0 0 0 0 0 o CUNLAmgxoy g SL68T [ 1omisi) Areues Amgxoy

t ¥ £ £ 4 S0 sfupds Yooy 7.1 15062 dBeIA sBupdg ooy
0 0 t (4 0 0 o oy gLy LTT0T AJemA oy
T 0 y ¢ 0 [ ) 020 puBluORy 11 6010¢ A1 1133 puepyory
4 0 4 9 § T C.omesmegm I8¢t uemodonopy ureunopy qry
9 1 44 ¥ 9 6 oETan 1L L1067 eI oe'T rg
4 9 £ I L 1 _ L 920¢ 03 sodeg sepusiounpy
0 0 be 92 8 3 | ” z,imom& 1L1 PPO0T J0 i) sopuepsuryy
b 1 0 0 £ 0 . Bmaspeny g 12607 £ Binaspaoy
ﬂ 0 1 p > 0 B OTeIA wnoisproy 511 19912 3BefIIA umolspLay
0 0 ¢ 6 - 6z o€ - ”.. 2888&.. €1 16012 oFerna oneusog
0 0 0 0 0 4 | __.__”_\mﬂ ofemog  g/1 LTPOT Auyy oeprog
0 0 ¢ T 0 0 __m”_%,._.n%m uod - 1L 1§$07 3O J3uIIIA sprempy yiog
1 3 : £ z L CONLIAO 1 $66L7 Jo 3BeiiA sasolg
14 I 1 4 £ 1 | _ .. Ll 1€£909 OH Suismy saroy uesesy
1 0 0 0 0 0 £L1 8109¢ | SBeIpA ureld
0 0 0 T 0 0 omasmd 141 POYOT  29m0g pue satem ofuasig

SUOHFIOIA SUOLRIOIA  SUOURIOIA SUONRIOIA SUOBRIOIA susfiejorp

96 S6 r6 £6 6 6 | uOpwOT  useguq 4 mag awey




0 0 § 81 81 L - m@w _,__M%sS 2:: SR A £9719 ouj S{ie1, puesnoyy,
£ ¥ 9 € £ 8 I u_aﬁ@a,v L1 0182 mﬁ Sueypeq oseuuay,
0 4 § 9 4 0 ooquieg 74 1Ty ou o)) sofiseid o2,
1 1 4 0 £ 3 propeng 141 695§T Jo 3qeMIA plojieng
9 £ v £ b 9 anoudod  ¢/] T80LY  menpIoneg ouf s Ajonols
0 1 0 I 0 0 MW 1L §9162 THHOIN 9] SN 410018
i 9 € s 0 6 wog smaalg s TLs6T 0 A ‘Taog suanarg
9 0z e 9 e 8 ommwospig g1 91209 a1 afttauosiolg
8 [ I 0 4 NS ﬁﬁo Sundg g1 10809 adeyp usairy Fuixdg
0 I 0 $ L 9t . | uean fuuds g1 €987 S qui) Jjop uearn Fundg
0 9 z 9 0 £ B Hmo:oa.m. [ YA 17612 Jo 9fejpA oouadg
0 S L L 1 9z Eew SIOPIOS  £L1 §2444 SFEIIA 2401D sI91PIOS
H L1 $T 9 €1 L . a&é - ILL 11262 swonposg Anect jopdung
t 0 0 L l 0 NL m@&%ﬁ__ 73 62608 19D 31w yipuaR Ay e
0 0 9 I £ 0 amwmu._w 1L1 6167 1OMISI Amvnueg N, [possny
0 97 € €1 9 +1 m&%ﬁ CHLL 88T1C Jo afeA ydopry
9 T 4 0 3 0 Eoﬁg.m _ Ll 9L06T 1OLsICY AIRyTueg ofpAjRzoy
SUOWIZIOIA SUOHIRIOIA  SUONIPIOIA SUOUBIOIA  SHONEIOA wgwﬁa_> o
96 <6 ¥6 € 6 16 uonEIOT . wSUE WA ¢ Mg omey




I 0 0 £ £ I PSRN 121 THOOT 10§ ¥ sadeq rosnoeyiadon
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 3o mm NLweydn 1.1 681y 00D sHundg peskry ynam
0 1 o1 I ¢ 1 %@_S epznep g/ LT oFeqA eyozmem
6 8 $1 61 1 0 o menem i 66257 Smnn oferomag nesnepy
p i 0 0 0 ;o o wﬁem o 6LEE STITA 3odeg nesna gy
bzoEozémmoﬁ 11 61LE uonewIN] 07) sodeg pieg,

£ 0 8 [ I z NLSPmwpEuog 121 $9SE  HHOJ 0D S[EHA uroqnA
I 0 0 0 f z o i um.§> POIA  £L1 8¥1ic BeqIA eoTA
4 Lz $7 ST 23 1 | | - ndsap 1 60€0¢ Jo ofeA ‘1adsop
1 b 8 9 z I z,w L A 1e6zs Ju] Jovd Ap1id AofreA
4 6 6 ¢ ¢ g o g 97509 30 9FuyA “Karup
6 ¢ L1 A 1 o | oo vown 741 04952 30 93eqi1A 19197 uopupy
0 0 0 0 0 o o NLoweRd g L m——.
03 0 0 0 0 0 : ooauvg g1 pL6EY  ummury safpeg Ay §
8 0z i I T E hﬁﬂm oumor 11 9b617 30 AR ymeyeuioy,
Lz §T 0¢ 69 | vI 91 B Qo Yewoy, /1 8I€1Z A1) yewoy,
0 0 0 0 0 1A | sy SIL 14T ESBTT  OWISKT LIenuwg sayer| sory

SUOPBIOIA SUOUVIOIA  SUONYIOIA SUOHRIOIA  SHOBEIOIA SHOBEIOA y ”

96 $6 +6 €6 . T6 Y6 - USEY N 4 Hwaag oy




89L

SL9 60L $i8 676 £8L __mwﬁow
€ T 0 0 0 0 0MOUOM  7LT 88961 Jo 3BepA somouom
8 ¢ ot 3 b € 3 __WMN-W$_mowmma_ ar T9pTe 9BeImA volrip
o1 ¢ M 0o 9 o spidey wisuoasi 1.1 pr8sT A1 spudexy [
9 z g £ 2 ¢ . pitwospoy 11 soLzy  som dio3 d0ta1ag oriqng 1A
0 0 0 0 0 0 __H pIoSQON 121 Tere  sap dio] somrag orgng a
1 I I f $ I e dFeog €Ll 08LC  1qwmjoQ) W] 29 1omoq [
L 0 s 0 0 I . g R —
0 0 0 0 0 0 _%nﬁmga_aﬁmm TOPIE  MOg ueNOQ aYET SR I
1 ¢ 1 0 T 0 stifnoq dure) w__m,: | 8L0€T PIBRO) [FUONON 1Y 1Ay
4 0 0 v m 1 . sunmy ..” L1 9£917 3o aFurA Bunmym
SUOTIOLA SUOJRIOIA  SUONEIOIA SUONIOIA SUOEIOLA SuOBE[OIA _ C
96 £6 ¥6 €6 . 16 16 UONEIY . USeg HQ 4 Hug aweN




Survey Results

Here are the current results of a mail-in ballot survey conducted in the
Shopper Stopper of Merrimac, a local, free newspaper. A total of
3,398 people have voted against the mine or pipeline. (10/13/97)
3,450 Total
Respondents
52people are in favor of the mine
and the pipeline.
411 people are for the mine, but
against the pipeline.
2,987 people are against the mine
and the pipeline.
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Comments about the proposed Crandon Mine
by Shopper Stopper readers

People who oppose the proposed Crandon Mine

"They'll just pollute other rivers, lakes and streams."
Kim Hoy, 554284 Hwy. 113, Baraboo, Wi

"Good luck in your battle with those greedy b--tards. I hope we all can defeat him."
Michael Friske, Box 54, Blue Mounds, Wi

“Thanks for being so active about this, Bart! I really appreciate your work. Keep it up!"
Rob Mayberry, 4857 Mounds Park Road, Blue Mounds, W1

"If thls is. peﬁniﬁad,-__gny:_éompaﬁjbr mdxvsdualcan pump wastewater into the river. Why
aren't the members of the legislature more concerned?" -~ '

Beatrice E. Edwards, 535 8. Birchsey, Columbus, wr

"We believe that the Crandon Mine should not be allowed to mine unless and until it can
be PROVEN that there will be no environmental ramifications to our area. I am enclosing

‘a copy of a letter written in support of the "moratorium on mining" bill, sponsored by .

Rep. Black. Please give some consideration, through yoé:_fygper, to fighting not only for

" ‘the Wisconsin River, but for all of those of us in the Crandon area who will be living on

top of the largest toxic waste dump in the world if this mine is allowed."

Dr. Geraidir_tg Kline, RR2, Box 245, Cmndo

 "Taimost always vote Republicar, but not on this issuel”
" Daniel &"Rei}jz,':':?;_37 South Hill St., DeForest WI {'i:j.- :

"Please, no mine!!* _ o
Carol Treptow, PO Box 232, Lake Delton, WI

"I -an;;_ agaiziSt ‘_tﬁ_e mine and 'pipfei'iiie' to the. Wiéc_:ansin River or anywhere else. Your
articles on 'Save the Wis. River' were excellent. Thanks."
Patricia Derks, 936 DuChateau, Green Bay, Wi

"Too much pollution in river and Lake Wisconsin. What's wrong with the fishing in Lake

Wisconsin?? No more fish!" :
Talmaz LaStulle, 4239 Pearl City Rd., Freemont, IL. (Summer residents of Lodi, Wi for 50

years)
#

"Why would the D.N.R. not put a quick stop to this idea?"
George M. Pales, N2789 Demynck Rd, Lodi, Wl

“No more polluting "
Ralph F. Parkinson, 548 N. Main St., Lodi, W1

"Read Pigs in Heaven to see the mining results on the soil, air and water in Arizona "




- Rosemary Zeman, W2497 51st St, Mauston, WI

Margaret Sanfitheben, N2143 Hwy 188, Lodi, Wi

"Since I fought in 3 wars (W.W. TI, Korea, Vietnam) to safeguard freedom, and the
government of the people, by the people, and for the people, then I am opposed to any
mining whatever in the state of Wisconsin for metals ore! If you want to see what mining
leaves behind, look at the Western states and the ghost towns! Let's keep the beauty of
this state. A court injunction in federal court should do it!"

Colonel R. H. Acton, U.S. Air Force (retired), P.O. Box 132, 320 Main on Hwy. 23,
Loganville, WT

“It's good to see that someone down here cares and is speaking up."
James C. Geishirt, 58598 Valley View Rd., Loganville, WI

"Not sure if I am in favor of mine, don't know much about it, but certainly don't want
waste to go into the Wisconsin River.”
Dorothy Knopf, 4966F N. Sherman Ave., Madison, W1

“The Waste shouldn't be put into any river."
David Jagel, W4467 Grand River Rd,, Markesan, WT

"No, don't pii‘iﬁp mythgﬂ'g-sﬁﬁwhere_': =
Travis Harke, W15, 42 Cty. Rd. S., Markesat; W1

"T have lived in Wiscq_nSizi 40 yea:s and two times a year I flood from the Wisconsin
River beinghigh and the Lemonweir River backing up and flooding all of my 200 acres: I
~ don't'want any’added waste from the mining to cover my:land. I have two sons who hunt

~-and fish here and I don't want the wildlife at risk from any bad waste water runoffs.”

"In your related article on the Wis. DNR: I would hate to'see the other segments of the
river. It has been visibly polluted below and above the dam for two decades plus at the
least." . ' :

Bill Bo*s»_ver, Route 1, Mazomenie, W1

"1 am deeply against killing fish and wildlife with the Crandon Mine "
Joe Krasovec, 5737 Hogdson Rd, Mazomanie, WI

"Please get this message out in the large cities, i.e. Milwaukee. They are promoting the
message, "union" and "wonderful Wisconsin opportunity,” nothing about pollution of our

waters."
Harry N. Knoblauch, E12617 Kilpatrick Rd. #63, Merrimac, WI 5

“The State of Wisconsin should stop using Wisconsin River as the toilet for the state "
Mary Carol Solum, E13156 Solum Lare, Merrimac, WI

"Never should this be allowed!"”
Carlo H. Krause, 7750 Schneider Road, Middleton, Wi




"I have a degree in geology, been president of the Madison Gem and Mineral Club for
two years, friends of the geology museum in Madison. I approved of the Ladysmith mine.
I helped explore the Crandon mine fifteen years ago. I am TOTALLY against mining at
the Crandon site using any method proposed by Exxon."

Gene Sharp, 3011 Waconia Ln., Middleton, WI

"I am against the way Exxon, Rio Algom, Kennecott and Noranda feel they can influence
decisions because they have money which means political influence these days."
Sharon Gulseth, 204 St. Teresa Terrace #3, Monona, W1

"If the area is restored to its natural setting I vote to allow the mine, if not, I would not

want a mine at ail "
Mary T. Albert, 242 Clay St., Montello, WI

"We, the undgrsigne_d, are very much against the mine and the pipeline."
. Dell and Annente Strelow, W4692 Ember Ln., Montello, WI

"No mit;ing until it is accomplished with no pollution. Exxon is a proven polluter.”
Joan Bohn, 2340 Lakeshore Dr., Mosinee, WI

"We don't need any ‘more mining in Wisconsin!" ; ;
Stephen Ashman, 375 Dr;;mmen Valley Rd., Mount Horeb, W1 s

" Anybody that is for this mining and dumping is thinking with their pocketbook, not their

heads, and should be ashamed. Haven't we done enotigh harm already?"
- Shane Fredrickson, 3135 West Main St., Mount Horeb, Wi o

"I commend you, Shopper Stopper, for caring for our environment. How can anyone-
‘want to harm our lovely state? I'm sure you all vote very cargfully at election time."
Ronda Klarer, 307 Brian St., Mount Horeb, W1 S

"Actually prefer - no c.om:_'»e'r mining at Crandon.”
Lynn Messinger, 213 § 5th St, Mount Horeb, W1

"No coppef mine, m) pumping of wastewater to any rivers."
Monica & Terry Miller, 1168 Highway 78 S, Mount Horeb, W]

"I am writing to applaud you on your effort to stir public and private interest against the
Crandon Mining Project. Hopefully, if enough people become involved and show their
disapproval to the mine we can make a difference. We personally feel to fight the big
corporations you have to battle them on their level. With environmentally minded
lawyers on our side, we would have a better chance to fight for protecting the Wisconsin
River. Is it possible to start some type of funding for the legal fees incurred? Or has this
already been done? The longer we could delay this mining project, the better change we
would have to eventually defeat it. Through litigation and the time consuming courtroom
process and legal process, we could delay this mining project for a long, long time.
Granted the jobs created for local economy would be a good thing, but they would be
short lived. For once the mining stops, so do the jobs as has been documented in so many
small towns from the Appalachians to the Rockies. Left behind are the dying lakes and




rivers along with the precious soil which becomes tired and toxic. I feel everyone should
become involved somehow in protecting Wisconsin's precious resource, the Wisconsin
River. Whether you live along its banks or fish, hunt, canoe, eagle watch, etc., we all can
make a difference to protect it for future generations.”

David Szyperek, N132 Springs Ct., Neshkoro, WT

"No copper mine unless technology proven will prevent groundwater contamination. "
Bob Thomson, N7851 Cty N, New Glarus, Wi

“1 do not favor copper mine exploitation."
Robert L. Nichols, 306 N. Main St., Pardeeville, WT

“As an owner of Exxon stock, I am not in favor of permitting a copper mine at

Crandon.”
Janette_Smnpson, N61 33 Twitchell Rd., Pardeeviile, W]

"1 am;_ oﬁpbsed:to the mine! Period!"
Mike Preston, E4676 Bridge Lane, Plain, WI

"Pumping of copper, zinc and lead.”
Kenneth E. Scherbert, 49_4551'{21!81'-&., Portage, W1

"I am opposed to both the mine and-Wisconsin River pollution due to its wastewater.
live on the river and want it to be as clean as possible. How the DNR and EPA
(organizations: that profess promoting clean environment) can even consider approving
this is'beyond me. 1 also wonder why the public hearing is in Milwaukee? As far from the
-Site-or river as it can get. So the Exxon officials can get there from the airport more
easily?" Ul e R T SR
Suzanne Fichorst, N3427 Tipperary Rd., Poynette, Wl

"I'm from down by Galena, IL & Schullsburg, WI where tﬁey mined early in the century-
-what a mess! 50 years ago - it's still a mess. They still can't grow grass or trees.”
Mers. Doris L. Sheffer, 820 Grand Ave., Prairie du Sac, WI

“Investigate other states where mining companies have done this like Idaho and Montana,
See what happened to the land and water in those areas! Who needs it!"
Mary & William Blaha, 324 Clark, Randolph, WI

"We are truly amazed, not to mention irritated and upset that Exxon, Crandon Mining, the
DNR, and most of all, our government -- federal and state -- would allow this devastation
and destruction of land and wildlife for mere monetary gain!"

Robert M. Kimes, 109 Ci herry Lane, Reedsburg, WI

"We lived in Crandon at one time and I drove up there in the summer. Can't anyone stop
big corporations from ruining everything? Cut all the trees, pollute the air and water for
what? They are rich and want to be richer. They put nothing back. We'll all live just fine
without that copper and zinc sulfide.”

Della Kleinschmidlt, 340 Ridge St Apt C, Reedsburg, WT




"I oppose anything that contributes frther pollution of the Wisconsin River."
LEileen Luetscher, 215 §. Pine St., Reedsburg, W]

"All the slug and leavings from mining will eventually get into the ground so there will
be contamination. For instance, note the monstrous piles of slag, etc. in Mineral Point. If
they have moved it in the last few years, where would it be put that there wouldn't stifl be
contamination. Of course, there are those that don't care about the future of their
offspring. And don't glorify that ad saying some people in Crandon will be marching off
to a2 "HIGH PAYING" job in the mine. I am very concerned."

Rosemary Sanford, 401 N. Pine St., Reedsburg, Wi

"Prove to me that either one (mine or pipeline) can be good for nature and our health."
R. Sanford, 401 N. Pine, Reedsburg, WI

"Not only does Dane Co. have 'mutant frogs,’ Reedsburgites also have them in our rivers
and waterways. Keep Wisconsin beautiful so our citizens can stay healthy, and also be

born healthy."
Rosemary Sanford, 401 N. Pine St., Reedsburg, W1

"We should keep our rivers clean & safe. To the Wisconsin DNR, Wisconsin Governor
and State Senators and Representatives of Wisconsin, I am opposed to the: pumping of
mining or wastewater into the Wisconsin River; We have. enough health hazards. 1 want

to preserve and keep our rivers safe and clean. Thank you."
Fre_ida Schroeder, 101 Vine St., Reedsburg, WI

"We must nofpéii-ﬂte our water."
Don:Hohlstein; 431 Roosevels, Rio, WI

"Mine must be watched closely. "

Donna Keufinan, 629 Birch St., Sauk City, WI =

‘I own land in both Towa and Forest Counties and am absolutely opposed to a mine in

Crandon.”
Lucinda Mack, 6429 Hwy 23, Spring Green, W

"Menominee Native Indian. My vote is no on both issues."
Barbara Parker, 6631 Sneed Creek, Spring Green, WI

"I am opposed to mining in that area."
Mrs. John H. Drexler, 1811 Michigan Ave., Sun Prairie, W]

“Never --just getting the river over the effects of the upstream paper mills."
John Hein, 126 Waldorf Court, Sun Prairie, W1

"No mine at all -- by a foreign company."
Barbara Percy, 2591 Fitchrone Rd., Verona, Wi




Ik

"I want to be able to continue to swim in clean Wisconsin River where my nana and papa
Rufener swim, and my Great Aunt Sharon and Great Uncle Jim Jeremiason swim and
own properties.”

Sharmon Joanne Ballweg, 108 Canterbury Ct., Waunakee, W1

"Is there not a law already in place protecting and testing polluted waste water for all
companies?"
Mrs. James Buchanan, 101 W. 2nd St., Waunakee, W1

"As an outdoorsman who loves to hunt and fish, I am disgusted that our state lawmakers
have not lowered the boom on Exxon. How much more are we going to allow? Big
corporations won't stop until they have made their money and destroyed the environment.
It's the almighty dollar we're talking about.”

Ed Duryea, 1103 Division St., Wawunakee, W1

"I.am 100% agamst the mine. Tell those rapers of planet earth to leave those minerals
alone. It will not help us one bit. It will hurt us forever if the mine starts operation. Keep

the waters and land as it is."
John A. Pobiecke, 1401 Centennial Pkwy, Wauneakee, W1

~"Thank you for speaking out against this stup;d 1dea and heipmg all of us. have "a say" in

this matter!! Thank you!"
Vzrnga Bratton, W6997 Hwy M, Westfield, WY

"Thxs evening 3/11/97 following the 10:00 p. m news, I had to ihail my ballot ‘Governor
'I‘hompson worried me when he stated "T will ‘have representatives from the DNR do an
investigation as if there could be contammatxcn 21 go on record totally opposed, because
: ¢ and can prove the DNR wilt poison us ail? Piease check how they (DNR) approved
" pressurized underground septic systems storage in the Village of Kingston, Green Lake
County, and Village of Endeavor, Marquette County They both have failed, and ‘yet with
Gen. Eng. of Portage, W1, and Ron Steiner, prep., DNR almost led the taxpayers of the
School District of Westfield into the same corrective expense, and contamination when
selecting a new school site! I doubt they can approve a clear status! Ha ‘ha to the DNR.
(Please keep me out of this.)"
Marlo A. Groskreutz, N6806 County E, Westfield, WI

"Not unless there is a present mine demonstrating safe water control."
Charles Hodulik, 303 Spring St., Westfield, W]

"Hi, just a note to inform you that I run a lot of river trips on the lower Wisconsin and the
thought of them adding more trashy pollutants to the river is unconscionable. Also, you
should talk to the retired major of Ladysmith where the Flambeau mine is located and
listen to all the lies that were told to him and the community by the representatives of the
company during the early stages of the mine."

Fred Flasher, Box 114, Wilton, WI

"Keep the river clean!”
Bornnie Darling, 334 Capitol St., Wisconsin Dells, W1




People who support the proposed Crandon Mine

"I am in favor of permitting a copper mine at Crandon, Wisconsin and pumping the
mining wastewater to the Wisconsin River. The water is cleaner that the river water."
Wanda Gates, 7375 Loy Rd., Arena, W1

“The local 'Shopper Stopper has been running ballots on whether a copper mine should
be permitted in Crandon, Wisconsin, I am voting in favor of permitting the copper mine
and pumping the wastewater to the Wisconsin River. If the owner of the Shopper Stopper
can print his 'rag’ without the use of copper, zinc and lead used by all of us in this state
and if he can distribute it without the aid of these metals, I then will vote for and
wholeheartedly advocate his rhetoric! Our legislature can provide a reasonable oversight
to make sure that this mining is done in a safe and sane manner. Don't let a handful of
loud activist protesters drown out the common sense thinking of the majority."

Norman Vicek, E104604 Hogsback Road, Baraboo, WI

"Bart; Why dbﬁ‘t ybu let the EPK 'Cc_r_ris of Engr & the DNR do their job? And why don't
you do your job - i.e. publish your little advertisement paper?"
Walter Schroeder, 919 Applegate Rd., Madison, W1

"Why not concentrate on farmmnuafi‘? And untreated sewage?"
Gerald G. Boeticher, 607 Cottage St., Merrill, WI .~ L AT

"It will put a lot of _peéple to Wt;ai‘ﬁ% "
Dorothy Markee, 1005 Buena Vista Dr. #1, Sun Prairie, WI
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Important health information for people
eating fish from Wisconsin River

Published 03/31/97
Shopper Stopper

The Department of Natural Resources (DNR) recently published a 1997 report entitled
"Important Health Information for People Eating Fish from Wisconsin Waters." Below
are excerpts that give warnings to people who eat fish caught in the Wisconsin River.
To order your free copy, write to Fish Advisory, Wisconsin Department of Natural
Resources, PO Box 7921, Madison, W1 53707, or call 608-266-1877.

GENERAL INFORMATION

"Two main contaminants are responsible for fish advisories in Wisconsin. They are
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) and mercury. PCBs are synthetic (man-made)
substances that were used in the manufacture of electrical transformers, carbonless
papers, cutting oils and hydraulic fluids. PCBs were banned. in 1976 and although _
levels have dropped, PCBs are still found in the environment, mainly in‘the Great i
Lakes  their tributaries and the Mississippi River. PCBs released into tbe environment <, i
accumulate in sediments at the bottom of lakes and streams.

 "Mercury is a naturally occurring metal found at very low icvels in air, water, rocks,
< soil, plant and animal matter. At these naturally eccumng ievels mercmy does not posef‘-j_
a hazard to the enwromnent or human health.

"The primary source of additional mercury in state Waters 1s air pollution. Burning
fossil fuels, mainly coal, releases mercury which is transported on air currents and is
deposited, through precipitation, in surface waters.

"Other known fish contaminants such as toxaphene, dieldrin, DDT and dioxin are not
as commonly found in Wisconsin fish as PCBs and mercury...

"Fish absorb PCBs from contaminated sediments suspended in the water and from their
food. PCBs are extremely persistent and are easily passed along the food chain. Fish
absorb mercury directly from water passing over their gills or by ingesting other
mercury contaminated organisms. The amount of these contaminants found in fish
varies depending on species, age, size, fat content, location and diet. Larger, older or
predatory fish that have eaten many smaller fish may accumulate higher levels of PCB
or mercury 1 their bodies.

"For example, large, old carp are high in fat and may contain relatively high PCB
levels... Walleyes and other larger, older predatory fish often contain relatively high
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mercury levels compared to smaller fish such as bluegills, crappie and yellow perch, or
smaller fish of the same species from the same lake or river.

"PCBs: High consumption of PCB-contaminated fish has been linked to slower
development and learning disabilities in infants and children born to women who
regularly have eaten highly contaminated fish for many years before becoming
pregnant.

"Once eaten, PCBs are stored in body fat for many years. This is true for animals, such
as game fish, and humans. Because PCBs are stored in the body for so long, each time
you ingest PCBs the total amount of PCB in your body increases. F ollowing the
consumption guidelines in this publication can minimize your lifetime build-up of PCBs
regardless Gf your age, sex or physzcal status.

"Mercuay Human fetuses and chﬂdreﬁ under the age of 15 are more sensitive to
mercury than adults Mercury, unlike PCB, poses a short-term health risk to people
who frequently eat fish that contain this contaminant. The health effects of mercury are
generally revers;bie because the human body can ehrmnate mercury over trme

- "Mercuty affects th@ human nervous system and can hann your ability to feel See; taste
and move. Occaszenal fish eaters face a lower health risk than people who frequently -

eat mercury-contaminated fish. Whatever your age or.physical status, following the
consmnptxon gmdehnes in this pubhcatzon ca:a pmtect yeu from mercury exposure "

S '--:FISH AD’VIS.‘ ' ES_

Wlscensm Rwer from dam at Memﬁ downstream to the 'dam at Nekoosa wa]leye all
sizes, unlimited meals (except in Lake DuBay, Portage County, which is undera
mercury adv;sory <10"-18" - pregnant women should eat no more than cne meal a
month, everyone else can eat unlimited meals; 18"-22" - pregnant or. breastfeeding
women, women who plan to have children, and children under 15 should not eat,
everyone else should eat no more than 26 meals a year); smallmouth bass, all sizes, eat
no more than one meal a week or 52 meals/year; northern pike, all sizes, eat no more
than one meal a week or 52 meals/year; largemouth bass, all sizes, eat no more than
one meal a week or 52 meals/year; bullhead, all sizes, eat no more than one meal a

- week or 52 meals/year; channel catfish, all sizes, eat no more than one meal a month or
12 meals/year; carp, all sizes, eat no more than one meal a month or 12 meals/year.

Wisconsin River from dam at Nekoosa to the Petenwell Dam (Petenwell F lowage):
carp, all sizes, DO NOT EAT (Dioxin); white bass, all sizes, DO NOT EAT (Dioxin);
walleye, Adams County, which is under a mercury advisory: <10"-18" —- pregnant
women should eat no more than one meal a month, everyone else may eat unlimited
meals; 18"-22" -- pregnant or breastfeeding women, women who plan to have children,
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and children under 15 should not eat, everyone else should eat no more than 26 meals a
year; other games species, all sizes, eat no more than one meal a month or 12
meals/year; yellow perch, all sizes, unlimited meals.

Wisconsin River from Petenwell Dam down to Castle Rock Dam (Castle Rock
Flowage): carp, all sizes, DO NOT EAT (Dioxin); walleye, mercury advisory:
<10"-15" -- pregnant women should eat no more than one meal a month, everyone else
may eat unlimited meals; 15"-22" -- pregnant or breastfeeding women, women who
plan to have children, and children under 15 should not eat, everyone else should eat no
more than 26 meals a year; 22"-26" -- pregnant or breastfeeding women, women who
plan to have children, and children under 15 should not eat, everyone else should eat no
more than 13 meals a year; other games species, all sizes, eat no more than one meal a
month or 12 meals/year; yellow perch, all sizes, unlimited meals.

Wisconsin River from Castle Rock Dam down to Wisconsin Dells Dam: walleye,
mercury advisory: <10"-18" -- pregnant women should eat no more than one meal 2
month, everyone else may eat unlimited meals; 18"-22" -- pregnant or breastfeeding
women, women who plan to have children, and children under 15 should not eat,
everyone else should eat no 'more than 26 meals a year; other games species, all size:

eat no more than onemeai a month or 12 meals/ygﬁrh

Wisconsin River fromW:sconsm Dells to Prairie du Sac Dam (includes Lake _
Wisconsin): walleye, Sauk-County below Wis. Dells Dam 1s under a mercury adviso

- <10"-15" -- pregnant women should eat no more than one meal a month, everyone else
- may eat unlimited meals; 157-18" -~ pre gnant or breastfeeding women, women who. -
plan to have children; and children under 15 should not eat, everyone else should eat no.
more than 26 meals a year; northern pike, all sizes, unlimited meals; white bass, all

- sizes, eat no more than one meal a week or 52 meals/year; yellow perch/bluegill, all
sizes, unlimited meals; smallmouth bass, Sauk County below Wis. Dells Dam is under
a mercury advisory: <10"-18" -- pregnant women should eat no more than one meal a
month, everyone else may eat unlimited meals; 18"-22" -- pregnant or breastfeeding
women, women who plan to have children, and children under 15 should not eat,
everyone else should eat no more than 13 meals a year; largemouth bass, all sizes,
unlimited meals; carp, all sizes, eat no more than one meal a month or 12 meals/year;
sturgeon, less than 54", eat no more than one meal every two months or six meals/vear,

larger than 54" DO NOT EAT.

Wisconsin River from dam at Prairie du Sac to the confluence with the Mississippi
River: carp, less than 20", eat no more than one meal a week or 52 meals/year; larger
than 20", eat no more than one meal a month or 12 meals/year; all other species, all
sizes, unlimited meals.

Publisher’s Comment by Bart Olson: According to the DNR "SARA" report, which
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we printed excerpts of last week, the DNR allowed Wisconsin industries to pump
28,777,181 pounds of toxic wastes into the air and 2,690,862 pounds of toxic wastes
mto Wisconsin waters in 1995. Then that same DNR warns us about eating the fish
which absorb many of these toxins. Isn’t it strange that the DNR knows what toxic
wastes collect in the fish and which industries put them into the air and water, and yet
this practlce goes on and on. [ am sure it’s a trade-off between jobs and eating fish. I
wonder if there will ever come a day when these Wisconsin industries will remove all
toxic wastes from their emissions before discharging them into the air or water? Exxon
Corporation, owner of the Crandon Mining Company, has applied to the DNR to build
a 38-mile plpalme from Crandon, Wisconsin to the Wisconsin River near Rhinelander
and then to dump one million gallons of mining wastewater per day for the next 28
years into the river contammg ammonia N, nitrate N,  Kjeldahl N, chloride, fluoride,
phosphorus, boron, cyamde almnmnm ant{mony, arsenic, barium, bexyllmm cadmium,
calcmm chromium, ‘copper, iron, lead, magnesmm ‘manganese, mercury, melybdenum
“nickel; petasszum selenium, silver, sodium, sulfate, thallium and zinc.In my opinion,
the Wisconsin River should not be the Tecipient of these contaminants because it has
eﬁoagh"fprobiems asitis. In addztmn technolegy exists that would allowiEmoa to
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Wisconsin River is state’s biggest toxic chemical dump!

Published 03/24/97
Shopper Stopper

According fo a February 1, 1997, DNR report entitled "1995 SARA 313 Data
Summary Toxic Release Inventory,” the Wisconsin River is once again the top
receiver of toxic chemicals, receiving a whopping 1,959,244 pounds of toxic waste in
1995. The Wisconsin River has held this "number one toxic dump” record since TRI
reporting began seven years ago. Below are excerpts from this alarming report. (To
get your free copy of this DNR report, call Wes Taylor, DNR at 608-264-6043 or
Matty Wegehaupt, DNR at 608-267-0862 or write them at SS6, DNR, P.O. Box 7921,
Madzsoﬂ WZ 33707)

"Once agam the Wlsconsm River remains the top receiver of TRI (toxic release
inventory) chemicals... The Wisconsin River has received the most chemical releases of
all state waterbodies since TRI reporting began. In the past seven years, 3.5 million
- ‘pounds of TRI chemicals were r_giegseé to the river. These seven-year aggregate -
-+ discharges have come in the form of 28 various chemicals, the most voluminous being -
“ nitrate-compounds [1995 was the ﬁrst and:only year nitrate comp(}unds have been
"' required for reporting] (1 7 million pounds), ammonia (1 million pounds), methanol
(477,000 pounds), manganese (71 000 pounds) and chlorine (55,000) pounds)... Per -
- chemical reperted there were more declines than increases.The increase in mtrate o
‘compounds (up 1.7 mz}hﬁa poung 'i-_as_.the most 31gmﬁcant Methaml made a blg .
2 jump, up 53,000 pounds. The biggest decreases were ammonia, down 18,000 peunds
" chloroform, down 7,500 polmds ‘and methy! ethyl ketone, down 6,200 pounds.
Methanol emissions reached the highest level since reporting began, while ammonia fell
to the lowest level. From 1989 to 1995, ammonia and methanol comprised from 75 to
93 percent of the releases to the river. With the inclusion of nitrate compounds this
year, the combined total of ammonia and methanol makes up only 10 percent of all
reported releases to the Wisconsin River.

"After rising to a peak of 24 in 1992, the number of different TRI chemicals reported as
releases to the Wisconsin River dropped for the third straight year. down to 18 m
1995...Compared to 1990, nine new chemicals (nitrate compounds, acetaldehyde,
ethylene glycol, zinc, lead, copper, methyl ethyl ketone, nickel and mercury) are being
reported and five chemicals (acetone, ammonium sulfide, glycol ethers, hydrochloric
acid and zinc compounds) are no long reported as released to the Wisconsin River.

"Looking at releases by industry group, the bulk of water releases came from SIC
group 26 (paper and allied products). Geographically, most releases emanate from
Wood, Portage, and Marathon counties, respectively. The three facilities with the
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highest releases to the Wisconsin River were also the facilities with the largest
increases since 1994: Nekoosa Mill, Nekoosa (705,000 pounds, up 681,000 pounds),
Ore-1da Foods Inc., Plover (452,000 pounds, up 449,000 pounds); and Georgia-Pacific,
Port Edwards (440,000 pounds, up 422,000 pounds). The biggest decreases were
reported by Wausau Paper, Brokaw (2,200, down 4,200 pounds); Consolidated Papers,
Inc. - Biron Division in Wisconsin Rapids, (3,400 pounds, down 4,100 pounds); and
Consolidated Papers, Inc. - Water Quality Division in Wisconsin Rapids (75,500
pounds, down 1,200 pounds)."

Hazards associated with toxic chemicals dumped into the Wisconsin River

The DNR'’s "SARA 313 Data Summary Toxic Release Inventory” included an appendix
entitled, "Common Uses of Toxic Chemicals and their Potential Hazards." The toxic
chemicals dumped into the Wisconsin River in 1995 were nitrate compounds,
methanol, ammonia, manganese, formaldehyde, chlorine, acetaldehyde, chioroform,
ethylene glycol, lead, barium compounds, copper, phenol, zinc, methyl ethyl ketone,
catechol, nickel and mercury. Here is what it says about some of the toxic chemicals
that are released into the Wisconsin River: :

system; liquid or vapor-irritates skin and eyes.

Acetaldehyde? Inhalation can in’itate‘féspiraimy' system, affect the cardiovascular

| Ammoma Méﬂé:ately flammable; inhalation may irritate lungs; can‘ifritate nese, eyes,
‘mouth and throat; exposure to concentrated fumes can be fatal. T

anesthesia.

"Chloroform: dizzir ess, hght—headedness,dullness, haﬂucmaﬂen, nausea,headache,

Copper and coiii_?ounds: Irritants; some compounds highly toxic; degree of toxicity
dependent on compound, exposure and method of entry into the body.

Ethylene Glycol: Teratogen; highly toxic by ingestion or inhalation,

Formaldehyde: Can injure eyes, skin, and respiratory system. is a mutagen, teratogen
and probably carcinogenic.

- Lead and compounds: Poison by ingestion, can cause brain damage, particularly in
children: suspected carcinogen of the lungs and kidneys.

Manganese and compounds: Dust is flammable and moderately explosive; toxic by
mmhalation.

Methanol: Highly flammable, ingestion can cause blindness; mildly toxic by inhalation.

Methyl Ethyl Ketone: Flammable, explosive; toxic by inhalation; a strong irritant;
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moderately toxic by ingestion.
Nickel and compounds: Carcinogenic and poisonous.

Nitrate Compounds: May cause burns to skin and eyes; may produce irritating or
poisonous gases

Zinc and compounds: Zinc dust is flammable and a human skin irritant.

Releases to Wisconsin Waterbodies

1995 SARA 313 Data
(in pounds)
RANK| WATERBODY RELEASED|
1|  Wisconsin River 1,959,244|
2 Kinnickinnick River | 590,000
3 Fox River (North) 61,249|
= 4| NorthFork Flambeau River 20,488

3 “Take Mch}gan R 13 AR
-6 - Little Lake Butte Des Morts

7 Menominée River

8 Newton'(freek
12 meoin Creek
131 Waupaca River
14 Oconto River

15 Flambeau River

16| Rock River

17 Milwaukee River

18 Honey Creek

19} Spring Creek
20| Fox River (South) 5
21 Burnham Canal
22 Chequamegon Bay
23 Mole Creek
24 Hemlock Creek
25 Chippewa River

26 QQuaderer Creek
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27 Dutchman's Creek 25
28 Main Creek 25
291 Triple Creek 15
30| Beaver Creek 10|
31 Elk Lake 10f
32 Little Moon Lake 10|
33 Sheboygan River 10|
34 Tomahawk River 10
35 Qak Creek 9
36 Koshkonong Creek 5
36 Quaas Creek 5
| 36_; ' Yahara R:iver 5

Page 4 of 6

Chemlcal Releases ts the Wxsconsm River

Released]

1995 SARA 313 Data Summary
s (in ponnds)

Chemlcai . Fac;hty | .. | County

Nitrate . [Nekoosa Mill = a - [Wood ™

Compounds [Ore-Ida Foods In¢. [Plover Portage

| GeerglamPaclﬁc _____Port--Edwards Wood. . |.408,000 - .. .
& ISte: Point * [Portage | 190,000f
Methanpl : ekoosa 'Wood (
CAS #567-56-1 Eﬂ(}smee Marathon| 31,000
Total Releases: - othschild  |Marathon| 27,203
139,253 pounds Weyerhaeuser 'Wisconsin ‘Wood 25,000
Rapids ‘Wood 17,000
Port Edwards [Portage 250
Stevens Point

Ammonia Nekoosa Wood 23,500
CAS # 7664-41-7 (Georgia-Pacific {Port Edwards |[Wood 15,000
Total Releases: Mosinee Maratho 10,000
58,740 pounds Rhinelander  |Oneida 3,203
‘Wisconsin Wood 2,6(}0,
apids {Portage 2,100
Stevens Point [Lincoln 781
CPI-Wis River Tomahawk  [Marathon| 770
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Div/WRC Brokaw Marathon 750
Tenneco Packaging [Rothschild  [Portage 36
‘Wausau Papers Stevens Point
‘Weyerhaeuser
Neenah Paper
Manganese |Weyerhaeuser Rothschild Marathon{ 9,431
CAS # 7439-96-5
Formaldehyde |[CPI-Water Quality [Wisconsin Wood 7,000
CAS # 50-00-0 [Mosinee Paper Elaplds Marathon| 630
Total Releases: |Corp. Mosinee Marathon 250
8,010 pounds |Lignotech USA Inc |[Rothschild Wood 130
| Nekoosa Mill E\(Iekoosa |
|- Chlorine ~|CPI-Biron  [Wisconsin  [Wood |
|CAS # 7782-50-5[Mosinee Paper  [Rapids %arathonl
Total Releases:  [Corp. - [Mosinee Wood
| 6,900 pounds ICPI-Wis R,aplds Wlsconsm Wood
. . [CPI-Kraft ids .06
i Acetaidel&yde |CPI-Water Quality Wi Wood 00}
I -?'f“-CAS #75007-0 e;(osmee Paper arathon| 600]
b -Total Releases Corp. Wood -
3,64 ~ [Nekoosa Mx}i = :
et Chla:mf n_; Wausa Papers Marathozz-
" CAS #67-66-3 [Nekoosa Mill 'Wood
Total Reiea:;ﬂs L o
1,090 pounds |
Ethylene Glycol [Wausau Papers.  [Brokaw - arathon| 540
CAS#107-21-1| '
Lead Milwaukee Valve [Prairie du Sac [Sauk 250
CAS # 7439-92-1
Barium  [Lignotech USA Inc [Rothschild Marathon| 250|
Compounds
CAS # N040
Copper iMilwaukee Valve [Prairie du Sac [Sauk 2507
CAS # 7440-50-8
Phenol  [Lignotech USA Inc |[Rothschild Marathon| 250
CAS # 108-95-2
Zinc (fume or [Milwaukee Valve [Prairie du Sac |Sauk 250
dust)
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CAS # 7440-66-6
Methyl Ethyl [Nekoosa Mill Nekoosa 'Wood 88
Ketone
CAS # 78-93-3
- Catechol  [Nekoosa Mill Nekoosa Wood 31
CAS # 120-80-9
~ Nickel Milwaukee Valve [Prairie du Sac {Sauk 5
CAS # 7440-02-0
Mercury  |Vulcan Materials  [Port Edwards [Wood 3
CAS# 7439-97-6

17 Fa¢ilities, 18 Chemica_ls ................... Total Pounds 1,959,244

Publisher S Comment by Bart Olson:

Lest you have been lured mto that warm and"ﬁxzzy environmental f@ehng due to the

by Exxon and the mining industry, here are
some cold. hard facts just released from the DNR about the Wisconsin Rlver that should
slap you back into reaizty Please note these ﬁgures only include certain. chemicals
dmcharged by la:rge cempazues Small compames and srnall dlscharges are not

. In my cylmon we already have too maayioxzc chemicals dumped mto the Wisconsin
River each year and we sure do not need more chemicals from Exxon or the other
mining compames that are explermg at least 13 other 1 mining sites in Northern and
Southern Wisconsin. If these mining companies are truly high tech they should be able
to use, fully treat and then return their process water back to the groundwater at the
mine site, not partially treat it and pump it and the toxins it contains to the Wisconsin
River.

Please call your State Representative and urge him or her to support the Mining
Moratorium Bill and also the Hahn, Schultz Bill AB22 which would prevent "Sulfide
Mining Wastewater" from being dumped into the Wisconsin River. The legislative
hotline number is 1-800-362-9472.
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DNR lists sections of the Wisconsin River as impaired

Published 04/07/97
Shepper Stopper

A December 13, 1996, DNR report lists ten sections of the Wisconsin River and its
tributaries, along with other Wisconsin waters, as impaired waters. (See map and
chart below.) The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency now requires states to
develop lists of waters that don’t meet water quality standards. According to a
November 11, 1996, letter from Paulette J. Harder, DNR Bureau of Watershed
Management ‘the DNR plans to use this list of impaired waters to “identify the causes
of the water resource impairments.” Once this is accomplished, "the department staff
- and the mvolvea‘ citizens will need to evaluate possible management options” which
“may include "site clean-ups or. habitat restoration, species management such as

W - stocking or. harvest management pollz:z‘ant trading systems, point or nonpoint controls -

“or changzng the designated uses." To obtain a copy of the list of Wisconsin's impaired
. waterSﬂ-(303d ]2-] 2- 96) call Paulette Harder at the DNR, 608-266~083 6

KEY
1. Wisconsin River near Rhinelander (High Priority)
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2. Big Eau Pleine River and Flowage (High Priority)
3. Yellow River (Medium Priority)
4. South Fork Lemonweir River, Tomah Lake (Low Priority)
5. West Branch Baraboo River (Low Priority)
6. Mill Creek (High Priority)

7. Petenwell Flowage (High Priority)

8. Castle Rock Flowage (High Priority)
9. Rowan Creek (Low Priority)

10. Otter Creek (Low Priority)

Impaired Waters Along the Wisconsin River and its Tributaries
12/13/96
(From 12/’ 13/96 WDNR 303(d) Llst}ng of Wisconsin's Impaired Waters)

Page 2 of 3

' :‘Map Waterbcdy Pnonty Lengt_h._ Start of End of | Stream Standards
'- Name- “of | stream | stream |Classification| Violation/Impairment
' stream |segment jsegment | '
(miles) | - (river | (river }:&
@ . . ] Inﬁeﬁ)hf": H'Hle _S) e - g S
1] Wis, Rivé‘r | High | 36 307 | 343 |Warm Water | Dissolved Oxygen; :
<o) onear . R : _Sport Fish-| . Waste Load - |
| Rinnelander ' 1 | Allocation Review
2A| BigEau | High | 24 18 ] Dissolved Oxygen,
o ] Pleme'vaer BRI T h | - .- Bacteria: .
i igh | 17| o | o DiSSﬁI’ved Oxygen,"{-_"' =
3 Yellow Rwer Mediunu 99 0 - 99 |Warm Water Bactena
' o o Sport Fish | = o
4 Souih '_Fnrk | Low | 44 | 44 8.8 |Warm Water [Dissolved Oxygen < 5
Lemonweir : ' Sport Fish |'ppm, PH above 9 su
River, (low flow problem)
Tomah Lake
5 [WestBranch| Low | 1.75 | 3.25 5 |Warm Water [Dissolved Oxygen < 5
Baraboo Sport Fish ppm (low flow
River problem)
6 | Mill Creek | High 33 0 33 |Warm Water | Dissolved Oxygen
_ Sport Fish
7 | Petenwell | High | 21.1 | 195.9 | 174.8 |Warm Water Fish Advisory,
Flowage Sport Fish | Dissolved Oxygen
8 |Castle Rock | High | 15.1 | 1448 | 159.7 |Warm Water | Fish Advisory,
Flowage Sport Fish | Dissolved Oxygen
9 |Rowan Creek| Low 3 0 8 |Warm Water | Fisheries, Habitat
Sport Fish
10 | Otter Creek §| Low | 15.3 0 153 {Warm Water | Fisheries, Habitat
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Publzsh er’s Comment by Bart Olson:

Here 1s a report about "Impaired Wisconsin Waters" recently released by the DNR.
just featured the Wisconsin River and its tributaries; you should order the complete
report if you’re interested ia all Wisconsin Waters.

Sport Fish

Otter Creek | Low | 8 15.3 233 Fisheries, Habitat

Cold Fish

I am not trying: to depress yeu with the DNR "Toxic Waste Report” and "Fish
Adwsones published previously and now the "Impaired Waters Report" but I think it
1S mpertant that persons who live on or close to the Wisconsin River, or those who use
 the river be aware of some of its problezns As.you know, Exxon Corporation has
: appheé to'the DNR to dump 1. ,000,000 ga}l{ms per day of mining wastewater into the

T Wisconsin, (10 billion gallons over the 28 year life of the mine) and if allowed will

- certainly add to the Wisconsin’s problems. The "Mining Moratorium Bill" which L
- 'passed the Senate wx}I soon be: debated in the Asse:mbly where the "Mmmg Lobby" has
more power. Call yozsr a embly person and let him or her know how you feel about

more pollutants being ped into the Wisconsin River, The legislative hotline number
‘18 1- 800~362«9472 5
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April 16, 1997 KESHENA, WISCONSIN " Press Conference

REMARKS BY: Herbert Buettner, N 4797 Buettner Rd.
White Lake, Wis. 54451

A lifelong resident on the Wolf River in Langlade Co.
President, Wolf River Chapter - Trout Unlimited
Director & Sec'y, Rivers Alliance of Wisconsin

Langlade Co. Telegate, Wis. Conservation Congress

and Keeper of the Wolf River

As a lifelong resident living near the Wolf River in
Langlade County, I have a strong affection for it for it has
given me a a lot of recreation, inspiration and livelihcod.

I have been deeply involved in every battle to protect it

from illegal exploitation and unwise use. It has given me mugh
and I intend to do what I can to fulfill my responsibility to
pass it on to $ﬁ¢eéding.generati0ns undimiéishéd in quaiity

or quantity.

The upper Wolf River is truly "Outstagding Resource Waters",
for it is a large uniquely wild and clean whitewater trout
stream and quiet sport recreational river which provides clean
outdoor recreation to about 30,000 visitors annually with no
adverse effects on the resource. In Langlade and Menominee
Counties alone gbout two dozen small businesses who accomodate
those tourists provide at least 250 jobs and add about three
million dollars to the local economy. That does not include
the many river users who camp and lodge in Shawano or Antigo.
These businesses all pay local property tax and cpllect sales

tax for the state and income tax on the wages they pay for

the state and federal governments. The future livelihoods of




those businesses depend on protecting and enhancing the quality
and quantity of the water in the Wolf River.

Wisconsin law provides that the waters of our state
belong to ﬁhe pecple and are held in trust by the state for
the people to be used but not abused so they will be passed
on to suceeding gZenerations undiminished in quality or quantity,
And the statutesz provide that, "No water shall be diverted to
the iﬁjury of ‘the pubiié uses --- or downstream land owners,
and exqept for domestic uses, water must be passed to those
6ownstréam undiminished in quality or guantity.

With those laws to protect the people's waters and their
rignts to them &nd the Department of Natural Resources created
with the responsibility of implementing state and federal laws
that‘prntegt and enhance Wisconsin's natural resources, its
éir, land,fwéfér;.wiidlife,.fiéhtaﬁd plants, (as stated in the
Wis. Blue Book)} the obvious gquestion is, HOW CAN THF WOLF
RIVER BE ENDANGERER?

The answer is very offensive to a number of polititians.

It appears that since a dozen metallic mineral deposits were
discovered across northern Wisconsin in the 1970s which the
mining companies wanted to mine, they knew it would be difficult
to acquire the recessary permits based on their past performance,
for there has never been & sulfide ore mine in the United States
which did not cuuse extensive degradation to surface or ground-
waters and the environment. Those deposits were in sulfide

rock under our wealth of clean lakes, streams, wetlands and
forests on which our well-established tourism industry and

the residents of the north depend on its clean groundwaters.




So the mining companies decided to go the political
route. With well financed lobbyists they rewrote the laws to
accomodate mining, contributed to elect pro-mining politit-
ians, put éheir lobbyist as head of the Department of
Administration, eliminated the people's advocate to protect
their natural ?ésources; the Public Intervenor's Office and
politicized control of the DNR.

They knew that with political campaigns costing several
times more then the salaries of elected officials, the lust
for wealth and power and re-election can take precident over
their trust responsibilities of their constituents resources.
Why would a polititian nod approval of a foreign mining company
polluting up to two million gallons per day of their citizens
life-sustaining clegn waters aag to enhanggnge%r proggts, éﬁ%
allow the Céﬁpany to divert it to an alfeady over bbllatad
river when the technology is well established to repurify it
to its original clean condition to maintain the lake, strean
and groundwater levels? Or, after passing laws requiring all
citizens to sort their garbage so nothing toxic gets into a
landfill to possibly pollute our precious groundwaters, WHY
would a polititian nod approval for a mining company to impound over

- a vital aquifer at the mine sitg/BO million tons of acid-
generating mine taillings, 130 thousand tons of toxic water
treatment sludge, 140 thousand tons of reclaim pond sediment
end 100 thousand tons of metal extraction reagent chemicals
in the headwaters of the Wolf River, when all waste dumps

are known to leak, when the technology is proven and in usc

to process @ﬁg’mine tailings into saleable products at a




VR

a profit, thus eliminating the envirdnmental dangers of
impounding them. WHY?
Yes, it is very sad, but true. The lust for wealth
and power énd reelection on the part of some polititians
in Wisconsin has put the state's priceless Wolf River at
risk of being’forever degraded if the Crandon Mine is
allowed as proposed, first by diverting its water supply
and -then by longterm pollution from impounded mine waste.
The rivers only hope is in the power of the people.
They must stand up now and demand that every elected offical
fulfill their trust of the peopoe's waters, to protect and
enhance them so &d%y can be passed on to suceeding generations

undiminished in quality and quantity.




TRUST RESPCNSIBILITIES TO THE PEOPLE ABANDONED! - WHY?

We all use many products of metallic mining every day in
our lives. It is also a fact that each of us needs about eight
glasses of clean healthful water each day, just to stay alive,
and no one wants to cook, bathe or wash their clothes, .requiring
another five gallons per day, in polluted water. We must, and
can have the clean healthful waters we need and the many products
of mining IF all elected officials took their trust responsibil=
ities to the people who elected them seriously and fulfilled them.
| The people have a legal right to be concerned and involved
in the present debate concerning the proposed Crandon mine. For, by
law the waters of our state belong to the people, collectively,
and are held in TRUST by the state, for the PEOPLE, to be used
_but not abused SO they will be passed on to suceedlng generatlons
undlmlngshed in quallty or quantity. We all owe that to our grand-
children. The Department of Natural Resources is responsible for
implementing state and federal laws that PROTECT and ENHANCE
Wisconsin's natural resources, including its air, land, water,
wildlifg, fish and plants. The tranquility of the north, and
much of our state, would not be disrupted if our elected officals
were commited to fulfill their trust responsubilities of the
people's- life-sustaining natural resources, as required by law.

Mining i1s a legitimate industry in Wisconsin and éan te
¢onducted in an envircnmentally safe manner with proper state
éontrols. We must recognize the fact that foreign and out-of-

state metallic mining corporations are here in Wisdonsin for
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for only one reason; MAXIMUM CORPORATE PROFITS. The Crandon

déposig, larger than all of the other financially feasible deposits in
our state combined, is valued at about five BILLION dollars.
Based on construction,-operation and reclaimation costs stated
from various sources, if tge mine were allowed to proceed
according to the Crandon Mining Company's plan of operation

it could be alvery lucrative venture of the parent companies
but an environmental disaster for the people in the entire Wolf
River watershed far downétream long term.

A review of CMC's plan of operation clearly shows their
maximum profit motives. They intend to pollute up to two
million gallons per day of our now clean groundwaters for 29
years. The technology is well-established and proven to purify
it back to its original clean state and return it back into
the water table tc maintain the present flows of our streams
and 1evels of our lakes. But that would decrease thelr profits
so they proposed to discharge it into the big Wisconsin River
hoping it would be diluted to the extent its effects would not
be detectable, and with no concern for the effects of that
diversion on the trout and recreational uses of the Wolf River
downstream.

The technology is proven and in use elsewhere to process
the acid-generating mine tailings intc saleable pfoducts at a
slight profit over cost, eliminating the need for any impound-
ment of toxic mine waste at the site, and would create more
Jobs. But, while you and I are sorting our garbage so that
nothing toxic goes into a landfill to threaten our groundwaters

CMC proposes to bury it because that will increase their profits.
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Eliminating the tailings ponds would save CMC their cost of
construction and maintenance of them and would also eliminate the

people's legitimate concerns of long-term pollution of the

groundwaters. It would save 80 acres of vital wetlands which holds

about - 30 inches of annual perc1p1tation and filters it to

recharge the watertable. Yes, if CMC had the will to mine clean

we could have our clean water resources and they could still

mine at a fair profit. We all must insist that it is done in

sucﬁ”é-manner that we do have both.

Based on their well-documented past track record, it appears
obvious that the mining companies concluded that they would have
a better chance at gaining access to Wisconsin's metallic mineral
deposits by way of the political route. But if they had instead
dedicated all of the money spent on lobbying ($385,000 reported
Iast year alone) and the reported mxlllon on’ the . reeent TV ad

campazgn to effectlvely reclaiming Jjust one abandoned sulfide

rock mine, still leaching mine acid drainage, they may have
gained more credibility. Fifty such abandoned mines are on the
EPA's Superfund Cleanup List at taxpayers expense.

In comparing a published list of 1995 prices of the metals
in the Crandon deposit with 1985 prices, only copper is higher
and only by 3 cents per pound. Be assured that if CMC were

given all permits required to mine, then they would be in charge

and they would only mine if and when THEY deemed it most profitable.
Pro-mining polititians talk about safe sulfide ore mining

with modern technclogy while CMC's proposed plan is to pollute

two million gallons of our vital clean groundwater per day for

29 years and simply pipe it inte:a river, just "like the industry
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has been doing for the past hundred years, which has killed-
over 1,200 miles of rivers across America. Modern technology?
And while we are required by law to sort our garbage so that
nothing toxic gets into a landfill to pollute our precious
groundwaters, our now politicized Department of Natural
Hesources, whighris responsible for protecting our clean waters,
supports CMC's éroposed plan to bury 33 million tons-of acid-
generating sulfide mine tailings and toxic chemicals and mine
waste.right ‘over~the vital groundwater acquifer which supplies
the private wells and the lakes and streams feeding the Wolf
River. Why, when the technology is proven and in use to process
that waste into saleable products thus eliminating the need for
any impoundment. Why should enhancing an out-of-state.or foreign
mining corporation's profits take precident over protecting the
Wisconsin citizen's vital waters and their Wolf River? The
people of our sfaﬁe canhbt and willinot allow it.

The Crandon mine issue will not go away, it must be wisely
resolved now. That simply demands that all elected officials of
Wisconsin who took their oaths of office to uphold the laws of
our state shall be required to fulfill their trust responsibil-
ities of the people's natural resources and their rights to them.

The tranquil northern way of life, its tourism gnduégéy“ |
and the general welfare of the state is dependant on preserving
our clean natural resources and promoting sustainable develop-
ment. Tf we fail to protect our life enhancing assets now they

will be gone forever and money cannot buy them back.

‘ | nA Downstream from the Mine
Wolf River riparian owner."

Yerbeyrt Buettner
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WOLF RIVER CHAPTER - TROUT UNLIMITED May 6, 1996

Herbert Buettner, President
N 4297 Buettner Road
White Lake, Wis. 54491

STATMENT OF OPPOSITION TO DIVERSION OF WATER FROM THE WOLF
RIVER TO -THE WISCONSIN RIVER --- as proposed by the Crandon

Mining Company

The Wolf River Chapter - Trout Unlimited is dedicated
to protecting and enhancing our cold water resources,
especially the upper Wolf River and its feeder streams
and perpetuating the trout populations in them.

The upper Wolf River is a clean, basically wild and well-
forested large whitewater trout stream and a canoce and raft-
ing recreational river. It draws over 30,000 visitors to the
area annually pumping nearly four million dollars into the
economy of Langlade County each summer thirough three dozen
tourism oriented businesses in the watershed which provides

about 250 jobs.

The Wolf River is nationally renowned for its fine
troutfishing, whitewater canoceing and rafting and still
flows wild and clean because of many pattles fought and won
by conservationists dedicated to protect and enhance it
for future generstions to enjoy. They fought diversjons
for-irrigation, & proposed corporate waste dump which would
have brought 70 traincar loads of Chicago waste per day to
be buried in its headwaters, a pipe from a munical sewage
system and a proposed dam, which would have warmed its
waters threatening its trout population and which would
have lowered its waters degrading navigation. And they
fought and also won the battle to stop the proposed Exxon
mine ten years ago and must stop the proposed Crandon Mine
or the state'!s prized Wolf River and the public's .recre~
ational uses of it will be forever degraded and diminished.

In 1963, in an unprecidented unanimous voice vote of
a joint session of the Wisconsin state legislature, the law-
makers.affirmed  their trust responsibilities of the people's
water resources enacting a law providing that no dams will
be constructed on the Wolf River unstream from Keshena ---
henceforth! A proposed dam would have warmed the waters
threatening the trout population and navigation. Thereafter, 2
twenty-five mile segment in Menominee County was declared,
"a part of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System". Then,
the state proceeded to buy the wild and undeveloped shoreland
on both sides of the Wolf River iin Langlade County, spending
6.5 million dollars in acquireing over 80% on its 35 miles
of trout waters. The upper Wolf River is mahaged as a
trout fishery. Those efforts of sportsmen. the legislators
and the state of Wisconsin to fulfill their trust of the
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people's water resources in the headwaters of the Wolf
River must be commended and continued. For the natural
resources of the state of Wisconsin, its air, water, fish,
wildlife, végetation and forests belong to the people

and are held in trust by the state for the people to use,
but not abuse, so they can be passed on to suceeding
generations undiminished in quality or quantity. That
concept of the Ordinance of 1787 is embodied in the state
constitution and the Department of Natural Resources has
the responsibility of implementing state and federal laws
which protect and -enhance those natural resources.

We are a nation of laws. In 1935 Wisconsin Statute
31.14 was enacted which states, No water shall be diverted
to the injury of the public --- or the downstreanm landowners.
In 1949, An attorney General's Opinion reaffirmed that act
by .stating,.In no case can the commission (now the INR)
authorize a diversion if the public rights are injured.
Chapter NR 102.01, as recreated, effective October 1, 1973,
(2) states, Water quality standards shall protect the public
interest, which includes the protection of public health
and welfare and the present and prospective uses of all
waters of the state for public and private water supplies,
propagation of fish and other aquatic life --- and recre~.
ational purposes --- and other legitimate uses. In all cases
where the potential uses are in conflict, water quality
standards shall protect the general public interest.

.. Therefore, the Gevernor and every elected legislator
“of this state, when taking their oath of office, pledges

to the people that they will uphold and defend the state
constitution and the laws of the state of Wisconsin. That
most certianly includes the "trust" of the people’s natural
resources as a high priority. That is the FIRST priority

of the Department of Natural ReSources --- TC PROTECT AND
ENHANCE PUBLIC WATERS. The Public Intervenor's Office was
created to assure the people that their resources and their
rights to them would not be violated but last year that
protector office was eliminated through intensive lobbying
by the mining industry. It appears obvious that the mining
companies knew that they could not sell high sulfide mining
in northern Wisconsin, under our wealth of clean lakes and
streams,wetlands and forests in the midst of a well established
tourism industry dependant on those clean natural resources,
for there has never been a documented high sulfide mining
operation in the United states which had not caused environ-
mental degradation or had been sucessfully reclaimed. So the

mining companies chose the political route.

Mining companies and polititians continue to proclaim
that Wisconsin hos the strongest mining laws in the nation,
to cover up the ract that the state's mining laws were
rewritten under heavy lobbying by mining interests to
accomndate mining in the state. The people are not content
or passified with that -comparison. They demand that their
rights and resources must be protected and enhanced.’

N

\
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With that background I will address the stated ‘subject
of this meeting: The proposed diversion of mine waste
water from the Wolf River watershed to the Wisconsin River.

Whereas it involves legal and technical and scientific
questions, the best source of factual information available
on theisubject must be the Wisconsin Department of Natural
Resource'’s..1986 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATMENT which-is
based onxtheir professional ‘studies and evaluation of the
scientific reports of Exxon's engineers as prov1ded in the
plan of operation for the same ore deposit as is now being
prusued by the Grdndon Mining Company.

The prime question is, How much water will be diverted
from the Wolf River watershed (in the Great Lakes Basin) to
the Wisconsin Rivar” (in the Mississippi River Basin?

The DNR'S FEIS, page e R states,,“lntercepted groundwater and
contamlnated mine waste water pumped-from the
" mine ---"would be discharged to Swamp Creek."
(Créndon Mining Comany proposes to discharge
to the Wisconsin River new.ju

‘How much water will be pumped from the mine? See page 8,

DNR's FEIS, -~ YA maximum inflow rate of 4,000 gallons per
‘minute may occur. The antlcipated inflow,
however, should be closer to 1,400 to 1 300
gallons per minute.

. ,-.

Is that the only water propesed to ‘be in the diverted waﬁersV

See FEIS, pege 247, "Treated sanitary sewage effluent would
"be mixed with treated mine inflow/intercepted

roundwater for discharge to Swamp Creek.?
‘now proposed to the Wisconsin River.)

And FEIS, page 15, vIf flows within the project water circuit
were greater than expected, the excess water
could be discharged into Swamp Creek. (now
the Wis. River) The greater than anticipated
flows could be caused by factors such as
higher mine inflows or an accumulation of
percipitation in the reclaim ponds / (and, or)
the MWDF.» (Mine wastezdesposal facility which

is the tailings ponds)
Will the proposed pipeline handle all of that water?
See FEIS, page 20, “The pipeline would be constructed of 14

inch dlameter, high density polyethylene
plastic pipe and buried at least five feet

deep- " At

Based on pump pressure it could discharge over 3,000 gpm.
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The Crandon Mining Company states it will divert only
64,0 gallons per minute of mine waste water from the Wolf River
watershed, however, that fact has not been confirmed and being
the same basic mine plan in the same area and topography, the
proposed size of -CMC's pipe and pumps and unanticipated factors
would determine the maximum rate of discharge. However, the
DNR's FEIS figures of 1,200 to 2,000 gpm are substantiated.

WHAT EFFECTS WOULD THAT DIVERSION HAVE ON THE WOLF RIVER?

See FEIS, page’235, "Directing the discharge to the Peshtigo
River {(or any other) watershed would reduce flow
in the Wolf River watershed by the amount of the
mine inflow, between 1,200 and 2,000 gallons per
minute.” FEIS page -iii-, "Pumping water from the
underground mine would cause the groundwater table
to decline over a large area."

With all springs and streams and outflow of all lakes flowing
eventually into the Wolf River, what effect would the draw-
down of the groundwater table have on the Wolf River's flow?

See FEIS, page -iv-, "The drawdown would lower the average
levels of several lakes and decrease flows in area
streams and springs. Little Sand Lake would drop
about 7 feet. Hemlock, Hoffman, and upper Pickerel
Creeks along with two unnamed creeks would experience

- ‘reduced, flow. ~Available habitat for fish and other
“aguatic.organisms and trout spawning habitat would
be substantially decreased."

Could the effects be eliminated by installing mitigation wells?

See FEIS, page =-iv-, "Pumplng groundwater from around the mine
- and from dedicated wells near streams for mitigation
would further reduce groundwater contributions to
surface waters, potentially resulting in a shortfall
of mitigation water. Any shortfall could cause
detrimental impacts to public rights in these waters."

THAT FACTUAL EVIDENCE SUBSTANTIATES THE FACT THAT PUBLIC WATER
RESOURCES AND RIGHTS WOULD BE VIOLATED BY THE PROPOSED DIVERSION
OF MINE WASTE WATER FROM THE WOLF RIVER WATERSHED, AND IS
THEREFORE A VIOLATION OF PUBLIC RIGHTS AND STATE LAWS.

Lowering of the flow of the Wolf River would increase its
summer temperature at times to levels lethal to its trout
population, a violation of public interest and use and a real
threat to the state's $6.5 million of stream enhancement.

Lowering the flow of the Wolf River would Jjeqpardize its
navigability on which whitewater canoeing and rafting depends,
which is a major summer use on which the local tourism economy
and the many jobs it provides is dependant. It would kill the
river and many small businesses and errode property values
and the sgenic beauty of its may rapids and falls.
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How long after the mine closes would those adverse effects
continue? : :

See FEIS, page.l133, "Following the end of mine pumping---
After about 8 years, the groundwater levels would
réturn very near their original levels. About 30
years would be required for a complete recovery
to premining groundwater levels."

Conclusion: The Wolf River Chapter of Trout Unlimited
sincerely believes that the Wolf River ecosystem
is a very delicately balanced natural resource
which, 'if allowed to be disturbed by sulfide
mining, as proposed by the Crandon Mining Company,
‘would never recover to its present state of
nature. . ' ‘

For all of the countless hours and efforts of
dedicated conservationists and Department of
Ngtural Resource personnel and Federal Wild
Rivers proponents and the study team and the
Menominee Nation to preserve this. priceless,
unique and irreplacable natural resource, it
cannot and must not be subjected to unproven
mining experimentation for maximum profits..

Thé'laWS'of the state of Wisconsin must be

80 they will be passed un undiminished din-
quality or quantity for future generations =

to use and enjoy. The clean waters in the

upper Wolf River watershed are and will be
evermore needed as populations increase and

are therefore of greater monetary value than
what the state would ever realize from trading
of f the clean waters of the upper Wolf River
watershed for our-of-state Corporation profits.

Therefore, We earnestly request the Governor, the state
legislators and the Department of Natural Resources
to fulfill their trust of our priceless natural
resources by a commitment to their responsibilities
to the intent of the laws and constitution of

our state. .
Submitted byjézié;éadf’fiuapiizzz;,

Herbert Buettner, Pres.
Wolf River Chapter-TU
N 4297 Buettner Rd.
White Lake, Wis. 54491

enforced to protected the people’s resources . .. ... ..



Bart Olson

Sauk County 20th District Supervisor
327 Palisade St., Merrimac, W1 53561 » 608-493-2291 work, 608-493-2561 home
fax: 608-493-2074 » ¢-mail: bart@shopperstopper.com

- August 18, 1997

Dear Representative:

Exxon Corporation recently inserted a propaganda piece entitled Crandon Chronicle into
several local newspapers. One article boasts about the Stillwater Mine in Nye, Montana
and spotlights its wastewater treatment system: “The mine’s water treatment system
discharges to groundwater adjacent to the Stillwater River, a pnme trout fishery, The
system is so eﬁ'ecﬁve that nitrogen nutrient entering the river is one-tenth the amount
allowed under the mine’s water quality permit.” (See enclosed article.)

I have been saying all along that Exxon Corporation (Crandon Mining Company) should
treat its wastewater to groundwater standards and then discharge its wastewater locally
instead of attempting to avoid local ground and/or surface water standards by building an
unprecedented 38-mile long pipeline to the Wisconsin River.

If the technology exists (and apparently it does) to treat the wastewater to groundwater
standards, then Exxon should be required to do it. They should not be allowed to pump 10
billion gallons Gf partmﬁy treated* wastewater into the Wisconsm vaer over the next 30

_years

*DNR and EPA rules demand wastewater discharged fo groundwater must be cleaned to
a much higher degree than wastewater discharged to the Wisconsin River.

Baﬁ Olson
Sauk County Supervisor

Enc.

er'bart'crando3 1.doc




|At Home in the Wilderness

Stillwater Mine Protects and Enhances Its Surroundings

_ While Bruce Gilbert was preparing
for a career in mining, no one told him
his job might one day include the care
and feeding of bighomn sheep. As it
tums out, that's part of his responsibility
as environmental affairs manager for the
Stillwater Mine at Nye, Montana.

Stillwater, an underground
platinum-paliadium sulfide mine
that has produced more the 3 million
tons of ore and 2 million ounces of

People drive right through here
their way to the Absafoka-ﬁ_gartobﬂx
Wilderness. We have to loo
and be our best, ,,

Bruce Gilbert e
Stillwater Mine

platinum group metals since 1987,
lies about 30 miles north of
Yellowstone National Park in the
Beartooth Mountains.

“We operate in a fishbowl,” says
Gilbert. “People drive right through
here on their way to the Absaroka-
Beartooth Wilderness. We have to
look and be our best, and that has
been our goal since this mine
opened.”

Gilbert considers the mine’s 100
percent environmental compliance
record an achievement, but only the
beginning. ‘Stillwater has gone beyond
the regulations in numerous ways.

The mine’s 65-acre tailings area,
two miles from the wilderness area,
is the first in the state to include a
liner system, which is not required
by state law. The mine's water
treatment system discharges to
groundwater adjacent to the
Stillwater River, a prime trout
fishery. The system is so effective
that nitrogen nutrient entering the

river is one-tenth the amount ..

PR {cont'd on page4)

| A Look At Modern Sulﬁde: Mining

Modern technology and regulations
make mines far different today than
‘they were years ago. A report from the
Society for Mining, Metallurgy and
Exploration (SME), released in
January, describes six sulfide mines in
the United States that have had no
environmental law violations to date.

These six mines ranked best in a
study of more than 150 environmentally
responsible mines in North America.
This issue of the Chronicle looks at
one of the six mines, the Stillwater
platinum-palladium mine in Montana.
Future issues will profile other safe
sulfide mines. For a summary of the
SME report, call Crandon Mining
Company at 715/363-1450.

McLaughlin goid mine
Lower Lake, California

' Cannon gold mine
-, Wenatchee, Washington

Henderson molybdenum mine
Empire, Colorado

Stillwater Mine Facts -

Location: -
Nye, Montana

Type of Mine
Underground Platinum:
Palladium Mine with
“Tailings Area

Tons of Ore:

3.3 million tons of ore and
million tons of waste rock n
to date, with over 2 milli
ounces of platinum group
metals produced to dat

Size of Mine:"
Over 27 miles of -
underground workings

PR ve

- Stillwater platinum-palladium mine
Nye, Montana -

Flambeau copper/gold mine :

Ladysmith, Wisconsin '
»

n?

Viburnum lead-zinc-copper mine
Viburnum, Missouri
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Stillwater voluntarily spent
$250,000 to clean up and reclaim a
nearby chromium mine tailings
area left over from the World War I TN TEAS A ANVIREmCRTAL
era. By capping and stabilizing the ' T}I;
tailings, Stillwater eliminated a R fRe
local problem with windblown dust 5 L Ci‘: ﬁﬁ_d(}ﬁ
and saved state taxpayers the cost of ' '{)}'@Q{ _
the clean-up. ] A
The area surrounding the mine is ¥ 515, F e T
home to bighorn sheep. Stillwater : .
provides food and salt for the sheep
‘on their winter range and has worked
- with Montana State University to treat
"+ the sheep for lung worm, a common
ailmentin the species. These efforts
- have helped increase the local
. herd’s lambing rate from two per
year to six to seven per year.

allowed under the mine’s water Stillwater also conducts an schools to help them raise funds.
quality permit. o extensive recycling program and For more information about the
Perhaps most significant, donates compacted paper to local Stillwater mine, call 406/328-6400.

P i
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8 Crandon Mining Copy

Crandon Mining Company
PO. Box 336
Crandon, WI 54520-0336




Prentiss, Milfgﬁ

From: Greenfield Middle School[SMTP:gmsprob1 @execpc.com]

Sent: Tuesday, September 16, 1997 2:56 PM
To: Rep.Duff
Subject: Mining Moratorium Bill

Dear Representative Duff:

I'am writing to your response in today’s Journal Sentinel. |
attended an informational meeting in Rhinelander a month ago and was
told by DNR people that the Crandon Mining Co. has already signed a
contract with people in Crandon to replace their water if it becomes
unusable. It is a well known fact that this is what is expected in that
area. If the water becomes polluted where do you think it will go?
Yes, it travels to nearby streams and poliutes as it goes. These
headwaters empty into Lake Winnebago which is already having poliution
problems. | think it is ironic that the residents around this lake have
asked the state legislature for help in solving this problem. It looks
like the only answer that some of our representatives can see is to put
more pollution in the water, hence granting the Crandon Mine
unrestricted pollution rights,

One expert for the DNR explained how the pipeline would work in
disposing of the tailing water. The 38 miles of pipeline would empty
into the Wisconsin River which was called a ‘working river”. That means
it is already a polluted river. The statistics that were given in
regards to the oxygen level of that river were from 1985-1994. During
that timeframe the oxygen level dropped to dangerous levels 3%. The DNR
noticed no dead fish, plants, or other wildlife. It was interesting to
note that there wasn't any recent record keeping for the past 3 years.
The man said that they were having problems monitoring the oxygen
lavels. So does this make sense to go ahead .and -add more pollution when
the DNR can not keep the oxygen level at a safe consistent level now?

Another person in this audience at this informational meetling was
concerned about the mercury amounts in a particular lake. Did you know
that the people that fish on this lake cannot eat the fish? Why would
we encourage anything that might add more mercury to nearby lakes?

I was very impressed with the questions that were asked at this
meeting. | don't think that the DNR, and Exxon realize that the people
living in Wisconsin are not stupid. Speaking of the DNR, | also was
confused at why the DNR held this informational meeting instead of the
Crandon Mining Co.? Wouldn't that be considered a conflict of
interest? The DNR is suppose to issue the permits for the mining
project and claims it is unbiased, but they represented and were
publicly backing this project.

tn the end, | couldn't help wonder when is enough pollution enocugh
to say that this project is not worth it? Please don't let Wisconsin be
a guinea pig for a company that already has a bad track record. Exxon
has stated that they can not clean up the environment any better in
Alaska since the oilspill. What is the state of Alaska to do? Sure
they can sue the company, which will take years of litigation, but that
still doesn't heip the fishermen today. You cannot restore the land
like these companies are trying to make you believe. As a history
teacher [ tell my students to learn from past experiences or we wil
repeat them. Let's not learn Colorado’s expensive mining lesson.
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If you are truly committed to our environment as you claim you are
then you will not take much credence in the facts that the DNR is giving
you. | believe they have already been bought and paid for. This bill
efects everyone because we, as taxpayers, will pay dearly for the
cleanup and lost resources.  Thank you for your time. Sharon Lay,
4533 W. Ramsey Avenue, #84, Greendale, 53128  Other residences are
located on Pelican Lake in Oneida Co., and Elcho in Langlade
Co.
but if the Crandon Mine is allowed to pollute the surrounding areas and
to send the tailing water via 38 miles of pipeline to be dumped into the
Wisconsin River

-GMS Problem Solving1
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