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March 26, 2013

Mr. Tony Davis

Arizona Daily Star

4850 South Park Avenue
Tucson, Arizona 85714
verdin{@azstarnet.com

Re: Public Records Request for Rosemont Mine and jaguars
Dear Mr. Davis:

Pursuant to your request November 27, 2012 regarding “[documents related to] the proposed
Rosemont Mine and any of the jaguars seen, photographed or reported to have been seen or
photographed in Southeast Arizona since Jan. 1, 2011. That would include the confirmed Nov.
19 siting in the Whetstone Mountains, the unconfirmed report from June 2, 2011 in the Santa
Rita Mountains and the recent photo of a jaguar tail in the northern Santa Ritas about which we
have written several articles now”. Your request further seeks “copies of any records in the
Department’s possession about the potential or real effects on those jaguars of the proposed
mine, or as to how those jaguars’ presence affects the department, il’s staff or other parties
views of the mine”.

We have previously fulfilled a request on jaguar sightings in southeastern Arizona which include
the sightings you specifically reference; those are publicly available
http://www.azgfd.gov/w_c/es/jaguar management.shtml. For documents relating to the Rosemont
Mine, please find the information you requested at the same webpage.

Other than standard redactions (such as non- governmental email addresses and personal phone
numbers), the Department has redacted the following information: 1) the reporting party’s ldentlty,
and 2) any and all text referring to the specific location where the animal was sighted.

The Forest Service has placed three iterations of its Biological Assessment (initial, first and
second supplement) for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mine on the Forest Service’s Rosemont
Mine EIS website:

June 2012 initial BA: http://www.rosemonteis.us/documents/biological-assessment
October 2012 supplemental BA: http://www.rosemonteis.us/documents/swca-biologicai-
assessment-supplement1-201210

e February 2013 supplemental BA: http://www.rosemonteis.us/documents/cnf- blologlcal-
assessment-supplement2-201302
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If you have any questions or require further assistance, please contact the Arizona Game and Fish
Department at (602) 942-3000.

Deputy Director

cc! Bob Broscheid
Larry Riley
Jim Odenkirk
Linda Pollock
Jim Paxon
Annie Gregory
Jennifer Stewart
Celeste Cook
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Joan Scott

From: Ron Thompson

Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2008 3:52 PM

To: Joan Scott

Cc: Leonard Ordway; Brian Wakeling

Subject: RE: Update: B1 BLUESHEET DUE 4/2/2008 Rosemont Copper Project, Coronado NF

Attachments: lion Santa Ritas.pdf

Joan:

You indicated that we did not need to go into any depth at this point in the process relative a scoping response for
the Rosemont Copper Project. Per our discussion today at the Phoenix office, | have attached a map of the 8-12
month movements of two radio-collared lions from the U of A urban study. The map displays the movements of
both a male and female lion initially collared in Box Canyon. Their movements are an indication of the richness of
prey in the project area available for targe carnivores, with one of the smallest home range areas utilized by two
lions in close proximity in the literature. Kerry Nichelson can provide you with a video movement format and
additional data relative the lions. | am also aware of a USFS big game water development that | helped plan and
build on the side of Mt. Fagan in the late 70s, which has since been redeveloped, that will become of little or no
value. The entire north end of the Santa Ritas is some of the best small game, Couse white-tailed deer and
javelina habitat represented in southern Arizona with a north to south aspect orientation within one hour's access,
not found in many range-basin sky island ranges. | am also familiar with evidence of use of the area by black
bears for hibernation. Connectivity concerns should also be raised in part from the solid documentation of the
easterly movements of the collared male lion across the Sonita Highway, from project area lands. Development
of private lands further south and adjacent to the Sonita Highway precludes crossings except at finite
undeveloped locales on State and Federal lands that will be lost to the Rosemont Project. As you foliow this
important project's progress, we are available to assist your region with additional game management data and
analysis. Thank you.

From: Leonard Ordway

Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2008 8:26 AM

To: Ron Thompson

Cc: Brian Wakeling; Joan Scott'; Leonard Crdway

Subject: FW: Update: B1 BLUESHEET DUE 4/2/2008 Rosemont Copper Project, Coronado NF

Ron,

Minor change to previous direction. Once your comments have been coordinated with Brian please send them to
Joan Scott. Thanks.

Leonard

From: Barbara Cook

Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2008 7:44 AM

To: Eric Gardner; Leonard Ordway; Chantal OBrien; Daniel E. Nelson; Gloria Morales; Patti Morrical
Ce: Joan Scott; Laura Canaca

Subject: Update: B1 BLUESHEET DUE 4/2/2008 Rosemont Copper Project, Coronado NF

Joan Scott, RS, will be taking the lead on this project. Please coordinate any comments through her.

From: Barbara Cook

Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2008 8:55 AM

To: Joan Scott; John Windes; Eric Gardner; Leonard Ordway; Chantal OBrien; Daniel E. Nelson
Subject: B1 BLUESHEET DUE 4/2/2008 - Rosemont Copper Project, Coronado NF

772008



Micheile Black

From: Joan Scott

Sent: Wednesday, May 27, 2008 10:01 AM

To: ‘Teresa Ann Ciapusci'

Cc: John Windes; Leonard Ordway

Subject: possible properties for mitigation

Attachments; Trizngle Bar Ranch_Sec 6_propesal - 08 09 19 (2).pdf; 56 Sonoita Creek Ranch

proposal.dog; sf424-f Soncita Creek Ranch.pdf; sonckranch1 JPG; Sonoita Creek Ranch
brochure pdf, birdlist.pdf, 56 Sonoita Creek Ranch proposal Appendices.doc

Teresa Ann:

Here are the proposals that we wrote trying to get money to purchase Senoita Creek Ranch and the Triangle
Bar Ranch. We have not secured money for these purchases yet (received $300,000 only on the Sonoita
Creek Ranch property — not near enough). You will note that these proposals were only for partial funding (all
we could apply for under that grant program). But, I am showing these to you so that you know some of the
biotogical values of the properties. Sorry the Sonoita Creek Ranch proposal is in several files.

Additionally, ASARCO owns additional property along the San Pedro River near the confluence with Aravaipa
Creek (near the Triangle Bar Ranch) that would be desirable to conserve under federal ownership. A very
impressive package could be put together along the San Pedro near the Aravaipa Creek confluence with
property owned by ASARCO and Triangle Bar. AGFD just received some property in this same area from
ASARCO as a settlement, and The Nature Conservancy also holds property in this same area. All together, it
might make a pretty impressive conservation area, if it could all be protected.

Joan E. Scott

Habitat Program Manager

Arizona Game and Fish Department
555 N. Greasewood

Tucsen, AZ 85704

Phone: 520.388.4447

Emaii: Jscott@azgfd.gov

Fax: 520.628.5080

WebPage: www.azafd.gov

Sign up for AZGFD eNews and receive the latest news and information on wildlife issues and events, outdoor tips,
education programs, regulations, and more. hitp://www.azafd gov/eservices/subscribe.shtml

From: Teresa Ann Ciapusci [ mailto:tciapusci@fs.fed.us]
Sent: Wednesday, May 27, 2009 7:12 AM

To: Joan Scott

Subject: Re:

Jean -

Thanks to you, John, Brad, and Leonard for meeting with us yesterday. Here is the electronic copy you requested in our
meeting - minus the item you asked me to remove.



Teresa Ann Ciapusci

Staff Officer

Ecosystem Management and Pianning
Coronado National Forest

300 West Congress, FRB42

Tucson, Arizona 85701

(520} 388-8350 office

(620} 237-0879 cellular

{520) 388-8305 fax

"Joan Scott” <.iScotti@azald.gov> To "Teresa Ann Ciapusci” <liapuscif®ls fed us>

co
05/26/2009 10:22 AM
Subject

Hi Teresa Ann. Please look over these minor changes. We can discuss them when you come over this afternoon.

Joan E. Scott

Habitat Program Manager

Arizona Game and Fish Department
555 N, Greasewood

Tucson, AZ 85704

Phone: 520.388.4447

Email: jscott@azgfd.gov

Fax: 520.628.5080

WebPage: www.azafd.gov

Sign up for AZGFD eNews and receive the latest news and information on wildlife issues and events, outdoor tips,
education programs, regulations, and more, http://www.azafd.gov/eservices/subscribe.shtml

[attachment "050609 DRAFT (09-MU-11030514-026} AZ Dept of Game and Fish Cooperating Agency MOU (4) doc”
deteted by Teresa Ann CiapuscifR3/USDAFS]
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Pubtic reporting burden for this collection of information 1s estimated tc average 45 minutes per response, inciuding time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and compteting and reviewing the collection of
information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, inciuding suggestions for
reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget. Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0043), Washington, DG 20503,
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Sonoita Creek Ranch
Santa Cruz County, Arizona

Photo [1]

Listed for safe exclusively by

Sam Hubbell

Headquarters West Lid.
PC BOX 1038
Sonoita, AZ 85637
Phone: {520) 455-5834 - Mobile: (520) 609-2546 - Fax: {520) 455-5018
info@@headquarterswest.com
www.headquarterswest.com/sonoitacreek



Part of Historic Rail X Ranch

Acreage
+-1,126 Deeded

Location

The property is located in Eastern Santa Cruz County between the towns of Sonoita and Patagonia.
State Hwy 82 borders the property on the west side, and the Coronado National Forest borders the
property to the cast.

Description

The Seonoita Creek Ranch was once part of the historic Rail X Ranch. It sits in the beautiful foothills of
the Santa Rita Mountains. Elevation ranges from 4400 fi. to 5000 feet above sea level. There isa 150
acre irrigated ficld on the eastern side of the property with 588 acre feet of water rights. Sonoita Creek
runs through the property, which makes a nice riparian area, and a home for a huge variety of wildlife,
and two irrigation ponds that are stocked with fish. The views from the property are exceptional in every
direction. This is truly an exceptionally beautitul property.

Weather

Summers and winters are comparatively mild; temperatures vary from a daily maximum mean of
approximately 58 degrees during the month of January to a daily maximum mean of approximately 88
degrees during the month of July. Annual rain fall averages about 17 inches.

Wildlife

Wildlife includes mule deer, white tail deer, bobeat, mountain lion, javelina, coyote, fox, badger, and
squirrels. Quail and a wide variety of birds and other small game reside here. The Sonoita-Patagonia
arca s widely recognized in Arizona for its natural beauty and world renowned bird watching.

Comments

The Picturesque town of Patagonia is a short five minute drive to the south, and the town of Sonoita is a
short five minute drive to the north. Nogales international airport is about fifteen minutes from the
property, and Tucson international airport is little under an hours drive.

Price
Reduced 10 $9,000.000 from $11,260.000
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Aerial Parcel Map




A Partial List of The Birds of Sonoita Creek Ranch
Patagonia, Ar:zons

This list includes birds seen in the Sonoita Creek Ranch area and recorded in a
monitoring effort in collaboration with the Tucson Audubon Society’s Upper Sonoita
Creek Important Bird Area (IBA) program. The Sonoita Creek Valley is & very
significant bird area with more than 300 species having been recorded here. La Semilla is
parinering with the Tucson Audubon Society to support monitoring efforts in the upper
watershed area. The * indicates “A1 Risk/Declining™ Species List, NRCS 2006. '

Black-bellisd Whistling Duck™® Greater Roadrunncr
American Wigeon Bam Owl

Mallard Western Screech Owl
Cinnamon teal ‘Whiskered Screech Owl
Green-winged teal Great Horned Owl

Lesser Scaup E)f Owl

Ruddy Duck Lesser Nighthawk

Wood duck Common Nighthawk
Gadwall Common Poorwill

Wild Turkey White-throated Swift
Gambe!’s Quail Broad-bilisd Hummingbird
Montezuma Quail Violet-crowned Hummingbird*
Great Blue Heron Magnificent Hummingbird
Great Egret® Black-chinned Hummingbird
Snowy Egret* Anna's Hummingbird
Green Heron Costa’s Hummingbird
Black Vulture Rufous Hummingbird
Turkey Vuiture Green kingfisher®
White-tailed Kite Beited Kingfisher
Northern Harier Lewis’ Woodpecker
Sharp-shinned Hawk Acorn Woodpecker
Cooper’s Hawk Gila Woodpecker
Northern Gray Hawk* Red-naped Sapsucker
Zonc-tailed Hawk Ladderbacked Woodpecker
Common Black Hawk* Northern Flicker
Red-tailed Hawk N. Beardiess Tyrannulet
Golden Eagle Western Wood Pewee
American Kestel Hammond's Flycatcher
Peregrine Falcon* Gray Flycatcher

Prairie Falcon Dusky Flycatcher
American Coot Black Phoebe

Kilideer Say’s Phoebe

Band-tailed pigeon Vermilion Flycatcher
White-winged dove Ash-throated Fiycatcher
Mourning Dove Brown-crested flycatcher
inca DoveCommon Ground-dove Cassin’s Kingbird

Yellow-billed cuckoo*

Thick-billed kingbird*



Western Kingbird
Loggerhead Shrike
Arizona Bell's Vireo*
Warbling Vireo
Mexican Jay
Common Raven
Violet-green Swallow
N. Rough-winged Swallow
Bridled Titmouse
Verdin
Bushtit
White-breastad Nuthatch
Bewick's Wren
Ruby-crowned Kinglet
Western Bluebird
Mountain Blucbird
Hermit Thrush
Northern Mockingbird
Cusve-billed Thrasher
European Starling
Cedar Waxwing
Phainopepla

rownoed Warbler
Lucy's Warbler
Yellow Warbler
Yellow-rumped Warbler
Common Yellowthroat
Wilson’s warbler
Painted Redstart
Yellow-breastexi Chat
Hepatic Tanager

Spotted Towhee
Canyon Towhee
Cassin’s Sparrow
Fufous-crowned Sparrow
Chipping Sparrow
Biack-throated Sparmow
Lincoln's Sparrow
White-crowned Sparrow
Northern Cardinal
Pyrrhuloxia
Rose-breasted Grosbeak
Black-headed Grosbeak
Blue Grosbeak

Lazuli Bunting

Eastern Meadowlark
Western Meadowlark
Brewer's Blackbird

Great-tailed Grackle
Brown-headed cowbird
Houoded Oriole
Bullock’s Oricle
Scott's Orivle

House Finch

Pine Siskin

Lesser Goldfinch

4/07



Appendix A:

Sales Brochure
Offering the
Sonoita Creek Ranch



LANDS PROGRAM:
INSERT HERE
PDF FILE CALLED
SONOITA CREEK RANCH BROCHURE.PDF



Appendix B:
A Partial List of the Birds of
Sonoita Creek Ranch



LANDS PROGRAM:
INSERT HERE
PDF FILL CALLED
BIRDLIST.PDF



Appendix C:
Topographic Map of
Sonoita Creek Ranch

Blue line in middle of page shows the property boundary.
The red lines show the boundaries of the two disjunct Ecosystem Management Areas of
the Coronado National Forest.



LLANDS PROGRAM:
INSERT HERE
PDF FILE CALLED
SONCKRANCHI1.JPG



Appendix D:
Photos of
Sonoita Creek Ranch



Photo #5 — Panorama of pon

Also see photos in Appendix A
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July 31, 2009

Jeanine Derby, Forest Supervisor
Coronado National Forest

300 West Congress

Tucson, Arizona §5701

Re: Comments on Alternative Elements Table for Proposed Rosemont Mine
Dear Ms. Derby:

The Arizona Game and Fish Department (Department) has reviewed the Alternative .Elements
table shared with the cooperating agencies on July 16, 2009 and provides the following
comments:

Spirit of Cooperation

It is our understanding that the Department must submit comments by July 31, 2009 for our
comments to receive consideration before finalization of the alternatives for the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The Department does not find that two weeks is
nearly enough time to consider the various alternative elements which the Forest has been
studying for some months. The Department should have been allowed greater input into the
evaluation of the elements and provided more time to comment.

Coronado National Forest (Forest) has assembled an internal Interdisciplinary Team (IDT) to
review the alternatives to the Rosemont Plan of Operations as part of the DEIS. This IDT has
been meeting for some months. Our Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) affirms both
agencies’ ability to request meetings and provides for open and timely communication. The
Department has requested the opportunity to meet with Forest staff participating on the IDT to
discuss potential alternative elements and alternatives. These requests have gone unanswered. It
is our understanding that other cooperators have also requested greater access to Forest staff and
have not been provided this opportunity. It is the Department’s experience that direct interaction
with agency staff, with the opportunity for back and forth discussion of alternatives, results in a
much better product than limited, formal opportunities, filtered through an intermediary, as thus

~far has occurred. The Department is concerned that our staff are being kept at arm’s length
without the ability to provide meaningful input into the development of the alternatives in terms
of real-time give and take with Forest staff. This limited access is a departure from our normal
interaction and is not an adequate conduit for open and timely exchange of information as
described in our MOU. The Department therefore requests that the deadline for Forest staff to
present final alternatives to the DEIS be extended until such time as the Department has had the
opportunity to meet face to face with Forest staff, especially Forest biologists assigned to the
IDT, to discuss potential alternatives before any alternatives are finalized for the DEIS.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY REASONABLE ACCOMMODATIONS AGENCY



Jeanine Derby

Comments on Alternative Elements Table for Proposed Rosemont Mine
31 July 2009

Page 2

Purpose and Need Statement Appears to Violate Intent of NEPA

As we stated in our comments on the Notice of Intent (NOI) we have concerns with the Purpose
and Need Statement presented at that time. We have not seen a revised Purpose and Need
Statement. Has this been revised? The original Purpose and Need Statement appears to be
inherently pre-decisional and therefore apparently violates the intent of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Surely the purpose of the proposed action cannot be to
“grant permission to the Company [Rosemont Copper] to use NFS [National Forest Service]
land”. Per CEQ regulations (§1502.13) the Purpose and need statement shall specify the
“underlying purpose and need to which the agency is responding.” This seems to indicate that
the response cannot be included in the purpose or there would be no need to analyze any of the
alternatives. Should not the purpose therefore be either to “evaluate whether or not to grant
permission” or more appropriately shouldn’t the purpose be clearly stated as the actual purpose
that Rosemont is requesting, i.e. “to use (NFS) land for certain activities related to the operation
of the Rosemont Mine”. The latter clearly follows the standard for NEPA documents. Is not
granting permission (or not) the final step of the process, not the purpose? Moreover, CEQ
- §1502.14 (Alternatives including the propose action) clearly states that “in this section agencies
shall: (d) include the alternative of no action.” Furthermore, all reasonable alternatives must be
considered including “reasonable alternatives not within the jurisdiction of the lead agency”
(CEQ 1502.14.d). Such alternatives may involve use of non-Forest lands. The Purpose and
Need statement drives development of the alternatives. How can the Forest seriously consider
the No Action Alterative, or alternatives using non-Forest lands when the purpose has been
stated as to “grant permission?” The Department suggests revising this Purpose and Need
Statement which appears to preclude all serious consideration of the No Action Alternative.

The Notes section of the table indicates that several alternative elements will be eliminated
because they don’t meet the Purpose and Need or because Rosemont has a legal right to access
the minerals associated with their claims. The Department does not dispute Rosemont’s legal
right to pursue access to their claims. However, all reasonable alternatives must be rigorously
explored and objectively evaluated (CEQ §1502.14.a) including alternatives outside the Forest’s
jurisdiction. Since the Department has not interfaced with the IDT evaluating the alternatives
and since the alternatives have not been presented to the Department with opportunity for
meaningful discussion, the Department is not satisfied that these alternatives are not feasible.
Moreover, no evidence of rigorous exploration has been presented. It appears that any
alternative that is outside the Forest’s jurisdiction has been dismissed for the very reason that it
is outside their jurisdiction. This seems to violate §1502.14. Finally, the Department questions
the Forest’s apparent decision to grant permission to access legal claims prior to completion of
the final EIS which should evaluate the potential impact of such access. Surely there may be
some impacts so great as to preclude such a decision.

Several alternative elements appear likely to be dismissed because they are “cost prohibitive” or
because of “possible” right of way issues. Any alternative must be evaluated based on not only
the cost to the project proponent but also the cost to the public. Why should the public be asked
to pay the cost of the loss of their wildlife resources when another alternative would eliminate
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this cost, requiring additional cost be borne by the project proponent? For example, the
alternative of shipping waste off of public lands appears technically feasible but is “cost
prohibitive”. The savings realized by the project proponent of placing waste on public land is
directly transferred to the American public who owns the land and wildlife resources which will
be lost. The public could argue that this alternative, then, is “cost prohibitive” or not a feasible
alternative. Both costs to the proponent and to the public should be quantified and compared.

Impacts of the Rosemont Mine to Wildlife Resources Held in Public Trust Under the Authority
of the Department

Impacts of the Rosemont Mine will have direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts on to the entire
northern portion of the Santa Rita Mountains managed by the Forest and additional lands on
Bureau of Land Management land, Arizona State Trust Land, and private land. Regardiess of
ownership, all of this land supports diverse wildlife resources held in trust for the public and
managed under the authority of the Arizona Game and Fish Department. In addition to direct
mortality (which may result from various mining activities including, but not limited to,
exposure to toxins and mechanical or vehicular contact), destruction, degradation, and
disturbance of wildlife habitat indirectly causes mortality of wildlife supported by that habitat,
and disrupts ecosystems that wildlife depend upon. Any preferred alternative should include
elements which compensate the public for the loss of wildlife and wildlife-related recreation in-
kind, in time. Habitat loss results in the loss of future generations of wildlife that would have
otherwise been supported by that habitat. Any mitigation package which does not compensate
the public for the loss of the public’s wildlife resources held in trust by the Department is
unacceptable to the Department. Arizona Game and Fish Commission Policy A2.16 requires
that the Department seek compensation for actual or potential habitat losses resulting from land
and water projects at a 100% level, where feasible. The Department, therefore, is advocating for
said compensation in the preferred alternative.

- Alternative Elements to be Included in the DEIS

The Department has previously provided input on alternative elements we believe should be
included in the preferred alternative which will compensate the public for the loss of wildlife and
habitat. The Department provides additional input here and requests the following alternative
elements be included in the preferred alternative:

Compensation In-Kind, In-Time to the Public for Land Lost to Public Use

The Department has provided input on specific parcels which may be considered for purchase to
compensate the public for the loss of multiple generations of wildlife resources to the public.
The Forest need not identify specific parcels but should include in the preferred alternative an
element which stipulates compensation to the public for the loss of their wildlife resources
through purchase and transfer of land containing habitat of equal or greater value to the values
lost for development of the mine. Such land must be available, to the greatest extent possible, to
the public simultaneous to the loss of resources resulting from mine development (in-kind, in-
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time). Compensation occurring after the fact is unacceptable to the Department. No
compensation occurring at some time in the future can adequately compensate today’s public,
which may not live to see the results of such compensation.

Transport of Spoils and Tailings off of Forest Land

The Department would like to see a full quantification of the costs associated with transport of
overburden and tailings off of public land compared to a full quantification of the costs
associated with the impacts to wildlife and other resources resulting from the project. The public
should be made aware of the costs they will be incurring,

Pit Backfilling

There appears to be dispute between experts regarding the feasibility, cost, and benefit of this
option. The Department requests that this option be rigorously explored and objectively
evaluated and that this evaluation be available to the cooperators before being eliminated from
the alternatives. Backfilling has been identified as one of the few options that may significantly
reduce the impacts of the project to water resources critical to wildlife in the watershed.

Watershed Integrity

The Department is concerned with the runoff “shadow” that will be created down slope of the pit
and any other areas which will capture the natural rainfall runoff which waters the ecosystem.
The preferred alternative should address this problem by ensuring there is a system in place for
maintaining watershed integrity.

The Department appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Rosemont mining proposal and
looks forward to cooperation with the Forest for the duration of the project.

Sincerely, /
7 [

John Windes
Region V Habitat Program Manager

IDWijw

cc: Laura Canaca, Project Evaluation Supervisor
Leonard Ordway, Region V Supervisor
Diane Tilton-Barajas, District Wildlife Manager
Teresa Ann Ciapusci, Cooperating Agency Liaison
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ID " Number Type

1983 5 Individual I'm concerned about loss of wildlife habitat.

2268 4 Individual The wildlife habitat should not be destroyed Jjust because: a FORIEGN country wants
o mine copper.

2294 3 Individual Our buds and wﬂdhfe are bemg threatened from all srdes in thrs wonclerf'ul Sky
Island.

2593 109 Orgamzatlon Coneerns regardmg the vegetatlon in the area that should be addressed in the EIS
include:
-What are the short term direct impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the long term, indirect impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the important habitat types in the area?
-What is the current productmty ofi lmportant habltat types in the area?

6913 2 Individual What would be done to minimize the effects on nelghbors and w1[d11fe of dally
blastmg at the proposed Rosemont mme"

7253 109 Organization Concerns regardmg the vegetatron in the area that should be addressed in the EIS

include:

~What are the short term direct impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the long term, indirect impacts to the vegetation in the area?
-What are the important habitat types in the area?

-What is the current productmty of i lmportant habltat types in the area?

Record Comment Commenter Comment Text

ID Number Type

43 13 What will the cumulative impacts be of this mine and other proposed mining
operatlons in the v1c1mty on wrldhfe’?

183 3 What wﬂl the cumulatlve unpacts be from th:s mine and the other proposed mmmg
operations in the v1cm1ty on wildlife

1660 2 Individual Cumulative Impacts of all new mining proposals in th1s BIOLOGICALLY
SENSITIVE AREA. 1 request that ﬂllS be oons1dered in the EIS.

2122 3 Individual Augusta Mmmg s short term economic boom can not possrbly oﬂset the dlsastrous
long term 1mpact on wildlife habltat that this proposed encroachment would have

2199 16 Individual What will be the cumulanve unpact on wildlife of the mining and transport
operanons"

2214 15 Individual What wﬂl the cumulatwe 1mpacts be of thlS mine and other proposed mmmg
operatlons in the v1cm1ty on w11dl1fe‘?

2360 4 Indmdual I am writing to oppose the Mme s approval for ma.ny reasons. Here are some:

The destruction of pristine land that can never be restored, and as a result the loss of
the homes of many animals.
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2677 18 Government  There are so many demands on land in Arizona. Human population and urban and
rural development are growing at such a rate that there will soon be a time when the
only land left for the public to use for recreation, and the only land left for wildlife,
will be the public land. The Forest Service should consider that the highest value of
Arizona publlc Iand is for wildlife.

2677 : 63 Government As stated above, we are provrdmg only prehmmary comments in thlS letter Other
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following,
-Impacts to wildlife habitat off-site

2713 24 Organization  The EIS for the proposed Rosemont Copper Mme must con51der both the lmmedJate
and cumulative impacts fo the proposed action, as required by the National
Environmental Policy Act. Specifically, the following types of resouces analyses
must be included:
An analysis of all of the hydrologic and geological formations in the area, entailing a
thorough evaluation of how the proposed project/s will impact the entire region,
including a detailed analysis of the projected exposure of wildlife (including
pollinators such as bats, insects) to these impacts and potential hazards.

2723 5 Individual The proposed Rosemont Mine is located adjacent to and partially overlapping an
area designed by the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan as biological core habitat
The mine and associated traffic would put additional stress on wildlife already being
impacted by rapid growth in the general area.

2745 14 Individual The Tucson Active Management Area (TUMA) is a cmoprehensive system that is to
large to quantify the critical impact that Rosemont Copper will directly and
cumulatively indirectly impact the present and futures of these willife.

276b 38 Government  Identify direct, indirect and cumulative impacts to wildlife as a result of groundwater
pumping assoicated with the proposed project.

6880 20 Government  Finally, all of these and other legitimate concems that have been raised about this
mine proposal should be analyzed for their cumulative impacts on surrounding
communities, wildlife, water quality, water quantity, and air pollution

6919 3 Individual What will the cumulative impacts be from this mine and the other proposed mmmg
operatmns in the vicinity on wildlife,

7083 9 - Indmdual Please take mto consideration the cumulative impacts ﬁ'orn thls mine and the other
proposed mining operations in the vicinity on wildlife, water quality, water quantity,
and air quality.

7088 80 Orgamzanon What wilt be the full and cumu[atwe unpacts of the Rosemont mmmg prO_]BCt on
these endangered, candidate species, other priority vulnerable species or Wildlife of
Specm.l Concern, and other wildlife, flora and fauna?

7163 67 Organization In addmon to the economic and social concemns drscussed above, these proposals
raise significant environmental concerns, If the mines are developed, they would
destroy extensive areas of habitat for imperiled wildlife and plants, including the
endangered jaguar; degrade air quality; produce significant amounts of greenhouse
gas emissions; drawdown aquifers, contaminate ground and surface water supplies;
negatively impact scenic views; increase traffic on scenic and commuter highways;
and eliminate current recreational use by a broad-cross section of local residents and
v131tors allke
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7163 80 Organization ~ We suggest the environmental impacts of the preposed Rosemont Mine should not
be analyzed in isolation. As noted above, numerous proposed hardrock mining
proposals are on the table on the Colorade National Forest, all of which collectively
impact wildlife habitat on a landscape to regional scale and potentially connected
groundwater resources. Given the Forest Service’s inclination to authorize numerous
mining CEs within the span of only 1-2 years, this constitutes linked actions that
have cumulative and synergistic environmental effects. As such, these consequences
must be considered in an EIS.

7175 6 Individual The Forest Service, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services, must seriously consider
the widespread loss of foraging habitat that is occurring and will continue to oceur.
Cumulative effects; agencies should be given the same weight and consideration as
direct and indirect effects; agencies should no continue approving projects that
destroy agave habitat without knowing how much total habitat has been destroyed,
and how much is needed to ensure the persistence of the species. A detailed map of
agave distribution throughout southeastern Arizona, overlaid with layers of land
ownership, known roost-sites, and current and planned changes in land use, would
give tremendous insight into the status of foraging habitat for lesser long-nosed bats.
Decision makers must have this information to make well-informed, wise decisions.

7259 9 Individual Urbanization

What effects will a mine/employer like this have on the area in terms of increased
commercial and residential development? Increased housing in the area will also tax
ground water, add to poltution, increase vehicle traffic, increase recreation on the
National Forest and create new habitat for invasive species of plants and animals.
All of these impacts will have adverse effects on wildlife.

7425’ . 7 - In(iiﬁ&ﬁal - Cumulative effects — How will the mine affect native wildlife of t}rz;a.rea?

’;II56 o IE - Govt;llr;fﬂent- ) Therf; a;e 50 many dem;).nds on land in ;uizona. Humén population agd ufl;an andr
rural development are growing at such a rate that there will soon be a time when the
only land left for the public to use for wildlife, will be the public land. The Forest
Service should consider that the highest value of Arizona public land is for and
wildlife.

7456 63 - GO\;e;]ment As stated above, we are providing only preliminary comments in this letter. Othef
issues that we expect to be analyzed in the EIS include the following,
-Impacts to wildlife habitat off-site

7462 3 Organization ~ We request that the upcoming environmental analysis for the proposed Rosemont
Project fully examine its potential impact on jaguar recovery and on the conservation
of other wild species af the greater landscape level, as well as locally in the project
area. Analysis should include direct project impacts combined with cumulative
impacts from the full range of human activities affecting wildlife habitat in the
broader geographic area surrounding the project {e.g.. the I-10 corridor, recreational
activities on the national forest, road densities, urban and exurban sprawl). As you
undertake your analysis, please contact us for further details on the importance of the
project area and the Santa Rita Mountains for jaguar population recovery.

7499 9 Individual due to the population growth the forest and the animals, natural habitants of tﬁe area N
is already rapidly dwindling
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7504 156 7508 What will be the full and cumulative impacts of the Rosement mining project on
these endangered, candidate species, other priority vulnerable species or Wildlife of
Specral Concern, and other wildlife, ﬂora and fauna?

7558 lO Ind1v1dual The development that has raken place in Arrzona has already stressed and lsolated
the species in the various “sky islands" near Tucson. I have seen no study of the
lmpact of the mine on this exrsrtrng problem Is there one?

7812 11 Indlvrdual Reductron in w1ld11fe populatlons and/or habrtats meludmg threatened and
endangered specres,

8725 3 Individual I just want to say that I'm agamst the open mmmg here in sahua.rrta because you guys

have ruined Tucson as it is. And when is this going to stop. This just is getting
bigger and bigger and the water, environment -- and the animals have no place to go.
So I'm against open mining for copper in Sahuarita. That is ridiculous. So T am

against it.
Record Comment Commenter Comment Text
1D Number Type
2 4 Individual Our primary concern:

Wildlife; There is abundant wildlife on our property (hawks, deer, pronghorn, etc) -
will the Rosemont Mine development and operation affect local wildlife; how?

19 3 Individual We lose already dwindling natural habitat.
2&7 779 N The Sky Islands of the Coronado Natronal Forest are a globally reeogmzed
brodwersrty hotspot
24 10 The Santa Rita Mountams a.nd surroundmg desert and grassland seas are globa.lly

recognized for the diversity of birds, reptiles, amphibians, bees and plants.

24 17 There is every likelihood that a mine -- a Rosemont Ranch as is being proposed -
would dewater wells cutrently in use (as has already been done by Augusta Resource
Corporatron test wells) and 1mperrl unportant wildlife habltat

24 22 Daily blasing is requued to remove rock (or overburden) covering the ore body 'Ihe
1mpact to nearby wildlife will be equlvalent to dal]y sonic booms

24 30 Intensrve development of the s1te a§ an open pit mine wrll result in loss of a
significant portion of the wildlife habitat and movement corridor on the eastern side
of the Santa Ritas.

24 32 The Santa Ritas are recogmzed for the biological values and are an Important
Blrdmg Area (IBA)

24 B 33 The Sonoran Desert Conservatron Plen llsts part of the area around Rosemont as part
of the Biological Core

27 2 Individual Damagmg acres and acres of habltat to wonderful ﬂora and fauna. Thls will severely

damage flora and fauna habrtat wlnch the FS should be a good custod1an ef

30 o 2 Individual T support it all unless the mine ruines the mldllfes habitats.
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43 5 How will natural habitat and wildlife corridors be affected by the mining proposal
and a proposed pipeline, and how will these 1mpacts be rmtlgatecl‘?

47 2 Individual The road will become drsruptrve danger to wrldhfe

51 5 Individual  [I] mportant wildlife areas would be disturbed.

52 5 Indmdual Potentlal species effected are Ch1r1ca.hua Leopard Frogs lesser-long nosed Bats
Naive ﬂsh Proteeted m1gratory songbrrds, and other natlve flora and fauna,

52 9 Indlv1dual Effects of noise from mining and machmery on wrldhfe mcludmg endangered
spectes needs fo be consrdered

60 4 Indmdual L1ghts, truck traﬁic noise, dust could affect transrt routes for mamals and smaller
creature large and small.

134 6 The w1ld11fe corr1dors would be adversely affected w1th clanger to t.hreatened species.
There is 1mportant blOleCrSlty in that area that must be protected.

156 4 Please save the Santa Ritas, our scenic, beneficial, ecological, way-of—llfe supportmg
local mountain range that is a part of our culture, our hertiage, and our local human
ecology & economy.

159 1 Pima County is working to preserve critical habitat and other areas of biological
s1gmﬁcance through the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

159 2 Thls property is located largely within the brologleal core management area of the
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan, and within a watershed that drains to the
proposed Santa Rita Mountain Park and the Davidson Canyon Nature Preserve, both
designations proposed in the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan.

159 3 The lands being considered for mining are prime wildlife habitat, home to abuudant

game and non-game species such as deer, javelina, bats, mountain lion, quail, hawks,
vultures, golden eagles and songbn'ds

159 o 5 Tlns area is an unportant w11dl|fe corr1dor
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160 63 COMMENT 4: DESTRUCTION OF IRREPLACEABLE AND INVALUARLE
WILDLIFE AND WILDLIFE HABITAT BY THE MINE 18 CERTAIN. THESE
ADVERSE REGIONAL EFFECTS ARE UNDERESTIMATED BY AUGUSTA
AND MUST BE FURTHER AND INDEPENDENTLY STUDIED TO BE
SUFFICIENTLY UNDERSTOOD AND AVOIDED OR FULLY MITIGATED. The
Coronado National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan states the
following: "The diversity of plants and animals found on the Coronado is unique in
the National Forest. This uniqueness, coupled with a great deal of local and national
interest in this resource, generates a complex management opportunity. Five issues
involving wildlife management follow: 1 The amount of time and resources to be
given between threatened, endangered, or unique species; and other flora and
fauna. 2, Critical wildlife habitat must be identified, along with needed conirols on
other uses (mineral extraction, recreation, etc.). 3. Appropriateness of predator and
rodent control, when and where. 4. Fishing lakes which will be maintained, and
consideration of any new construction. 5, Maintenance and improvement of the
wildlife habitat for future generations in conjunction with other Forest activities."
Augusta plans to destroy a total of 4,415 acres of irreplaceable wildlife habitat for
special-status, rare, and endangered plant and animal species. The Mine will
significantly and detrimentally impact some of the most biologically important areas
and wildlife habitat in Pima County as identified in the County's Sonoran Desert
Conservation Plan.

160 65 Operation of the Mine will disrupt species reproduction within and beyond the
Mine's physical footprint, and block established animal migration routes within a
declared major bio-diversity corridor. The Rosemont area is part of or adjacent to
three potential wildlife linkage zones identified in the Arizona Wildlife Linkages
Assessment, completed by the Arizona Game and Fish Department and Arizona
Department of Transportation in 2007. These wildlife linkage zones are defined by
the Assessment as being "important to Arizona's wildlife and natural ecosystems."
One of these zones was determined to be a "high priority" linkage zone, meaning it
has both high biological value and high threat and opportunity value. In addition,
one of the six "Critical Landscape Linkages" identified in Pima County's Sonoran
Desert Conservation Plan lies just north of the project area across U.S. Interstate-10
and south into Cienega Creek.

160 67 Augusta underestimates the number of rare and endangered species of plants and
animals present at or frequenting the proposed mine site, and overestimates the
ability of its plan to protect such wildlife and such wildlife's habitat. It is imperative
that impacts of the Mine on all plant and animal species be considered, especially
those classified as endangered/threatened (Federal), a species of concern (State), or
vulnerable (Pima County). The presence of species listed under the Endangered
Species Act will require the preparation of a Biological Assessment and then a
Biolegical Opinion (BO) by the listing agency (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service).
Until these are available, it is not possible to design the form or extent of the
mitigation needed. Thus the scoping report should note the requirement, and list the
BO requirements in the final environmental assessment,

ARy
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160 68 COMMENT 4A: THE MINE'S SULFURIC ACID SOLUTION LEACH -
PAD/COLLECTION PONDS AND THE PROCESS WATER TEMPORARY
STORAGE POND POSE DEADLY THREATS TO WILDLIFE. Discussion: Two
facilities of the Mine pose direct and immediate threats to wildlife: the sulfuric acid
solution leach pad/collection ponds and the process water temporary storage pond.
Sulfuric acid solution fumes are caustic and if inhaled will damage respiratory organs
and potentially cause death. Sulfuric acid solution is caustic and if contacted will
burn skin, eyes, and nasal and throat passages, and if swallowed will damage
digestive organs and potentially eause death. Industrial process water and
wastewater ponds that contain acid, oils, salts, or other toxic chemicals are
dangerous to all wildlife, but are particularly dangerous to birds. Birds landing in
these acidic ponds can ingest the polluted water, which causes severe trauma to their
gastrointestinal tracts and eventual death. The acidic water removes natural oils from
the birds' feathers causing death by drowning or hypothermia.  Mitigation: All
sulfuric acid solution cellection ponds and process water and wastewater ponds must
be covered, COMMENT 4B: DISRUPTION BY THE MINE OF WATER
RUNOFF TO DAVIDSON CANYON WASH POSES DEADLY THREATS TO
ENDANGERED WILDLIFE. Discussion: Disruption of the water runoff to
Davidson Canyon Wash (see COMMENT 1A), lowering of the local groundwater
table (see COMMENT 2A) will likely have an adverse impact on the surface water
of the Cienega Creek. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife service has classified the Cienega
Creek (upper and fower) as a critical habitat for the Gila Chub (Gila Intermedia)
which is designated as endangered with critical habitat under the Endangered
Specnes Act.

T 3 Inleldual Evenis the NEPA process concludes (mcredlbly) that an open pit mine more than a
mile wide, together with its thousands of acres of tailings and maintenance facilities,
will not destroy wildlife habitat, pollute ground water, and poison air quality, put an
intolerable burden upon existing water supplies and destroy the natural beauty of that
area of the Santa Ritas, it is a foregone conculsion that its steady stream of ore trucks
will make Scenic Highway 83, a hellish obstacle course.

1538 4 Indmdual A mine should not be allowed to destroy thousands of acres of' wild animal habltat
unless the public surrcunding the area is in ag;reement

1548 1 Indmdual I am deeply concerned about the negatwe effect the proposed Rosemont pro_|ect w1[1
have on the resident and migrating wildlife in the affected area.

1555 3 Individual The blodwerSIty of this magnificent sky lsla.nd is already undcr threat by climate
change and drought We must not hasten their destruction.

7155877 . 1 Individual Every development isa threat to the blodwersn'y of the Sonoran desert N

1564 1 Individual Biological diversity is critical for short and long term human existance.

1566 9 Individial  healthy wildlife o
1572 3 Individual  Immediate concems: o
Disruption of wildlife habitat

1574 5 Individunal It will interfere with the w1ldl1fe comdor

1580 1 Individual Unlque flora/fauna in area'?
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1585 4 Individual The health consequences to all other species would be irreparable and
unconsecionable.

1590 1 Indmdual The damage to the bu‘d and ammal habltat is enourmous'

1592 7 - -I_n-dividual Important habltat,

1611 4 Indlv1dual The Sky Islands of the Coronado National F orest are recog;mzed all over the world as
spec:lal areas for birds, mammals, reptrles, al'ﬂphlblans and insects.

1614 3 Indmdual My biggest concern is distruction of the Iand and what lt w111 do to the w11d llfe

1616 4 Individual I hve w1th1n 1 rrule of the proposed mine. As such the followmg w1ll severely aﬁ'ect
me:
B1olog1ca1 resources: 'lhe mule tail and wh:te tail deer wrll be adversely affected

1620 9 Indwldual My primary concerns are:
Loss of wildlife and eco systems

1622 8 Indmdual Destructlon of w11d lifel!

3632 5 o %Irrdividual Destmctlon of pla.ntsf!:rees

1623 4 Individual This is all in addition to plant and animal habitat destruction

1625 4 Organization  (2) an open pit mine in the area of the Santa R.lta Mounta.ms surroundmg Rosemont
Ranch would undermine the ecological health of the region resulting in permanent
loss of a key area for wildlife habltat and migration;

1625 6 Organization  (3) the mine would irretrievably 1mpact prime wildlife land used extenswely by
ranchers, trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from throughout
Southern Arizona and beyond;

1631 2 Indlvrdual I feel the Rosemont mine project will be a horrible detriment to the envtronment and
deslroy the beauty, natural resourees and magesty of the Santa tha mountams

1631 4 Individua.l Animal habrtat destruction are also hlgh concerns,

lg4l 7 7 Indmdual The proposed Rosemont Copper mine w11! not only d1sturb archeologrcal and S
htstorlc sites, it will also dlsrupt sensmve brrd and mldlrfe areas.

1641 8 Individual This mine w1|l dlsrupt nesting, breedmg and mlgratory areas

l 642 ) 5 Indmdual The Rosemont mine w1l1 destroy prec1ous wrldlrfe habrtats

1_645 ) 2 - 15&@@517” . I;tdx conoemed about the followmg w1th regard to mcreased mmmg in the Rosemont
copper project:
Water-use increase;
Effect on wildlife in Davidson Canyon and surrounding areas;
Increased traffic and construction on wildlife.
All of the above seem to be detrimental if the proposal is allowed to go through

1647 4 Individual The ﬁllmg in of Barrel, Wasp, McCleary and Scholﬁeld Canyons by the mine wastes

(ta1lmgs and rock) wnll destro valuablellrreplaceable w11dhfe habrtat
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1660 7 Individual Destruction of wildlife habitat.

1680 2 Ind1v1dual With as much growth as we experience, wildlife is losmg 1t 3 havens for refuge ThlS
proposal leaves irreversible damage to our fraglle ecosystem

1696 5 Individual 500 jobs means nothmg when destroymg habrtat

1701 3 Indmdu.al Please do not allow this operatron to begin if the w11dl1fe and water use of current
residents is 1mpacted negatlvely

1703 4 Ind1v1dual De]etenous and dangerous reasults to grow-nd water traﬁ' ic safety, and travel tJmes
wild life habitat, soil and water pollution and permanent damage to the tourism-
based economy of South Pima and Santa Cruz counties.

1731 4 Organization I am concemed fot the fraglle desert envrronment, the ﬂora, the fauna T.hose specres
umque to our desert climes.

1746 3 Organization  The Board of the Clenega Watershed Partnershrp (CWP) is deeply eoncemed about
the potential devastating environmental impacts of the open pit mine proposed for
Rosemont Ranch. In particular, the Board believes that:
an open pit mine in the area of the Santa Rita Mountains surrounding Rosemont
Ranch would undermine the ecological health of the region, resulting in permanent
loss of a key area for wildlife habitat and mlg'ratlon

1746 5 Organization The Boa.rd of the Crenega Watershed Partnershlp (CWP) is deeply coneemed about
the potential devastating environmental impacts of the open pit mine proposed for
Rosemont Ranch. In particular, the Board believes that:
the mine would irretrievably impact prime wildlife land used extensively by
ranchers, trail riders, hikers, birders, hunters, and nature lovers from throughout
Southern Arlzona and beyond

1748 7 Orga.mzatlon The Mme s operatlon wrll deleterlously affect
Wildlife

1755 1 Individual What wzll be the impact of the amount of groundwater used by mrmng operat]ons
over the life of the mine and beyond its current and future availability of
groundwater to the Area (Tucson, Vail, Corona de Tucson, Sonoita, Patagonia and
Green Valley) residents as it pertains to sustainablity of wildlife.

1760 4 Individual How is this mine going to affect the ecosystem?

1760 5 Individual How is this mine going to affect wildlife?

1761 3 Indmdual I am eoncemed about the 1mpact on wrldllfe in the adjaoent eanyons both actlvrty
and geochemlcal impact.

1762 2 Individual The biological resources of Rosemont Ranch should be preserved.

1763 2 Individual I greatly fear t.he proposed mining will adversely affect water avarlabﬂlty for the

large cats, deer, javelina and many other animals and birds that call the Santa Rita
Mountams home, whleh wﬂl upset the ecolo glcal balanoe
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1770 6 Individual I am concerned about the impact of heavy truck Traffic widening of Hwy 83, the
toxic leaching from the tailings into our groundwater supplies, the pumping of
Groundwater from the Sahuarita area, the noise pollution, effect on the wildlife, the
scenic beauty of our Forest.

1817 1 Indmdual The Rosemont Mme will have an unmmcable and strongly negative 1mpact ona
large biologic area. The lower slopes of the greatest sky island in the region. Air,
Noise, and Habitat destroction will necessarily adversely impact animal and
vegetatwe communities now part of a v1able conservation program.

1828 1 Indmdual How w111 the proposed mine operatlons affect w11dl|fe and vegetatlon in the area"

1833 1 Individual Will the proposed mine have any predletable 1mpacts to w11dl1fe and spec1ﬁcally
birds from the exposure to toxms"

1841 1 Indlvtdual As you well know, the hlstory of mmmg in the southwest over the past hundred or
more yea:s has been notorlously destructwe of ﬂora and fauna

1845 8 Indtwdual No pup ﬁsh no w11dllfe rumed nature

1853 3 Ind1v1dua1 'I'he whole eeosytem is dependent on the water which the mine w111 suck up. Wlthout
water the ecosystem and the native species in it will be exterminated.

1854 5 Individual The so-called "profits” of this mine would cost loss of the auquifer, destructlon of
the " sky islands" and area desert and grasslands; upset the diversity and habitat of
wildlife and birds, create traffic, waste, and damage to the forest.

1855 2 Individual I would severely compromise a critical wildlife corridor - one essential for the
movement of animals from the Santa Ritas and places south of there to the
Rincons/Catalinas ete. The proposed site is alse part of unique habitat. As such if is
an important part of Pima County's planned conservation area - and holds an
important relationship tothe La Cienega Conservation area.

1857 9 Individual The habitat w111 have been destroyed and the wildlife will be gone. Desert
environments are very fragile systems and cannot be disturbed and then replicated; it
doesn't work that way.

7 i87647 2 Ind1v1dual If allowed to mine, Rosemont Copper will be gone in 19 years. In the mean time,
they will have ruined the ecology in the area, raped the land, and killed God-knows
how many animals with the chemicals they use.

1874 2 Organization  The water table in the aquifers is critical to tl-us Sonoran Desert area not only for the
human residents here but also for the abundant but fragile plant life. Singing Valley
North, and the valley that surround it are full of cenfury oak trees that survive from
the same aquifers that will be drained to meet the requirements of the Rosemont
Copper Mine. These unique desert trees will die out along with the grasslands
surrounding them as well as the raptors, songbirds, reptiles and mammals that call
this area home.

1876 4 Individual Concems Mlgratory mammal habltat loss "Sonora Desert Conservat:on Plan

1879 4 Indmdual The prOJected open plt mine w1ll have negative, in some cases dlsastrous 1mpacts in
critical areas of the Coronado National Forest, upon w11d hfe and blrds
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1885 4 Individual The Santa Rita Mount