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Feb. 12,2014 

Andy Iventosch 
7 48 South Fremont Ave. 
Tucson, AZ 85719 

Reviewing Officer, Southwest Region 
333 Broadway SE 
Alburquerque, New Mexico 87102 

Re: Formal Objection to Final Environmental Impact Statement and Draft Record of 
Decision for the Rosemont Copper Project: A Proposed Mining Operation, 
Coronado National Forest 

Dear Sirs and Madams, 

I am writing to express my continuing and profound objection to the proposed 
Rosemont Mine (Rosemont Copper Project, Coronado National Forest, Nogales 
District, Jim Upchurch, Forest Supervisor) for a variety of reasons. As I mentioned in 
my previous correspondence regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, I 
remain unconvinced that flora and fauna habitat will not be lost or permanently 
changed, that the mine will not have permanent and detrimental effects on wildlife 
corridors, that ground water contamination will not result from the mining 
operation and that it will not despoil and irreparably damage non-renewable 
resources for future generations. Chief among my concerns is the damage that the 
mine will cause to local springs and riparian areas such as Cienega Creek, Davidson 
Canyon and others. 

The new Final Environmental Impact Statement notes in several places the 
detrimental effect of population growth and climate change on the aquifers that 
include Cienega Creek and Davidson Canyon. However, the FEIS also lists a variety 
of potential losses of local springs through the impact of Rosemont Mine. Although 
there is a range of opinions expressed in the report, chapter 3 cites potential 
damage from; "59 springs indirectly impacted, (p.SlO), "8 springs directly lost to 
surface disturbance" (phase tailings table) to the Barrel table that claims, "5 springs 
lost, lllikely to be impacted and 60 may be indirectly impacted". The FEIS admits 
on page 528, "that while specific effects may vary widely between Lower Cienega 
Creek and Upper Cienega Creek the overall trend is negative". Is it really worth the 
potential damage to this valuable and beautiful resource for a mere 434 jobs? 

The FEIS continues and cites, "any drawdown occurring in the aquifer due to the 
mine would have negative effects". Despite FEIS's attempt at equanimity it remains 
clear that the aquifer and riparian areas such as Cienega Creek and Davidson 
Canyon are at risk if the proposed mine is allowed. Even with the admission of 
potential degradation from population growth and climate change trends, the FEIS 
admits that the Outstanding Arizona Water designation and standards (imposed by 
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the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality) for Davidson Canyon and 
Cienega Creek will still have to be maintained, yet the responsibility for such a 
delicate balance will fall to Rosemont Copper. The FEIS cannot obscure the delicate 
nature of these aquifers. It is clear to me that water use by Rosemont Copper can 
only exacerbate what is already a tenuous situation. We can hardly rely on the 
"bonding mechanism" to repair the irreparable. 

The FEIS reminds the reader that the United States Forest Service can "reject an 
unreasonable mining plan". The USFS makes a point that it strives for 
reasonableness despite the constraints placed on it by "statutory and constitutional 
limits". The use of scientific data with legal process can yield conclusions which beg 
impartiality. For this reason it is important to look at the overall impact of this 
project The overall impact of Rosemont Copper is one of lasting devastation to this 
area. This project is unreasonable. I urge Jim Upchurch, the Coronado National 
Forest, the Reviewing Officer, and the USDA Forest Service to reject this project in 
its entirety now and in the future. 

Sincerely, 

cu 
Andy Iventosch 

P.S. All quotes are from FEIS. 


