‘rallying. point’
By PEARL Pmﬁe pue T TR‘:‘?‘}

Special o the Yriogret, EROT! LI
BLACK RIVER FALLS, Wis. = The permanent clos:.
ing of the Jackson County Iron Co. should become the:
.} starting point for rebuilding the county’s ecoriomy; &
Green Bay consultant said Friday, : : ’

1 mission that the decision last Saturday by Inland Steel
. Hereates a rallying point” that should be exploited.

] urgency and cooperation with the larger community of
Jackson County,” Murray said. “It is much easier to

‘catch an economy before it slips than to pick it up after

-4t falls.” :

requested by the commission several months ago: “The

Economy of Jackson County: The Impact of Mining

and Development Alternatives.”

In his report, Murray and his associates said:-

* The city of Black River Falls would be harder hit
by the closing than the entire county. About 90 percent
of the 290 workers once employed at the mine live in
the county, but 63 percent of those live in Black River
Falls.

About 870 people will leave Black River Falls be-
cause of the permanent closing of the mine by the par-
ent company from East Chicago, Ind.

* Hardest hit by the loss of the $7 million yearly pay-
roll would be grocery stores, eating and drinking estab-
lishments and other service businesses such as barber
shops.

-?I‘he 50 former employees who have found jobs and

Continued on page 10

James M. Murray, of Murray & Associates, told §
members of the county’s Industrial Development. Com- ‘

‘ Co. to close the mine — shut down since April 1982 =1

4. “In‘all of this, there is a need to maintain a sense of |

Murray made his comments while delivering a report |
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will s_fay in the area will not likely earn 0
L Y earn wages equal to %
' tt;:;] sztisxeo;o afe?;g sal‘az;es earned in the miie. elg :-uici;lz
, € taxing jobs that could L
tmer'g?!oyed g §ave gone to other
¢ ihe county should seek funding to hire 3 o
to-determine what can be done With the fromnfgiit:lﬁt o
buz}dfngs and site of the $20 million; 14-year-old p!antt o
which, was cloged due to low demands for steel, o

existing manufacturer €an expand into it

ta’:‘h’e fgumy was recently awarded $9,500 by the

state’s Minin : ibi

o h g Impact B?ard for such a feasibility

* The county should fry to develop its oth

cess, such as wood and agriculture, P “ reso&r_-
uggestions included increasing the valye of rod

before they leave the county, such as having f ch:e‘jste%

Murray told the commission that he w. ise
t anted to revige
some of his conclusions now that i
ch;sded permanently, —-— e mine has §een
ichael Anderson - chairman of the commisgi :
asked members to be prepared to discuss the reportozt’
a noon meeting Friday, Nov. 18, in the Pines Supper
Club. He asked especially that the group be prepared tg
agft x the suggestion of hirin £ someone to coordinate
efiorts on the future of the mine, the
e 2007 f e i, e G
Others attending Friday's. meeting included
members of the state’s Mining Impact Board, Eliza
Cole of Madison and Leland Chenewth of Biajr:

i

two -

son County agricuitural agent; Gilbert Hom

dent of Jackson County Bahk; Vern Metzg

of the plant; and James Rowe, coqnt}' :

ounselor, _ . B
~— '




By JIM PICKETRET 40
And TERRY Bm,aﬁ..ﬂ

Of the Tribunw“ *m\g N

BLA ER FALLS, Wis, — The
Jackson County Iron Co. mine was official-
ly closed Saturday by its parent company,

*{nland Steel, ending the last thread of hope -

for ‘958 laid-off union workers.
The mine near Black River Falls was the
- only taconite mining operation in Wiscon-
.sin. It began shipping iron ore pellets in
1969 and had a peak employment of 290.
. The $20 million plant has been on tempo-
rary shutdown since April of 1982 due to
-tow levels of steel dernand, said a company
spokesman. :
" When built, Inland said it expected the
mine to have a life expectancy of 20 years,
which would have kept it open into 1988,

The closing is part of a restructuring of
Intand Steel mining, according to 8.A. Rei-
bas, vice-president of operations. Also in-
volved in the restructuring are the Virginia,
Minn., headguarters of Inland Steel Mining
and the Minorcra Mine, near Virginia, ac-
cording to Reibas,

Richard “Arnie’’ Palmier, of Hixton,
president of United Steelworkers of Ameri-
ca, Local 7813, said the company was re-
quired to meet with union leaders within 30

days to discuss whether there was any pos-*

sibility of the mine resuming operations.
But Paimer said, “That meeting is an exer-
cise in futility because the ircn ore industry
is dead.”

Paimer said he and other union mem-
bers met Friday afternoon with company
officials and were shown the news release
announcing the plant's perranent closing.
sl was nothing we' didn't expeet,” he

said, adding that the steel industry’s prob-
lems are so mammoth that it's forced to
deal “in dollars and cents, rather than in
human terms.” &
In 90 days, Union Local 7613 will become
defunct. :
Vern Metzger, manager of the mine, said
he would remain in Black River Falls for
about a year supervising the dismantaling

and removal of equipment. He said there’
‘would be a few people working during the -
‘closedown, “but at this time we don’t know

how many. It still is in the planning pro-
cess‘n . . . " .
“In an interview last month, Metzger said
94 salaried employees were 'still atgthe
mine, whichk is located about. foursiuile
southeast_of Black River Falls, r*

Black River Falls Mayor i
said Saturday he “got half sick” when he
heard of Inland's decision to permanently
close the mine. “It’s going to hurt until we
can get something else rolling areund
here,” said Perry, who, until his retirement
in September 1982, was general pit foreman
at the mine. .

Perry said city officials hope other indus-
tries will locate in the area now occupied
by the mine. Or, he said, “it eould be a
pretty good recreation area.”

Of the dashed hopes of the laid-off min-
ers, Perry said, ‘It was the consensus that
it wouldn’t open, but he had hepes it
would.” He went on to say that while there
is some local work available “‘they won't
get the wages they got out at the mine.”

Jerry Bares, a Jackson County Board
supervisor, agreed with Perry that the per-
manent closing will be a financial blow to
the area. “'1 want to be optimistic,” he said,

Continved on page 16
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“but it’s going to take a lot of work from
" all of ug.”

. Bares, a member of the board’s Indus-
trial Development Committee, said he be-
lieves there is enough community spirit to
‘overcome the closing. “I belive we have

it,” he said. “I think we can do it.”

+‘Heibas said the restructuring was. de-

signed ‘to make Anland’s iron ore mining
© Gperation more cost-effective. He said .the

. Jackson County mine was Inland’s smatlest

/mining operation with 8500 tons of annual
- pellet capacity, That represented 10 percent

" of Inland’s pellet capacity.

-Metzger and Reibas said the company

‘would be working with the Wisconsin de-

. partments of development and natural re-

sources in an effort o find alternate uses
for the site. '

* “We very much regret the necessity of
this decision because the mine’s workforce
has been productive and loyal,” said Rei-
bas. ““We are' providing ‘assistance ‘to ‘help
ind

\ Hi ’.;"c_':b'r_: __ﬁf_c':r as .many - of the displaced

workers as possible and are offeting an en-
hanced early retirement provision for those
who qualify.” :

Reibas said the Department of Natural”
Resources was helpful in efforts to Jmain-
tain the operation, but that support wasn't
enough to make the facility competitive in
the face of a worldwide iron ore surplus.

Perry said widespread use of foreign
Steel-has crippled the domestic steel in-
dustry. “If we don't stop that,”” he said,
“we’ll all be in bad shape.”

Inland Steel Co. has suffered financial
losses since the fourth quarter of 1981. On
Oct. 20, the company reported a logs of
$21,247,000 for the third quarter and a nine-
month loss of $70.971,000 for 1983.

The company said there still was a high
demand for sheet metal products, but a
continued low demand for bar, structural
and plate products and the accompanying
price weakness for all products contributed 4
to the losses, Lo /




ville, where the proposel. =
be located, the pearby city of Cran-

By BONNIE
unty towns.

Capital Times C
don and five Oneida Co

RHINELANDER — The develop- The: ¢ity of Antige 8 Langlade
“ment of 3 proposed Forest County County s projected to receive
copper zinc miné would boost the nearly 900 pew residents . . - at the
northern Wisconsin and peak.of construction,” the summary

the state, according {o a report . states. _
xxon Minerals’ com- According to the report,‘pppxﬁat._icn

released by E

pany Monday. - growth and accompanying increases

The 400-page report, entitled “Fore- _ in demand for services will be readily
«gdequate infra-

cast of Future Conditions,” was pre- ahsorbed because

pared for Exxon by Research Plan- structures - roads, service centers
ning Consultants of Austin, Texas, and schiools” already exist in the area
and contains goeio-Economic projec- surrounding the proposed mine.

tions based on the firm's studies in Demands that are not easily ab-
gorbed will be offset by Jprojected

porthern Wisconsin. .

Exxon officials said in an accompa- economic gains, the report states.

nying statement that the report “wi The report's release comes Ot the

aid local jurisdictions in planning so eveof a dtate Department of Natural
ine impacts

Resources briefing on m

obtain the’ maximum
the Crandon mine and  set for today in Nashvilie.
ased by Exxon will

The report rele

that they €an
benefits from

minimize any adverse effect.”
Key predictions include: pe available to the public at libraries
e About 1,000 construction workers throughout the state.

will be needed “at the peak of mine
building activities”, with 700 workers

i to be added during the mine's operat-
ing phase;

vices while the mine is
with an average of $57 million ex-

cted to be spent every year the
rmine is operating; :

o Increased mine-related husiness
activity will create more than 2,700
additional jobs within isconsin, in-
cluding about 400 non-mining jobs in
northern Wisconsin. ;

that sk
will probably occur in the Forest
County towns of Lincoln and Nash-
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, remain about possible negative |
' posed Exx -zine mine, State Depart-
ment of Natural Resources otficials said at briefings Jn the |

Forest County Town of Nashvilie Tuesdsy. . . . = ;
The DNR has retained consultants 1 nelp the agency evalu- |
ate socioeconomic and wnter—quaﬁty'data cubmitted by Exxon:
according to Kep Wade, & DNR ground-water and
Betsy Pavid, aDNRIecﬁnomist. R S R
 pavid said the DNR belleved wihere will be important im-
pacts” if Exxon proceeds with the mine development because
of the rural’ nature of the gurrounding areg and “the cyclical
‘nature of mining.” : o

Unlike a metropolitan ared, northern Wlsconsin"fma'y have |
trouble absorbing additional population, David sald. |

An- Exxon report“released Monday predicted gignificant
population increases In Forest County, five Onelda County
towns and the City of Antigo in Lan 1ade County.

Layoffs, production’ cuthacks and temporary mine closures
pecause of changes in compsny plans or metal market fluctua-,
tions may cause problems for mige employes and their families|
“gg they have elsewhere in similar circumstances,” David said. |

Ground-water problems and concern about the possiblity
that lake levels may be “drained down” or lowered were cited
by Wade. . i : 1

w1 don't believe Exxon bas determined where the grousd
water is going to flow. We are not that comfortable with their |
data,” Wade said. D A
Mary Anderson, 8 University of Wisconsin — Madison comi-
puter expert, has been retained “to gee If the hydrological 18+
formation submitted by Exxon is correct.” : i
Robert Rambarter, the DNR'S Exxon project coordinator,:
<aid the department had been under “no pressurs” from Gov.’
Earl's office “to hurry studies along, cut corners or 4o & hatf
way job.” S
Earl said Sept. 15 that he hoped state agencies would swiftl
process non-controversial permits necessary as & “mi al:
function” during the next few years, even though major policy
permits op Exxon's mining project would take time.
He pointed out that the DNR must process the meior policy
rmits but & number of other agencies must {ssue dozens.of.
relatively minor permits. o

Some state environmentalists were angered by his rema?if&

. said he believed ‘Earl was only referring.
“ryager work that could be completed more quicky.” :

(t‘/ Mm -
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+ The DNR, in essence, rejected the owith adequate engineering, de-
d called for sign and construction, it is technical-
nh would ly possibie to builda tailings disposal
ironmentally sound min- gite which would protect the envi-

raqment." said Richard Schuff, chief

Exxon plan an
“alterrativ
ensure envi
ing tailings disposal.”

ts  prospective ©
on s niot good enough, the

¢ designs whic

Exxon sald it was wgyrprised and
disappointed™ by the DNR's position.
Blaine Townsend, of Exxon's Rhine-
n — An Exxon Minerals lander office, said the letter rejecting
g of mine tail- the tailings disposal plan. was the
perations first communication with the DNR
on this aspect of the permit process,
of Natural Re- which began in 1982 '
The DNR said Exxon could make &

better plan for disposing of tallings.

of DNR's residuals management and
land disposal section. M“.

Exxon plans 10 mine zinc, COPPer
and lead at a site near Crandon, start-
ing about 1990. 1f it goes, the DNR
said, 31 million cubic yards of finely
ground rock residue {tallings) will be

~ disposed of in jmpoundments.

Townsend said the firm fad quali-

fied experts approve the plan.

«ye are convinced that it will
provide ample protection of Forest
County groundwater." Townsend
said. “A lot of conclusions are based

on data that have heen before DNR
staff at least two years.

“Qur proposal for disposal facility
was based on judgments of a group
of highly qualified consuitants.”

Schuff questioned the feasibility of
constructing uniform 6-inch liners on :
four tailings disposal sites over 500
Acres. . _ .

To isolate the tailings, he ex-
plainéd, Exxon proposed building |
impoundments consisting of four W- -
shaped pits. Each pit would be lined
with a mixture of soil and bentonite

clay.

new plan for mine tailings

Madiso
Co. plan for disposin
ings at i
~ near Crand
State Department
sources {DNR) said Thursday. 98

Exxon said the design would com-
pact the mixture of soil and clay into
2 uniform 6-inch-thick, water-resist-
ant bartler. \

gehutf sad it would be “extremely
difficult to guaranieée a consistent
soil-bentonite mixture. :

wrhe DNR is not convinced the
roposed design would protect the
environment a8 well as compacted,
clay liners required at conventional

1andfills,” it said.

Townsend, communications officer
for Exxon Minerals, sald he hoped

the delay in approving the tallings
disposal plan would not impede Exx-
on’s planning for the mine opera-
tions.

“\We're still planning on the m
permit in 1986," he said. Wit?:m;:\ei:
years needed to construct the mine
sfiadrt;up could occur about 1990 he
added. : '

The Crandon mineral find co
ahout 5% zinc, about 1% ccgp;l:?:;
0.5% copper, with traces of silvepsf
and gold, Townsend said
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gpos L : - _eyeseemadtokbeamovement'to
t' ¢ t one remident of the . y ques {oning or challeng-
of Lincoln, where most- of ing of Exxon's environmental im-

pact plan,” Davison aaid,

says resident %

e of Kim- 1

= n’s_d_eposi.t is Jocated, thinks :
& “Groen By BY. Gex, o In 8 related action, Kxu
% Peter Davison recently %gn signed from the town zanixgge:o::—
in: prgﬁt at the removal of two  Tmittee to  protest , his being
m{}o_ of Lincoln's Mining Im- dropped from the Mine Impact
% mrnittee. ) Committee, Krueger said Lincoln
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enscted 8 ZOinE “@“"?&hﬂt
ard is ?‘3‘“95 i up

" Earl protesting shelving  the town _
| the toRe 3 of adjustibent, C
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Wisconsil- inf
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ing, Kruegel oy

d was elected on 20 anti-zo0~

1 guess 0O y likes

committees.

Davison i8 8 member of the : vas

Wisconsin Mining Impact and In- ing position- * &

tment Board that oV dis- he restrictions.

jon and spend mpine - The extension pewsletter was to
> ] hiave been 8 SUEIRETY of local cop-

aress
tion and site development-
So far, the only sité develop-
in the north

ment under way o 3

woods i8 Exxon's propossl 0 mine

its buge deposit in Lincoln and the
town of N ashvill

%1 resigned (then) 18 protest
i the, town
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. EarT's office is investigating whether
+ a legislator placed unwarranted preg-

, sure on the University of Wisconsin'

» Extension {o eancel a newsletier on

+ northwoods mining issues, an aide to

. Earl said Wednesday. .
 Sen. Lloyd C. Kincaid, D-Crandon,
¢said he had authority as chairman of
xthe Leg:slatwe Council Commitiee on
*Manmg to advise the UW. Extension
Sthat #s planned newsletter “was an
*funwxse and foolish way 1o spend
smoney.”
« “Right now we have a host of go¥-
~ernment agencies reviewing all vari-
*ous aspects of mining,” Kincaid said.
=“They're doing a commendable job.”
» He also suggested that the news-
sletter could have been slanted and
-used to propagandize,
jj Ayse Somersan, an Extension pro-
- gram leader, confirmed that research

“woric and ‘writing of the newsletter .

*wascanceled: after Kincaid. raxsed his
“objections.
#  ie said the newsletter would have
+been issued in about six weeks and
Jsent to members of local mining-
o impact comumitlees, as a joint effort
" of resource agents and Forest, Lan-
" ¢lade, Oneida and Vilas counties {o
*oulline and clarify key issues.
=  Peter Davison, a member of the
- Wisconsin Mining Impact and Invest-
Wmenl ‘Board, complained about Kin-
,caid’s action in a leter to Govemsr
ar] last week.

Legislator’s |

Sen. Lloyd Kincaid

Davison, a resident of the Town of
Lincoln, said pelitical pressure
threatened to undercut the process of
reviewing the plans of Exxon USA for
a major copper and zinc mine in the

Crandeﬂ area, .
The ‘UW Extension’s educational

role includes providing” public ‘ser-

vices to residents throughout the
state. Davison told Earl it has been an
excelient squrce of information about
mining,

“Perhaps the most serious reper-
cusions of this assault on the
information-sharing newsletter is the
appearance of Hmiting the available
resources of the community regard-
ing potential mining,” he wrote.

Robert Bartlett, Senate liaison for
Earl, said he was looking into the
situation to determine 'whether there

pressure on,
gwsleﬂer mveshgated

‘might have been unwarranted pres- -
-sure on the UW Extension.

i

Bartlett said he considered it inap-
propriate to interfere with the Exten-
sion’s educational pmcesses

Davison said the cancellation
looked like part of an effort by state
officials to remove cbstacies m Exx-
on's mine project. = -

Kincaid said he raised the lssue
with ‘UW ‘President Roberf O'Neil,
who reportedly passed:the word to
Extension Chancellor Patrick Boyle.

Harvey Breuscher;: UW ' System
communications director, said he/re-

ceived a telephone - call from James

Klauser, a Madison attomey and lob-

byist for Exxon, telling ai chaxé’
objections,

Kincaid claimed that the request

for the newsletter came from a small
group of county-level officials de-

scribed by him as being “unwilling to

follow ‘mining policy.” ‘He did- m:t _

identify them.

He claimed that :Ehzabeth Cole,

executlve secretary of the state Min-
ing Impact Board, exceeded her au-
thority by promoting the newsletter.

“To me, it's irresponsible to start
out, a year before mining permits are
issued, to rehash the issues,” Kincaid
complained: “N¢ good would be
served by it.”

The Department of Natural Re-
sources is reviewing the Exxon pro-
posal. That review is expected to
completed early next year. -«




‘Crandon residents worry
about mine’s impact\

T c’”k 2 51984 )

= CRANDON }gg}‘ Eﬁd‘t&éw
<Hial neighbors of an m%ﬁc and cop-
.per mine gathered to see if social scientists
‘could tell them what a mine would do to
.their lives, and how it could change their
;_cogimumt:es.h ] :

+. No one in the audience Wednesday at th
,Nashvﬁie‘ Town Hall claimed the p¥0m5e§
:Exxon Minerals Co. mine would affect him
:-or‘!aer more than Mollie Chappy.

What happens to people wgo live within

Hwo blocks of the mining area? I happen to
sbe one of them,” she ‘told representatives

vof the Department of Natural Resources .

sand Denver Research Institute, hired b
.the DNR to evaluate the social and ecoy-'
«niomic effects of the proposed Exxon mine.
« John S. Gilmore, a member of the team
.performing the $308,000 study, said he could
offe:; no solutions to Mrs. Chappy, but by
ar “would have more general an-

swers to the question of how the mine
could affect the people of the Crandon area
and their pocketbooks.

‘Mrs, Chappy said her only cheice to
being Exxon's closest neighbor if it decides
to triine was to move away, but she and her
retired husband would not know where to
move.

The Denver-based researchers are trying
to determine how those kinds of individual
decisions — coupled with the influx of new
people a mine would bring — could affect
the dozen or so communities most likely to
be aifected if Exxon mines.

The answer to that question depends
largely on how many local residents Exxon
fires to construct and operate its mine .:m_d
how many workers are brought i om
beyond Forest, Langlade and OUnejffa coun-
ties, Gilmore said.

o

7R

“We know the mine will bring increased
economic activity. We don’t know how
much of that will be carried on by people

already in the area,” Gilmore said.

Exxon has pledged to hire as many local
residents ag possible to fill the 1,500 jobs
the project will require at its f:eak

According to Exxon's consultants,’ during
construction Antigo would gain up to 900
new residents, Crandon 200 to 300 and sur-
rounding towns from 125 to 700 éach.

But members of the audience in the
Town of Nashville were looking beyond the
mine’s opening. ) ‘

“The first five years are going to look
good to some people and bad to others. The
Tast five years will look bad to everybody,”
said Robert Roth of Minneapolis, who owns
property near Laona and sat in the first
row in the town hall.

“What happens when mining ceases? We

don’t want to end up a ghost town area and
worse yet have our environment dis-
turbed,’’ said Nancy Johnson, a member of
the town zoning commitiee and attorney
who practices in Crandon.

She 'said the town is drafting a zoning
ordinance that will try to minimize the ef-
fects of such things as-a temporary shut-
down of mining operations.

_ “"'While we aren’t adverse to mining com-
ing in, we want to be careful it doesn’t ruin
what we have,” Johnson said. .

Blaine Townsend, an Exxon spokesman,
told the townspeople his firm must have its
permits in hand — which is not expected
before 1986 or 1987 — and evaluate mineral
prices and the economy before Exxon's
board of directors decides whether or not

-{o go ahead with the mine."

The potential social and economic effects




of a mine gre being considered by the D
as one part of the Process of drafting an en-
vironmenta] dmpact Statement o the proj- -
ect —~buf an important part, the townspeg.
Ple were told.

Gilmore sajg state law requires the DNR
to reject a mining permis if It findg 4 mine
would have substantia] adverse effectg ona
local econom , but he added that that
Provision of the jaw has never been inter.
preted, : N S
. Further publie meetings"-on.-tha DNR’s
review of -Exxon’s social ang eConomic
forecasts wiy be Thursday in,Rhineiande_r’s
City counei] chambers and Friday at the

Exxon now estimates the mine would he ]
in operation g9 years, but Gilmore said;:/
mines frequentiy operate longer than exg’
Pected, .

+




CRANDON (AP) — More than
150 potential neighbors of an im-
mense zinc and copper mine gath-
ered to see if social scientists could
tell them what a mine would do to
their lives, and how it could
change their communities.

No one in the audience
Wednesday at the Nashville Town

" Hall claimed the proposed Exxon
Minerals Co. mine would affect

Chappy.

“What happens to people who
live within two blocks of the min-
ing area? I happen to be one of
them,” she told representatives of
the Department of Natural Re-
sources and Denver Research In-
stitute, hired by the DNR to
evaluate the social and economic
effects of the proposed Exxon

mine.

John 8. Gilmore, a member of
the team performing the $300,000
study, said he could offer no solu-
tions to Mrs. Chappy, but by
year’s end would have more gener-
al answers to the question of how
the mine could affect the people of
the Crandon area and their pock-
etbooks.

Mrs. Chappy said her only
choice to- being Fxxon's closest
neighbor if it decides to mine was
to move away, but she and her re-
tired husband would not know
where to move.

The Denver-based researchers
are trying to determine how those
kinds of individual decisions —
coupled with the influx of new
people a mine would bring —
could affect the dozen or so com-
munities most likely to be affected
¢ if Exxon mines,

The answer to that question de-
pends largely on how many local
residents Exxon hires to construct
@d operate its mine and how

-

any workers are brought in from

him or her more than Mollie |

Exxon mine
concerns
northw

“What happens to
people who live within
two blocks of the
mihing area?”’

— Crandon resident

beyond Forest, Langlade and
Oneida counties, Gilmoresaid. .

“We know the mine will bring
increased economic activity. We
don’t know how much of that will
be carried on by people already in
the area,” Gilmore said.

Exxon has pledged to hire as
many local residents as possible to
fill the 1,500 jobs the project will
require at its peak. _

According to  Exxon’s consul-
tants, during construction Antigo
would gain up to 900 new resl-
dents, Crandon 200 to 300 and sur-
rounding towns from 126 to 700
each.

But members of the audience in

the Town of Nashville were look-

ing beyond the mife’s opening.
“The first five years are going
to look good to some people and
bad to others. The last five years
will look bad to everybody,” said

Robert Roth of Minneapolis, who
owns property near Laona and sat

in the first row in the town hall.

“What happens when mining :

ceases? We don't want to end up a-
ghost town area and worse yet:.

have our environment disturbed,” |
said Nancy Johnson, & tx_xembgrzof_' .
the town zoning commitiee and

attorney who practices m Cran-
don. L _:h

She said the town 18 drafting 8
zoning ordinance that will try o
minimize the effects of such things

as a temporary shutdown of min k. :

ing operations.




Green Bay Press-Gazette  Saturday, Aug. 18, 1984

INR says Exxon mine”

‘would have little effect
on area’s lakes, wells_

NASHVILLE “Wis. (PG) —

The state i)epax’tmmt of Natural

Resources ‘does not expect ‘a pro-

Exxon copper and zinc mine

to lower lake levels or affect -pri-
vate wells in Forest County, Ken
Bradbury, a DNR hydrogeclogist,
said Friday.

Bradbury told = 80  Forest
County residents and cottage own-
ers meeting in the Town Hall here
that the pmposed mines’ effect on
water levels is “the single most im-
portant impact” DNR ground-
water studies have identified.

But lakes and wells will be af-

' fected very. little, Bradbury said, -
because they are some. dzstance-'

from the mine: -

Bradbury also smd the ‘water
table is below Qak Lake,” which is
adjacent to the mine, making it al-
most impossible for mining activi-
ties to lower the lake level.

Very little seepage is pred:cted
from Little Sand Lake, and both
Little Sand and Oak lakes are pro-
tected by “thick layers of muck
and clay” beneath them which will
fur;her reduce seepage, Bradbury
sai

Bradbury $aid Exxon will use
an estimated 1,500 to 2,000 gatlons
of water per minute when the
mine is operating, causing water
levels in the immediate vicinity to

3 drop as much as 70 feet.

The DNR predicts that the a
tmﬁ:y will cause no more
foot drop in water levels in private
wells and nearby lakes, he said.

The department also believes it

a8

will take about 400 years for mine '

waste materials to seep into the
groémdwater gystem,  Bradbury
said.

Those estimates are under !

|

study by consultants hired by the -

town of Nashville, said Tom Voll-
mar, chairman of the town’s mine
commitiee.

- Nollmar said the town hired

qaata.

Their fees are being paid out of
8 $100,000 grant from the state’s
Mining Impact and - Invest:mmt
Furid Board, Vollmar said, -

Bradbury said Exxon is: ex-
pected fo send the DNR more
data on water levels that should
answer questions raised by the
consultants for the town.

The DNR-sponsored informa-
tional meeting focused on the ag-

‘two University of Wisconsin-Osh-
*‘kosh professors to verify the relia-
bility of ‘the DNR’s and Exxon's

ency’s review of Exxon data on the

proposed mine,
here starting at 9 a.m. today.

A similar meeting will be helc7




.. By Mark Obmascik

- . Denver Post Environmant Writer

IR 10 GRANDE: COUNTY - —

2 When the. Summitville goid

\mine kilied 17 miles of
streams; polluted farm

water-supplies and converted'a

southern.Colorado mountain into a
toxic stew. of cyanide and heavy
metals, ' government regulators

consoled themselves with a simple

belief;

Summitville, they - thought,
couldn’t get any worse.

It just did.

Instead of serving as a mere en-
vironmental disaster, Summitviile

is becoming a full-blown financial
nightmare. The U.S. Environmen-

tal Protection Agency has. been

forced to hire 55 full-time workers
— and spend $33,000 a day — to
prevent the bankrupt mine from
spilling 160 million gallens of cya-

- nide solution into the headwaters

of the Rio Grande Hiver,”
In less than three months, the
government’s emergency response

* at -Summitville has drained $2.3

million of taxpayers’ money. And
the cash hemorrhaging shows no
sign of easing. : S

The ultimate cleanup of Sum-
mitville, EPA says, is expected to

cost at least $60 million.

What's remarkable about the ex-
tent of Summitville’s environmen-
tal destruction is that it took so lit-
tle time to create, The mine,
constructed near the Continental
Divide along the western rim of
the San Luis Valley, didn’t even
open until 1986; it filed for Chapter

7 bankruptcy protection in Decem-

ber 1992,

During those seven years of op-
erations, Summitville became the
classic slow-motion accident, wit-
nessed by many but stopped by no
one. It was a scandal that resulted
from botched construction, reck-

-als.

*% Final Edition / 75 cents
© $1.00/$1.25 in Desigrated Areas

Fat ¥t

v

less mining, brutal weather, failed
state government regulation and
-budget-slashing politics at the Col-
‘orado Legisiature.

. "Everything that could go
wrong at Summitville did- go
wrong,” said Mike Long, director
‘of the Colorado Division of Miner-

The fiasco mnaﬂwﬁm Ken Sala-

‘zar, director of the Colorado De-
-partment of Natural Resources, to

call this month for a moratorium
on state approval of all new chem-
ical mining operations. And in

Please see SUMMITVILLE on 14A

Congress
could trip
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SUMBHTVILLE from Page 1A

872 Minis
rhental reforms,

mitville borror story. will

Washington, where Congress al-
ready wis considering a sweeping.
overhaul of the pation'y mining

g Act needs environ- .

be used by mining eritics 1o crip- -

ple theif business with more goy--
efnment’ regulation. Other mine

companies headquartered in Den-
ver are rying to make: the best of
athad situation by dopating more

than 1,000 hours of engineeriny

work at the Simmitvitle site,

mityille. Coasolidated Mining Co.

execatives themselves, . Péter

Guest, director of the firm, owned
by the bankrupt Galactic. Re-

sgurces of Vancodver, Canada, .
dida't respond 1o repeated requests

for interviews,

1The Summitville operation was.:
a, product of the gold rush that
swept through the West in the

19805.°At that time, the price of

the precious metal had soared to

as high as $30C per ounce -~ more

than-double the currest markel

rate,

that wave of high gold prices by
acquiring the Summitvitle site. A
“warid-class ore body in the San
VJuan Mountains that had been fea-
:tured for years in geology text-
‘books, Summitville was home to
srelatively small-scale minerat op-
veratigns since the 1370s.

L7 To extract gold from Summit-

.ville, Galactic propesed to use a-

ityanide beap-leach techaology.
<The idea was o excavate a 137-

‘foot-deep valley, fill it with 12 mid--
:Hon tons of crushed ore and theg

isprinkle & cyanide solution over it
0 chemicully remove the gold and
‘ither précious metals, Cyanide
‘heap-leach  technology altowed
companies {0 recover as little as
.04 ounces of gold from every

12,000 paunds of rock.
"y L.
he 1,231:acre mine site was
one of the biggest and most
. eomplicated hard-rock min-
psd eral operations ever propos:
#d t Colorade. But when Galactic
Formially delivered ita Sammitville
mans to the Colorado Mined Land

'But there's stilt one interested ..
party'that hasn't deen heard from. -
yet about the mess. That's Sum- .

-Galactic Resources tried 1o ride _

'# literally overflowed with Tm,.
nide, the engineering firm saié,
The pad and protective liner
were discovered to be leaking cya-
nide solution in June 1986, .
"“The leakage was aggravated

by the incorrect decision by'!(Ga-:
tacticj to rush the commencement -
of leaching operations in disregard

for the eauses or consequences of

the leakage,” the Klokn Leonoff.
engineers sald in court documents,”

“In their hasts to coriplete the lin-
er, the (Summitville managers}

disregarded the quality of its con- -

siruction.” : ,
The Summitvitle contractos that
wis hired to install the protective

liner, Gundle Lining - Systems,.

sgreed with criticisms of Galactje
in 1985 court documents. “Sum-
mitville has conspired with its par-
ent companies, Galactic and Ga-
lactie Lid, fo .mw..,n..m:ﬁm. the
‘cantract “and  mgreement

- Gandle in order to conceal its nwn

‘AN m2<m-.ﬂl.$umz.-ﬁ.r HAZARD’: The Summitvitle mine moaia.@un«n the San Lul

THE mum2<m% PosT

Shald 7

Further fests showed that the ep.’
tire L7-mile stretch of the Aldmosa
River downstream from Ssmmit-
ville wos devoid of {ish, officiate’

*
“The flows out of Summitville®

-dechnated the fishery,” naid John'

'} Alves, g division of wildlife biolo-'

_ 5 . T LB WA

T wtﬁﬂ_ 10 The Da:«.! Pase! u.u.m. Environmenint Protection Agency
s Valley in this photo taken In stumn,

A leok at bow prospactors are mining f

e A i 127 taat donp aad 48
@mﬁmm wide was blasted In

with

HOW SUMMITVILLE WORKED

id today

the grourd of Ric- Grands
County,

_@Egmwn*mveuuzmimsw@»mnf
_problems, . ' 5
- Alan Miller said his new stee! it:

 blefor killing a 13-acre alfaifa

g5t in Monte Vista, “Before Sum-’

- mitville, we did have a smalt but

viable fishery. After Summitville,”
the: acidity, zine and copper levels

. got bigh enough to kil fish

eanwhile, in the San Luls Val.*

"'oY, where 45,000 acres are irrigat-

#d by Alatnosa River fows, farm.”

rigation struciures, which cost
$40,000 and normally are expected
0 last 20 years, now are covered:

b with fust after just four years of
| Exposire to the newly acidic water!

in the Alamosa River. And cattie’

- Fanicher Jim Braiden said one of

ble steel irrigation pipes, which |
usually lasts at least 20 yeass, '

sprouted a J-inch rust hole after,
being éxposéd to just seven years

Soof acidie Alamosa River flows
. Braiden also Suspects the mine's

acid ‘discharges may be responsi-}

¥

field. -

;. By March 1992, after extracting
‘280,000 ounces of gold from Sum-
R mitville, Galactic stopped mining.

Compiny executives assured state |
regulators that they planned Lo
clean up the site. <
The probiem was that state reg.,
ulators enly had required Galastic |
to deposit & $4.7 million rectama- .
tion bund for cleanup. If they -
forced Galactic to put more money
inte a higher bond, state mine offi- ,
cials sajd, the exira requirement -
might bankrupt the egmepany and .
leave slate government with the |
whale pigss. - i
However, regulators gid man.
age to force Galactic 1o conduct a
new study detailing needed clean-:
up projects and required cleanup ;
costs, .
On Nov. 30, 1932, Gatactic gave »
ke state a report sazing that the !
Summitville mine site would take:
at leagt $20 million to clean up.n
Three days later, Galactic an.
waunced it was filing for wmaz.cwm
e o
‘Regulators were stunned. A $15
millon gap #xisted between what
Galactie had posted for bond and
what was needed for cleanup.




. mially delivered o o SAEUE RCUS 110, W0 lerminate the St e
r\\\.mmuﬁmw delivered its Summitville . contract and. agreement with SRR,
! pla to the Colorada Mined Land . mﬁamg.caﬁno@%nn: :
oy o .m éclamation Division In. Auguat -~ violation of the appHeabl
ol 198K, eate regulators didn't have governing envirgnmental safely, I
j - =pough Ume {a give the operation the records said. - O
' Atk indepandent review, [UAEE ?.gmn@_.gefs_wﬂﬁf 2
L WA 1978 state law, which regy- - yer for the Tining pad company .
Y WM all hard-tock minkng, forces wrote, “Numerous actions have

A "

i B VS, g0ld production

Emnwua_z_unonmw” 122 feet B
feet from overflow. N
EPA dispatohed an emergency,
response leam fo Summilville on
ibec. 8, The crew found a disaster
in the making, .
Summitville was discharging
3,000 gallons per rinute of con-
S o e 2
erent places, Many of -
charges were & foul ¢olor; one fig.
uld stream was called “red zinger”
becauke it Jooked Hie . ;
With winter windy blasting

ate tegulators to approve or re-  taken place at the Summitville: |-
et all proposed new mines — re- ming which mey create an envi-. |-
Bardless of size and complexity —  ronmentat hazard, and which may.
Wwithin {our months, eaganger the safely of the publie,”
&5 Under the law, if we dont give The problem was; no stats regis
¢ i mine operator a decision it lator Even koew about these accy:
1 JEC120 days, they get a freeble — satlons. In 1988, the year that:
3 ftomatie approval,” sald Jim Swmmitville began operatidng, the -
i ?&3 of the reclamation divi-  Colorado Legistature ot the state
" &loh, The appreval process ‘was.  hard-rock mining inspection bud-
complivated by the fact get from 561,000 to $250,000, The
£ the 1 ture gave the board  number of government mine in |

ind4 e just  spectors, who bad to monitor Sum-
orkers. They b e st mitvile and 3,000 othes an S0 |- v el EPA tiod'
Simmitville application as well Mﬁﬂnaua. was slashed frotm 1540 |4 a§§¢ muwn%aﬂﬁua. el ngnwu s
2% ooher mining ov,o_wmaoau ! ; lons of eyanide wagts in the hesp-

leach pile, Yaden with toxic jevels

i meBbort staffing _#d state regulators from t-

' Bid to'rely largely on the integrity: . ing regular Inspections of the Sury.

o A Judgments of the Sumrmitvitle mitville site during congtl ction,
perator and iis consuiting engl  ofticlals said, !

058 {he state, .4 ¢ - Those stiff budget cuts grevent.
uﬁ meant the stata

- ground for “You have to be sensitive to what's _er, which in tarn feeds the Rig
- Batural fil- . going o in the legistature » Grande, . ;
. But the stale’s paction angered  “If e left everything alone,'it

the milne's
?nguﬁ-gﬁﬁg cap . In the spring of 1986, a surge of M_Wuo»“.m ting

! 4
Euction h Te."
[ Mibe s cotomal mispare et out around 116 rogeeis s S04 Gueed lts " feney oty Sl Cub Legal De- <ould o over any time o wpols.
B alactle got its state permit In, “seversly efoded by water, Ga. . Profitabill--. Ol fense Fund made noisea abont fil. pond would overflow,” said Hays.
! B 1alt of 1934, Construction of the lactic atiorneys said, | oty . and of lng & citiren's lawsuit- againgt  Griswold, who is directing EPA’s
w P55t cyanide heag-leach pad begam  State mine regulators responded. 34 less . Summitville, and the EPA in No. effort. *The Pipes would freeze.

L~ vember 1990 vowed to penalize The Pumps would fail, A tpe
- Susenitviile if the stat didn't. equipment woyld have to be To-
. The oulside pressure worked, - Dlaced b very high expanse in the
! From February to June 1951, the Spring. We didnt want to It nw-‘m

Bealth” departmeut and Mined Dappen. So we took aver the site;
" Land Heelamation Division ppdi- The EPA had to hive 35 people
- fled: Summitville that the mine 1o prévent Summitvitle from spi).
- .unee again was violating state en. ing. The site, 17 miles up a dirt
- viconmental standards, In duly, road, requires g 24-hour-z-day
Summitviile. sgreed to pay snow removal crew, §

4 ‘ . P ; i a MWoney

gnwﬂlmﬁ.i..ﬁm.. -2 by slapplng Summitvill With a3

L. @fmga?gg soon 33,800 ﬁwx — ihe first i a long. now»%.ﬂww»m
. T34 ints trouble. According to Je. 2erles of government. penalties, T8y oleanup

{ mgﬁ Calactic was under **“ Auother malor design Haw be- projects T

vy w_ﬁaﬁo ure {rom a financier, came apparent In the mine's first - W

i nk of America, to compiete son- wﬂn&%ﬁnnﬁ.kg L et L

. 4n of the cyanlde heap-leach * utives originally estimated that .%&aaa.». %

H 9 quickly. As & vesylt; Summit- more ater would evaporata from wwu o8 2t

i e managers decided to hulld the the mine than would seep in from - StAndpoint,

1, at an elevation of 11,500 £, ralafall and snowmelt, the oppg- 2 4 ,
5 dont o i 00 fst ol proved to b trae” | TP level. ervor e i Fomno0 o fses ot tepeated envic  walls o Somme oine beneatCoes

jlinch protests of the mine’s de. ‘ } o Praved- di Ootonan e TR e, . fonmental law-breaking. buried under 40-foot 2now drifts,
$n englneers, , + turned out that“Summitville S38trous. From June to October (ot Was apparent that the distrt. oy the penalty didn't stop the Hundreds of gallons of chemicaly
§ In March and Apcil 1986, s [ actually fels more snowfall . ' 1587, Summitville suffered nine bution system wag failing all the probletas. The next sonth, in Au-  must be transported weekly to the
3 of avalanches biasted through - [ an saic) jotal of more than . 6Parate spills totaling 85,000 gal- i Holm said. “The hoses gogp Summitville suffered two mine, through blizzards ary) white-

B de pad's protective liner, - M 25 feet — ths the nearby Wolf '~ 1988 of cyanide-tainted finid into Yoald clog with particles and blow  fagpn c¥anide. leaks. And in Sep- outs, to reduce the toxie affect of
mmﬁmmﬂwu supposed to. prevent Greek skl area, which gets more  CIOBSY. Croek, a tributary of the apart: The Uguid would rush down teraber, the mine spilied another the liquids being released from

(- e ehemicals from 1 and - snow than any other Cofbrado re. - R0 Grande, nfo the creek. I saw it happen 1000 gallons of cyanide-tainted Summitville, :

nting several cresks that feed - sort. Summitville engineers mis. - - The Colorado Health Depart- whea [ was just standing there at fludd, The agency's work iy ua&n
%Eo Grande. The svalanches,  calculated the site's water balanee . MISRE ros; 1o 1988 by levying the site, = made more difficult by heavy
Gialactic lawyers. admitted i By 14 inches of water 4 year, state 327,000 penalty AgAINSK Sammit  Noverihelegs, the health depart- ¥ this. titne, alf the leaks smowfalls, The snowpack st Sym.
£hurt records, tore and shifted the  olficials saig, To give an ides of .. ville. . ment dido’t take inymediate ac. - and spills had exactsd a mitville stands at 133 it of

protective Hrer, the magnitude of that error, that's - In its original ed oo om. The water quality. division. hieayy'toll on the Alamosa  normal, with 16 feet of snow al.
s Summitville's design engineers,  the same amonnt of totdl precipl. . IikSim; just had aa.._éwwﬁ. 10 a bruising - | River, Threo different San ready ou the ground. EPA workery
Klohn Leonoff, accused the mise . tation that the Denver tRetro ares - political fight with state Sen, Tom - Luls Valey landowners feporied  are trying ts remove and treat as

: ompany of & negifpent rush te s in an entlra year, | | .y Tations, By 3 Norton, row the Sénate president, . ihat all the trout iy their farm  much cyandde-contaminated flulg
; Waswmﬁw anti-evanide :n...uwm In & k.m.g?ﬁawsa ijstake wag tives: later argaed: that this re- uqﬂ..moﬁwm healtl dépariment’s jurig- ponds were killed after they took &5 possible from. Summitvilie’s
U Ghurt documénts filed. in Vancog- staggering. Instead of faving the - quirement was irmpossible fo rneet diction in water auality idsues. ip Alamiosa- River water that heap-leach pile before an expacled
! @ the engineers sald Galacile level of cyanide-costaminated flu- because of the water-leve] miscal-  Norton’s 198¢ DL transferred - flowed from Sutnitville. A chery- 270 million gallons of snowmelt
roperly lald out farge areas” id drop inside the 127-foot-deep Gulation, - . much enforcement power for min- isd, Mary Mueller, Hamed the fish come rushing through the pite dup-
Protective liner; “did poth-  leach pad every yaab, the fluid lav- S0 the health department in May  ing water quality from the health Kill oo Swmmitvilie's discharges of  Ing the May, June and July snow-

i correct the inadequate back-  of actually rose by 16 oriso feet per. 1988 agveed to issue Summitville & depariment to"'the Mined Land highly acldie water and excessive  melt

lling and com; 0" of 5ol in  year, state regulatars aid, - " hew permit allowing the mine o Reclamation Boad, which already  levels of copper and zine, “They keep usking me at head-
fenches B,ognv_..__x liner; allowed From an economle standpoint, discharge treated liquids Into Hio wag understaffed, - - In June 1999, the Colorado Divi. quarisrs: ﬂmﬂu &T2 you golng to
vBhor operation of constroction  the water level EITOr was a serious Grande tributaries, Holm said that political brawlin - slon of Wildiife stocked 15,000 fin-  get Summitville turned off and

ring trout In Terrace Reservolr, shut down?” said EPAY Griswoeid,
ey downstrean from Sume who estimates the cleanup cost th
, : : abar ; tyille. But when stale blologists  be at lenst 36 million. 1 tel}
v Despite those problems, the forced to pour in mobe eyanide to ed liquid wastes to be vﬁs%ﬁ inte o g«&ogpnnmﬁ FBainst  took & fish fensuy of the reservolt  them: You need % come out H
Suminitville operatort’ proceeded  achleve the same o cal reac- - perforated hoses that would grads- Sumsnitvilia, “Palitics can never lpss than & month Iater, they found  and look at what we're up a
to fili the 45-acre tining pad unti] tion, That requirement increased elly let the fluid seep into the be far from my mind," Holm sald, np fieh living anywhere in the lake, Tt's not preity )

favipment” that ripped the protec-  biow, To compensate for WLz fn- - Summiteitle tried to handle s the legislature made 1t unclsar )
ive ..mgggﬁov.. creasing water level ‘inside the' “waste problem by “land applica-  whether the health departinent. 17
Er’practice for seam repalrg” gold ore heap, Sumznitville wag ton,” which for contaminate. gn.naw.gﬁng”ﬁa avthority _mi
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WISCONSIN OUTDOOR NEWS

Friday, March 29, 1996

By Mike Monte

A lifelong resident of Forest County, Mike Monte worked
for 17 years as a professional logger in and around the
Nicolet National Forest. He has owned and operated a local
newspaper for the last 8172 years.

Remember the popular movie, “A River Runs
Through It?” Based on a book by Norman MacLean, it
was the story of 4 man's life and the influence that fly-
fishing Montana's Big Blackfoot River played in giving
his life quality, contentment and meaning.

1f MacLean had lived in Forest County in or near the
Nicolet National Forest, he might have more aptly
titled his book “A River Starts In It.” This is a headwa-
ters area: when you look at a map of the Nicolet, you

see that rivers don’t run through it, they start here. The
Wolf, Pine, Popple, Peshtigo, 1o, just to name a
few, have their birth within the bé ies of the
Nicolet.

Maps tell us more than where we are or where we
might be going. The Nicolet map, showing the lands
selected to form the national forest, is also a testament
to the good common sense of the early land managers
charged with restoring a logging industry to the eco-
nomically devastated northern counties and providing
recreational opportunities for society to boot.

Few programs operated by our federal government

clean water worth?

tained-yield logging practices and nature’s healing
powers have turned the Nicolet into a productive
source of imber, a prime recreation area and a huge
water-purification system.

Northern Wisconsin is truly blessed with clean,
potable water. But northern Wisconsin doesn’t keep
her water, she sends it downstate, 24 hours aday, and
will continue to do so until the next period of glacia-
tion changes the topography. Downstream industries
and municipalities don’t always take good care of the
water, but they are assured the supply will be kept
fresh,

Northern Wisconsin, especially the area in and
around the Nicolet, could be looking at a huge change
in the way the land, and subsequently the water, is
managed and used. The relentless hunt for mineral
wealth in the northern landscape and the permits
sought by the Crandon Mining Company to open a
mine on the headwaters of the Wolf River witha
potential to pollute water for hundreds of years have
opened the question of resource use in the North. This
controversy forces the public and its government to
establish a value system for the resources in question.

Certainly, mining is-essential to a consumer-oriented
society. Nobody wants to give up the products we use
daily that have their origins in a mine any more than
we would want to give up other natural-resources

can boast of their success like the Nicolet and other :
Lakes States national forests. A combination of fire products like paper, lumber or food. . 5
suppression, the Civilian Conservation Corps, sus- {See Commentary, Page 15)
(From Page 2} Every mining company can been eliminated, as was the pub-

But one resource we take for make an estimate of the total dollar  lic’s watchdog, the Public
granted that is absolutely essential ~ value of an ore body, how many Intervenor.
for the health and well-being of short-term jobs will be added to This was done for those quantifi-
people and every other living local economies and what the dol-  zble values, the real dollars, and
organism is water. lar value ofb&\f:hgooqs and services ot for those more ephemeral val-

/ i i . purchased by the mining company  yes that we can’t equate with
We can easily tecognize the dol will add to state and local absolute dollar values. Those of us

lar value of a bottle of spring water
or a ton of zing ore, but how do you
compute the value in dollars of a
clean watershed? .

Many of the values of a clean
watershed can’t be quantified.
What is it worth, in dollars, to catch
a trout from the Wolf or a bass
from Rollingstone Lake, 2 fish you
can feed to your kids with com-
plete confidence that you aren’t
feeding therm a ha dose of
heavy metals like mercury, cadmi-
wm or lead? The health costs, once
incurred, can be quantified in dol-
lars, lots of dollars,

economies. But what mining com-
panies don‘t show you is what the

" -loss in quality of life will be, not

just to local residents, but to the
people who hunt, fish, relax and
use the north woods and its water
as a stress-relieving safety valve
from urban pressures. Who can
place a dollar value on that?
Everyone holding a political
office can quantify, in dollars, what
it will take to get elected. Lobbyists
continue to exert tremendous pres-
sure on our elected officials. Many
of the laws that would have pro-
tected the waters in this state have

who think afl values should be con-
sidered when deciding on a major
change in land use view the
process of mine permitting with
much apprehension. We can only
hope that lessons leamed in the
past and exercised by the land
managers who planned the Nicolet
National Forest won't be over-
looked in'the rush for those quan-
tifiable dollars.

As an old Chippewa gentleman
asked recently, “lf the water is
ruined, what will we drink, mon-
ey?”




‘Mr. GOP’ raps Thompson

By Matt Pormmer

_ The Capital Times By

The retired president of Wisconsin: Manufacturers
and Commerce has issued @ thinly veiled slap at Gov.
Tommy Thompson's style of governing.

"I understand a governor who wants to run every-
thing. If I were governor, maybe [ would want to. But
it's not in the best interest of Wisconsin's heritage -
Wisconsin's tradition of giving the public a chance to
be heard,” Paul Hassett said Wednesday.

Hassett, known as “Mr. GOP” to an older
generation, has becoming increasingly restless with
Thompson's centralization of power. He retired 1]

years ago as chief spokesmen for state business inter- \
B e AR Knowles; whom he served as executive secretary for

On Wednesday, the 78-year-old Hassett appeared
as treasurer of a new political action committee fight-
ing two pet ideas of the Thompson administration —
opening the door to sulfide mining in northern Wis-
consin and muzzling the office of public intervenor.

Former Democratic state Rep. Maxine Hough, now
chief executive officer of a recyeling company, will
chair the PAC. She said it had a modest fund-raising
goal of $20,000 10 $25,000. " - -

On Sunday, the new PAC will hold a fund-raiser to
honor Kathleen Falk and Tom Dawson, who were the
public intervenors for years. They resigned the posi-
tions after the 1995 state budget bill dramatically re-
duced its funding and independence.

Hough defended the pubiic intervenors’ action.
She said they usually settled disputes out of court and
it was “unacceptable” that the office effectively had
been eliminated, i

Hassett said the Office of Public Intervenor had
been - created under 'Republican.: Gov. -Warren

© blgyears; U :

He recalled how Knowles operated — never threat-
ening a veto or promising to veto legislation. Knowles
would always let critics try to sway him before he
acted on legislation, Hassett recalled.
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%’; the A.ntlga qurnal
e
stating j:ha“t water ‘and.. sewage “chargds “will
- inerease’ drdma cally'iri°the near future die to
renovationg” to. the''disposal plant.’ Similar in-
- creases have been taking place in cities through-
out the: Umted"States and’ th;s is- only the
begi nmngl,, A,

ewage trea;:ment is. really the Ieast of our
worries. ly-anyone gives a thought about
what is ‘happening to the suppif of good, drinking
water, It ig-ever more difficult to’ supply good
water. for.”human'’congim tion because water
everywhere is.becoming polluted. Estimates are

that.in 307 ‘years or less,. drinking ﬁvater wall ha” :
gr H

'expens;v nec i - :
: 'I’he* Enwromantal antectmn Agency has
passe zregulations ‘which will oz;ly allow. in-

dustry

carcinqgens. and’ gannot ‘be separated from ‘the
water-once they.are added to it. To by-pass these

regulations, thany - mdustnes pumip millions of N

gallons of water which is then mixed'with small -
amounts, of; their .poisonous material, .thereby

_ complyxpg‘mth‘th,& ‘tegulations. But'in time, all - '

of the water will by’ earrymé these chémials, and.
natures punﬁer& 'such.’ ag “sand,’ evaiaratzon,

sunshme and air will not se;:arate the'chemicals

nr

from-our drinking water. =~ .
" Toélean ity manually in'our punfymg piants
is extremely “éxpénsijve and,.in' gome ~cases,
impossiblel; ',{‘hese,.‘ch‘emxcals have been detected

in- Lake, Michjgan’ and Lake Superior, which

lakes supply us. underground wx!:h our <drinking -
‘water,

Here-in’ Antxgo we are b!essed w:th a supply of
-good. v}ater, byt even now we can smell and taste
the small “amounts6f chloring added ‘to it to
destroy harmful bacteria. In’ some cities in the
United States’ the water actually tastés and
smells so- bad one has to hold thexr nose ‘and *

swallow quiekly.

Jourhal “regently: pubi;shed an arucle B

0 have'one part per million of poiiutants .
in theuf ‘waste water. Most of these pollutants are

- —— -

If ourygovernmem ‘does not act more. demsxveiy

' to stop thig ¢hiemical pollution of pur.waters, the

ngxt.generation or.50.will_be buyinz water at a
prwe ‘Which ‘will imidké “olr ‘present™sewage ex-
- penses:seem. like wipittance. Most. agults doday . ...
*are contributing & very large part of ‘their
incomes ' toward- the welfare of -their. children,

i never” thznkmg that these children. will have a

difficult time stay:ng héalthy because this gener-

" ation is poisoning their life-giving water.. -

I say, life-giving, because nothing: can live
without ‘water. ‘Even our rain water. contains
acids after going through an evaporation process.
;thla it is true that we must have industry, we
‘also need :a good quality of gir to. breath -and
- water to drink. ‘So when you see ‘grmoke ‘stacks
“belching out:clouds of: chemxcais, or ‘see. waste-
water running inte our rivers from industrial
plants, you alsc see future generations of people
needlessly dying. These future generations con-

¢ sist of your children and their offspring. And it
© isn't just the mdustnqs which are responsible for .

- or garage. Dispise of your left over

this ‘pollution. It's every one us, Think' twice
before you dump that drain-oil behind the shed
arden
chemicals in the prescribed manner, dnd do your
- best to comply with regulations set down by the
DNR and other agencies, The life you save may

_ be the life of your grandchildren. .
Anthony J. Michael
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Who ‘bought’ the state budget?

In 1995, Wisconsin conservationists
fought in vain to oppose codicils in the
State Budget Bill (AB 150) that trans-
ferred the appointment power over the
secretary of the Department of Natural
Resources from the Natural Resources
Board 1o the governor and that elimi-
nated for all practical purposes the office
of Wisconsin Public Intervenor.

Despite the fact that there was no
widespread support for these actions and
despite the opposition by tens of thou-
sands of Wisconsin taxpayers to these
moves, the Republican-controlled state
legislature passed on party-line votes the
plans to politicize the DNR and do away
with the ““citizens’ *® lawyers, i.e., Publ-
ic Intervenors, within the Department of
Justice, with a!l Republican assemb-
lypersons and state senators approving
these plans and all Democrats opposed.

If people are wondering how their
voices were muted in this debate, Wis-
consin’s Environmental Decade has
some answers.

Late last year, the Decade held a press
conference and distributed information
on groups that lobbied for and against
the budget bill as it was enacted, and how
much each of those groups spenton their
lobbying efforts. To the surprise of no
one, the eight groups with the worst
environmental records - and those who
stand to gain the most from a policitized
DNR and a non-existent Public Interve-
nor - oulspent pro-environmental and
conservation organizations by over

11-to-1. The chart accompanying this
article details those expenditures.

Included- among the “‘Anti-
Environmental Eight’ as submitted by
the Decade was Crandon Mining Com-
pany, a partnership of Exxon Minerals
Co. and Rio Algom, Ltd., of Ontario,
Canada, which is seeking to open a zine-
copper-silver-gold mine near the head-
waters of the Wolf River in southern
Forest County. =~

In remarks at the press conference
detailing these findings, Decade Execu-
tive Director Pam Porter stated, **We
ask, who bought the budget and who was
working for whom? The people of Wis-
consin didn’t ‘ask to have the Public
Intervenor’s office gutied; they didn't
ask for our Department of Natural
Resources to become politicized; they
didn’t ask to have drinking water stan-
dards weakened.”” _

**This report,” Porter noted, *“shows
why our environment lost so badly in the
budget battle, and why. the thousands of
citizens” letters and. phone calls fell on
deaf ears. Money talks, and nowhers
does it talk louder than in | e halls of our
state capitol, ‘The analysis of Tobbying
reports clearly shows a huge discrepancy
between those working to protect envir-
onmental and health standards and those
seeking to weaken them.”

The top eight environmental lobbying
roups spent a fotal of $65,250.17, while
the top eight anti-environmental groups
spent_a total of $741,500.21.

““The situation is actually worse than
what _these numbers_show," Porter
stated. **On the pro-environmental side,
the “top eight” are about the ONLY eight
groups} lobbying for the public’s right
to clean air and water. But on the other
side, only the eight biggest spenders
were  xamined.””

"“We:are entering a new period for
Wisconsin,” said Porter, ‘“‘and this
report is issued as a ‘wakeup call’ to citi-
zens, because we need their help. Qur
natural resources, our health and safet
and our-way of life in Wisconsin are
being threatened by special interest

groups who stand to benefit from
immmgwam Wisconsin’s tough laws and
standards. This threatens Wisconsin's
integrity, our state’s profound and deep
respect for clean government and our
participatory democracy. Wisconsin is
quickly becoming a crude and crass sate
where our Tutire 15 not shaped by good
w:. thoughtful policy, but by the 1g2eS1
uck.” .

For more information on the Decade's
report on lobbying efforts over the
recently-passed State Budget Bill, con-
tact: Wisconsin's Environmental
Decade, 122 State St,, Suite 200, Madi-
son, WI 53703, Or, call (608) 251-7020.

Editor, Wisconsin Trout:

I want 10 congratulate  Wisconsin
Trout Unlimited and its newspaper, Wis-
consin: Trout, for coming forward with
much needed information on the envi-
ronment, -especially in the Fall, 1995,
issue.” Having been involved' with the
issues: = the Public Intervenor, cabinet

government for the DNR, Outstanding

Resource Waters, DNR' reorganization
and mine pollution - for many years,
can only say, “‘Thank God that you
called a spade a spade!’* if people feel that
the articles in the paper are biased, all they
have to do is look at the facts and observe
the voting records - of our elected
officials.. . '

Every environmental group in the
state supported the Public Intervenor’s
office. Those of us who worked with it
on key environmental issues know how
badly . that office will be missed.

Wisconsin has had for many years one
of the best run DNRs in the country. That
15 why we opposed Mr, Thompson’s
attempts o politicize the position of
DNR secretary and eliminate the Natural
Resources Board. Those of us who have
been fighting to save northern Wiscon-
sin from contamination associated with
mining know exactly what you are talk-
ing about,

Anyone who feels that these issues -
toss of the Public Intervenor and the
politicizing of the DNR secretary posi-
tion - won’t have an impact on the future
of trout fishing should become more
involved; then they may leamn the facts.
Thanks again for these articles, and keep
up the good work.

_ Sincerely,
Wally Cooper

3995 Shepard Lake Road
Rhinelander, WI 54501




CRANDON, WISCONSIN
Exxon and Rio Algom want to
apen a huge copper-zine shatt
ming nax11o tha Mole Lake

Chippawsg Reservanon, upsream
from its wild rice beds, and in the
headwaters of the Woll River.

ARCTIC NWR. ALASKA

Exxon1a among the ol Brms
waniing 1o dnll for oil in the
Arctic National Wildlite Reluge.
Amovamentiof Gwich'in
Indians and envirgnmentalists
has so far provenied large-
scale drilling in the reluge.

ELLIOT LAKE, ONTARIO

Rio Algom ran the Eliot Lake
uranmm mnes in the 1850s-70s. 3
Over 80 meners died of lung
cancer, The Serpent River
Ojibwe curtaried fishing due 10
radivacivily and sulphuri¢ acids,
Rates of mary diseases warg
wick those of other reserves,

VALDEZ, ALASKA .-
The Exxon Valdez oil spill in
1988 desvoyed ihe economias
of Incran and non-indian fishing
5 villages. Populations of salmen,
haring, and other scalile have
nof recovered, Crandon Mining
PA man Witey Bragg had the
same job for Exxon in Alaaka,

NOVA SCOTIA = m
An Exxon subsidlary dosed the
Gay Mills lsad-zing shalt mine in
1981 due 1 flooding, 8 problem

it knew abouf whan the mine
openad in 1979, Rio Algom's East
Komptvilte mine taitings pond
teaked toxic chamicals and heavy
melals into tha Tusket River,
thraatlaning the nesasby jobster
fishery. The on mine, ciosed in
1991, i3 siill not deaned up.

1
-~

HIGHLAND, WYOMING

Exxan's uranium tallings pond
contaminated groundwaler and
a creek, according 1 a siate
agencyn 1982 A ruck spilled
five tons of yranium goncentrate
lrom the ming in 8 1977 crash

in Colorado {the largest spill
ever of mdicactve 'yellowcake?),

m——— BAYTOWN, NJ. .
COLONY, COLORADG - An Exxon pipaiine ruptired

“Exxoh withdrow fromthis : _ in'1988, apiling & halt-milion.
expensive off shale pm{ac:t in g gallons otoil Into New Jersay's
1982, Over2000'workars X Arthur Kil watorway. The EPA
heard they wore fald off from’ I 8 fined Exxon in 1992 fornot -
s tnd st | r9poring chomical reaases.
have the jobs they'd baen ¥ . ST .
promised two weeks bolore, HiGHLAN_ﬂS. TEXAS
NE EKiQ — ' ) Exxon's Liberty Waste chamical
YTy vy I VEXICO | GUATEMALA : other nasses. Tho company
were mmong the companias - Exxon has drilled or explored | satded with residents for
that bought up & third of Indian for oll through the Petén region $11 million in 1987,
and pubfic fand In the Four of northern Guatemala and the
Comara, Exxonwas the primary Chiapas state of southem
cool and uranium loase holder | Maxco, Both forested regions. -
on Havajo and Puoblo'lands. - have bean the bases of |
W _ y _ Indigenous rebal groups.

. ! T GUAJ!RA GQLOMBEA a
:Em:nmawt : prol - Exvonhadsince 188N
tounded by John D, Rodmfeﬂer Seuth America’s largest coal

in 1863, its former namos are mine, El Carreidn, on this
Esso and Standard Off of N.J, paninsula, iis on theland
s mday e world's bigges! of Wayuls indians, who have
oil giant, with a budgetiarger _ sullerod forced relocations,
than that'of mahy countries. coal dust, and deplalad water.
itis also a major producer ol Over 30°minoworkers have
minerals;- Among off firrms, itis died on the job. Cranddn Mining
the largest holder of coat Ca. Pras. Jarry Goodrich was
resorvos, and the 2nd largest V.2, of Operatdona here,
hoider of uranium resérves. '
{It has explored for uranium in
‘ Adzona, Saskatchowan,
Afaska, New Jorasoy, Minne-
sota, Michigan, Ausiraila, and
alsgwhare .} in 1989, Exxan
had the worst ming safely
rocord among the top 20 US.
undorground mining firma.

in 1992, Survival International
put Exxon on ity st of the

Top Ten comaorate viclators

of Natve poopio's righta,

LA DISPUTADA, CHfLE

Exxon entared the coppas
businessin 1578 by purchasing
this complex. The deal way the
firat of its kind since & coup
ovorthrew an slectod govern-
ment five yeors belore. The doal
-was widely condlemnned, since
the military junta was'a maiar
human ﬁghta viotsmr o

AMAZONIA, ECUADOR
Exxonis among the firma
dillling lor 0if on the lands of
Hiraoranl indians in the north
ensten lowlands, glsrupting ™
Mative cultaraa and land rights.

Rio A?gom
Rio Algom is formary ownied by

. the UK firn Ble Tinth Zing (which
runs the Ladysmith mine}, ‘RTZ
triad 10 soll tha company in 1853,

For tloro "t‘:i:oimaiian
Minewaich, 218 Liverpoo! Foad,
London N1 WLE | England

Ask lot publications The Guliver

Where They're From -

bocauss of ity cas in Exxon hoadquanera is in Toxas, bul could not find a single buyer Fite {1990} ardd Plundor {1681},
Colombia, Ezﬁ?:; it and s subsidiary ExxonCoal's due o Habllides from ;,'; EEI,’{ Map prepared by Midwest Treaty
withdrow from the Crandon Minerals {s based in Denver, Lake disasisr, The Highland Natwork (731 State St., Modison
projact in 1986 becauss of Rio Algom is headquartersd in Valley copper-molybdenum Wi, 53703; telfax 608 245-2256)
lowe matal prices, butthe Toronto, Canada, Togethor the ' min in British Columbla keeps and the Wiscensin Hesources
price of Zine is about the wo compantes 7 1993 formed : Rio Algom fnancially affoat, but Protection Counclt {210 Avon

the *Crandon i\&nmq Co ol the tompany iz olen cperated 5L 49, LaCmase M 54803;

Crandon, Wisconsin, | with a large defidt, tal fax 608-784-4399)




Copper sulflde mining is
h more dangerous |

than |ron mmmg

Ther " | er been a sucefullv
rec!anmed Copper Zinc Sulflde mme
B anywhem in th:s countryﬁ |

It has never been donem

: Why on earth is the DNR thmkmg about permlm
the headwaters of the Wolf Rver? Will Exxon’s

UW Center for Geographsoai
Anaiyszs

Potcnu i for daimxg,e ifmm ac:d
mine drainage] may be so0 severe as to
require perpetual monitoring and
maimenance ssmilar 1o that done by
federa! authortues with radioactive wasle
matenal. Even facing an indeterminate
probability of the occurrence of this level
of catastrophe. public agencies must
explicitly acknowledge its likelihood
during land use planning and during
budget design  — Michael McNamara,
Metallic Miming in the Lake Superior
Region, Cemer for Geographical
Anabvas, UH AMadison, Get. 1976

Mineral Policy Center
“High sulfide mine wastes retain the

- ability 1o generaie acid as ‘long as they

exist unitil either they become part of
another permanent rock structure or until
the acid is all generated and carried
away.”

“When we talk about sealing them and
capping them, we are talking about doing
it for a millennium. If the covering we
put over them crodes away of cracks. and
water gets in the problem does not go
away. [t happens. It is different {rom
radioactive wastes. which slowly decay.
the problem (of acid leaching) never goes
away until the acid reaction takes place.
You have to took al capping them for a
thousand years - AMineral Policy
Center, Washington, D.C. -

ng a copper zine sulfxde mine at
Crandon project be our Vaidez?

Minnesota DNR

“The techniques and cosls assoctated
 with recldmanon of high sul{ur wasic:
rock are unknown. There arc no: prov en
cost effective technologes for the
acceptable long-term mitigation of
potential impacts.” - Mimng, Inpact
and Mitigation Research, Minnesala
Department of Natural resaurces. 198Y

Minnesota Poilution
Control Agency

“Collection and Lreatment of acid
mine drainage can be effective m the
short term, but may have to continue for
generations while acid minc drainage
continues. — Report on Minng
Simulation Project. Minnesota Pollinion
Cuontrol Agency. [990

Mining waste will remain toxic for a very iong time, if anything goes wrong ! it may

become the taxpayers burden You have a right to say NO! before the problems begin.

Tell Govenor Thompson, your legislatars, and the DNR that you don't want a

copper-

zinc sulfide mine on the Wcmg River.

Researched and pasd for by WA TER
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Mine Plan and Environmental Impact Report

l} Crandon Mining Company |

. Water levels will not change on Lucerne, Metonga, Ground
- Hemlock, Mole, St. Johns, Oak, Crane, Pickerel,
. Post, Kimberly, Walsh and other lakes more
- than'two miles from the mine. '-
'+ Effects on Rolling Stone and Rice lakes will
- be too small to. measure.
+ Among lakes closest to the mine, there will be

* minor effects - less than one inch - on
- Little Sand, Duck and Deep Hole lakes.

State of Wisconsin
" Department of Natural Resources
~Public Se;_vice Commiss_ion

Final Environmental Impact Statement .
Exxon Coal and Minerals Co. Zinc-Copper Mine

Crandon, Wisconsin

November 1986

LAKE IMPACTS WITHOUT MITICGATION
n would affect water levels in lakes near the mine to varying degrees. The
extent to which a lake would be impacted by the drawdown depends on its relationship to the
groundwater and its proximity to the mine. In drainage lakes near the mine, groundwater discharges
directly into the lakes, and the groundwater drawdown would decrease the amount of groundwater
inflow. Area drainage lakes which could be affected by the groundwater drawdown include Rice,
Rolling Stone, Ground Hemlock, Crane, and Pickerel Lakes. N
without mitigation, mine pumping would significantly affect levels in Little Sand, Dee’p'Hole and
Skunk Lakes. Duck Lake also would be impacted but to a lesser degree. Table 3-6 provides expected
declines in lake levels from the groundwater drawdown along with the expected _and maximum

evere impacts, with an

increases in lake seepages. Little Sand Lake would experience the most s

average lake level decline of approximately 6.9 feet and lake seepage increasing between 568 and 710
d 1.9 feet, respectively, while

gpm. Deep Hole and Skunk Lakes would decline approximately 0.6 an t
Duck Lake would decline less than 0.2 feet. All lakes would drop below the minimum level necessary
& expected (o regain minimum

eep Fole Lakes wou .
take levels would cause a comparable decrease in lake
low mos! of the time and evolve into 2

The groundwalter drawdow

to protect public rights, although Duck and

levels during part of the year. Declines in
surface areas. Skunk Lake would become small and very sha

seasonally flooded wetland.
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cmbp;er sulfide mining Is
much more dangerous
than iron mining.

ff;There has never been a sucessfully
reclalmed COpper Zinc Sulfide mme

anywhere in this country. ,
""lt 'has never been done.

Why on earth is the DNR thinking about permitting a copper zing sulfide mine at
the headwaters of the Wolf Rver? Will Exxon’s Crandon project be our Valdez?

UW Center for Geographical
Analysis

“Potential for damage [from acid
mune drainage] may be so severe as 1o
require perpetual monitoring and
maintenance similar to that done by
{ederal authorities with radicactive wasle
material. Even facing an indeterminate
probability of the occurrence of this level
of catastrophe, public agencies must

explic  wknowledge its likelihood
during  .d use planning and during
budge:  wgn.” — Michael McNamara;
Metal: fiung in the Lake Superior
Regiar “enier for Geographical
Analys W Madison, Oct. 1976.
- Minm
beco
Tell

Mineral Policy Center

“High sulfide minc wastes retain the
ability to generate acid as long as they
exist until either they become part of
another permanent rock structure or until
ihe acid is all generated and carried
away.”

“When we talk about sealing them and
capping them, we are talking about doing
it for a millennium, If the covering we
put over them erodes away or cracks, and
water gets in the problem does not go
away. It happens. 11 is different from
radicactive wastes, which slowly decay,
the problem (of acid leaching) never goes
away until the acid reaction takes place.
You have 10 look at capping them for a
thousand years™— AMineral Policy
Center, Washington, 5.C

copper -zine sulfide mine on the Wolf River.

Researched and paid for by WA TER.

Minnesota DNR

“The techniques and costs associated
with reclamation of high sulfur waste
rock are unknown. There are no proven
cost effective technologies for the
acceptable long-term mitigation of
potential impacts.” — Aining. lmpact
and Mitigation Research, Minnexoia
Department of Natural resources, 1989,

Minnesota Pollution
Control Agency

“Collection and treatment of acid
mane drainage can be effective i the
short term, but may have to continue for
generations while acid mine drainage
conlinues. -~ Report on Mimny
Simulation Project, Minnesota Potlution
Cantral Agency, 1990

saste will remain toxic for a very long time, if anything goes wrong it may
“the taxpayers burden. You have a right to say NO! before the problems begin.

senor Thompson, your legislators, and the DNR that you don't want a

h




RIVER ALLIANCE

News Release

| OF WISCONSIN.
122 STATE STREET, SUITE 200
MADISON, WISCONSIN 33703
SOR-257-2424 FAX 60B-251-1635
wisrivers@igr.ape.com

Embargoed Until:
April 16, 1997
10:00 a.m.

Contact: Sara Johnson, Executive
Director, or Zev Ross, Conserva-

~ tion Programs Coordinator
(608) 257-2424

Wolf River Named
One of Most Endangered Rivers
~in North America ’

National group’s report says proposed Exxon Mine is dangerous threat to the river

Keshena, W1 — The Wolf River today was named the 5th Most Endangered River in North America by
American Rivers, the nation’s leading river conservation organization. Conservation, environmental and
tribal leaders hope this national warning will prompt the Wisconsin Assembly to vote on a bill that would
protect the Wolf from unproven mining practices. The legislation, known as the Mining Moratorium Bill,
passed the Wisconsin State Senate with overwhelming support earlier this year.

The list of the 10 Most Endangered Rivers, published annually by American Rivers, highlights rivers that
face the continent’s worst environmental abuse. The Wolf, a National Wild and Sceni¢ River and state-
designated Quistanding Resource Water, is endangered because of a proposed metallic sulfide mine in its

headwaters area in Wisconsin’s Northwoods.

“This listing brings more national attention to the plight of the Wolf River, Wisconsin’s most threatened
natural resource,” said Sara Johnson, Executive Director of the River Alliance of Wisconsin, a state-wide,
non-profit river conservation organization. “The experts at American Rivers have seen the devastating
effects of sulfide mining in places like Colorado, New Mexico and elsewhere and are sounding this alarm to
urge the Wisconsin State Assembly to prevent a similar disaster from destroying the Wolf River.

Texas-based Exxon Coal and Mincrals and Canadian-based Rio Algom, both multi-national corporations
with notorious polluting records, have proposed to mune a zinc and copper sulfide deposit near Crandon.
Mine waste from the project would cover an area the size of 330 football fields and would stand 90 feet
high, making the waste heap the largest toxic waste dump in Wisconsin history. Sulfuric acid and heavy -
metal drainage from the waste dump would threaten the Wolf River, as well as other natural resources, the

tourism economy and tribal cultures associated with the river.

{(More)

‘ . . . I &
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The Mining Moratorium Bill (AB 70, sponsored by Rep. Spencer Black) requires the state Department of
Natural Resources to refrain from issuing permits to metallic sulfide mines until companies can point to a
similar project that has operated for 10 years and been closed for 10 years without polluting ground or
surface waters. Such an example has yet to be found. The State Senate recently passed the bill 29 to 3. .

“Not one mine similar to that proposed by Exxon has ever operated and been reclaimed without polluting
ground or surface water,” said Johnson. “That’s like someone wrecking a car every single time they drive,
and now they want the keys to your car,” said Johnson. “Exxon’s asking to take a test drive by mining near
the Wolf with unproven technology. But sulfide mining has wrecked too many rivers and Exxon has
wrecked too many cars — the citizens are unwilling to turn over the keys.”

1. .cport notes that the Wolf is one of the most pristine rivers in the country, and a primary destination
for Midwestern river-based recreation. By harming the Wolf River, the mine threatens to depress the
important tourism and recreation-based economy of the area, as well as harm tribal cultures. -

“Tens of thousands of people spend millions of dollars each year enjoying a unique autdoor experience on
the upper Wolf River, one of the midwest's few remaining large, free-flowing, whitewater, trout rivers. It
attracts and supports the focal tourism industry,” said Herb Buetmer, owrier of the Wild Wolf Inn, a_
business that depends on the pristine Wolf River. “The citizens insist that the state must fulfill its trust
responsibilities for the Wolf River. The Wolf River has done much for my life and [ fesl obligated to

protect it for future generations.”

“Exxon’s Wolf River mine would poison our water, kill our fish, destray our forests and ruin our tounst
industry,” said Apesanahkwat, Chairman of the Menominee Nation, “It would desecrate and destroy our
cultural properties and our burial sites. We can stop this insanity. We can pags a common-sense law that
makes Exxon prove they can-mine responsibly: Listening to their lies and false promises is over. We will
‘1ot be Exxon’s experiment for unproven mine technology. We will deal with sulfide mining companies with
a5 iron fist. " _ S R S TR : ) ;

This national listing is the latest in a groundswell of opposition to this mine. Never before have so many
people come forward to protect a natural Wisconsin treasure; g ‘ E
* More then 35,000 people across this country have sent letters to the Army. Corps of Engineers asking

them to stop the Exxon mine. :

* Thousands of people across our state have attended dozens of hearings and rallies to voice their
congurn. ' '

* Sixty-seven community, environmental and conservation organizations representing hundreds of
thousands of citizéns in Wisconsin - the largest alliance of groups ever formed in this state to protect a
water resource - have joined together to fight this mine. t

* And last month, the Wisconsin State Senate in a nearly unanimous vote of 29-3, passed the common-

sense Mining Moratorium Bill.

The Mining Moratorium Bill is now in the Environment Committee of the Assembly. Despite tremendous
public and legislative support, the committee has yet to schedule public heanngs or 2 vote. “This
designation today of the Wolf as a nationally endangered waterway sends a message loud and clear down
river to the members of the Wisconsin State Assembly in Madison -- Pass the Mining Moratorium Bill!
Anything short of a vote makes a mockery of our representative form of government,” Johnson concluded.

The River Alliance held press conferences today at four locations: Keshena, Madison, Milwaukee & Eau

Claire. For more information visit the River Alliance Web page at hitp://www.igc.org/wisrivers.
# # #
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Wisconsin's Mining Laws: How Tough They Aren't

By M. J. Kewley
City Pages

- Wausau's News & Entertainment Weekly Magazine
June 7-13 ‘

P.O. Box 942
Wausau, WI 54402

[Reprinted with permission]

Governor Tommy Thompson said it. So did DNR Secretary George Meyer. And we hear it from mining
companies all the time. :

- "Wisconsin has tﬁg tb'ﬁghest_'nﬁniag laws in the country."

e 'Meyer_proué}y used t__iia't_'iin'e' three weeks ago to open a public hearing in Tomahawk on a massive zinc
and copper mine proposed in Crandon.

Peter Theo, director of government affairs for Crandon Mining Co., echoed Meyer's assessment a few
days later during a telephone interview: "Wisconsin has some of the toughest regulations in the country."

Like an overspun Elvis tune, this hit is sung again and again. One can't hang around the mining arena for
long without hearing it.

. "They (mining companies) say that in every state they're in," ‘state Rep. Spencer BIack,BMadlson,smd |
~"Its justsort of a mantra with them” .. TP

"The laws are technical " added state Sen. Russ Decker, D-Schofield. "But not that tough.”

- Even one of the state's'ge_oldgists,' Tom Evans, calls the "tough on mining" banter a "fruitless
~characterization, "

Funny thing is, it's not only tried, it's untrue. Wisconsin's laws aren't the first toughest, and they're not
. even second, third, fourth or fifth toughest. As far as toughness goes, Wisconsin mining laws are not even
* in the top 10.
Playing this broken record is meant to ease public concern about mining's environmental hazards,
But the fact is, Wisconsin is censidgred‘ about average when it comes to mining regulation, according to a
1990 report from the Mine Waste Task Force of the Western Governor's Association. The study
tabulated state regulations in 17 western states that conduct mining, including Wisconsin,

The Sierra Club's Bruce Nilles, Madison, sees no winners when it comes to mining regulations. "There
hasn't been any model state, anywhere," he said. "Every state has its strengths, and then has huge gaps."

Wisconsin Resource Protection Council spokesman Al Gedicks said many are lax on enforcement.
"Colorado has some of the most strict requirements," Gedicks said. "It hasn't prevented problems."
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While the Western Governor's Association report doesn't show the details of each law, it does paint a
- general picture of Wisconsin's strengths and vgg&r_:;e:sges«_ e
On one big issue -~ groundwater quality ~- Wisconsin lags. Fleven other states maintain non-degradation’
standards relating to groundwater. A non-degradation standard makes it illegal for a mining operation to
change the existing groundwater quality.

In 1981, Wisconsin eliminated its non-degradation standard and moved to a standard that sets the
maximum allowable amount of contaminants allowed in groundwater. In essence, the state adopted the
federal drinking water quality standard.

"It means the cleaner the groundwater, the more contaminants they can dump into it," Gedicks said.

Evans, geologist with the state Geological and Natural History Survey, said the state is better off with the
- lower groundwater quality standard, "I know we had a non-degradation policy. But it wasn't a standard,"
 he said, because biologists lacked a specific numerical percentage they could enforce. While the policy

" was in place, Evans said, "we had all kinds of industries discharge into streams. We had non-degradation
- at the same time we had paper mills."

Wisconsin law is more stringent when it comes to surface quality. The state is among 15 that maintain a
‘non-degradation standard for surface water. All but one of those states (Arizona) also sets limits on
discharge of effluent. ' '

- When it comes to closure and reclamation requirements, the Western Governor's Survey showed
Wisconsin was about average in the amount of regulations required. Forty-six states, including
Wisconsin, have comprehensive closure programs. But there is a big difference here, While many states
-set specific state-wide limits on waste chemical neutralization, groundwater seepage barriers and waste
- system-encapsulation, Wisconsin's laws are site specific. '

Whether different requirements are better depends on whom you ask. No one interviewed was prepared
to make a state-to-state comparison of mining regulations.

BUREAUCRATIC EROSION

-

So just how has Wisconsin's mining laws evolved over time?

Since its passage in 1978, there have been dozens of modifications of the state's mining codes. Most
made the laws more lenient. Very few placed additional requirements on mining companies,

" "It's weak; it's inefficient," said Black of the existing code,

“In a way, it's to be expected,” Evans said of the dozens of changes made in the past 18 years. He said the
mining industry demanded the changes, and the state complied, ‘

T you look at the regulations iri 1978-79, we had this horrendously difficult package of regulations,*

Evans said. "The [mining] industry perceived it as very tough . . . what's happening is that we are
realizing what we need to hold on to." '

What Wisconsin hasn't held on to is any regulation that hinders mining development.

IRIAT A0-0.%4
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And today, as Evans assessed, "they (mining companies) have the po!ltlcal clout to shoot anything down
they are opposed to."

Two types of oversight are commonly used to permit mining -- state statutes and Wisconsin Department
of Natural Resource rules. The state statutes are meant to provide direction of the DNR, whsle, the rules
offer the specifics.

-Changes started with the shift in the groundwater standard in 1981. Since the early 1980s, the whittling
process has continues piece by piece. Many of the changes were tagged onto lengthy budget bills.

‘ "Wherz it'staggedona budget bill, there's not a public notice made Decker said, "so people don't have
the opportunity to organize opposition."

' ."I‘hat’s what happened in 1988, when the legislature approved the creation of Local Agreement
'___Comnuttees The bill spec:ﬁcally allowed these committees to ovemde local zoning ordmances and bans
on mzmng :

: 'i‘he law addressed a fundamental problem hoidmg Kennecctt Corp from opemng its copper mine at
Ladys:mth Both the town of Grand and Rusk County had enacted local mining regulations, including a
_ mlmng moratorium in the town of Gragt.

' "Ninety—»nine percent of the Legislature didn't know it was in the budget," said Gedicks. It passed, and in
1991, Kennecott got its permit, even though local laws prohibited it. The open pit copper mine has been
in operatien since 1993,

.:I,n addmaﬁ 10-the groundwater quality standards and the local agreement camzmttees there are fumerous
S _'examples of changes made to that state's mining regulatzcns SRR : ST

In 1983, DNR rules exempted mining companies from all groundwater pollution standards within its
mining site boundaries. In 1983, the state lifted its 640-acre maximum acre limit on land purchases by

- foreign corporations interested in mining exploration. And in 1989, the state removed weight and length
restnstmm on trucks hauling iron ore.

 WHAT HAS FAILED | | -
What has failed to pass the leg:slature is as noteworthy as what has passed.
In 1989, after a talc deposit was dxscovered at the Mead Wildlife Refuge, the !egtsiature passed a bill to
pfohnblt mining on state forest and park land. Thompson vetoed the measure in 1990, the bill passed

again, and Thompson vetoed it a second time.

"1 thought that when you set aside a state park for future generatxons the last thing yeu expect to see
there is a mine," Black said.

In 1990, Sen. Russ Decker authored a bill ordering the DNR to consider the environmental track record
of mining companies seeking to do business in Wisconsin (read Exxon equals Exxon Valdez).

Finally, in 1990, a watered-down version made its way through the Legislature. Decker's assessmient:
"My intent was to come back in the second session and get some enforcements. But the Republicans got

0AM5A7 0829021
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control of the Senate.”

In 1991, the state passed a law allowing the D IR to.deny mining permits to any company convicted of a
felony for environmental violations in the United

ates in the past year. But the same law also gave the
DNR the authority to grant a waiver, in essence, voiding the inten?. _o_f the iaw. _

In 1993, Black ﬁttempieé to make mining operations subject to the same groundwater laws as other
industry. It passed the Assembly, but was killed by Senate' Republicans. As a result, the mining exemption

still exists, but rest assured that your neighbor's attempt to build an outhouse would still be subject to
more stringent groundwater laws, . ‘

~ State Rep. Greg Huber, who has 'éonsister_a_tlyf supported miniflg reform, believés the economic benefits
have bolstered the trend toward relixed regulation. "A substantial number of people in£areas wherethere ..
are mines proposed want the jobs 2nd the spin ofF that comes flom ine jous,” Huber said. = "~ *

- ANOTHER SWIPE AT AMORATORIUM

* This ful, Black will be back. And he's getting organized early A petition-driven campaign will begin June
13 in support of his mining moratorium bill, which the Republican-controled Senate left undone by
dismissing its session a week early last month,

_ '"That bill received more p"ubﬁc'su,pport~ than any other bill in the Senate," Black said. Decker agreed that

calls to his office indicated mining development is one of the top five issues in northern Wiscorisin, -

~ Black's bill would, in effect, ban mining on any massive sulfide ore body until, somewhere in the United
‘States, mining companies could show they are operating safely and have reclaimed a site for at least 10

_ years. Most believe that mining in sulfide ore bodies can't be conducted without environmental -

~‘consequences, so Black's bill Jikely would be a yes or no vote onmining perse. .

: Eﬁrans said mining companies have the technology to operate without catising pollution of the
environment, but that it would be more expensive to pursue. That's & main gripe environmentalists make

against the state: corporations will never voluntarily employ the highest clean-up technology,

_ﬁecker agreed: "t wi§ happen oniy if you force them. They (mining companies) do not exceed the law." _

Consider Crandon Mining Co. Its initial proposal to the DNR was to dump wastewater into the Wolf '

River. Because the nearly pristine Wolf River is protected from pollution discharge, that option would

have required Crampon Mining Co. to build what probably would have been the most effective waste

water treatment plant in the country. Instead, the company last year proposed building a waste water

pipeline to the Wisconsin River, which has much lower standards for industrial discharge. Hence, the

water treatment plant for the Wisconsin River option can be less complicated, less expensive and the
Crandon Mine would still conform to state rules, company officials have said.

But the pipeline is only part of the picture.

Should the Crandon Minin
pit mine at Ladysmith.

5'

g Co. receive its permit, it will be far more complex an operation than the open

Said Evans:

"Flambeau (mining company) is a piece of cake. It's a quarry with a hell of 2 lot of copper in
it." _

Q31597 09-70-91
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By contrast, more than 30 million tons of tailings would be processed at the Crandon Site. And how

- Wisconsin's rules and regulations are tailored to deal with the mine waste is the key to an environmentally
safe operation.

It was Crandon Mining's government affairs director, Peter Theo, who made it perfectly clear: *You

shouldn't listen to what the company has to say. They shouldn't trust us. The law says, 'here's the process.'
Whatever the state says, goes. . . " |

cp
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Text of accompanying cover illustration by John Rosemurgy

1974: State passes first mining reclamation law '

- 1976: Exxon discovers Crandon deposit; Kennecott Corp. finds copper near Ladysmith
1977-1978: First comprehensive mining law passed :

1981: State drops non-degradation waler quality standard

- 1983: Mining companies get an exemption from clean groundwater standards

1983: Foreign corporations land investment cap is lifted '

1986: Exxon ends first attempt for a mining permit at Crandon

- 1988: State overrides local mining ordinances

- 1989: Statg removes festrictions on trucks hauling iron ore

 1989: Taladeposit found at Mead Wildlife Refage -~ G

 1990: Legislature fails to pass mining ban on state lands =~ e

- 1990:"State allows DNR to deny permits to companies convicted of |
environmental felonies, uniess the DNR doesn't feel like it 1993: Kennecbit opens Ladysmith mine
. 1996: Legislature dismisses a week early, avoids mining moratorium bill -

-

“Support toughé,r :étate laws r'eguia'ting metallic sulfide mining in Wisconsin! at
Demand that Candidates for the Wisconsin Legislature sign the Mining Moratorium Pledge.

[Note from NoMining WINS editor Alice McCombs: I have not received any response to my request
made to Governor Tommy Thompson on June 2,-1996, for a complete copy or copies of research with
full bibliographic citations which compares the present Wisconsin laws regulating metallic sulfide mining
to laws regulating metallic sulfide mining in all other 49 states in the United States].

Protect Menominee Treaty Rights
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/Tribe sitting on va]

By Rocky Barker

tional business biweekly.
While Baldwin did not Specifically say
the deposit was a¢ the Mole Lake reserva-

Square-mije reservation,

Tribal chairman Raymong McGeshicx
confirmed that the 290-member Soka-
ogon tribe had known aboyt the ore body
for about twy years after the drilling of
seven holes by the Geological Survey,

Near drilt site
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. Exxon is consid-

50 containg g

eastern boundary of the rese

McGeshick 5aid the tribe Wiatched
Exxon’s exploratory drilling with con-
cern,

“They were very close," he said,

sult from Mining.

“There is a smay tribe in the north, a
really smal) tribe, ang they're sttting on
sizabie amoun; of copper,” Forbes quoted

Mining we woutd never ger any Copper
sulfide in the lake"

Baldwin saiq the deposit was first esij.
mated by BraA geologists to pe worth
about $250 million, but three months ago,
after further testing, geologists said the
silver conrent of the ore wag g0 high it _
could net the tripe §1 billion. {

Mining company officigiy have gyg. \
Pected for g couple of years that a deposiy _h

The Sokaogon have turpegd down aj|

Mining company requestg for €xploration
on Indian langg,
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ine ban won’t halt tribes,

By David Callender

The Capital Times
Opponents of a proposed mora-
torium on sulfide mining in Wis-
consin say the bil would do
nothing to prevent the state’s In-

dian tribes from mining on tribal
lands.

“This information is extremely
disturbing,” said Rep. Marc Duff,
R-New Berlin, the chairman of the
Assembly Environment Committee
and a critic of the proposed mora-
torium.

Duff said if the tribes aren't
covered by the bill, *the so-called
mining moratorium bill is a sham.
We will merely be closing shop for
non-Indian  mining operations
while opening the door on Indian
lands for metallic mining com-
pletely free from the oversight of

our Wisconsin Department of Nat-
ural Resources.”

But moratorium supporters said

Duff's “discovery” of Indian sov-

ereignty is nothing new and is a
sign of the opponents’ growing
desperation over the measure.

“It's an attempt by some politi-

-

* o o

Moratorium bill called ‘sham’

cians to drive a wedge between In-
dians and non-Indians on this

from all state mining laws, he
noted, and, perhaps more impor-

issue,” said Ken Fish, director of _tantly, the U.S, Geological Survey
the Menominee Nation's Treaty Wwhas found no minerat deposits suf-

Rights and Mining Impact Office.

The Menominee hold the most
tribal lands in the state, totaling
nearly 240,000 acres. Fish said
the tribe has no plans to do any
mining and the tribe’s constitution
bars ‘‘exploitation” of natural re-
sources.

Duff’s comments ecame in re-
sponse to a report by the nonparti-
san Legislative Council that traced
the state’s ability to regulate tribal
mining. The report is based on a
1986 Wisconsin attorney general's
opinion.

Rep. Spencer Black, D-
Madison, the moratorium’s author,
said the Legislative Council report
is “nothing new.”

“It's really a non-issue,” he
said.

Tribes have long been exempt

ficient to justify mining on tribal
lands,

The U.S. Constitution and fed-
eral laws state that Indian tribes
are sovereign entities, much like
states.  As a result, except in cer-
tain cases, the tribes set their own
laws and operate independently of
states, although like states, they
are still subject to federal laws. In
some cases, they are also subject
to state laws. :

The Legislative Council memo
states that the proposed morato-
rium and other existing state min-
ing restrictions would not apply to
Wisconsin's Indian tribes,

The moratorium is aimed pri-
marily: at blocking the proposed
Crandon . mine in northeastern
Wisconsin at the headwaters of the
Wolf River. The bill passed the

f

CAP Times 12-12-97

foes say

Senate overwhelmingly last year; .
the Assembly is scheduled to take
it up in.January.

The moratorium would bar min-
ing companies from opening a. -
mine unless they can prove that a
similar .mine hds operated
pollution-free for at least 10 years,
and that another mine using simi-
lar technology has been closed for
at least 10 years without poliuting.

Many northeastern Wisconsin
tribes, including the Mole Lake
Chippewa and the Menominee,
support the moratorium and op-
pose the Crandon mine.

In recent years, several tribes
have asked the federal Environ-
mental Protection Agency for state
status, which would allow them to
enact their own water-quality stan-
dards stricter than state laws. The
state has consistently opposed the
tribes' efforts.

Duff said Thursday that he-
would support allowing the tribes
to enact tougher standards than
existing state laws, but he believes

the state must still regulate their

mines. ;



Mining foes are coming out in force

B They've expanded
their ranks and gotten
more sophisticated

By Richard Eggleston
Aisocated Prass writer

MADISON ~ Like dandefions
that stubbornly pop up in the lawn
every spring, mining is again a hot
issue in Wisconsin,

Controversy over the ndustry
has kept two generations of geolo-
gists, corporate executives, bureay-
crats and opponents busy since the
modern era of metallic mining in
the state began with the opening of
an open pit iron ore mine in Jack-
son County in 1964,

Mining is an activity that pre.
dates statehood. It gave Wisconsin
its nickname, the Badger State, be-
cause badgers, like the state's min-
ers, burrowed into the ground, ,

But critics say citizens through-
out Wisconsin are becoming mare
aware of the mess that mining can
reave behind, and want public offi.
cials to do something about it, .

In this month alone, environmen-
talists asked lawmakers and legis.

lative candidates to pledge to Ban.

aw?.mmEsonwmsﬁmﬁmmmnﬁam
the activity can be shown to be poi-
lution free. Also, an appeals court
ruled that the DNR cannot ban min-
ing'under general state water qual-
ity laws, and the Clark County
board imposed 2 moratoriem. on
negotiations with companies
interested in metallic mining on

county lands.

tn April, the Mining Impact Coali-:
tion, a group eritical of mining, at-
tracted 1,100 people to 22 meefings
up and down the Wolf and Wiscon.
sin rivers, from Sauk City to Rhine-
lander, sald David Blouin, a Sierra
Club activist who helped organize’
the two-week biitz. .

“We turned a lot of folks into ac.
tivists,” sald Blouin, who wasn't
around in the 1970s when hundreds
of people packed meetings in Cran.
don and Ladysmith to oppese mi
ing m_é.maw by Kennecott Copp
and Exxon.

"I'm a second-generation activ-
ist,” Blouin said.

But unlike the first generation, .
activist groups like the Wisconsin

i K ol
..~ important dates in the state's metallic mining history: W/,

© ““'rigar what is now Mineral Point

196
196

Falls,

197

“posit near Crandon.
e M@NN Kennecolt puts project
S on hold when state dis-

- cause of zoning problem; Legisia-
lure passes tough mining laws,

-ot;-oﬁw.na-u.r-».vuou.;-aun.uv.:.-...a-- % .

WISCONSIN MINING CHRONOLOGY
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ending lead and zing mining ery

in southwastern Wisconsin,
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M w&m Mwm hﬂ:mnm beging wmmﬂ
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H@mm Exxon puts plans for
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due to low copper prices.

—.@@N Kennecott revives the
Ladysmith project.

H@@ DNR issues environ-
maental statement find.

ing ne significant problems with
Ladysmith mine plans.
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Ladysmith o smalters
in Canada; new era beging
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misses permit application be-
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Conservalion Congress and chap.
ters of Trout Unlimited this time
around are passing resolutions call-
ing for a mining moratorium until
environmental questions are re-
solved. '

And American Indian tribes are
speaking out more intensely
against mining projects they fear
could poflute their ancestral lands
and destroy their way of iife.

"There's a lot more people in-
volved the second time around,”
said Al Gedicks, executive secre-
tary of the Wisconsin Resources
Protection Council, “People who
were 5 and § vears old when the
Exxon project first started in 1976
are active now.”

“1 have never seen the steam that

is going now," said Roscoe Church-

ill, 79. who opposed the Kennecott

mine now operating at Ladysmith

since the early 1970s. “A lot of peg--

ple have come and gone, including
my dear wife.”

Evelyn Churchill, Roscoe’s wife
of nearly 59 years who fought the

mining companies alongside him,"

died June 7,

Plans to dig the open-pit Flam-
heau Mine, now co-owned by
Kennecott and Rio Tinto Zine, were
abandoned in the 18705 but revived
in the '80s. The mine began ship-
ping copper, silver and gold ore in

19493. It employs about 60 people
and in its first full year of operation
mined an estimated $136 million
worth of ore and paid $6.1 million
intaxes.

- Exxon, which abandoned plans
for its Crandon mine in late 1988,

tevived them and is now seeking
“permits to mine 55 million tons of

zine and copper ore. The Depart-
ment of Natural Resources hopes to
have an environmental impact
statement on the latest plans for
that mine completed early next
year.

“Stopping them once is not good
enough. You have to make a life-
long commitment,” Gedicks said,

State Rep. Marc Duff, R-New
Berlin, chairman of the Assembly
Environment and Utilities Commit.-
tee, said much of the steam behing
the anti-mining movement is just
poiitical hot air,

P

“There are some groups
out there that are using
it as a scare tactic.”

REP. MARC DUFF, R-New Bertin

_mining proponent

Um.san.‘ﬁm‘ omwcmmm Sawanm
are {ying to make pro-business Re-
publicans look bad on the issue
even ‘though Wisconsin's mining
laws-are probably the best in the
country, Duff said.

“There are some groups out there
that are using it as a scare tactic,"
he'gaid.

For'example, Duff said oppo-
nents like to point to mining's ex-
emption from Wisconsins ground
water protection law, hut forget to
mention that mines are subject to
thieir own standard, which forbids
ground water pollution more than
1,200 feet from a mine’s boundary.

Blouin said that zone would allow
a mine like Exxon’s proposed deep-
shaft zinc and copper mine to pol-
lute two square miles of ground wa-
te

. "The DNR is working its tail off
to make sure the Exxon mine would

be the cleanest mine in the world,”
Duff said,

The mine on the bank of the
Flambeau River near Ladysmith
has been exceptionally ciean, ns
wasle water cleaner than the river
water into which it is dumped, Duff
said. .

But Blouin said the facl remains
that mines, like tandfills, are bound
te cause some pollution. And he ac-
knowledged that mining opponents
are likely only to improve plans for
the Exxon mine, not wm: itentirely.

Supporters boast of the economic
benefits of mining. Not only do the
mines themselves create jobs, but
mining equipment makers in Wis-
consin employ nearly 5,000 people
and rack up nearly a billion doliars
ayearinsales.

Opponents see mining as an eco-
nomic as well as environmental
threat to the north.

“It's an issue of the transfor-
mation of northern Wisconsin's
economy from a renewable.re-
source mgmﬁz% based on tourism,
agriculture and timber to an ex.
tractive resource economy,” Ge-
dicks said.

Although Duff disagrees with
some of the tactics and conclusions
of mining opponents, he welcomes
their presence. ¢

“They're serving a good role by
ensuring it's done in an environ-
mentallv sound wav.” he said.
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fine pnliutum and ‘ipecxfy wha
constitutes a violation of eny
ronmental law. Opponents
_the amendment prefer that vie
latmns not be defined 5o closety
The amendment would set u;
the criteria for what kinds
m'unes a company pmposmg
ﬁgme in Wisconsin may subm;
state regulators as proof thei
£inininy operation would no
harm e environment.
o i)?endmg on whom you lis
to, the amendment eithe
&gutted or strengthened the bill,
2 ‘Tius makes the bill meamng
ess,” - said ﬁate R . ‘Spence

2N

énid- |, Tfor Exxon’s Wolf River mine.”
Change means measure Assembty on Thursday and sén * years without harn i %ralack said he had legal opin
mwtgomzmm . to the Senate, where Dembdcrats * ronmmtand shmz;w,, ns to back up his. mnten;t,mr
had : SRR 1y at th_e amen&ment wuulc

BYAMYRINW Bill. appror
: bxll aimed at. delaymgﬂxe»pro- opaungametai' mirie w :

posed Crandon mine was_ap- it snbmm examp! 'es of snm‘iat ;
' =proved by a 75~2‘I' vaie 'in the rhines that have operated for 16

PRELIE SMIPE e

?gr's ‘endorsement of it — as
geﬂ-out by Republicans to Exx
fom Conlandnd w& c
y e Crandon 0., &
; partnership formed by Exxor
nd Rio Lid., of Tarontc
§s seeking federal and state ap
roval to mifle 55 million tons o

p Y 7
‘ ' Senate i(‘l nggg gl
fc:huck Chy Ma
‘made a statement Thursday tha
[Senate “Democrats will wor
thard to undo the damage ths
ithe Repubhcans did in the As
isemhi by trying to remove th
; amendment.
; “Assembly Republicans hav.
 polluted the mining bill so badl
i that the Senate is going to find
; awfully hard to swallow,” Chva
Ma saady
’ ¢~ The Senate approved th.
imoratorium bill by a 29-3 vot.
‘1mt March and sent it to the A=







Citizen

Correspondence |

“To the Editor:
.. "Rep. Robert Goetsch sold out
the people of Dodge County on.
Jan. 21-22 at the State Capitol. .
What am I talking about? The Min-
ing Moratoriumy Bill. How do I
know? I was there for every minute
of the two days of debate on the
floot. And, believe me, I paid keen
-attention to what was said by our
state legislators, including Dodge
County's.
"~ You'd be appalled to find out
that Rep. Goetsch voted to amend
. ‘the:Mining Moratorium Bill,
gutting its strong controls on min-
- ing. Then he voted for the weak-
ened version. Pretty clever, isn't it?
“That way he could come home to
_hisconstituents’and say, "Yes, |
:voted for this bill'because 1. knew
“you wanted it,” when in reality he
‘hadtaken zhe teeth out of it first,
'I‘?ns situation is pamcuiarly
worrisome, because so much
_exploratory drilling has been done
across Northern Wisconsin that,
aceording 1o a former Exxon
geologist, the north woods has the
- potential to become a "new
- domestic mining district.” Kerr-
‘McGee, BPH-Utah, Noranda and
- Exxon are just.a few of the mining
- giants who have been SDOOping
- around the area, ioﬁkmg toseeif:;
they might be'ableto tum a pmfit :
from OUR Wisconsin resources.
The most crucial vote was not
. the final one, but rather the carlier
vote to adopt the so-called

“*Exxon/Rio-Algom Amendment.® -

The original BW%
= BT BT P

company could not get a permit to
mine in Wisconsin unless it could

- prove by example that a similar

mine had operated without
contaminating nearby water
supplies. What the amendment did
was to redefine pollution to mean a
violation of environmental law that
had actually gone to court. This
means that mines that have caused
great environmental damage but
have not actually gone through a
formal legal proceeding could be
used as acceptable examples, Many
such mines exist, 5o we are in big .
trouble.

Rep. Goetsch's vote isa breach
of public frust. T urge you to'call
him at 1-888-534-0039 and let him
know he WILL be held accountable
in the next election. Afterall, =
Exxon and Rio-Algom are NOT
citizens of this state. YOU are the
ones who vote and deserve to be
represented.

So here we sit with a gutiess Bill
that's on its way back to the State

. Sepate for confirmation. What do

we do? Reason tells me that if the
Assembly could add a weakening
amendment, then the Senate should
have equal power to remove il
Time is short. Call your State Sena-

“tor, Scott Fitzgerald, at 920-386- _
2421, Tell him to fight'to'remove
‘the Exxort/RmnA}gom Amend-

ment” and give us back a true
moratorium on sulfide mining,
~Laura Furtman
v Webster, Wis:

Beaver Dam Daily Citizen
February 3, 1998

Fennimore Times
February 5, 1998

“rather. an - earlier volg -

Representatives sold out

Editor:

| believe Reps. David Brandemuehni and Slephen
Freese sold out the pecple of Grant County on Jan,
21 and 22 at the state capitol. What am | talking
about? The Mining Moratorium Bill. How do | know? }
was there for every minule of the twe days of debate
on the floor. And, believe me, | paid keen attention
to what was said by cur state legisiators, including
Grant County's,

You'd be appalled o find out that Reps. Brande-
muehl and Freese voted (o amend the Mining Mera-
torium Bill, gutting its strong controls on mining.
Then they voted for the weakened varsicn. Pretty
clever, isnt-1? That way they couid come home io
their constituents and say, “Yes, |voted for this Bill
because .| xnew you wantad it,”
nad taken the teeth out of it first,

This is particulary worrisome, because $0 much’

exploratory drilling has been done across Northern
Wisconsin that, according ¢ a former Exxon geolo-
gist, the north woods has the potential tc become a
“new domestic mining district,” Kerr-McGes, BPH-
Utah, Noranda and Exxon are just a faw of the mining
giants who have been sncoping arcund the area,
locking to see if they might be able fo turn a profit
from OUR Wiscensin resources,

The most crucial vote was not the final one, but
io adch the . so-called
“Exxonmo Agom Amendment.” The crginal . Bill.
said'that a mnmg company could not get a permit to

rine in Wiscensin unless i could prove by example
‘haz a similar mine had operated witheut cortaminat-
ing nearby water supplies. What the amendment did
was to redefine poliution to mean a violation of envi-
ronmental law that had actually gone to court, This
means that mines that have caused great environ-
mental damage but have not actually gone through a
formal legal proceeding couid be used as acceptable
exnmpies Many such mines exist, so we are in Big

roubie.

In my opinion, Reps. Brandemueni (1-888-534-
0043) and Freesa (1-888-534-0051; have violated
the public trust, furge you to call them and let them
know they will be held accountadle in the next elec-
fion. After all, Exxon and Ric-Algem are not citizens
of this state. You are the ones who vote and deserve
to be reprasented.

Laura Funman
Webster

Editer’'s note: The Wisconsin State Senate
passed an amendment [0 the “Mining Moratorium
8ill” Tuesday. The amendment, approved 27-5,

closed the locophole under which mines rhar

caused pollution could be cited to satisfy prereg-
J;S:fes for new mines in Wisconsin. The amended |
" bill was to be returned to the State Assembly for |

final action, where Brandemueh! and Freese
would have another vole on the measure.

[
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when in reality '-they
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Dear Editor
. Rep. DuWayne Johnsrud sold out
the people of Vernon County on
Jarsary 21 and 22 af the state capitol.
What am I zalking about? The mining
moraigrium bill. How do I know? I
was there for every minute of the two

believe me, 1 paid keen atteniion o
what” was said by our state
[legislators, including Rep. Johnsrud.
“You'd be appalied o find out that
1e voted to amend the bill, guuing its
rrong controls on mining. Then he
voted for the weakened version.
Pretry clever, isn’t it? That way he
2ould come home to his constituents
nd say, “Yes, I voted for this bill
because | knew you wanted it,” when
in reality he had taken the teeth out
f it first,

This is particularly worrisome,
because so much exploratory drilling
s been done across northern
¥isconsin that, according w a former
xxon geologist, the north woods has
he potential to become a “new
omesiic mining district.” Western
uclear, BPH-Uwah, Noranda and
xxon are just a few of the mining
iants who have been snooping
around the area, looking to see if they
sight be able to tum a profit from
DUR Wisconsin resources. There is
ven the potential for uyranium
ining in our state,

The most crucial vote was not the
inal one, but rather an earlier vote
dopt the so-called "Exxon/Ric-
dgom Amendment.” The original
il said that 2 mining company could

days of debate on the floor. And,

not get a permit te mine in Wisconsin
unless it could prove by exa.mple‘that
a similar mine had operated without
contaminating nearby water supplies.
What the amendment did was to
redefine potlution o mean a violation
of environmental law that had
actually gone to court. This means’
that mines that have caused great -
environmental damage but have not
actually gone through a formal legal
procesding couid be used as]
acceptable examples. Many s&éh:':
mines exist, 5o we are in big trouble. .
Rep. Johnsrud's vote is a breach of.
public rust. Furge you 1o call him at?
1-888-534-0096 and let him know ha®
WILL be held accountable in the
next glection. -
So here we sit with a gutless hill
that's on its way back 1o the State
Senate for confirmation. What do we
do? Reason tells me that if the
Assembly could add a weakening
amendment, then the Senate should
have equal power to remove it. Time
is short. Call your State Senaior,
Brian Rude, at 608-789-4607. Tell
him to fight 0 remove the
“Exxon/Ric-Algom Amendment”
and give us back a true moratorium
on sulfide mining. After all, Exxon
and Rio-Algom are NOT citizens of

" this state, YOU are the ones whe
- vote and deserve o be represented.

Laura Furtman
Webster, Wis.

Epitaph News (La Farge}
February 5, 1998

Dear Editor,

Reps. David Brandemuehi and
Stephen Freese sold out the people
of lowa County on January 21st and
22nd ar the state capitol. What am |
talking about? The Mining Mora-
torium Bill, How do I know? [ was
there for every minute of the two
days of debate on the floor. and,
believe me, [ paid keen attention to
what was said by our state legisia-
tors, including Iowa County’s,

You’d be appalled to find out tha:
Reps. Brandemuehl and Freese
voted to amend the Mining Mora-
torium Bill, gutting its strong con-
trols on mining. Then they voted for
the weakened version. Pretty clever,
isa't ir? That way they could come
home to their constituents and say,
“Yes, | voted for this bill because |
knew you wanted it,” when in reali-
ty they had taken the teeth out of it
first.
~This is particularly worrisome,
because so much exploratory drill-
ing has been done across Northern
Wisconsin that, according 10 a for-
mer Exxon geclogist, the north
woods has the potential to become a
“new domestic mining district.”
Kemr-McGee, BPH-Utak, Noranda
and Exxon are just a few of the min-
ing giants who have been sncoping
around the area, looking to see if
they might be abie to turn a profit
from OUR Wisconsin resources.

The most crucial vote was not the
final one, but rather an zarlier vota
to adopt the so-called “Exxon/Rio-

What do we do?

Algom Amendment” The origina
bili said that a mining compan:
could not get a permit to mine &
Wisconsin unless it could prove b
example that a similar mine ha
operated withoul contaminating
nearby water supplies. What th
amendment did was 1o redefine pol
lution fo mean a violation of envi
ronmental law that had actuall
gene to court. This means tha
mines that have caused great envi
ronmental damage but have no
actually gone through a formal lega
proceeding could be used as acecept
able exampies. Many such mine:
€Xist, 3o we are in big trouble.

Reps. Brandemuehl (1-888-534
0049} and Freese (1-888-534-0051
have viclated the public trust. [ urg
you to call them and let them know
they WILL be heid accountable Is
the next clection. After all, Exxo
and Rio-Algom are NOT citizens o
this state. YOU are the ‘ones whe
vote and deserve (¢ be represented.

So hers we sit with a gutless bil
that’s on its way back to the st
senate for confirmation. What do we
do? Reason tells me that if the
Assembly could add a weakening
amendment, then the senate shoul
have equal power to remove it. Timc
i5 shert. Call vour state senator
Dale Schultz, at [-806-978-8003
Tell him o fight 1o remove th
“Exxon/Rio-Algom Amendment’
and give us back 2 true moratoriun
on sulfide mining.

Laura Funtman, Webster

Dodgeville Chronicle
February 5, 1998




To the Editor;

Rep. Tom Sykora sold out the
people of Chippewa County on
January 21st and 22nd at the state
. ¢apitol, and Rep. Chuck Schafer
didn't even show up! What am I
talking aboul? The Mining
Moratorium Bill. How do I know? I
was there for every minute of the
two-days of debate on the floor,
- And, believe me, T paid keen atten-
tion to what was said by our state
legislators, including Chippewa
County's,

You'd be appalled 1o find out that
Rep. Sykora voted 1o amend the
Mining Moratorium Bill, guiting
its strong controls on mining, Then
he voted for the weakened version.
Pretty clever, isn't it? That way he
could come home to his con-
stituents and say, "Yes, I voted for

- his Bill because I knew you wanted
it,” when in reality he had taken the
teeth out of it first,

.+ “This situation is particularly wor-
‘Tisome, because so much ex-
.. Ploratory drilling has been done
. -8cross Northern Wisconsin that, ac-
cording 1o a former Exxon geolo-
gist, the north woods has the poten-
tial to become a "new domestic
mining district.” For example, both
~AMAX and E.X. Lehmann have
_done exploratory drilling in
Chippewa County, locking 10 see
if they might be able 1o turn a
profit from our Wisconsin re.
.- The most crucial vore was not
~the final one, but rather an earlier
vole o adopt the so-called
"Exxon/Rio-Algom Amendment,”
The original Bill said that 3 mining

company could not get a permit to
mine in Wisconsin unless it could
prove by example that a sims’tari
mine had operated without contam- j
inaling nearby water supplies. What ;
the amendment did was 1o redefine
pollution to mean a violation of
environmental law that had actually
gone to court. This means that

mines that have caused great envi-
ronmental damage but have not ac-
tually gone through a formal legal
broceeding could be used as accepi-
able examples. Many such mines
exist, 50 we are in big trouble, ;

Rep. Sykora's vote is a breach of |
pubiic trust. I urge you to call him
at 1-888-534-0067 and let him
know he WILL be held accountable
in the next election. After ail,
Exxon and Rio-Algom are NOT cit-
izens of this state. YOU are the
ones who vote and deserve to be
represented. Rep, Chuck Schafer did
RO even cast a vole on this issue,
You may want to call him at 1-
888-534-0068 and find out why
not.

So here we sit with a gutless Bill
that's on its way back 1o the State
Senate for confirmation. What do
we do? Reason tells me that if the
Assembly could add a weakening
amendment, then the Senate should
have equal power 1o remove it. -
Time . is short. Cali your State:
Senator, David. Zien, at 715.720- L
2300. Tell him to fight to remove
the "Exxon/Rio-Algom ‘Amend-, -
ment? so we can have 3 true
moratorinm on suifide mining.

Laura Furtman
Webster, Wl

The Cadott Sentinel
FebruatyS. 1998

‘Lrucial mining vore

was taken before
final version of hili

Jan. 30, 1998:
Webster, WI
Editor: !

Reps. David Brandemueht and
DuWayne Johnsrud sold out the
people of Southwest Wisconsin |
on Jan. 21 and 22 at the state
capitol. What am [ talking |
about? The Mining Moratorium
Bill. How do I know? I was i
there for every minute of the two i
days of debate on the ficor, And, |
believe me, I paid kezen atention |
to what was said by our state |
legislators, {

You'd be appalled to find out |
that Reps. Brandemueh] and j
Johnsrud voted to amend the :
Mining Mozatortum Bill, guaing
its strong controls on mining.”
Then they votad for the weak.
ened version. Pretty clever, isn't _
u? That way they could come
home to their constituents and
say, "Yes, I voted for this bill
because [ knew you wanted ir,"
when in reality they had taken
the teeth cut of it firse.

This is particularly worri-
some, because so much ex-
ploratory driiling has been done
across Northern Wisconsin tha,
according 10 a former Fxxon
geolegist, the nerth woods has
the potential ¢ become a “new
domestic mining distrier.” Karr-
MeGee,. BPH-Utah, Noranda
and Exxon are just a few of the
mining giants who have been
snooping around the area, look-
ing to ses i they might be able
w0 tum a prefit from OUR Wis.
COMSIN resources,

The most crucial vote was not
the final ene, but rather an ear.
lier vote ¢ adopt the so-cailed
“Exxon/Rie Algem Amend-
ment.” The original bil} said thar
4 rtining company could not get
a permil to mine in Wisconsin
unless it could prave by example
that a sirmilar mine had operated
without contaminating nearby
waler supplies. What the
amendment did was to redefine
pollution to mean a viclation of
snvironmental law that had ac.
tuaily gone to court. This means
that mines that have caused great
environmental damage but have
nat zetually gone through a
formal legal proceeding could be
used as acceptable exampies,
Many such mines exist. sq we
are in big wouble,

Laura Purtman

Boscobel Dial
February 5, 1998



Pu;' the teeth back in the
Mining Moratorium Bill

talking about? The Mining
Moratorium Bill. HowdoI
know? I was there for every

aid by our state legislators,
including Columbia County’s.

You'd be appalied to find out
hat Reps. Hahn and Spillner
oted to amend the Mining
foratorium Bill, gutting its
trong controls on mining. Then
hey voted for the weakened ver-
ion. Pretty clever, isn’t it? That

way they could come home to
their constituents and say, “Yes, I
voted for this bill because I knew
you wanted it,” wheri in reality
they had taken the teeth out of
it irst. Rep. Spillner has the
unique distinction of selling cut
her constituents within the first
week of being on the job.

This situation is particularly
worrisome, because so much
exploratory drilling has been
done across Northern Wisconsin
that, according to a former
Exxon geologist, the north woods
has the potential to become a
“new domestic mining district.”
Kerr-McGee, BPH-Utah,
Noranda and Exxon are just a
few. of the mining glants who
have been snooping around the
area, looking to see if they might

A 4

be able to turn a profit from our
Wisconsin resources.

The most crucial vate was not
the final one, but rather an ear-
lier vote to adopt the so-called
“Exxen/Rio Algom Amendment.”
The original bill said that a min-
ing company could not get a per-
mit to mine in Wisconsin unless
it could prove by example that a
similar mine had operated with-
out contaminating nearhy water
supplies. What the amendment
did was to redefine pollution to
mean a violation of environmen-
tal law that had actually gone to
court. This means that mines
that have caused great environ-
mentai damage but have not
actually gone through a formal
legal proceeding could be used as
acceptable examples. Many such

Portage Daily Register
February 4, 1998

mines exist, so we are in big
trouble.

And here we sit with a gutless
bill that’s on its way back to the
State Senate for confirmation.
What do we do? Reason tells me
that if the Assembly could add a
weakening amendment, then the
Senate should have equal power
to remove it.

Laura Furtmar
Webste

Editor’s note: Yesterday, th.
Senate voted o amend th
Amendment referred to in this let
ter. The Mining Moratorium Ril
now goes back to the Assembly fo
consideration. '

Musser voted to gut mining bill

Rep. Terry Musser sold cut the people
of Monrce County ... What am [ talking
about? The mining moratorium bill. How
do I know? [ was there forevery minute of
the twoidays of debate on ‘the floor. And,
believe 'me, Epaid Keen attention 1o what
was said by our state legislators, including
Rep. Musser.

You'd be appalled 1o find out that he
voted to amend the mining moratorium
biil, guming srong controfs on mining,

Then he voted for the weakened version.
Pretty clever, tsn't it? That way he could
come home'to his constituents and say,
“Yes, [ voted for this bill because [ knew
you wanted it,” when in reality he had
taken the weth out of it first.

This situation is particuiarly worrisome,
because so-much exploratory drilling has
been done across northern Wisconsin that,
according to a former Exxon geologist. the
northwoods has. the potential to become a
“new domestic mining district” Western
Nuclear, BPH-Utah, Noranda and Exxon
are zust a few-of the mining giants who
have been snocping around the area, lock-
ing to see if they might be able o wm a
profit from our Wisconsin resources.

The most cructal vote was not the final
one, but rather an earfier voee to.adopt the
so-called “"Exxon/Rio-Algom

‘mine in Wisconsin unless it could prove

by example thara similar mine had operat-
ed without contaminating nearby water
supplies: What the amendment-did was to

. redefine pollution 1o medn a violation of

environmental law that had actually gone
to'courr. This means that rhines that have
caused a great environmental damage but
have not actually gone through a formal
legal proceeding could be used as accept-
able examples. Many such mines exist, so
we are in big trouble. - : -

Rep. Musser’s vote is a breach of public
trust:Turge you to call him at [-888-534-
0092 and let him know he will be held
accouniable in the next election. After all,
Exxon and Rio-Algom are not citizens of
this state. You are the ones who vote and
deserve 10 be represented.

S0, here we sit with a gutless bill that's
on its way back to.the state Senate for con-
firmadon. What do we do? Reason tells
me that if the Assembly could add a weak-
ening amendment, then the Senate should
have equal power to remove it. Time is
short. Call your state Senator, Rodney
Moen. at 715-538-4848. Tell him to fight
to remove the “Exxon/Ric-Algom -
Amendment” so we can have a frue mora-
toriura on sulfide mining.

Amendment.” The original bill said thata Lauora Furtman
tining company could not get a permit to Webster
Tomah Monitor Herald

February 2, 1998



Woman Disagrees With Musser's Stand On Mining
- Moratorium Bill

Representative Terry Musser sold out the people of
Jackson County on January 21st and 22nd at the state
_capitol, and it's difficult to know what to say about
Representative Barbara Gronemus. What am I taiking
about? The Mining Moratorium Bilt. How do | know? | was
there for every minute of the 2 days of debate on the fioor.
. And, believe me, [ paid keen attention to what was said by
 pur state legislators, including Jackson County's.

You'd be appailed to find out that Rep. Musser voted to
amend the Mining Moratorium Bill, gutting its strong controls
~on mining. Then he voted for the weakened version. Pretty
~elever, isn't it? That way he could come home to his
“constituents and say, “Yes, | voted for this bill because |
- knew you wanted it, when in reality he had taken the teeth
out of i first. Rep. Gronemus, on the other hand, abstained
from voting on the amendment.

This situation is particularly werrisome, because so
‘much exploratory driliing has been done across Northern
- Wisconsin that, according to a former Exxon geologist, the
" norih woods has the potential 1o become a "new domestic

“mining district.” Western Nuclear, BPH-Utah, Noranda and
U Exxon are just 2 few of the mining giants who have been
snooping around the area, looking to see if they might be

{See Letters, p.28)

ry 4,1998 {Letters from p.2)

able 1o turn a profit from QUR Wisconsin resources.

The most crucial vote was not the final one, but rather an
earliar vote to adopi the so-called "Exxon/Rico-Algem
Amendment." The original Bill said that a mining company
could not get a permit to mine in Wisconsin uniess it could
.- prove by example that a similar mine had.operated without

A contaminating nearby water supplies. What the amendment

did was to redefine poliution to mean a viclation of
environmenta! law that had actually gone to court. This
means that mines that have caused great environmental
damage but have not actually gone through a formal legal
proceeding could be used as acceptable examples. Many
such mines exist, so we are in big trouble.

And here we sit with a gutiess Bill that's on its way bacx

to the State Senate for confirmation. What do we do?-

Reason tells me that if the Assembly could add a weakening
amendment, then the Senate should have equal power {0
remove it. Time is short. Call your State Senator Rodney
Mogn, at 715-538-4848. Tell him to fight to remove the
"ExxonRio-Algom Amendment' sc we can have a true
moratoriumn on sulfide mining. After all, Exxon and Rio-
Algom are NOT citizens of this state. YOU are the ones who
vote and deserve to be represented.

Laura Furiman
Webster, Wl

Melrose Chronicle
February 4, 1998

A gutless bill!

To the Editor:

Rep. Terry Musser sold

out the people of Jackson
County on Jan. 21 and 22
at the state capitol, and it’s
difficult to know what to
say about Rep. Barbara
Gronemus. What am [
talking about? The Min-
ing Moratorium Bill.
How doIknow? [ was
there for every minute of
the two days of debate on
the floor. And, believe
me, I'paid keen attention
to what was said by cur
state legislators, including
Jackson County’s.

You'd be appalled 1o
find out that Rep. Musser
voted to amend the Mining
Moratorium Bill, gutting
its*strong controls on min-
ing. Then he voted for the
weakened version. Pretty
clever, isn't it? That way
he could come home to his
constituents and say, “Yes,
I voted for this Bill be-
cause | knew you wanted
it,” when in reality he had
taken the teeth out of it
first. Rep. Gronemus, on
the other hand, abstained

* from voting on the

amendment.

This situaton is par-
ticutarly worrisome, be-
cause s0 much exploratory
drilling has been done
across Northern Wisconsin
that, according to a former
Exxon geologist, the north
woods has the potential 1o
become a “new domestic
mining district.” Westemn
Nuclear, BPH-Utah,
Noranda and Exxon are
just a few of the mining
giants who have been
snooping around the area,
locking to see if they
might be able to turn a
profit from OUR Wiscon-

sin resources,

The most crucial voie
was not the final one, but
rather an earlier vote to
adopt the so-called
“Exxon/Rio-Algom
Amendment.” The origi-
nal Bill said that a mining
company could got get a
permit to miné-in Wiscon-
sin unless it could prove
by example that a similar
mine had operated without
contaminating nearby wa-
ter supplies, What the
amendment did was to
redefine pollution to mean
a violation of environ- - -
mental law that had acty-
ally gone to court. This
means that mines that
have caused great envi-
ronmental damage but
have not actaally gone
through a formal legal
proceeding could be used
as acceptable exampies.
Many such mines exist, so
we are in big rrouble.

And here we sit
with a gutless Bill that’s
on its way back to the
State Senate for confirma-
tion. Whatdowe do?:.-0

“‘Reason tells me that if the

Assembly could add a
weakening amendment,
then the Senate should
have equal power 1o re-
move it. Time is short.
Cali your State Senator,
Rodney Moen, at (713}
538.4848. Teli him to
fight to remove the
“Exxon/Rio-Algom
Amendment” so we can
have a true moratorium on
sulfide mining. After all,
Exxon ani Rio-Algom are
not citizens of this state.
You are the ones who vote
and deserve to be repre-
sented.

Laura Furtman
Wehster, WI

Black River Falls
Banner Journal ;
February 4, 1998



Mining Moratorium
Bill is too weak

Pear Editor:

Reps. Alvin Ott and Clifford Ctle
zoltt oul the people of Calumet
County on Jan, 21 and 22 at the
‘state capital, What am | talking
about? The Mining Moratortam’ Bill,
How do | know? | was there for every
minute of the two days of debate on
the ‘fivor. And. believe me. [ paid keen
atiention to what was sald by our
. stale:legislators, including Calumet
.- County’s,
© You'd be appalied to find out that
Reps, Ott and Otte voted to amend
the Mining Moratorium Bill, gutting
its strong controls on mining. Then
. :they voted for the weakened version.

Pretty cie\rcr. Isn't. 1t‘? That. way they
could come home to their con-
stituents and say. "Yes. [ voted. for
this biil betause | knew you wanted
“ when in reality ihey had taken the
{ceth cut of Wiirst, ... ., e

This is par'ticuiarly worrlsomc«
because %0 much. exploratory. drilling .
has been done across Northern.
Wisconsin that, according te former
Exxon geologlst. the north woods has,
the potentfal to become a "new.
domestic mining district.” Kerr-.
MeGee, BPH-Utah, Noranda and’
Exxon are just a few.of thc; mining
gtants, who have been snooping
around the area. looking to see If they
might be able to turn a profit from
OUR Wisconsin® resources.

The most crucial vote wag "ot thc

final one. butmt}_lcrran earlier y_otg_:pl

ITORE
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adopt the so-called "Exxon/Rio-Algom
Amendment.” The original bili said
that a mining company could not get
a permit to mine in Wisconsin unless
it could prove by exampie that a skmi-
lar mine had operated without conta-
minating nearby water supplies.
What the amendment did was to
redsfine poljution to mean a viclation
of environmental law that had actual-

" ly gone to court. This means that

mines that have caused great envi-
ronmental damage but have not actu-
ally gone through a formal legai pro-
ceeding could be used as aceeptable
exarmples. Many such mines exist, so
we are in big trouble. 0.

Reps. Ot (1-888-534-0003) and
Otfe (1-BB88-529-0027} have vioiated
the public trust. ! urge you to cali
them and let them know they WiLL be

held accountable in the next election.
Afler ali, Exxon and Rio-Algom are
NOT citizens of this state. YOGU are
the ones who vote and deserve to be
represenied.

S0 here we sit with a gutless hill
that's on ils way back to the state
senate for, conformatien.. What do we
do? Reason teils me that if the assem-
bly could add a weakening amend-
ment. then the senate should have
equal power to remove i, Time is
short. Call your state senators. Alan
Lasee {820-336-8830} and Calvin
Potter {920-452-8875). Tell them to
fight to remove the “Exxon/Rlo-Algom
Amendment” and give us back a true
moraterium on sulfide mining.

Laura Furtman
Webster, Wi -

Writer says local politicians

New Holstein Reporter
February 5, 1998

'sold out” on mining vote

Fothe edior

i(t.‘]‘.\ Abvin Onand Chittord One ~old
oul the peosle of Caiume Connde o Tan
<Uand 220t the stuse capitol What am |
tdhing about? The Mining Mortorium
Bill Hlow do F know? [ was there for
cvery minute of the two days of debate on
the floor. And, believe me. 1 paid keen
‘attention 1o what was said by vur'stte
fegistators. including Calumet County s,

You'd be appalied to find out that Reps.
Gt and Otte voted to amend the Mining
Moeatorium Bill. gutting its strong
controls on mising. Then they voted for
the weakened version. Pretty clever, isn't
it? That way they could come home to
their constituents and say. “Yes. | voted
for this bitf because | knew you wanred
it.” when in reality they had taken the
teeth out of it firss

This is particularly worrisome, because
so much exploratory driiling has been
done across Northern Wisconsin that.
according to a former Exxon geologist.
the north woods has the potential to
become a “new domestic mining district.”
Kerr-McGee, BPH-Utah, Noranda and
Exxon are just a few of the mining giants
who have been snooping around the area,
looking to see if they might be abie 1o
turn a profit from OUR Wisconsin
resources.

The most crucial vote was not the final
one, but rather an earlicr vote to adopt the
so-called “Exxon/Rio-Algom Amend-
ment.” The original Bil said that a

treng vompany coubd e st perna o

e e Wascensin dadess il Gould pries
by ewumple that e similer mine il
eporiivd withou contimitaing aoarbe |

water supphies. What the smendinens did
wias toredenine potlation o mican :
violatien of environmental faw that had
actually gone A0 Lourt, %hls means thi
mines that have caused grt.dt CRVIrONMC -
tal damage but have not actuaily gone
theough a formal fegal proceeding could
be used as acceptabic examples, Muanv
such mines exist, so we are in Pig troubie. |
Rueps. O (1-88R-334-00013 and Oite
{1-388-529-0027) have violated the
public trust. 1 urge vou to call them and
let them know they WILL be held
accountable in the next election. After all.
Exxon and Rio-Algom are NOT citizens
of this state. YOU are the ones who vote
and deserve o be represented.

So here we sit with a gutless bill that's
on its way back to the State Senate for
confirmation. What do we do? Reason
tefls me that if the Assembly could add a
weakening amendment, then the Senme
should have equal power to remove it.
Time is short. Call vour state Senators,
Atar Lasee ($20-336-8830) and Calvin
Patter (920-452-6875). Tell them to fight
to remove the “Exxon/Rio-Algom
Amendment” and give us back a true
moratorium on sulfide mining.

Laury Furtman
Websicr, Wi




Did Handrick

EDITOR, The Daily News:'

Rep. Joseph Handrick sold out the
people of Oneida County 'on Jan. 21
and 22 ai the state capitol. What am
ltalking about? The Mining
Moratorium Bill. How do I krtow? [
was there for every minute of the
two days of debate on the floor. .
And, believe me, I paid keen atten-
tion to what was said by our state

‘legislators, including Rep. Handrick.

First he voted to amend the Mini-
ng Moratorium Bill, gutting its
strong controls on mining. Then he
voted against the Bill he had just
amended. | can only conglude that
he did not want these 'mining con-
trols to pass in any shape or form.

This situation is particularly wor-

- risome, because so much ex-

. ploratory drilling has been done .
-across Northern Wisconsin that, ac-
cording to a former Exxon - - - .
geologist, the Northwoods has-the

tic mining district.” Noranda, Chev-

Rhinelander Daily News
February 5, 1998

sell out?
ron, Comince, Cyprus, E.X.
Lehmann, Mineralco, NL Industries,
and Placer Dome have all done ex-
ploratory drilling in Oneida County,
looking 1o see-if they might be able
to tum a profit from our Wisconsin
resources, Potential mining sites in-
clude Lynne, Enterprise County
Forest, Pelican, and Stockley Creek.
The most crucial vote was not the
final one, but rather an earlier vote
to adopt the so-called “Exxon/Rio-
Algom Amendment,” The original
Bill said that 2 mining company
couid not get a permit to mine in
Wisconsin unless it could prove by
example that a similar mine had
operated without contaminating
nearby water suppiies. What the
amendment did was to redefine pol-

lution to mean a violation of en-

vironmental law that had acually -

.- gone to court. This means that mines
~ thathave caused great environmens

polential to' bedofrie a “hew domes: sk

gone fihrug.h"a"fm“ b a l__f'ié g"_aiz;’-;d‘ i+

..
-

A,
« Editor:-

proceeding could be used as accep-
table examples. Many such mines
exist, 5o we are in big trouble.

Rep. Handrick’s vote is a breach
of public trust. I urge you to call him
at 1-888-534-0034 and let him know
he will be held accountable in the
next election. After all, Exxon and
Rioc Algom are not citizens of this
state, You are the ones who vote and
deserve to be represented.

So here we sit with a gutless Bill
that’s on its way back to the State
Senate for confirmation. What do
we do? Reason telis me that if the
Assembly could add a weakening
amendment, then the Senate should
have equal power 1o remove it. Time
13 short. Call your State Senator

- Roger Breske, at 715-454-6575, Tell
. him 10 fight 10 remove the “Exxon/

Rio-Algom Amendment” and give .
us back a'lrug moratorium on sulfide

1

. Reps. Lommaine Seratti and John Gard sold our the peapie of -
Marinene County on Jan, 21 and 22 at the State Capitol. What am ]
wking abouwt? The Mining Moratorium Bill, How do I know? [
was there for every minute of the two days of debate oo the floor.
Andl. believe me. 'l paid keen attention to what was said by our
'stite legishators, including Seratti and Gard. o
. They both voted 10 amend the Mining Moratorium Bill, Suting
s Strong controls onmining. Gard then voted for the weakened

“ version, Pretty clever, isn’t it? That way he could come home 1o his .

L ledpstituents and say, ““Yes,
.. Wanted it when in reali
~3eratti, on the other ha
amended. T can only conclude that she

1 voted for this Bill becanse I knew you - -
ty he had taken the testh out of it first
nd, voted against the Bill she had jost

did not want these mining

“ebntrols to pass in any shape o form,
.- This situation is ‘particularly worrisome, because so much

- éxploratory drilling has been done across |
according 103 former Exxon geologist,

1 Wisconsin that,
, the north woods has the

~potential to become 2 “new domestic mining. district ™ ‘Western

. Nuclear, Amoco, BPH, St..J

oseph American and UOP Mineral

«Bcience have all done exploratory drilling in Marinette County

- looking to:see if they might be able 1o turn a profit from our
'.}ﬂmsiﬂ_ ‘ 5L R AT

damage n:’;i::i? b:o‘:s:;dmaﬁy gone llehmngh f'}:z:mﬁ
m&ﬁgw%%ﬁaﬁgmm' e les. Many such ‘
_ We sit with a gutless Bill thar's on jts '
Stae Seaate for confirmation. What mmmm"‘””ﬁﬁ‘:ﬁ
Senate should have oL pawer to remove it. Time is short, Cail
Your State Senators, Gary _ i and Roger Breske. Tell
Mm_ﬁyxmmwﬂa*ﬁxxmum&mm“m
e B8 back 2 troe moratoriam on suifice mining. After all,
and Rio-Algom are not citizeny of this state. You are the
represented,

mmmm%m&
- Laura Furtman,
Webster

Peshtigo Times
February 4, 1998




To the Editor:
- Representatives Cloyd Porter
and Nea] Kedzie sold out the peo-
ple of Walworth County on January
21 and 22 at the state capitol. What
. -am I talking about? The Mining
_Moratorium Bill. How do 1 know? 1
. - was there for every minute of the
~two days of debate on the floor.
And, believe me, I paid keen atten-
* - tion'to what was said by our state
legislators, including Representa-
tives Porter and Kedzie.
o They both voted to to amend
. the Mining Moratorium Bill, gut-
- ting its strong ‘controls on mining.
. Representative Kedzie then voted
.~ for the weakened version. Pretty
<lever, isn't it? That way he could
eome home to his constituents and
say, “Yes, I voted for this bi}l
~because I knew you wanted it,”
- when in reality he had taken the
“teeth out of ‘it first. Representative
Porter; on the other hand, voted
-Against the Bill and had just amend-
&d.. I can only. conclude that he did
not want these mining controls to
pass in any shape or form,

To the Editor: - -

capitol.

including Clark County's.

This is particularly worrisome,
because so much exploratory
drilling has been done across
Northern Wisconsin that, according
to a former Exxon geclogist, the
north woods has the potential to
become “a new domestic mining
district.” Western Nuclear, BPH-
Utah, Noranda and Exxon are justa
few of the mining giants who have
been snooping around the area,
looking to see if they might be able
1o turn a profit from our Wisconsin
Resources. There is even the poten-
tial for uranjum mining in-our a
state.

The most crucial vote was not
the final one, but rather an eariier
vote to adopt the so-called
“Exxon/Rio-Algom Amendment.”

-The original bill said that a'mining

company could:not get a permit to
mine in Wisconsin uniess it could
prove'by example that a similar

mine had operated without contam-

inating nearby water supplies. What
the amendment did was to redefine
pollution to mean a violation of
environmental law that had actually

gone to court. This means that
mines that have caused great envi-
ronmental damage but have not
actually gone through a formal
legal proceeding could be used as

-‘Representa‘tives Sold Out Péop.le of County

. acceptable examples. Many such

mines exist, 50 we are in big trou- |

ble.

And here we sit with a gutless |

bill that's on its way back to the
State Senate for confirmation. What
do we do? Beason tells me that if
the Assembiy could add a weaken-
ing amendment, then ‘the Senate
should have equal power to remove
it. Time is short. Call your State

Senators, Timothy Weeden (608- |
362-7877) and Robert Wirch (888-

769-4724.) Tell them to fight to
remove the “Exxon/Rioc-Algom
Amendment™ and give us back a

true moratorium on sulfide mining, -

After all, Exxon and Rio-Algom

are not citizens of this state. You

are the ones who vote znd deserve
1o be respected.

Laura Furtman,

Websier

Lake Geneva Regional News

February 12, 1998

Rep.. Robert Zukowski sold out the pepple of
Clark County on Jan. 2{st and 22nd at the state

What am I'talking about? The Mining Moratorium Bill.
How do'l know? T was thers for every minute of the two
days of debate on the floor. And, believe me, | pgid keen
attention to what was said by our state legislators,

* Zukowski vote on mining billa “breach of pubic rust’

Amendment." The original Bill said that a mining
company could not get a permit to mine in Wisconsin |
unless it could prove by example that a similar mine had
operated without contaminating nearby water supplies.
What the amendment did was to redefine pollution to mean
a violation of environmental law that had actuaily gone to
court. This means that mines that have caused great
environmental damage but have not actually gone through

You'd be appalled (o find out that Rep. Zukowski voted
to amend the Mining Moratorium Bill, gutting its strong
conlrols on mining. He then turned around and voted for
the weakened version. Pretty clever, isn't it? That way he
could come home to his constituenis and say, “Yes, I voted
for this Bill because 1 knew you wanted it,” when in reality
he had taken the teeth out of it first.”

This situation is particularly worrisome, because so
much exploratory dritling has been done across northern
Wisconsin that, according to a farmer Exxon geologist, the
north woods has the potential to become a “new domestic
mining district.” For example, both Cominco and Kerr-
McGee have drilled in Clark County, looking to see if the;y
might be able to turn a profit from QUR Wisconsin
resources.

The most crucial vote was not the final one, but rather an
earlier vote to adopt the so-called “Exxon/Rio-Algom

Clark County Press
February 4, 1998

a formal legal proceeding could be used as acceptable
examples. Many such mines exist, so we are ini big trouble.

Rep. Zukowski's vote is a breach of public trust. Turge
you to call him at 1-888-534-0069 and let him know he
WILL be held accountable in the next election. After all,
Exxon and Rio-Algom are NOT citizens of this state. YOU
are the ones who vote and deserve to be represented.

So here we sit with a gutless Bill that's on its way back
to the State Senate for confirmation. What do we do?
Reason tefls me that if the Assembly could add a
weakening amendment, then the Senate should have equal
power to remove it. Time is short. Call your State Senator,
David Zien, at 715-720-2300. Tell him to fight to remove
the “Exxon/Rio-Algom Amendment” and give us back a
true moratorium on sulfide mining,

Laura Furtman
Webster




1eetn taken out or moratorium bill

Rep. Steve Nass sold out the
pedple of Walworth and Jefferson
_counties on Jan. 21-and 22 at the
gtate capitol. What am I malking
~about? The Mining Moratorinm
Bill. How do I know? I was there
for every minure of the two days of
debate on the floor. And, believe
me, I paid keen atention to what
was said by our state legislators, in-
cluding Rep. Nass.

You'd be appalled to find out that
he voted to amend the Mining
Moratorium Bill, gutting its strong
controls on mining. Then he voted
for the weakened version. Pretty
clever, isn't it? That way he could
come home w his constituents and
say, “Yes, I voted for this bill be-
cause ] knew you wanied it,” when
in reality he had taken the teeth out
of it first.

This is partcularly worrisome
because so much exploratory
drilling has been done across
‘northern Wisconsin that, according
tc a former Exxon geologist, the
north woods has the potental 1o be-
come a “new dormestic mining dis-
rict.” Western Nuclear, BPH-Utah,
Noranda and Exxon are just a few
of the mining giants who have been
snooping around the area, Jooking
1o see if they might be able torn 2

rofit. from OUR Wxsconsm re-
sources.

“The most crucial vote was potthe

bill said that a mining company
could not get a permit to mine in
Wisconsin unless it could prove by
example that a similar mine had op-
erated without contaminating
nearby water supplies. What the
amendment did was to redefine pol-
lution 1y mean a violation of envi-
ronmental law that had actually’
gone to cowrt. This means that;
mines that have caused great envi-
ronmental damage bat have not ac~,
tally gone through a formal legal.
proceeding could be used as aceept-
able examples. Many such mmes
€Xist, S0 we are in bzg wouble.

Rep. Nass™ vote is a breach of |
public rrast. I urge you to call him |
at 1-888-529-0031 and let him
know he WILL be held accountable

in the next election.

So here we sit with a gutless bill
thar’s on its way back to the Stare
Senate for confirmation. What do
we do? Reason tells me that if the
Assembly conld add a weakening
amendment, then the Senate should
have equal power to remove it.
Time is short. Call your Stare
Senator, Joanne Huelsman at 414-
521-5010. Tell her 1o fight 1 re-
move the “Exxon/Ric-Algom
Amendment” and give us back a
ue moratoriwn on sulfide mining.
After all, Exxon and Rio-Algom are
NOT citizens of this state. YOU are
the ones who vote and deserve to be

Whitewater Register

February 12, 1998

Letters to the editor —

Votes for mining bill

Rep. Neal Kadzie soid out the
people of Walworth County on Jan. 21
and 22 at the staie capitol. Whatam 1
tatking abowt? The Mining Morato-
fium Bill. How do [know? [ was there .
for every minute of the two days of”
debate on the floor. And, believe me, !
[ paid keen atention 10 what was said
by our state legisiators, including Rep.
Kedzie.

You'd be appalled to find out that

: hevoted woamend the Mining Morato-

rium Bill, gutting its swong conmols
onmining. Thenhe voted for the weak-
ened version. Prauy clever, isn't it?
That way he could come home to his
constimens and say, “Yes, [ voied for
this Bill because [ knew you wanted,”
when in reality he had taken the weeth
out of it firse

This is pardcularly worrisome, be-
causs so much explomtory drilling has
been done across Nerthern Wisconsin
that, according (o a former Exxon ge-
ologist, the north woods has the poten-
ual 0 become a “new domestic min-
ing distmict.” Westemn Nuclear, BPH-
Utah, Noranda and Exxon are just a

few of the mining giapis who have,
heen snooping around the area, look- -

ing w see if they might be able 1o m
a profit from OUR Wisconsin re-
sources. Thereis even the potential for

granium mining in cur stats. -

The most crucial vote was not :hc
final one, but rather an earlier vote to
adopt the so-called “Exxon/Rio-
Algom Amendment” The original
Bill said that a mining company could
nOL get & perrmit 1o ming in Wisconsin
unless it could prove by axample that
a sumilar mine had operated without
contaminatng nearby water supplies.
What the amendment did was 0 rede-
fine pollution 10 mean a violation of
environmental law hat had actoally
Zone to court. This means that mines
that nave caused great environmental
damage but have not actually gone
through a formal legal proceeding
could be used as xceplable examples.
Many such mines 2xist, s we are in
big mouhic.

Rep Kedzie's vole is 2 breach of
public rust. [urge vou locall himar 1 -
888.534.0043 and tet him know he
wiil be held accouniable in the aext
election. ‘

Sa her we s with a gutess Bill.
that's on its way back W the Stats
Senae {or confimnaton, What do we .
do? Reason iells me that if the Assem-
biy could 2dd a weakening amend-
ment, then the Senate should have
suwdl powor woremove L Time s
shore Call vour Siate Sengtor, Timo-
thy Weeden, at {#08) 362-7877, Tel}
mm e fdzntw remoeve the “Exxon and

final one, but rather an earlier vote TePfﬂsaﬂm‘ The Times state, You are the ones who vole an
to adopt the so-called “Exxon/Rio- Laura Furtman The Bav Times deserve 10 be represented.
Algom Amendment” The original Webster y Laura Fartman

Sharon Reporter  Webster

Letter to the editor

. By Laura Furtman
WEBSTER, WIS

One of Walworth County’s state
representatives, Neal Kedzie, appears
to have made up his mind about the
Mining Moratorium Bill, and the
 implications are quite serious for
- those who live in his district.

: In brief, the bill says that compa-
. nies like Exxon cannot move into
- Wisconsin and mine for metals un-
+ less they first prove they can do it
: without polluting our ground and
= surface waters,

- Thattranslates into protecting our
.. drinking water, including Walworth
¢ County’s. it sure makes sense to me,
but apparently not to Rep. Kedzie.

He sits on the Assembly Environ-
ment Committee, and recently casta

preliminary vote AGAINST the bill.

You may wonder why this should
be of any concem to you.

I believe that any legislator who
opposes the Mining Moratorium Bill
is in effect saying, “Yes, I'd be OK
with the same sort of mine and toxic
waste dump that Exxon proposes for
Crandon being located in my HOME
district.”

Any other conclusion would be
hypocritical. After all, if it’s OK for
Crandon, shouldn’t it be OK for the
legislator’s own backyard?

Exxon’s proposed Wolf River
mine would produce the state’s toxic
waste dump, a tailings pond over 90
feet deep and covering the size of at
least 200 footbail fields.

All similar mines have caused acid
mine drainage, which consists of a

February 11, 1998

‘Mining could cause problems

toxic soup of sulfuric acid and heavy
metals like mercury and arsenic that
inevitably leaks into water supplies.

Rep. Kedzie may feel comfort-
able having something like that in
Walworth County, but I doubt if most
people in the area would agree.

[t’s time we band together to sup-
port the Mining Moratorium Bill and
cancel out the negative votes of people
like Rep. Kedzie.

Let Rep. Kedzie know that he
WILL be held accountable in the
next election. His number is 1 (888)
534-0043.

Remember, voting no on the bill
or watering it down with amend-
ments will pave the way for Crandon’s
Exxon nightmare to occur around the
state, maybe even in Walworth
County.

Sharon Reporter
The Times

February 7, 1998



LETTERS

from Readers

Did representatives sell out? ‘
To the Editor:
' Reps. Stephan Nass, Frank Urban and Danie! Vrakas sold out the

keen attention to what was said by our state legislators, including Reps.
Nass, Urban and Vrakas.

The three of them voted to amend the Mining Moratorium Bill, gutting
its strong controls on mining. Nass then votad for the weakened version.
Pretty clever, isn't it? That way he could come home to his constituents and
say, “Yes, I voted for this bill because I knew you wanted it,” when in reality
he had taken the teeth out of it first. Vrakas, on the other hand, did not even
like the weakened version, and voted against that, too. [ can only conclude
that he did not want these mining controls to pass in any shape or form.

‘This situation is quite worrisome. So much exploratory drilling has
been done across northern Wisconsin that, according to a former Exxon
geologist, - the north woods has the potential to become a “new domestic
mining district.” Kerr-McGee, BPH-Utah, Noranda and Exxon are just a few
of the mining giants who have been snooping around the area, looking to see
if they might be able to turn a profit from OUR Wisconsin rescurces. There is
even the potential for uranium mining in our state.

~The most crucial vote was not the final one, but rather the sarlier vote
to adept the so-called “Exxon/Rio-Algom Amendment.” The original Bill said
that a mining company could not get a permit to mine in Wisconsin unless it
could prove by example that a similar mine had aperated without
contaminating nearby water supplies. What the amendment did was to
redefine pollution to mean a viclation of environmental law that had actually
gone to court. This means that mines that have caused great environmental
damage but have not actually gone through a formal legal proceeding could
be usad as acceptable examples. Many such mines exist, so we are in big
rouble.

After all, Exxon and Rio-Algom are not citizens of this state, You ars the ones
who vote and deserve to be represented.

And here we sit with a gutless Bill that's on its way back to the State
enate for confirmation. What do we do? Reason tells me that if the
Assembly could add a weakening amendment. then the Senate should have
equal power to remove 1. Time i3 short. Call vour State Senators, Joanne
‘Huelsman ($14-521.5010), Alberta Darling {(414-352-7877 and Margaret
warrow {114-782-1261), Tell her to fight to remove the "Exxon/Rio-Algom
‘Amendment” and give us back a true moratorium on sulfide muning. After all,
Exxon and Rio-Algom are not citizens of this state. You are the ones who vote
and dessrve to be represented,

Laura Furtman
Webster

Kettle Moraine [ndex
February 5, 1998

people of Waukesha County on Jan. 21 and 22 at the state capitol. What am 1.
tatking about? The Mining Moratorium Bill. How do I know? I was there for
every minute of the two days of debate on the flocr. And, believe me, I paid

Rep. Urban (1-888.534-0054) has violated the public trust. [ urge you to.
all:him and let him know they will be heid aceountable in the next election. -

Letters To The Editor

Writer Says She
Will Remember

27426 County Road H
Webster, W1 54893
Tek 715-635-7928
January 30, 1998

To the Editor:

Rep. Carel Owens sold out
the people of Fond du Lac
County on Jan. 21st and 22nd at
the staie capitol. What am |
talking about? The Mining
Moratorium Bill. How do i
know?

I was there for every minute
of the 2 days of debate on the
floor. And, believe me, | paid
keen attention to what was said
by our state legisiators, includ-
ing Rep. Owens,

First she voted to amend the
Mining Moratorium Bili, gut-
Lng its strong controis on min-
ing. Then she voted against the
Bill she had just amended. I can
only conclude that she did not
want iflese mining controls to
pass in ary shape or form.

This situation is particularly
worrisome, because s¢ much
exploratory drilling has been
done across Northern Wis. that,
according to a former Exxeon
geologist, the north woods has
the potential 1o become 3 "new
domestic mining district.”
Kerr-McGee, BPH-Utah,
MNoranda and Exxon are just a
few of the mining giants who

rea, looking to see if they
Eﬁght be able to turn a profit
from OUR Wis. resources.
There is even the potential for
uranium mining in our state.
The most crucial vote was
not the final one, but rather an
earlier vote 1o adopt the so-
called “Exxon/Rie-Algom
Amendment." The original Bill
said that a mining company
could not get & permit to mine
in Wis. unless it could prove by
example that a similar mine had

have been snooping around the'

operated without contaminating
nearby water supplies. '

What the amendment did was
to redefine poilution to mean a
violation of envircnmental law
that had actually gone 1o court.

This means that mines that
have caused greal environmen-
tal damdge but have not actually
gone through a formal legal
proceeding couid be used as
acceptable examples. Many
such mines exist, so we are in
big trouble,

Rep. Owens' vote is a breach
of public trust. 1 urge you 1o call
her at 1-888-534-0033 and let
her know she WILL be heid
accountable in the next election.
After all, Exxen and Rio-Algom
are NOT citizens of this state.
YOU are the ones who vete and
deserve to be represented.

So here we sit with a gutless
Bil} that's on its way back 10 the
State Senate for confirmation.
What do we do? Reason teils
me that if the Assembly could
add a weakening amendment,
then the Senate should have
equal power (o remeve it.

Time is short.

Call vour State Senator,
Carol Roessier, at 1-888-736-
8720. Tell her toifight to
remove the "Exxon/Rio-Algom
Amendment” and give us back a
true moratorivm on sulfide min-
ing.

Laura Furtman
Webster, W1

Campbellsport News
February 5, 1998
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Anti-mine
candidate 3.
gets boost
from Black

By TIM RYAN
Leader Reporter

State Rep. Spencer Black
Thursday endorsed candidate
Becky Wolf in her race
against Rep. John Ainsworth
for his 8th Distriet’ .&mwﬁmd@
seat.

With the Wolf River in both
the physical and political
background, Black held a
press conference at Huck-
teberry Harbor Thursday -
afternoon to make his
announcement. i

He based his endorsement ‘ : Leader photo/Tim Ryan
on Woll’s opposition toa Rep. mnm:omw Black hn.gma“moa endorsed 6th Assembly District candidate Becky Wolf in her
proposed sulfide mining oper-  campaign against Rep. John Ainsworth (R- uring a press conference at Huck-

ation at the headwaters of the  leberry Harbor ,:,_Emamc Black hailed Wolf's pledge to support a mining moratorium in the
Wolf River near Crandon, state.

“I can't think of a beiter >
name for a candidate to She grew up here, she tréa- her campaign.” introduce in the Assembly in
protect the Wolf River,” Black sures the environment and Wolf has signed a mining the next egislative session.,
said. "I'm delighted to come she has made protecling the mozatortum pledge in support .

here &5 endorse mmqu Wolf. . environment a centerpiece of - of a'bill Black said he will re- See Black/Page A2
TPIeG oLa . |




\®Black: Endorses Wot i

The Cranden mine Is being
Proposed by the Bxxon Corp. and
its Canadian partner Rio Algom,
Black said the proposed mine
has “galvanized- People in the

- northwestern ang southeastern
portions of the state.

“They have made It clear they
are very concerned,” Black said.
Cranden mine oppénents
contend the operation poses too
great a threat of environmental

contamination of groundwater
.and of the Wolf River.

' Those concerns stem in part,
Black said, from the poor envir-

-onmental record of both Exxon
and Rio Algom, which have vetto
operate a mine without causing
environmental damage.,

- Black's bill would ban such
mining operations unti they can

" be proven environmentally safe,
Black said Wolf's opponent is

.. 2 personal friend of his but, “he .
~ . doesn't deserve tobe re-elected.” Dt
- He chastised Ainsworth for votes

that helped remove the state
_public intervenor's office and
that, Black said, would allow
environmental lawbreakers to
get permits from the Department
of Natural Resources,

"It's disappcintirzg to ouroffice
that Spencer Black, a Madison
polifical insider, is playing poli-

tics,” said Saly Varmilyea, an
aide to Ainswort,

“John hasn't nage up his !
mind on this issue,"\pe said. “if |
he believes the enviroument will |

~be hurt, he wily vote against |

lissuing a permit for the nine)."

She added that Ainsworty. had
cencerns about a blanket han
against any type of. industry.
Varmilyea said there are not yet.
enough facts to reach a conclu-
sion:on the mining issue, “It's
irresponsible to sign a pledge
without all of the facts being in.”

Black sazid. the Tegislature's
elican majority Hay worked-
: the DNR into a “political
Palronage” ageney.:

mised to work torestore

gpet

T

3

P &
the public intervenor's officeand

remove political
the DNR,

patronage from _

‘He said the success of those .

efforts, ‘as well as that of his

mining moratorium bill, would

depend on electing a Dermocratic
majority to the Legislature in
next month's elections.




