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Defending the Planet One Note at a Time

102 Dogwood Lane

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15237

November 10, 2003





VIA U.S. CERTIFIED MAIL & ELECTRONIC MAIL

Mr. Derek Sandison 
Washington Department of Ecology 
15 W. Yakima Ave., Suite 200 
Yakima, WA 98902

dsan461@ecy.wa.gov
Re:
Buckhorn Mountain Project, a Supplement to the Final Environmental Impact Statement for Crown Jewel Mine, Okanogan and Wenatchee National Forests, Okanogan County, WA (68 FR 52736)
Dear Mr. Sandison:


The members of Rock the Earth, a national nonprofit corporation, hereby submit these comments for the proposed Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) for the Buckhorn Mountain Project (68 FR 52736, September 5, 2003).  It is our understanding that the initial scope of the project has changed and that your department is requesting comments from the public. Rock the Earth (“RtE”) is a Pennsylvania nonprofit corporation with a national membership of concerned citizens who regularly utilize the federal lands system (including National Forests), year-round, for recreational activities.  Its members regularly seek the peace, quiet and solitude of the federal lands system for reflection, spiritual inspiration, and exercise, while engaging in recreational activities which include hiking, camping, photography, meditation, cross-country skiing and non-motorized water sports.  Its members will be directly affected if decisions are made that result from an incomplete impact analysis and will deter members’ abilities to experience federal lands in their natural state, thereby reducing visitor enjoyment.  

Rock the Earth agrees with the Mineral Policy Center on the following issues:

· The mine plan proposed by Crown Resources would transform a beautiful meadow in the heart of the Okanogan Highlands into a major industrial facility. This area is currently valued and enjoyed by many people for its natural beauty, remoteness, abundant wildlife, healthy aquatic resources and abundant recreational opportunities. It is important ecologically as a source of clean water, as a wildlife refuge and a wildlife travel corridor.

· Building a cyanide leach mill and tailings impoundment at this location is not compatible with the current uses of this area and therefore unacceptable. The EIS should evaluate alternative locations for the mill facilities and tailings impoundment.

· Much of the documentation associated with the original, open-pit Crown Jewel mine proposal's Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) was misleading.  It inappropriately extrapolated data from inadequate information.  Because of the flaws of the old EIS, and because the new underground mine proposal is a complete departure from the original proposal, the new EIS should start from a blank slate. I urge the agencies to initiate a completely new EIS, rather than a supplemental.

· The new EIS should contain a complete review of the case records that the Department of Ecology's Pollution Control Hearings Board used to justify denying the original proposal -- including documentation of which studies and projections used in the original proposal were called into question. In addition, the new EIS should clearly delineate which documents will be considered relevant to Crown's new proposal and which will not.

· Finally, it is essential that the EIS recognize that public goods such as clean air and clean water cannot be assigned a dollar value -- but they do have immense value, all the same.  In considering the new mine proposal and alternatives, the EIS must account for the values of a clean environment.

As such, RtE presents the following comments, questions, and concerns about the impacts of the Crown Resources Mine Proposal.  Please enter them as our scoping comments to be considered in the EIS for the mine proposal.

Mine and Mill Siting

· What lands does Crown Resources (Crown) own or control by lease or options in the Okanogan Highlands and eastern Washington State?

· What is the status of Crown patent applications on Buckhorn Mt?

· What is the potential for expansion of the mine and mill/tailings facilities to process other ore bodies?

· Who currently owns the lands where the mine and mill/tailings facilities are proposed?

· What are the current land uses where the mine and mill/tailings facilities are proposed, and the surrounding areas and how would they be impacted? (Including Beaver Canyon and transportation routes)

· Crown’s moniker “Dry Gulch” used to describe the picturesque Beaver Canyon meadow is inaccurate.

· The EIS should consider alternatives that would minimize impacts to Beaver Canyon.

· The EIS should consider alternatives that would minimize impacts from transportation of the ore by consolidating all facilities near the mine portal.

Mining and Milling Methods

· The EIS should consider using paste technology to stabilize the tailings.

· The EIS should consider disposing some tailings underground, utilizing paste technology.

· The EIS should consider disposing of some or all of the tailings in terraced side hills, utilizing paste technology.

· The EIS should consider other locations for tailings storage or disposal.

· The EIS should consider using methods other than cyanide to extract the gold from the ore.

· The EIS should contain baseline data on earthquake frequency and magnitude in the Okanogan Highlands.

· What geologic faulting occurs in the proposed tailings area?

· What is the maximum earthquake which could reasonably occur and what would the impacts be?

Water Requirements

· What baseline data from the Crown Jewel EIS will be relied on for Crown’s new mine/mill proposal?

· What new baseline data will be collected?

· How much water is required for the proposed mining, milling, reclamation, and dust suppression?

· What are the water sources for the proposed facilities? What would be the impact of changing the use and location of these waters on senior water rights holders?

· A complete Water Balance Plan for the proposed mine and mill sites should be required.

· Are any Wild and Scenic Rivers Act designated or listed streams or streams proposed for designation or listing potentially impacted by mining activities?  If so, a complete comprehensive management plan to protect the aesthetic, scenic, historic, archaelogic and scientific features of said stream(s) must be undertaken.

· We are concerned that baseline water data collected in 2003, after 6 full years of drought will reflect only minimum water levels and not average or maximum water levels and conditions.

· What is the depth to ground water? How large are the aquifers that would be impacted?

· The EIS should delineate the aquifer below the proposed mill/tailings site. Where does it drain? What are the existing uses of the aquifers?

· What is the projected size of the cone of depression caused by dewatering the ore body? What rate of dewatering is projected? What are the long and short-term impacts of dewatering Buckhorn Mountain? How would this dewatering impact springs, stream flows, and wells?

Water Quality

· What baseline data from the Crown Jewel EIS will be relied on for Crown’s new mine/mill proposal?

· What baseline data from the Crown Jewel EIS will be discarded? What new baseline data will be collected?

· What models will be used to predict water quality? How accurate are these models? How well have these models predicted actual conditions at other mines?

· What is the potential for acid mine drainage, or metals leaching, from the mine and tailings?

· What is the potential that arsenic could be released into water as a result of mine or milling?

· What standard will be used for storm water control ditches?

· What is the maximum cloudburst rain event experienced in this area? What is the likelihood of a maximum rain event on Buckhorn Mountain or Beaver Canyon? What would be the projected impacts of a major rain event on the proposed tailing facilities? 

· Will catchment basins or seepage return ponds be constructed to contain discharges? If not, what would be the impact of discharges? How would discharges be monitored?

· How would nitrates be treated before release in an “engineered infiltration structure”?

· How will heavy metals and arsenic be treated?

· How will sedimentation be controlled?

· Will water be used in a closed circuit or will the mine seek any kind of discharge permit?

· What discharge permits would be required?

· What water quality and quantity monitoring will be used and where will it be installed?

· How often will monitoring take place? Who will collect the monitoring data? 

· How long would the liner system under the tailings impoundment last?

· The EIS should consider a worst-case scenario for the eventuality of leaks developing in the tailings liner.

Aquatic Resources & Wildlife

· How would the mill and tailings impact fish and the health of the aquatic ecosystems in Beaver Canyon, Myers Creek, and Bolster Creek?

· The EIS should contain complete baseline data including: Quantity, quality, and direction of groundwater under the proposed tailings; Surface water quality including aquatic resources, invertebrates, vertebrates, fish, and wildlife.

· For which species is the area key wildlife habitat and how would they be impacted by the proposed facilities?

· How would the operations and facilities impact federally listed or candidate species? state listed or candidate species? rare, threatened or endangered species?

· How would birds landing on the tailings pond be impacted in the short term, and in the long term? How would these impacts be mitigated?

Air Quality

· What are the potential sources of air pollution, including exhaust, dust, or smelter releases; and how would pollution be abated?

· What are the long-term health impacts of dust?

· What are the ingredients of the proposed chemical dust suppressant? What comprehensive health studies have been done on this product on the long and short-term impacts to the health of humans and wildlife?

· How would mining, milling operations and transportation impact people with respiratory problems such as emphysema and asthma?

· How would mining, milling operations and transportation impact the young and elderly?

· How would mining, milling operations and transportation impact pregnant women and their unborn children?

· What air quality monitoring will be used? Where would it be installed? Who would collect data? Who would evaluate the data?

· What baseline data from the Crown Jewel EIS will be relied on? What new baseline data will be collected?

Monitoring

· What are the monitoring requirements for the mining and milling operations and facilities?

· Monitoring plans should be required for impacts to air, water, aquatic resources, wildlife, and roads.

· Which agency personnel will be responsible for each monitoring plan?

· What contaminants will be monitored? Who will collect the data? How often will data be collected? Who will analyze the data? Who will review the results for permit compliance? How often will the reviews be conducted?

· What are the benchmarks and consequences for permit violations?

· Will there be an on-site environmental/safety coordinator?

· How long after operation closure or abandonment will monitoring be required?

· What are the reclamation and monitoring requirements for a temporary shut down as opposed to mine abandonment?

Socio-Economic Impacts

· How would the proposed mine impact the value of residential, retirement, and vacation properties?

· What is the current capacity of local schools, wastewater treatment plants, water supplies, housing facilities, police force, hospitals and medical facilities?

· Is there adequate housing for the mine work force available? For how many workers and where?

· Will the company build employee housing?

· How will increased demand impact the cost of housing?

· What would the impact be to local schools?

· How would the mine affect local law enforcement?

· What would the impact be to emergency and medical facilities?

· Are local emergency services prepared to respond to large-scale chemical spills, or a cave-in at a mine?

· What would the cost be to taxpayers for increases in public services? Would property taxes be raised?

· What costs would be borne directly by Crown?

· Will the company prepay taxes so local governments can pay for increased needs?

· What fees would be assessed to Crown under the Metals Mining Act?

· How would the proposed project impact local efforts to develop tourism, such as the Okanogan Highlands Scenic Loop?

· The EIS should evaluate impacts and projected costs of noise, lights, and increased traffic to the aesthetic values to residents, land owners, local recreationists, and tourists. The EIS should include a cost benefit analysis so that impacts to aesthetic values can be avoided and/or mitigated.

· How would the proposed project impact land values during operations and after mine closure?

· What changes would be expected to the land ownerships as a result of the proposed project?

· How would proposed operations, including dust, impact scenic areas and view sheds from Mt Bonaparte and other popular hiking places? How would these impacts be mitigated?

Transportation/Access

· The EIS should include a realistic assessment of what route contracted transportation companies will use when making deliveries. Reasonably foreseeable impacts to Havillah Rt and HWY 20 should be evaluated.

· What is the current baseline traffic along roads between Oroville and Chesaw, Beaver Canyon and Pontiac Ridge to Buckhorn Mountain, Havillah Rt, and Hwy 20?

· What is the traffic on these routes during hunting and fishing seasons?

· How would mine traffic impact the current transportation patterns in the area?

· How would mine traffic impact the current transportation patterns for local residents?

· How would mine traffic impact the current transportation patterns for hunting?

· How would mine traffic impact the current transportation patterns for fishing?

· The EIS should completely assess the impacts of exhaust, dust, noise, congestion, dust suppression chemicals, and erosion impacts on people, wildlife, and the environment.

· What is the potential for mine-related traffic accidents, and how would they be avoided and mitigated?

· Who currently owns the land along the travel corridors? How is this land currently used and what changes could be expected to the ownership and land uses along the travel corridors as a result of mine development?

· How does the road capacity of Beaver Canyon Rd compare with projected mine-related transportation uses?

· What would be the cost of constructing and maintaining roads during the proposed project?

· Will roads need to be upgraded? Who will be responsible for upgrades and maintenance of roads? Who will pay? Will taxpayer’s money be used?

· How will Crown prevent mine equipment and personnel from spreading noxious weeds?

Hazardous Materials

· A complete Hazardous Material Plan should be included in the EIS. (Not stating, “one will be created.”)

· What hazardous or toxic materials would be used? How would these materials be transported?

· What routes would hazardous or toxic materials follow? Which routes are along water or wetlands?

· How many shipments would be needed on a daily, weekly, or monthly basis?

· What would be the impact of a spill into a body of water or wetland?

· What measures would be taken to prevent accidents?

· How does the risk of spills and other accidents increase over the life of the project?

· What are the contingency plans for spills?

· Who would be the first responders to a hazardous material spill?

· How would employees or contractors be trained to deal with spills?

· How would employees or contractors be trained to deal with other accidents?

· Are local volunteer emergency and fire personnel trained for hazardous material spills?

· How would they receive training? Who will pay for this training? Will taxpayers' money be used?

· Where would hazardous materials be stored? Where would hazardous materials be disposed? 

· What kind of security is provided for hazardous materials?

· What is the risk of hazardous material becoming a target for domestic or foreign terrorists?

· What would be the impact of a tailings dam failure?

Noise and Lights

· How much noise pollution can be expected from all mining operations (including movement of large equipment, blasting, crushers, and compressors)?

· How will noise impact residents?

· How will noise impact those visiting/traveling in the area? 

· How will noise impact wildlife?

· How will noise be controlled?

· Will night-lights likely disturb nearby residents?

· Will night-lights likely disturb nearby wildlife?

· How will light trespass and pollution be mitigation.

· How would noise and light impact recreation and tourism in Beaver Canyon? 

· How would noise and light impact recreational enjoyment of Jackson Creek Roadless Area? (Including aesthetic values)

Power Requirements

· How much electrical power would be needed by the proposed project?

· How would that power be provided?

· Would new power lines be needed? What route would they use?

· How would other power users and ratepayer be affected?

· What would happen to power lines after facilities closure or abandonment?

· How would noxious weeds be controlled in power line right of ways?

Reclamation

· What would be the time frame for complete reclamation?

· Would concurrent reclamation occur during mining?  If so, what is the concurrent reclamation plan?

· Who would be responsible for long-term maintenance of the tailings dam?

· Who would be responsible long-term if groundwater becomes contaminated?

Financial Security

· Crown has no track record except renegotiating a $15 million bankruptcy debt.

· No corporate guarantee should be accepted for bonding of financial security.

· Crown should be the primary responsible party for all work and/or transportation done by subcontractors. Adequate bonding and insurance should be provided to cover worst-case accidents.

· The agencies should hold bonds to cover long-term dam safety, maintenance, water treatment, monitoring and public health.

· What is the risk and projected cost of tailings dam failure? 

Thank you in advance to your attention to our concerns.  We look forward to working with you on this project.  Please keep RtE informed of all developments.

Sincerely,

Marc A. Ross

President 

Rock the Earth
