwoods.
Having followed Polymet for over 10 years, and thus the sequence of compliance steps Polymet has undergone, the millions
spent, and noting their continual quest not merely to mine, but to do so in a manner respectful of this earth, and noting
Tim Shoup |most importantly the final EIS providing an independent review of potential environmental effects, which meets all the state| GEN NS X 1
and federal environmental requirements, | gladly and strongly encourage the DNR to affirm the Final EIS thus providing
opportunity for this project's permitting.
As a lifelong Ranger, a University of Minnesota graduate with a degree in Environmental Science, and someone who lives
John and works at a family business 15 miles from the proposed mine site, | wholeheartedly support this project. This is what our
. . . . . . GEN NS X 1
Eloranta |communities need. Let the people who live here decide what to do with our area, not the weekend warriors who visit our
beautiful region a few days out of the year. This project is long overdue and will greatly benefit the Iron Range.
Please consider one important question when considering mining in MN. What should be valued most: A healthy
environment and healthy people or money from digging resources out of the ground even though it will pollute our water
Lynn . . , . . .
. sources and poison our environment and thus our people. I've lived in Minnesota for over 40 years and always valued its GEN NS X 1
Taliaferro . . . . L .
resources, clean air and clean streets. | ask you to think twice about the right direction for all Minnesotans. May the Lord,
Jesus Christ lead you in your decision.
kim Saari  |And for the record, | have been blocked from posting on Mining Truth and cannot comment any longer. GEN NS X
kim Saari |l support Polymet and added a bit to the beginning of the comment line stating my opinion and support for Polymet as well. GEN NS X
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1. How much money will it cost to treat the water until it doesn’t need to be treated any longer? 2. How much money does a SDEIS Theme FIN 05
failure cost? 3. How long do the set aside funds need to be set aside to satisfy the above two questions? The problem, as |

Greg se? it, is none of the above qu?stions can be ans‘wered with any kind of certain.ty. Yet someone - the Sta'te I'm assuming - is

Solberg going to somehow come up with numbers and time frames. Polymet keeps saying they'll deal with the financial assurance at FIN S 0] 8
permitting. But how can they make any promises about this project if there's no money to pay for all the maintenance and
water quality treatment after closure? Financial assurances ought to be an issue for public discussion now, not later. Is this
just another end-around...much like the wild rice standard?

Christine . . . .

. Please deny this project and protect our environment instead!! GEN NS X 1

DiSimone

dianne . . L

carey Protect fresh water - just say no to tar sands - frack oil - sulfuric mining. GEN NS X 1

dianne the mid- west holds the largest bodies of fresh water in the world. we have a responsibility and obligation to protect it - do WAT NS X 1

carey not allow toxins to enter it from mining, rail, pipeline, farms.

2::236 people should not have to compete with corporations for ownership of water quality. WAT NS X 1

Rebecca |l dont think the long term condition of our Minnesota wilderness is worth risking over the short term gain of jobs and 50 NS X 1

Dudley economy.

Rebecca . .

Dudley Our real economy is the tourism and the beauty of the northern part of the state. SO NS X 1

Rebecca Mining equals pollution GEN NS X 1

Dudley '

Rebecca L

Dudley Please choose our state over big mining adventures. GEN NS X 1
This EIS is faulty in its assessment of resulting water quality. In chapter three it accepts that the water will need to be MDNR et al. 2014b
treated for an unidentifiable length of time. Next it seems to accept that the water can be treated but says nothing about
how long this water will need to be treated. In the press we read it could be a very long time. It then forwards the issue over
to the permitting phase to ensure that the water will be treated as long as needed. It assumes that is where the necessary
resources will be allocated to treat this water "forever" if required. Since the EIS is not able to say at what point the water

Emily Steil |will be safe it is in fact saying there is a long term unacceptable environmental consequence from this mine. Hiding behinda| WAT S 0] 8
"sleight of hand" statement that passes this issue on to the permitting process reveals a huge inadequacy in the EIS. The EIS
is about environmental consequence not about whether there will be the will or resources to permanently and forever
sufficiently address water quality. Given all the unknowns that our future holds there is a big chance government will
eventually be required to address part or all of the water quality issues from this mine. Or, worse, the resulting water will
eventually be not treated at all. It also assumes what we know about water quality today is all we will ever need to consider.

There is a fairly simple solution to this complex issue. This would be that Polymet fills in the west pit with what was taken MDNR et al. 2013b
out at some predetermined point, and covers it, which would end poisoning the water. At present the state has written the

Emily Steil |agreement with Polymet to allow them access to any minerals under what they presently plan to remove in the west pit. It ALT S 0] 4
would seem to be a simple step to get them to commit to a set time to end any more mining on the site. Then the state
would have a finite term to monitor water quality, not for an indefinite term as this EIS proposes.

Danny They are going to Bribe the weak people in Office and those people who in Need of a little Money and they are going to put GEN NS X 1

Terry your Friends against each other and Destroy what family'[s are made of on a Large Scale

Danny They are going to take away your Assets Like Doctors,people who work Construction, E.M.S, reduce the people in your SO NS X 1

Terry County on a Massive Scale
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Danny They will take over your Drinking Water that you will need to Live, They will Destroy the Land,Air and Water on A Massive
Terry Scale with there Toxic's that they will be using and Digging up out of Our Ground that will not go away for Hundreds and WAT NS X 1
Maybe Thousands of Years
Danny They will Close there Doors after Looting the Land for your Gold and Assets and leave you with the Bills and the Land to pay
. . FIN NS X 1
Terry for until the End Of Time
Danny We pay over 78 Billion Dollars PLUS every year in our Tax's that they have stuck us with, now you need to thank about all GEN NS X 1
Terry this before it happens because your Future will be the Same as our Children's if you Don't STOP THEM NOW !
| think 10 years of studying the environmental impact of this mining operation is more than enough.
Since they have met all the requirement from a monetary, scientific and engineering perspective to adequately protect our
Cicpri@aol.|environment any further delay would only be punitive. This area is suffering from a slowing of the economy especially in the GEN NS X 1
com miningindustry. This project would go a long way to relieve the economic pain in the mining industry.
Although the tourism industry is part of our economy it is not the main stay of it. And since this project would have no effect
on it, it should not be delayed because of an unconfirmed perceived threat to it.
After all the years and all the discussions the whole PolyMet project is realistically back right where it started. Their
assertion at the beginning was that new technology (which was never fully explained) would allow this form of mining to be
done safely. Yet after all this time it has become evident by their own EIS that it not only can not be done safely, but they
admit that they will pollute, and remediation will take centuries. They have actually proven all the arguments that had been
Craig given to kill this project right from the beginning. | think it is time for all the decision makers to stand up and do the right GEN NS X 1
Samson thing and put an end to this proposed project before an environmental disaster occurs. An environmental disaster that
could not be fixed, there would be no second chance or reconsidering. That is a huge responsibility and | for one would not
want to be responsible for taking that type of gamble for some short term jobs, most of which would not even go to the
Minnesotan's who are so keen on going forward with this project. Please consider the consequences of this project very
carefully.
Trout PollyMet is a mistake and once permitted there will be nothing we can do but watch and weep as waste water from WAT NS X 1
Lowen PollyMet finds its way to the BWCA, the jewel of Northern Minnesota's natural landscape.
After plowing through an arduous reading of the NorthMet Mining Project and Land Exchange Final Environmental Impact
Allen Statement, and after reviewing a dozen or so articles written about similar projects in other places, including the a burst
Killian- dam at a British Columbia tailing basin, which gave way and sent 1.3 billion gallons of tainted, sludgy water into local GEN NS X 1
Moore streams and lakes, | must say that | continue to be opposed to the Polymet plan to implement a copper-sulfide mining
operation in Minnesota.
Allen Our wildlands are far too precious to take such risks. Our wildlands already provide far too many jobs for those working the
. the outdoors industry, forest industries, land water management industries, tourist industries, children's and adult camps,
Killian- . e e ) . . . . . . . GEN NS X 1
Moore farming, etc. | don't think the benefits of jobs potentially provided by the mine outweigh the risks to the jobs and
livelihoods that already exist in this region of our state due to potential long-term pollution etc.
Similar to what | had read in the previously issued Supplemental Draft EIS, the Final EIS statement doesn't make it clear how
on earth the potential post-mine water treatment would be handled. | as understand it, two wastewater treatment plants to
Allen treat polluted water from the mine site and the tailings basin would operate when the mine is running and would continue
Killian- operating after the mine closes. But, treatment will be needed at the mine site for a minimum of 200 years and at the plant WAT NS X 1
Moore site for a minimum of 500 years and this seems like an awfully long time, post-mine, in order to guarantee accountability
and safety. We're talking somewhere between 2 to 5 centuries in which the water would need to be consistently and
effectively managed in order to ensure safety for people and the ecosphere.
Allen | don't see any consistent mechanisms laid out in the plan to ensure that safety and regulation, and water cleaning will PER NS X 1
Killian- continue unhindered for such a long, long period of time, and therefore | still do not thing, all things considered, that this
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Moore mine should be allowed or permitted to operate in Minnesota.
No to PolyMet. The few years of jobs is not worth the decades of pollution and clean up. We all know the taxpayers get
Je stuck with paying for hazardous clean up after these companies suck their profits out of the business, then move on after a
. . - . . GEN NS X 1
Blomquist [few years. The degradation and destroyed habitat is not what Minnesota is about anymore. We must preserve what
wilderness/habitats we have left.
petejudieh |Please be advised we think your diligent efforts this past 10 years is remarkable! Please know that our household is 3rd
ome@yaho|generation mining and we have high regard for the 4th generation who will benefit from your proper insight. Please know 0] NS X 1
o0.com we support your statements with thanks!
How does polymet intend to pay for the clean up? Where are they going to get the money? Glencore is in major trouble and
steve . . .. L . . .
dubiak is not going to keep giving them money. Who is going to finance them? | dont see how this can move forward as | dont think FIN NS X 1
they have the money and they need to prove they have the money.
PaFtl . I am 100% for PolyMet. Jobs are badly needed in the area. SO NS X 1
Rajkovich
My wife and | have been looking at this project proposal since it's infancy, it has been studied to death. Outsiders that have
nothing better to do with their time,and just want to use Northern Minnesota as a play ground,with us as caretakers,have
no idea what it takes to live in this part of the state. We want clean water,Clean air,Fish, and the many species of wildlife
that make this part of the state their home,to flourish and have a safe environment for ALL. It has been proven time and
again that this project can be done to the specifications that have been laid out for it,and it would have been providing
dembiczak |much needed ,high paying employment to hundreds of FAMILIES,(thousands of people) in an area that is going to die
1@wildblu |without these projects. If you use a computer,swipe on a cell phone or use any other type of electronics,and are against the 0] NS X 1
e.net project,because of something that might happen,YOU are a hypocrite. These mines will be mining metals that every one of
our electronic devices needs to operate. Why should we rely on countries that don't even like us,to supply such materials? If
this project is abandoned due to the GOVERNMENTS inability to get out of the way.SHAME ON THEM, AND US, FOR
ALLOWING THIS TO HAPPEN.We have "DO NOTHING POLITICIANS" (that some of us)voted into office,that need to get a
backbone and stand up for what is needed in the State of Minnesota. We need to supply these materials to "The United
States Of America" from our own soil.
:Baenaitie The mine will destroy nearly 1,000 acres of high-quality wetlands many of which have already been lost to mining. WET NS X 1
:Baenaitie The mine will destroy two square miles of designated critical habitat for Canada lynx and wolves. Wi S 0] 3 SDEIS Theme W1 02. FEIS Sec. 5.2.5.2.1
Jane . . . . .
. Which direction will pollution flow? WAT NS X 1
Beattie
Jane How can PolyMet provide financial assurance for the hundreds of years of mechanical water treatment that will be required EIN NS X 1
Beattie to comply with water quality standards?
Jane There is no evaluation of pollution risks using realistic and scientifically supported assumptions concerning how much
. - ) - . WAT NS X 1
Beattie polluted seepage is likely to be captured and treated both during and after mining operations.
Jane No Clean Water Act Section 404 permit can be issued for the proposed mine because the mine will degrade ground and WAT NS X 1
Beattie surface water.
:Saenaitie There is no plan to compensate for the thousands of acres of direct and indirect impacts to high quality wetlands. WET NS X 1
:Saenaitie There has been no worthwhile consideration of alternatives to reduce harm to wetlands and water quality. ALT S 0 4 SDEIS Theme ALT 03
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:Baenaitie The mine site and surrounding lands on the Superior National Forest cannot be traded away to PolyMet for other lands. LAN NS X 1
The and exchange is not in the public interest, and will violate the forest plan for the Superior National Forest, harm
Jane L . . . . . .
Beattie endangered species, impair downstream tribal resources and conflict with laws and policies to protect wetlands and other ROD NS X 1
resources.
:Baenaitie Please comply with all environmental laws and do not let the min result in environmental damage. PER NS X 1
MINING IS THE LIFELINE TO THE ECONOMY OF THE RANGE. SURVIVAL OF ALL RANGERS DEPENDS UPON THE CONTINUED
DEVELOPMENT OF ADVANCED PROCESSES FOR IRON ORE AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE RESOURCES THIS AREA WAS
CREATED WITH. | AM IN SUPPORT OF THE POLYMENT PROJECT BECAUSE IRON ALONE CANNOT KEEP THIS AREA THRIVING.
MARTY THE EXTENDED PROCESS THAT POLYMET HAS HAD TO ENDURE, ITS WILLINGNESS TO MEET ALL REQUIREMENTS FROM SO
LAAKSO MANY DIFFERENT AGENCIES, AND ITS UNEQUIVICAL SURPPORT FROM THE PEOPLE LIVING IN THE AREA SHOULD BE GEN NS X 1
ENOUGH TO APPROVE THE EIS AND LET POLYMET INVEST IN THE SURVIVAL OF THE IRON RANGE. PLEASE DON’T LET THOSE
WHO LIVE IN DISTANT PLACES OR WHOSE LIVES DO NOT DEPEND ON THIS ENVIRONMENT SOUND PROJECT AFFECT YOUR
DECISION TO DO THE RIGHT THING FOR THE THOUSANDS OF FAMILIES WHO ARE COUNTING ON THIS PROJECT AND THE
OPPORTUNITIES IT WILL BRING TO ASSURE SOME STABILITY TO THEIR LIVES.
The five changes to the final EIS cannot ensure anything! PolyMet has spent 10 years and $28 million trying to make us
HIKKIS@ao |believe that they are going to create lasting employment on the range (how many jobs?) and that they will make every
. . . GEN NS X 1
l.com attempt to protect the environment. We just have to trust them. Anyone who believes that PolyMet really cares about
anything except profit has their head stuck in an open pit mine. | am adamantly opposed to this adventure.
LO::gp:ard After reviewing the EIS for the proposed Polymet mine, | believe it is inadequate and that the project should be refused. GEN NS X 1
My main concern is water contamination, especially groundwater, that could pollute the watershed which would have
Joseph catastrophic implications for humans and wildlife. Based on past sulfide mining projects,the risk of groundwater
Heegaard contamination is to great and will eventually cost our public more than the supposed economic benefits. In the process of WAT NS X 1
trying to confine that waste water, treat it, and return it, there are too many opportunities for error and past sulfide mining
projects have not been able to do so effectively.
n chapter 5 under "Contaminant Transport in Groundwater from Waste Rock," there is a claim that "over time the
concentration of contaminants leaking from the sources would decrease, as the sources would gradually degrade,
diminishing in strength. Those, and other processes would result in contaminant concentrations decreasing with time and
Joseph distance from the source." It is hard for me to believe this project can be done safely when there is acknowledgement of the
. . . . . o WAT NS X 1
Heegaard |contaminants being leaked. Despite contaminants being purportedly diminished and degraded as they leak away from the
source, the contaminants have still entered the environment, many of them heavy metals, that will not break down for
hundreds of years. These contaminants will accumulate in the environment, threatening our precious water sources, our
fragile ecosystems, and our socioeconomic well being.
The bottom line is that we have devastated our environment enough. As we begin to feel the effects of climate change and
Joseph see the implications of land exploitation, we must put a stop to reckless profit seeking projects and start building our
Heegaard economy sustainably. Let's leave a little piece of the natural world for our children, and cherish it while we have it. We GEN NS X 1
cannot survive without clean water, and this project threatens that at a time when water scarcity has never been more
prevalent. Please, make the responsible decision and refuse this mining project.
Margaret First of all, where does the overflow go? Is it treated? Does it collect somewhere else? And secondly, with global warming, PolyMet 2015j
Seibol we don't know the definition of a rare event. The probability of high rainfall storms may increase. What volume of overflow |  WAT S 0] 8

is expected as a function of total rainfall in an event at different freeboards? How long would the bypass event last vs. total
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rainfall for different freeboards? This is where XY plots are needed. What mass of pollutants makes it to the Polymet
boundary? What happens if the ground is frozen? Or if it's very saturated?
Margaret |What is the P90 composition of the tailings pond water? | didn't see a table for this. Can geese land on this and be PolyMet 2015j
. NEPA S o 8
Seibel unaffected?
Margaret Was a rare event rainfall (for example, 10 inches of water in a 24 hour period) modeled? Was annual rainfall the only input PolyMet 2015j
Seibel or was there an option for daily rainfall? The Climate Change Sensitivity Analysis Model seems to just change annual rainfall NEPA S 0] 8
according to the following statement.
ls\ile?gifret Is this true even in high rainfall situations? NEPA S 0 8 Polymet 2015m
Stormwater ponds are designed for the 100-year,
24-hour storm event plus one foot of freeboard. All
process water ponds, with the exception of the OSLA
pond, were designed for the 100-year, 24-hour
storm event plus three feet of freeboard. The OSLA
. . . . . . . . pond was designed for the 25-year, 24-hour storm
Margaret |Snowmelt is seasonably predictable and higher discharge rates will be used beforehand. A high rainfall event is not as "
Seibel predictable. How quickly can freeboard be created? NEPA S N 8 event plus three feet of f.reeboard. AdQltlonaIIy, all .
process water systems with the exception of the Rail
Transfer Hopper pond, can manage runoff from
these storm events without their pumps running, in
the event of a power outage or at full capacity at the
WWTF. FEIS Section 5.2.2.3.1. See SDEIS Theme PD
22 and PolyMet 2015r.
PolyMet 2015r, Section 2.1.3. Inflows to the pits
include contributions from groundwater and runoff
within the pit. The size and location of the sumps
and pumps will change as the pits expand in size and
depth, requiring periodic evaluation of the pumping
system. Pump capacities are based on peak annual
flows from the snowmelt event, assuming a rapid
spring snowmelt (40% of the snowmelt occurring
within one day). The pumping systems are designed
Margaret |If the East Pit overflows to the West Pit (and the sulfate levels in the East Pit are shown to be high on page 5-122) will there to handle groundwater inflows and the average
. L . . ) . . . NEPA S N 8 annual runoff volumes from a snowmelt event,
Seibel be sufficient freeboard in the West Pit for all this flow in a high rainfall event?

removing approximately 100% of the groundwater
inflows and 40% of the annual snowmelt runoff
(1.28 inches) within 3 days. The volume from this
snowmelt event is approximately

equivalent to the runoff volume expected in the pits
during the 5-year, 24-hour storm event. The sumps
have the capacity to hold the remaining volume
from this snowmelt runoff event. If a storm exceeds
the sump and pump capacity, the lowest level of the
pit will be used to store the excess water, with
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mining operations relocated to higher levels or
delayed until water levels are pumped down. During
extreme storm events, pit dewatering may
temporarily be stopped to allow the WWTF to
handle the increased volumes from other process
water sources to minimize overflow of process water
sumps and ponds across the Mine Site. FEIS Section
5.2.2.3.1.
FEIS Section 5.2.2.3.3, Table 5.2.2 - 37 for
predictions. The maximum flow numbers represent
Margaret |This statement refers to the tailings basin. What conditions do the maximum flow numbers correspond to? Spring NEPA S N 3 contributions from the climate and the project. See
Seibel snowmelt? A high rainfall event? If this flow is returned to the tailings basin, at what rate does freeboard decline? PolyMet 2015j, Section 5.2.1.1 for climate and Fig. 6-
6 for rates captured by the containment system over
the course of the project.
The information requested is more than is necessary
Margaret to assess the project’s impacts. Detailed project
Seibel Is there a diagram with flowrate (gpm) for all of the overflows and pipes for a high rainfall event? NEPA S N 8 specifications for this feature will be provided and
reviewed during permitting. See PolyMet 2015r,
page 11.
ls\ile?bri?ret Fact sheet 13 | don't think g/yr is a unit of concentration. 0 NS X 1
3) Many concentrations in the FEIS are compared to the CEC scenario such as 18.3 mg/l compared to 18.2 mg/| at a wild rice SDEIS COOP Response #9132
Margaret bed on the Partridge River (5-151), both of which violate the original standard of 10mg/I. Figure 5.2.2-50 shows sulfate the
Seibel time. The state should have identifie